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THE SABBATH.

Now dawas through heaven and carth the Sabbath day.
Auspicious season hail! with cheerful song

Thy glad return we celebrate below,

While, though in loftier yet symphonious swrains,
Angelic choirs thy welcome chant above.

Yea, thou art welcome, for thy holy sway
Quells the wild tenult of the troubled soul,

And softly whispers peace.  ‘The sorrowing heart
Grows glad’at thine approuch, and spirits faitk,

Fanned by thy hallew’d breath revive and smile.
From the rapt vision fades the world away,

And saints in union sweet, draw near to heaven,

Thou Prince of days expressly made for man!
O had we scraph harps, we’d sing thy praise
In numbers worthy the exakled themé.

We'd rise superior to the angelic throng,
And their impassioned minstrelsy outvie;
Becanse this sacred morn for us doth shine.
(Poor pilgrims windering *mid earth’s gloom profound.)
To vs by the creating hail was given
This dear memorial of creating love;
This heacon lighted at the burning Throne,
Piercing night’s deepest shades, and scattering wide
Celostial radiance on the darksome way.
We will ascribe to God the glory due;
Will honor him who sitteth on the throne
And will vejniee before him; for his name
Is high exalted far above all gods.
Honor and might and majesty are his.
Cyreation bears his signature divine,
And lowl attests (he greatness of his power.

Ere ancient Time his measured cowse began,
Whea embryo earth appeared, formless and void,
When silence reigned, and universal night
Mantled the bosom af the mighiy deeps
Then went the mandate forth, th’ omnific word
Borne on the breath of Deity afar,

Traversed the echoing gloom ;—nor void returned;
Natore awoke, responsive to the call,

And sprang to life in all her varied forms.

‘Aml {n th? approval of the smiling God

Exulting, her majestie conrse began,

Six days the Almighty labored with hus werd.
But now his labors eeased,and heralded
By the clear anthem of the ¢ nurning stars,”
Crowned with excessive glory, shone ol high
The first, Sabatie morn.  To greet its dawn,

Al heaven joined in wnivogal song:
Mellifluous voices flled the balmy airy
Accompanird by harps of aweetest note,
Hymning the praises of creating love,
Aud the biighit glovies of the day of vest.

Momantons duy! its first observer He;

The high and Lofty Oue, whose fearful name
Gleamns as a signet on its hnly brow,

-Alone ordaine dnd sanctifld hy Hii,

Anl with His Llessing blest forevermore,

When from the sacred mount;
Whose eloudy top add trembling base proclaimed
The awful grandeur of its Guest sullime,
1o thuader tanes went forth the ¢ Royal law,”
God’s will to man, made known in ten,commands ;
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On that"dread morn, while to its centre shook
The steadfast earth, and Isracl in dismay
Tarned from the fearful sight, nor could ;nduro
The voice of i that cpake; the grear decree
Unehangeable was passed on all helow, |

¢ Bix days may work he done, but on the seventh,
Which is the"Sabbath of the Lord thy God,

Thou and all thine shalt vest; for in .‘;ix days

The Lord made heaven and earth and all ll;erefn

And rested on the seventh, and hallowed it.” ’

Based on this grand foundation, stands securs
The Subbath of the LORD. Aund wha art thou,
That rashly dvean’st to phack this fubric’down;

Aud on its ruins 1o erect thine own, )

Thy Uest, thy sanctified ! Shortsighted man!

Canst thou command unnumbered worlds from naught?
Or canst thou thunder with a voice like Him?

Then mayest thou think to thange the law divine.
Thy weakuess know, and know that God is strong',
And jealons of his glory; and who dares

With impivus hand to tonch his high renown,

Shall Lis displeasare prove, and taste liis ire.

Dlest atl-imumortal day!  Ah, it shall stand?
Ummoved amid the strife of ‘mortal tongucg~—
Unmoved amid the ruin of the worli;

And while Eternity his mighty years

Shall roll wmumbered o’er the earth made new,
Effulgent shine in glory’s noontide ray,

Dy nations who ave suved, cbsarved for aye,

Paris, Me, Pec., 1850, H. N. Brevesy, '

HISTORY OF THE SABBATH.—CoxTiNvED

. THYE SARBATH SINCE THE KEFORMATION. -
' ‘VV ith the commencemnent of the Reformation a new spirit of res
hg;ou)s inquiry was awakened. Ncarly every item of Christian
practice was brought under consideration, and not dismissed un=
il either approved or rejected.  Among the subjeets for discus-
sion we find the Sabbath carly introduced and thoroughly ex:
amincd. There were thice leading views then maintained by
diffterent classes of the Roformers, which deserve particular
notice.

1. Onc class of Reformers there was, who, dwelling alone on
the sufliciency of faith, and the freeness of the G‘ospbel, tremb-
led at the thought of imposing rules upon men, and seemed to
fcar the term Taw. hese declared that the law of the Sabbath
was abolished ; that Sunday was no Sabbath, only a festival of
the church, which had been appointed, and might be altered at
her plecasure. That we may not bo thought in crrer .here, as
well as to give a fuller undersianding of the opinions of ;hat
time, we will present the assertions of some of these men.

Bishop Cranmar’s Catechism, A. D. 1548, says:— The
Jews were commanded in the Old Testament to kéep the Sab-
bath-day, and they observed it cvery seventh dav, called the
;Sabbuth, or Baturday ; but we Christian men are ‘not bound to
isuch commandments in Mgpses’ law, and therefore we now keep
:no more the Sabbath, or Saturday, as the Jews did, but we ob.
iscrve the Sunday and sone other days, as the mugistrates do
yudge convenient.” ’

William Tirdal says,in his answer to More, chap. 25—
« We be lords over the Sabbath, and may change it into Mons
day, or any other day, as we sce need. Or may make every
tenth day holy-day, only if we scc cause why; we may make
two every weck, if it were expedient, and one not enough to
teach the people.  Neither was there any cause to change it
from the Saturday than to put difference between us and the Jew
and lest we should become scrvants to the day afler their su:
perstition.”

Bullinger, on Rev. i, 10, says :— Christian churches enters
tained the Lord’s day not upon any commandment from God
ibut according to their free choice.” '
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Melancthon says :—* The Lord’s day from the Apostles’ age,'|
hath been a solemn day : notwiths’anding, we find not the same
commanded by any Apostolic lawj bat 1t is collected from
hence that the abservation thereof was frec, beeause Epiphani-
us and St. Augustine testify that on the fourth and the sixth days
of t]}c week church assemblies were held, as well as upon
the Lord’s day.’

The Augustan Confession, drawn wp by Mclancthon, and ap-
proved by Luther, savs ¢ We teach that traditions are not to
be condewned which have a rcligious end, . . . . . . namely,
traditions concerning holy-days, the Lord’s day, the feast of the,
nativity, Easter, &e.”
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3. A third class may be found among the disputants about the

iSabbath, who endcavored, by s‘rict adherence to the Scriptures,

to escape the difficulties and inconsis‘cncics into which others
had been 1¢d.” They contended for the early institution of the
Sabbath, for ifs niorality and perpetuity as inferred from jts be-
ing placed in the Deealogue, and for the seventh day of the week,
as an essential and necessary part of the commandment.  The-
ophilus Bralowrne,in 1628, vays :~~¢ L, The fourth command-
ment of the Necalogue is a divine precept, simply and cntirely
moral, containing nothing legally ceremonial, in whole or in
part, and therefore the weekly observation thercof vught to be

!lperpetual, and to continve in full force and viriue to the world’s

These passages distinetly do awuy with the Sabbath, and
place the observation of Lord’s day on the ground cof human
authority. In the books of some carly awthors who adopicd
these views, may be found frequent references to u difficulyd
which drove them to deny the perpetuity of the Sabbath.  Bish-!
op White, in 1635, says :—¢ If the fourth commandment, con-
cerning the keeping of the seventh day, is moral and perpetual,
then it is not such in respect to the first and cighth day ; for this
precept requireth the observance of that one only day which it
specifieth in that commandment.””  In speaking of Lord’s day, he
says :—* Every day of the week and of the yearis the Lord’s ;!
and the Sunday is no morc the Lord’s by tle law of the f'mn".h;
commandment, than the “Friday; for the Lord’s day of that
fourth commandment is the Saturday.”

In cach of these quotations it scems to have bean fclt to be
ineonsistent to allow the perpetuity of the Sabbath, without keep-
ing the seventh day. But to come back to this ancient day,and
keep it in company with Jews, scemed too great a change.—
Hence the abrogation of the instiintion was asserted,.as the ca-
sicst way of escaping from the dileimyna,  Joha Milton speak-
ing of this difficuity, suys:—*“If we under the Gospel are to
regulate the time of owr public worship by the preseriptions of]
the Decalogue, it will surcly be far safcr to observe the serenth
day, according to the express conunand of God, than, on thie au-
thor'ty of mere humun coujeeture, to adopt the first.”

Another influcnee which led to the reiection of the Sabbath
by these men. was the view of it which was held by the Roman
Church.  When the leaders of the Reformation separated from
that church, it was claimed that all her fesiival days, including
Sunday, were holier than other days, not ouly in relation to the
use made of them, but to a nutural and 7nkerent holiness where-
with they thought them to be invested.  In additicn to his, ma-
ny and hurtful restraints had been tmposed upon the consei.
ences of God’s people, until these were days of punishment,
rather than holy pleasure and profit.  Sceing the days pervert-
cd from their real design, and made the means of strengthening
papal power, it is not surprising that they were discarded to-
gether.  Anxious to eseape one crror, they cmbroeed another
equally dangerous.

2. Bat another class of Reformers, (probably soraewhat fear-
ful of the conseguences of those lax notions fo which we have
just referred,) considering that the Subbath was given in Para-
dise, rehearsed at Sinai, and placed amaong the precepts of the
Decalogue, deelared that it must be moral in i's natire, and per-
petnally binding.  But having allowed its perpetuity, and hav-
ing rested its elaims upon the fourth commandment, the way of
cxplaining and enforcing the change of the day, presened an
ubsiacle to the spread of this view.  ITuw this was removed, lot
their own words answer.  Dr, Doind, in 1585, savs, “ThLe
fourth commandinent is simply and perpetually moral, and not!
ceremonial, in whoie cv in part.”  Richard Byfield, 1680, savs.!
¢ The fourth commandment is part of the law of nature, and!
thus part of the image of God, and is no more capab’e of a ce-
remony to be in it than God is.”  Afierwards bo.says, © The
institution of the Lord’s day is e'carly in the work of Chris’s!
resurrection ; as the institution of the sevenilr day whs in thel
work of finishing the ercation.” “The resurrection applicth;

[

end. 2. The Saturday, or seventh day of the week, onght to
the an evervlasting holy-day in the Christian Chureh, and the re-
Nigious ob=crvativn of this duy obligeth Christians under the Gos-
pely as it did the Jews before the coming of Christ. 8. The
Sundayv, or Lord’s day, is an ordinary working day 5 and it is
snperstition and will-worship to make the same the Sabbath of
the fourth commandment.”  Tlhese opinions were vindicated by
Brabourne, in two volumes, which appearcd, one in 1628, and:
the other in 1632. They bave never been answered to the satis-
faction of many candid minds. It is truc an answer has been
attempted.  But this answer, laboring as it did mainly to prove that
snch dactrine ** is repugnant to the public sentenee of the Church
of England.and o the sentence of divines wholived nt the begin-
ning of the Reformation,” condd not satisfy onc who believed the
Scriptures to be a snflicient rule of faith and practice. . To these
volumes might be added others, which appeared soon after, and to
the resulis of which, living witnesses have testified from that day
to this. It was while the discussion just referred to was yet in
progress, that King Jumes, in 1618, published his Book of Sports
for Sunday, in which is set forth, that ¢ by the precisencss of some
magistrates and ministers in several places in this kingdom,
iin hindering people from their reereations on the Sundav; the
papists in this realm being tlercby persugded that no honest
mirth or recreation was tolerable in our 1'<:ligi(.)n,” wherefore, it
p'eased his majes'y ta set out his declaration, “that for his good
people’s lawful reeveation, his pleasure was, thut after the end
of divine service, they should not be distwrbed, letted, or dis-
ecouraged from any lawful reereation, such as daneing, cither
‘men or women, archery for inen, leaping, vaulting, or ury oth-
ler «uch harmless roereations ; nor from having of May-games,
Whitsun-Ales, or Morrice-dances, ov setting up of May-poles,
or other spors therewith used 5 so as the same be bad in due
and eonvenient time, without impediment or let of divine ser-
ivice.”  This was desigued m part, probably, to counteract what
was then called the puritan notion, and may be regarded as ex.
pressing the opinion of the English Church at that time in re-
gard to the sacredrness of the day.  The same wus re-publisted
in 1636, by Charles, with how mueh real etleet upon the prae-
tices of men it is not casy to determine.

It is evident that a reaction in favor of the insfitntion had al-
ready commenced 5 and the esrnesiness of Puritanism on this
subicet, ioined to the inflnence of Sabbatarianism, has affected
almost 'the whole body of the English Chureh. Puritanisin and
Sabbatarianism descrve the eredit of having preserved to that
country a regard for the day of rest, which raises them infinite-
ly above many other DProtestant countrics. Had they taken
Scrip‘ure ground, the result can hardly be predicted.

Bv what has licre been said in regard to the observation of
the Sabbath, after the Reformation, it is not to-be supposed that
tleve are no traces of it since the Christian cra until that time.
Tt is believed that there have been. Christians in cvery age who
tave kept holy the seventh day. During the fizst three eentu.
rics of the Christian Church, the Sabbath seems to have been
almost universally kep*. It was kept gencrally in the Eastern
Church for six hundred years. And from that time onward to
the present, frequent traces of Sabbath-keepers may be found,
either in the history of individuals, or in the acts of Councils

and determineth the Sabbath of the fourth commandiment to the|
Lord’s day.” Such was the coursc of rcasoning adopted byt
this class of persons. Having cstablished the moraliiv and per-|!
petuity of the Sabbath by means of Seripture, and hronght!]
the sanctions of the word of God to sus‘ain them; they apply alth
this to the support of an institution, the existence and time of'l,!
keeping which 1s inferred from Christ’s resurrection. It is casy

to see wha* must have been the consequence. I

against those who kept it.  These notices extend to the time of
the Reformaion; and as frequent as are the refercnces to the
first day of the weck under the title of Lord’s day.

Wken we enter vpon that period of Reform, we find that
Sabbath-keepers appear in Germany late in the fifleenth or ear.
ly in the sixicenth century, according to Ross’s Picture of All
Religions. By this we are to understand that their numbers
were such as to lead to organization, and attract attention. A
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number of these formed a church, and emigrated to America in!

the.early settlement of the country. There weie Sabbath-keep-
ers in Transylvania, among whom was Francis Davidis, first
chmplain to the Court of Sigismund, the prince of that kingdom,
and afterwards-superintendent of all the Transylvaniah church-!
es In France, also, therc weve Christians of this class, umong!
whom was M. de la Roque, who wro‘e in'defence of the Sab-
bath, against Bossuct, the Catholic Bishop of Meaux. Butitis
difficulc to determine to what extent this day was observed in
those countries. ‘

In England we find Sabbath-keepers very early. Dr, Cham-
bers says: * They arose in England in the sixtcenth century,”
frem which we understand that they then became a distinet de-
nemination in that kingdom. They increased considerably in
thesseventeenth century ; and we find that towards the close of
that century therc were eleven flourishing churches in different
parts of the country.  Among those who held this view are some
names of distinction. Theophilus Brabourne was called before
the Court of High Commission, in 1632, for having written and
published books vindicating the claims of the sevenih day. One
Traske was about the same time cxamined in the Starr Cham-
ber where a long discussion about the subject secms to have
‘been held.  Nearly thirty years after this, John'James, preach-
er to a Subbath-keeping congregation in the cast of London, was
executed in a barbarous manner, upon-a variety of charges,
among which was his keeping of the Sabbath. Twenty years
later still, Francis Bampficld died in Newgate, a martyr to non-
conformity—especially as one who could not conform in the
matter of the Sabbath. It is needless to mention other names,
o to speak particularly of Edward, Joscpl, De. Joseph and Dr.
Bamuel Stennctt, John Maulden, Robert Cornthwaite, and others,
who have written and suflfered in proof of their attachment to
this truth.

But the Sabbath found great opposition in England, being as-
sailed both from the pulpit and the press, by those who were at-
fached to the established church, Many racn of learning and
talent cngaged in the discussion on both sides of the question.
Tt is cvident that th® opposcrs of reform felt unable to defend
themselves against the strength of talent and Scripture brought
against them. Thercfore, as in similar cascs, they cxeited the
¢ivil powers to check the progress of the Dissen‘ers by™passing
the famous. Conventicle Act. By this law, passed in 1634, &
‘was provided, that if any person, above sixicen years of age,
was present at any moeting of worship differcnt from the Church
of England, where-there were five persons more than the house-
hold, for the first offence he should be imprisoned three months,
or pay five pounds; for the second, the penalty was doubled;
and for the third he should be banished to Aunerica, or pay onc
hundred pounds sterling.  This act was rencwed in 1669, which,
in addition to the former penalties, made the person preaching
fiable to pay a finc of twenty pounds; and the same penality
was imposdd upon any person suffering a mce.ing to be held in
his house. Justices of the Peace were empowered to enter such
houses, and scizc such persons; and they weve fined one hund-
red pounds if they neglected doing so. These acts were ex-
ceedingly harassing to those who observed the Subhath.  Many
ofahcir distinguished ministers were taken from their flocks and
confined in prison, some of whom sunk under their sufierings,
These persccutions not only prevented those who kept the Sab-
bath from assembling, but deterred some who embraced their
opinions from uniting with them, and discouraged others from
investigating the. subject. At present the Sabbatlt is not as ex-
tensively obscrved in England as formerly. But the exient of
Sabbath-kecping cannot be determined by the number and mag-
nitude of the chiurches, cither there or in other couatries. For
mafy persons live in the dhservation of the seventh dav and re-
main members of churches which asscmb’c on the firs: day
and astill greater number acknowledge its correeiness, who con-

« form to the more popular cnsom of kccping‘tho ﬁ(r:st (Jay.' :

At what tima the Sabbuth bacane the snbicer of atiention on
this side of the Aclamic we caunot defiaitely say.  The in pier
ance of the fiest sottlors of New fingland was unfavorable to the
Sabbath, The poor Clirisian that muy have bsen baushed to
this coun'ry for its observance gould find no refuge among the
Pilgrim Fathers. 'The laws of Rhode Island were more toler-
ant, and observers of the Sabbuath first made their appearance in
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'gradually gained strength in this country from that period; bus
pt has found much to opposc its progress, even in Rhode Island,
It was in opposition to the general practice of Christians, on
jwhich account an odium was put upon it, and those who have
kept the Sabbath have been reproached with Judaizing, and
classed with Jews. Besides this, they have been subjected to
great inconvenience in thelir ocoupations, especially in cities and
towns. In Connceticut the laws were intolerunt and oppressive
to the Sabbath cause.

At no time does there appear to have been in this country
any general cxcitement on this subject. The fricnds of Sunday
have avoided as far as possible its discussion ; so that those who
have observed the Sabbath have had but little encouragement,
as they have supposed, to try to extend their sentiments.  But
the propagation of their opinions has not exclusively depended
on their efforts. The common English version of the Bible has
been found in many instances a sufficient means of converting
men to the Sabbath. Churches observing and assembling on
the Sabbath, have been founded in Rbode Island, Conneciicut,
New Yok, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, South Caroli-
na, Georgia, and in most of the new States, ombracing, as is
sipposcd, a population of ftorly or fitty thousand.—Sabbath
Tract No. 4.
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“ Suntify them thregh thy truth; thy word i truthy’
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OUR PRIESENT POSITION.—{Continued.}

Tur Sancroary.—Duniel was told that the cleansing of the Sanctua-
ry would be at the end of the 2300 days. ¢ Unto two thousand and
three hundred days; then shall the sanctuary be cleansed.”—Dan. vili,
14. There is no intimation of a space of time between the end of the
days and the cleansing of the Sanctuary. Whatever it may be, the work
of cleansing it immediately follows the end of the days. Now if the
2300 days conunenced B. . 457, as published to the world by Adveat-
ists up to 1844, and as clearly shown by the ** Adveut Herald ' of 1850,
thea they terminated in 1844, and we, as cousistent men and Christians,
should look to that poini of time for the work of cleansing tho Sanctuary
to commence.

If the days ended in 1844, and we believe that they did, then, certain-
ly, the Sanctuary to bo cleansed at their eud is not the land of Canaax?,
for the simple reason that that tand is nog being cleansad.® Therefore, it
is incousistent to hotd on to the view that the land of Canaan is the Sane-
tuary, while suecessfully proving the cominencement of ihe days B. c.
157, the erucifixion in the spring of A. p. 31, consequently the end of
the saventy weeks in the antumn of 4. p. 34, and the termination of the
2300 davs in the autumn of 1844, We do not believo that there is @
hlank s;;uce of already more than six years between the end of the days
and the elearsing of the Sunctuary.

By a cwatal iavastigitior of this sabjet we have bean led 1o beliove
xlmt‘\he Sanctuary, mentioned in Dun. viik 14, isuotthe land of Canaan;
but the New Jerusalem Sanctuary spoken of by the Apostle as follows :
w Now of the things which we huve spoken this is the sum: We bave
suoh an high priest, who is set on the right haad of the throne of the
Maujesty in the hoaveus; A wtinister of the SANCTUARY, aud of the
teue tabernocle, which the Lerd pitched, and not man.”—keb viii, I,
2. Ta fuct we do not know of ous text of Scripture in all the Bible
where the land of Canaan is ealled the Sanctuary,

Tha definition of the word Sanctoary is, ** @ sacred place.”  The land
of Canan is not such a place. No ong will attempt to prave that it ig.
We nie awars that inaay are ready to reject the view that the Sanctua-
|ry 10 becloansad at the ead of the days is in heaven, for want ot informae
tiep un the poiut, for, say they, * there can be nothing that needs cleans-
ing in heaver Y We will here give one text from Panl’s clear com-
sentary on the aw, where he speaks of the earthly and heavenly Sanc-
taaries, and will notice the objection mare fully in another place.  This
one test, bowever, fully angwors the chjeetion. .

“Ttwas  gefere neeessary that the patterns [worldly Sanctnary] of
things in t.  neavens siould b2 parified [ cleanse . Micknight's
trafis,} with thess ; but the heavenly thuigs themseives [heavenly Sans-

Newport, in that State, i 1671, The cause of the BSabbath hag

tuary] with better secuibioes than whiege. ' Jeb: 1x, 28, lerc. wosco



%8 THE REVIEW

that the ** heavenly things,” which can refer to nothing but the Sanctu-1
ary in heaven, was to be *¢ purified,” * cleansed,” by ** better sacrifices”
than that of beasts. They were to be cleansed by vivtue of the atoning
bloed of the Son of Gol. Those, thevefora, why are at war with the
idea of the heavenly Sanctuary being cleansed, dilfer widely with the
Apostle Paul, and are at war with his comment on the law!

The word Sanctuary occurs more than ons hondred times in the Bible,
and in most cases it applies to the wbernzele and temyple of the Jews,
sometimes to a part, and sometimes to the whole. It is mentivred {our
times in the New Testament, all in the epistle to the Hebrews. In
chapter ix, 1, 23 xiii, 11, it reftrs to the Sanctuary of the first tove-|
nant, and in chapter viii, 2, it applies to the sccond eovenant Savetua-
ry, which the ¢ Lord pitchcd ” in heavea. In threc texts ouly [Ex.
xv, 17; Ps. Ixxvill, 545 Isa. Ixiii, (8] it is supposed by some that thel
word Sanctuary appliesto the land of Canaan.  But by a close examin-
ation of thesc texts we may see thot sach a view rests vpois a mere
The ¢ Advent Ierald " for April 27, 1850, soys:

“ YWhat are we to undesstand by the * cleavsing the sanetuary 7 To
¢ understand ’ this correctly we must ascerinin what is meant hy * the
sanctnary.”  The word sanctuary is used by the inspired writersin the
following significations. 1. It 18 the name of a particular part of the
temple.—eb. ix, 2. 2. The difevent apartments of the temple,—Jer,
1, 51. 3. The temple itself.—1 Chron, xxii, 191 xxviii, 10, 4., Pl
ces of worship generally, true or filsa —Ames vii, 05 Ezz. xxnviid, 18
Dan. viii, 11. 5. Ieaven is ealled the sanctuary.—~Ps. cii, 19. 6.
The promisad land.—Ex. xv, 171 Ps. Ixaviit, 54 Isa, Ixidi, 18 7.
The tabernacle of God in the heavenly state.—Fze. xaxvii. 26, 28.—
These are the principal signifieations of the word sanctuary, in the|
word of God.. According o which of those significations is the word to
ba understood in the text before us? I think tha mest obvions sonse 1s
that which points ont the promised land 5 fur it must ba evident ta ev(zryi

sapposition.
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one that the sanctuary here spoken of must be eapable of heing * trodden| ™

o
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under foot,” and of baing ¢clea-sed.” and as T think we shall sec, of ba-
ing cleansed at the coming of Christ and the resurrection of the righi-
eons dead.  Tho text should also be understoud in a sansa thut wiil har®
monize with other eases in which the word is used by Daniel in particu-
lar, with the views of tho other prophets, and the word of Gud gener-
allyl”?

~ With the first four, and the seventh and last, ¢ significations ' of the
ward Sanctuary, as givon above, wo agree.  The texts arz plain and
afford pusitive testimony ; but with the fifih and sixah wo widely differ.
There is no positive testimony that “ heaven * is ealied the Sunctuary.
That Goed’s Sanctuary, the « true Tabernacle which the Loid pitelied.
and not man,” the ““ graater and wmorse parfeet Tabarnacls ** of which
Christ is a  minister,” is IN IIBAVEN, we have ubundanes of plain
Seriptrue testimony. S2o Hebh. viif, 1—1 5 ix, 11, 23, 21; Rav. i, 12,
13; xi. 195 xv, 8. Tho text referred to above, to prove thay heaven i
called the Sunctuary, is as follows: < For he hath looked down fron
the height of his sanctaavy @ from hsaven did ths Liord hohold the earth.”
Ps cii, 19,

The most nateral, and the abvious meaning of this text is, that the
Sanctuary, from the ¢ height” of which the Lord * looked down ™ to
¢ behold the earth,” is the ** Temple of God in haaven* i which ¢ was
seen V' the “ ark oF 18 TrsTAMENT.” This view is sustained by
mass of plain Seriptrre testimony, while the other view has only an ine
ference from Ps. cli, 19, to sustain it.

We object to the sixth definition of the word Sanctuary, thot it is’
¥ the promisad land,” bscaus3 that view has no other foundatton thar
weak and unwarrantable inferences from only thras texts of Serintuve,
‘We have never soen but thres texts quoted to sustain this view. ;I‘hesg
we will now examine.

[}

The first is Ex. xv, 17, * Thou shalt bring them in, and plant then'
in the mouatain of thine inheritance, in the placs, O Liavd, which the
hast made for thee to dwell in; in the sanctuary. O Lord, which thy
hands have established.””  This is a part of the proplietic sang of Mosos
sung by lsracl upon the banks of the Red Sua, fu praisa to God for their!
deliverance, and in prospect of their sertlement in Canann, Tts fulﬁll-i
ment is declared in Ps. Ixxviii, 54, which is the sscond toxt, elaimed as
proof that the promised land is the Sanctuary, “ And he braught (hen
10 the border of his sanctuary, even to this wountain, which his rieht
hand had purchased.” Cruden says—¢ By Sanctunry hore [Ex. xv,
17) may be understood the temple on Mount Morial, which God would
certainly cause ta be built and established.”

This view is shown to bz correet from the context of Ps. Ixxviii, 54!
After deelarmg in verse 54, that God brought his poople 1o the haxlor

|
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of his Sanctuary, the Psalmist in verses 68, 69, tells cs what the Sune
tuary was which his hands established, as follows. ¢ But chese the
wibe of Judah, the Mount Zion whi~h he loved, And he BUILT his
SANCTUARY Jike HIGH PALACES.” The* horder.”” ar** place”
of the Sanetuary, where God planted his pedple, was bne thing, and the
Sanciuary iteelf, which he caused to bé built < like hight palaces,”” was
The people were planted? md daelt in the for-
mer, bt God dwelt it ihe latter, amdng his pedple. ¢ The Lord spake
unto Moses, saving, Speak unfo the children of fsrael e Let them
ma o o sanetuary, that T may dwell among them,”  That Sunctuary
wos *¢n saered place.”’ There the Lord placed his name, and manifists

Tuis elear that na other Banctuary is brought to view in
+

l

entirely ancther thinz.

ke o

ad his glovy.

Tx. xv, 17: Ds. Jxxviii, 51, than the patiern of the ** trug Tubernzele

in hewen, which Gol eauszd to be huilt ¢ ke Jigh palaces.”” Why
should we confaund the ©* border *” av ¢ place ™" of the Sanetuary, whielt
was the promized land. with the typieal Sanctuary itself?  Certainly
there is no uceessity for ge doing.  Amd there I8 nowote prapriety in
sueh a conras. than there would be in assoning tlial a house, and the
vard or farm arsund it were onn and the sume thing.  And fo say that’
{TEx. xv, 17; Ps. ixxxiii, 54, which speak of ¢ the place,” and *¢ the
horder ' of the Sunctuary, as well as the Sanctuary iwseif, prove 1hat
Sanctuary, is equal ta asserting that a farm and
§ We nsa this simple fizare to make the errer,

that the fand of Canton is th Sauctuary, tppear in its true light. We
iz iy the light of truth and reason,
flicient proof 1o condemn theyview

the promised lund is the
a hovee arc only a hous2.

soz that these two texts, when examir
are found ta conttain, in themselves, so
that the promised land is called the Saaetaary.

Tha other text that is quoted to sustuin this position is Tsa. 1xiii, 18.
Tha people of thy heliness have possessed it [the promised lund, or
our advorsaries have trodden,

the © inheritance "] but a little while .

«
down thy saaetuary.””  The history of the Jews shows a petfect fulfill-
ment of this text, thetafive, the Sunctuary mentioned in the text refers

to the typical Sunctuary,

1
H

There is no more necessity for, or propriety in, confoundirg the ** in-

itanee,” with the Sanctuary in this text, than in Ix. xv, 17, and Ps.
Ixzviii, 54, Tt is true that the * wibes ™ of Isracl ** possessed 7 the
promised land * but a livde while,”” and it is also true that their ¢ ad-
versarics 7 did tread down their Sancuuary, by descerating and desola-
ting their Temple,

Says the ¢ Harald,—*“ It must be crident to every ons that the

sanctuary here spoken of must bz capubls of boing ¢ treddea under
foat,*? and of being ¢ cleansed.”’
No one believes that the warils ¢ trodden uoder foot,”” and ¢ trodiden
" mzan that the entivs Jand of Canaan has haen Hierally tramplied
down by the f:0t of wickad m2n, any mor2 than the text, 1 will tread
down the peaplz in wine anger,” Isy, Ixiii, 6, means that the Ahniglty
is to Jiterally trampla o2 mze. Thos: that teach that ** the j romised
land ** is tha Swetuary muast, therefore. admit that the words © trodden
ander foot,” and * trodden down,”" are figurative expressions, and mean
that the promised Jand has beon overrun with - the wicked agents of its
* Then aley chenld 1ot ohicet 1o enr tsitg tle oarressicns
figuratively, in upplying ihe words “ trodden down ™ [Isa. 1xiii, 18] to
the tepical Sanctvary, and the words “ tvedden wnder fost ™ [Duan. viii,
13} to**the true Tabernacle ™ or ¢ Sarctuary  in heaven.

It may be said that the heavenly Sanetuary is not ** eapable of being
trodden wndor oot But we ask, is it not 2s eapable of hoing trodden
under foot 2s “tha Son of God,’” who s the ¢ MINISTER of the
sume Sanctuary ! Says Paul:
€ 0Of how mae soray pui-h not, suppose ve, shall iz be thought worthy, who
2DDEN UNDER FOOT THE 3 ON OF GOD, and hath counted the
Llaad of the covenaar, wherewith he w.s saactifiedPan unholy thing, and Lath
done desjite unto the Sphiil of Giswe, ™ 2

—ilcl. v, 20,
We sity, then, that the Saretiary in heaven has heen trodden under
foot in the same sense thut the Son of God has been troddan under foot,
In a similar monner has'tha ** host," the true chureh, also, bee
down,

'I()\Vn,:

desclaticn.”

1 iredden
Those who have rejected the Son of God have troddea hiw uze
der foot, and of course have trodden undar foot his Sanctuary.

The Carholic Chureh Jave tradden under fout, not unly the ** Holy
City.” but the Sanctuary, and its Minister, or Priest, * the Son of God.™
Rowsa has baen called ¢ the Huly City,” and the ¢ Eternal City,”” which

cean only be said of the City of the living God; the New Jevusalem.

The Pope has professed to have * power on earth to furgive sins,”
which power belougs elure to Clrist, The people Lave Leep taught to
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Ik to ' the tan of sin,” seated in his temple, ot as Paul says—:*so
that he as God sitteth in the temple of God,"" &e.—instead of Tooking to
Jesus, seated ‘at the right hand of the Father, in the heavenly Sanctua-
ry. In thus turning away from Jesus, who alone <ould forgive sins,
and give eternal life, and in bestowing on the i’upe such titles as MOST
HOLY LORD, they have ¢ trodden under foot the Son of God.”  And
in ealling Rome the * Eternal City,” and the * Holy City,” they have
trodden duown the City of the living God, and the heavenly Sanctuiry.
The * host,” the true chorch that have looked to Jesus in the true
Sanctuary for pardon of sins, and crernal life, has, as well as their
Divine Lord and his Sanciuary, been trodden under foot. ¥es, the true
worshipers have been rejected and persccuted, and some of the bright-
est “‘ stars,”” or gospel ministers, in the church have been ¢ stamped
upon ** hy the litle horn.

The Protestant sects, with their spivitualizing views, in denying the
existence of the person of God the Father, the personality of the ¢ Son
of God,” the literal City and Sanctuary, have also acted their part in
treading under foot the Sanctuary,

Adventists who reject the true Seripturé light on this subject, and
teach that the Sunctuary to bo cleansed at the end of the 23,0 days ie the
““ promiscd land,” notwithstanding they have not ong text to prove it,
are also, engaged in this work uf treading under foot the Sinctuary.

It is supposed by some that the heavenly Sanctuary is not capable of
being oleansed, for the reason that there can be nothing filthy in heaven.
But we are aware that this phjection is often urged for want of an vn-
-derstanding of this important subject.  Na sane person holieves that the
heavenly Sunetuary needs cleansing from physical uncloanness, as we
would eleanse a room or a garment. The type will give light on this
point.  And here we wilf ohserve that we have the example of var Di-
vine Master, and the Apostie Paul, for veferring to the type. Said Je-
sus to his disciples,—

“ These are the words which I spake nmnto yoa, while 1 was vet with yon, that
all things must be fulfilled which were written in the LAW OF MOSES, and in
the prophets, aud in the psalms concerning me.” —~Lube xxiv, 44,

When Paul was a prisoner at Rome, he ¢ called the chief of the Jews
together,” “ unto his lodging,’ ¢ to whom he expounded and testified
the kingdom of God, persnading them concerning Jesus, both out of the
LAW OF MOSES, and out of tht prophets.”’—Aets xxviii, 23.  fleve
we see that Jesus and Pau} hoth refer to Moses, evidemly to the law of
types. And we believe that'if those who preach Chivist would more
closely follow the example of the Greut Teacher, and the Apostle Paul,
and trace each shadgw to its glorious substance,sthe ¢ good things to
came,”’ the truc light would Waze all ahout them.  And they and their
h a'crs would be enlightened and comfurted, as were the two longly

disciples traveling to Emmaus, who exclanned, ** Did not onr heart burny

within us while he talked with us by the way, and while he opened to
us the Scriptures.””  But some that profess to preach Christ at this day
are, no doubt, much wore blind and ** slow of heart ™ to believe, and
guilty than thase that Jesus rebuked as follows:

¢ 0 fools and slow of heart to helieve all that the prophets have spoken! Cught
not Chuist té b ve suffered these things, and to enter into his glony?  And begin-
ning at MOSES and all the prophets he exponnded unto them 1 all the sciip-
tures the things concerning himself,’—Luke xxv, 23, 26, 27.

The typical Sanctuary {see Lev. xvi,] was cleansed, not from phys-
ical uncleanness, but from the sins of Israel.

¢ And he shall make an atonement for the holy [heliest, place, is supplied,]1e-
cause of the nncleanness of the children of Israel, and becanse of their transgres-
gions in al their sins.”’—Veise 16,

The holiest of all was eleansed onee a year, then no one entered it,
not oven the high priest, till a year had expired, wheun it needed cleans-
ing again. . This is sufficient to show every candid person that the cleans-'
ing of the typical, and also the antitypical, Sinctuary is the remu.g:\l of
the sins of Gad’s people from it. This is dons in the type and antitype,
hy ths people first confessing their sins, second, the priest makes atone-
ment for their sins and confesses them on the head of the scape-gaat,
and third, they are borne away into the land of saparati‘on. :1‘hen .:he
Sanctuary is ** cleansed.” We have not space (¢ examine this subject
in a thorough manner, therefore, we refer the reader to 'the “ Advent
Review,” a pamphtet of 48 pages. Pages 37-—48, cur'nam a clear and
valuahle exposition of the atonewents, by O, R. L. Crosier.  We would
also refer the reader to a divine somment on the l'fxw. It is the Apostle
Paul’s Episte to the Hebrews, from which we will here give 3 few ox-
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‘“ Now of the things which we have spoken this is the smn: We have such
an high priest, who is set on the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in the
heavens; a minister of the Sanctuary; and of the true tabernacle, which the Lord
pitched and notisan, . . . . For if he were on earth, he showld not be a priest,

|[Here is positive proof that Christ's Jriesthood was nat fulfilled on earth at the

time of the first advent, but, that 1t was to be fulfilled in heaven, after his ascen-
sion,] seeing that there are priests that offer gifis according 1o the law. Who
serve unto the example and shadow of HEAVENLY THINGS, as Moses was
admonished of God when he was abont to make the tabeinacle: for see (saith he)
that thou make all things according to the pattern shewed to thee in the mount.”
Chapter viii, 1—5. ’

The ¢ pattern”’ that was shewcd to Moses was the “ TRUE TAB-
ERNACLE,” or Sanctuary in heaven, of which €hrist is now a * Min-
ister *” or Priest. Did Moses ohey God, and follow the ¢¢ pattern 17—
He certainly did.  Then what 'ovérwhelming evidence we have before
us that the type is a perfect gnide to the substanee, a guide to lead us to:
a currect view of the priesthood af Christ in the heavenly Sanctuary.—
Q. what a wide field of living teath this view spreads out befare us,

“"Plhen verily the first covenant had also ordinances of divine service, and ar
sworldly sanctivuy  For there was a tabernacle made; the first wherein wee the
candlestick, and (i teble, ans the shew-biead: which ix called the sanctausy—
il whrer the second vail, the tabsrozele which is ealled the holiext of all; which
hal the golden eenser,and the wk of the covenant averlaid toun cabout with gold,
wherein was the g :ldon pot that had manang aad Aaron’s vod that budde , and
the tables of the covenant,  And over it the chacbios of gloiy rhade wing the
meicy-seat; of which we camotnow speak particularly,  Now when these things:
were thus orduined, fhe priests went always into the fivst tabietnacle, acceny lish-
ing the servige of God: But into the secons went the high priest alone once every
vear.—Chapter ix, 1—7,

:
Thesz things mentionéd by the Apostle were all made according to
the pattern shewed to Moses while in the Mount. The place for the
* candlestick ” was in ihe Holy. John, therelore, had a view of Jesus:
while ministering in the Moly Place of the heavenly Sarctuary, a me:
diator for all the world,

*“Aud I turne | to see the voice that spake with me,  And being turned, I saw
seven golden candlesticks : [*¢ And thou shalt make the seven lamps thereof: and
they shall fight the lamps thoveof, &e. —Ex, xav, 37;] And in the widst of the
seven candlesticks, vne hike unto the Son of man, &e.”’—Rev. 1, 12, 13,

Johu also saw, while Jooking down the stream of time, in prophetic:
vision, to the saunding of the seventh angel, Jesns our Great High
Pricst move aside the second vail, and pass into the Must Holy, where
*Cawas seen the ark containing the ten commandments,” or to use Paul’s
words, ¢ the 1ables of the covenant.”

¢ and the temple of God was opened in heaven, and there was seen in his tem.
ple the ark of his testament.””—Rev. xi, 19.

Will any one try to spiritualize these things? and say that there is no
literal Sanetnary, with its Holy, and Most Holy, the Ark coutaining the
ten commandments, the candlestick, &c., in-héaven? Such as do
this can as well spiritualize the * Son of man,”’ seen by Juhn, and deny
his personahity.  We have scen the sad fruits of the spivitualizing sys-
tem, and have also seen that it is safest to take the word of God as
it reads.

¢ But Christ being come a high priest of good things to come, by a greater andy
more petfect tabernacle, not made with kands.” ¢ It was therefore necessaa y that

the pattetns of things in the heavens should be purified with these but the heav-
enfy things themselves with better suctifices than these.”—Chap. 1x, 11, 23,

These extracts fram the epistle of Paul to the Hebrews, (who under
stood the faw,) make the subject clear. Moses made the Tubernaclo,
with its apartments and furniture, aceording to the pattern shewed him
That pattern was the ¢ true Tabernuele”” in heaven,
with its apartments and furniture.  Men of infirmity ministered in the.
warldly Sanetuary, but the Son of God in the heavenly.  The worldly
Sanctuary was cleanséd yearly hy the blood of beasts, but the heavealy,
at the end of the 2300 days, by virtue of the blood of the Son of God.,

The following 1t from ¢ Advent Herald,” Sept. 7, 1850 :—

« R, R. YorK.—We huve no new light respecting the connection between the
70 weehs an 2300 days. "I’z only mgument agaiust their connection is, the pas-
sing of the time,  Why thathas passed is a mystery to ns, which we wait to have
veveale . Should we hear any suund veasons for explaiming the disappointment,
we sltall ie promy.t to preseat tiaew.  In the meantime, we can substitute no gueses
or suppositions, which may be wiong, and only mislead.  We Jeave that to others.

As lang as the « Herald  holds on to the unseriptural view that the
promtised land is the Sanctuary, ** the passing of the time” will still re-
wain a ¢ mystery.”’  But let the Herald take the plain scripture view of
the cleansing of the Sanetuary, and the ¢ mystery * is at once explained,
and explained so as to_perfectly harmonize with the Advent movement,
in the past. Certainly their present position is a ¢ mystery,”’ and must
remain such, unless they change their views very much on some points.
Wel}, what @ the ¢ Herald " do to explain this ‘‘ mystery,” so as to.
be able to give satisfactory Jight, to answer the inquiry that is now be-
ing awakened on this subject? Many are saying, ** Watchman what of
[she night>’ and they will nat-he satisfed, by beiog told thay why the

in the mount,
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time ¢ has passed rémains a mystery,” &c. Will the ¢ Herald ' try
to prove that the 2300 days will end at some future date? This we
think it will not do; for it has already proved, beyond all contraversy,
that the days began B. ¢. 457, and teiminated in 1844. And it has, for
a few years, heen opposed to this perpetual stretching out the 2300 days,
from spring to full, and from fall to spring.  All must see that such a
course must disgust the people, and destroy the faith of those who are
thus flattered on, fiom one point of time to another. to find the end of
the days, and are as often disappointed.  We see ro way to explain this
“ mystery ” but by the light of pressnt truth.  The belief that the Sanc-
tuary to be cleansed at the end of the 2300 days is the promised Jand,
and that it is to be cleansed at the coming of Christ; and that the 70;
weeks commenced B. ¢ 457, cansequently, the 2300 days terminated in
1844, certainly must be a *“ mystery *’ to those who live in 1851

Dear brethren and sisters, we will humbly thank our graciaus Futher
that in the present truth there are no snch mysteries, and contradietions,
as are seen in the position of those who reject 1heir past experience, and
present light.  Amen, W,

THE REVIEW

Last September..at the Suttun Conference, we had the pleasure, for
the first time, of meeting with our beloved brother Stephen Smith, of
Lempster, N. H. He gave us the names of a number, and wished us
to send the paper to them. Among the names was George W. Baras.
We have sent the paper to him regularly, and it has been a pleasure to)
send it out free of charge. We have supposed that if any professed:
Christian received the paper, who did not waat it, he would retarn one
'copy, which is suflicient to show that he desives it discontinned. DBut
instead of this, G. W. B, sent usavery unchristian lettor, not Post pgid.
Here is a part of it :—

¢ Hiussoroven, N. H., Dee, 10, 1850.

Mr. James White—Sir: [ have received three or four numbers of|
your papers, have read them some, and find nothing in them of any use
to me, or any Gentile. And until vou can show me that God has en-
joined upon the Gentiles 1o keep any Sabbath, and that this side of the’
cross, T want no more of your papers, asither shall I take themn from the!
office. 1 fnd in the book that the Iaw is a shadow (or a type) of good,
things to come; but 1do not find that the Gentiles are a typical people.
But I find the law and prophats wore until Joha. and then it was
took out of the way, nailing it to his cross.
under the faw, but under the gospel.

Pleasc read the 3d of 2 Carinthians, and believe it and obey it. and
you will find glory ia the gospel that you do not find under the law.

Georce W. Barys.”’

We pity those who mangle the word of God as G. W. B. has, and
are troubled with sueh an unkind spirit as is manifested in his tetter.
We would help them. This is why we have introduced this extract.

Says Paul, ** For the law having a shadow of good things to come ;>
but what Jaw?  Certainly not the law of Gad, the ten commandmants,
if G. W. B., or any body else, believes that the commandments are
shadows, or types, let them show us the badies, snbstances, or ** goo.;
things to come,”” of which the first. second, aad third commandmaents
-are only shadows, Murk this: every shadow has a body. Tell us,
‘what are the bodies, or ** good things to come ** of the law fur swearing,
killing. stealing, coveting, and ¢- adultery.””  Ah! this confounding the
{aw of God and the law of Muses in one, has led many pour seuls in the;
road to ruin. The law of Moses was written in a book, and its ** ordi-
narces  were blotted out, and uailed to the cross; hut God's law was
engraven iu store. 'What idea can men huve of blotting out what Jeho-
vah, with his finger, engraved in stone !

We do not suppese that G. W. B. really means that the law and
prophets were nailed to John’s cross, though he has given shis idea, for
Jaan was not erucified.  He would be loth to admit that the prophets
were all blotied out alse, and nailed even to the eress of Christ!!  Wel
have space ouly to hit at these priats.

As it regards 2 Car. chap. i, we would ask if the ¢« ministrafion
of a law, and the law itself, arc one aud the same thing? The answer|
must be that they are not.  Then with the view that the ¢ ministration”’
of the law is rot the law itself, will G. W, B. und otliers read this!
chapter once more. We do not expect that the * Review and Herald ”i
will be of any service to * Gentiles,” but scores of letters received|
might testify that it is ** meat in due season ** to those who are ¢ Jews”’
* inwardly,” laraclites ** indoedy in whom there is N0 Guma.”

So you see T am not living
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God instituted a Sabbath ; and that blessed and hali.
only weekly Sabbath of the Bible. Jesus says, it ‘¢ was made i..
—all mankind. Unless it ean be shown that the Sabbath law has been
abtogated, we are bound to belicve that the gospel church may share the
blessings of the Sabbath of the Bible. Amen,

[Letter from Bro. Butler ]
Dear Brother and Sister White: Your kind and affectionate letters
came dulv to hand, andl we werc glad to bear that you were again com-
iing inte Vermpnt, and will hold seme meetings.  We wish you to hold
'a conference at aur hause. * * * *

Since. ] have been converted to the suur poor, and saventh day Sab-
‘bath | have been out in this town, and some of the neighboring towns,
and around Lake Chronplain, to try to get off some of the prejudics from
lother minds, which I so deeply felt in my own, Some have been con-
verted to the present trnth, and some prejudice (I trust) removed. I
have learned from convetsation with others, as well as by past experi-
ence, that the shut door has been the great shoal on to which the Ad-
ventists have run their ship, and foundered. They bave been running
their small boats this way aud that way, fo sce if they eould get aronnd
it; but have not heen able.  So they undertake to cover up the * land-
marks' behind them. Some say, we have had the message in Rev. xiv.
6, 7, the nne following in verss 8, and ths going forib of the virgins,
&e., down to Matt, xxv 5, ¢ while the Brideoroom tatried, tncy ali
slombered and slept ;™ but have not had the true Midnight Cry.  When
usked, when, how, and where they can have it, they answer, by An-
gels sent forth to give it others don’t know. Some think we have
had the first and sccond Angel's messages; another thinks we have had
the first; but don’t believe any thing in the szcond ; it has bzen a trial
to them that any should call the Protestant Churehes, Babyton.,  Sull
another bolieves, that if he acknowledges the first and sceond, he shall
have to the third Angel’s message, and he thinks he can be morve con-
!sistent to say we have had none.  You sce how all these have shunned
tha deor.  Aad still there is another class that believe we have had all
iduwa to the true Midnight Cry, and that God's power accompanied all
fof these messages ; but why the Lord has not yet come, they kuow nat ;
hut think probably the 2300 days have not yet ran out. They have been
laoking for light from their papers, where thay nsed to get i1, but exenot
find 1.
hevd,  Some that b diule experience previous to these movements
have givea up to disippointment, aad have sl hut Hinde upoa the sub-
[ject, and have gone, mors or less, into the world.  Thay suppose the
'shut door would exclude all the unconvertad, naving had Zighet, or no
Light; young, or oi, from every degree of the Spirit of Ged. I think
if this class could have the true shut door set before then, and the third
aagel’s message, some of them would see the true line of proyphecy, and
rejoiee again in the light. T have beea striving to Jook wp those who
have wot given up their past experieiez in inos: messuzes, and try-
:ing to show thaia what the Sanctuary is, and what the shut door is, that
the Sanctuary spoken of in Dan. i, 14, 1s beiug cleaused. * *

L. P. BUTLER.
From the [Ia:binger and Advocate,
WIHUERE - ARE WE!?

Bro. Mansiu: Thavehaslooking very anxiously for something in somo
jof the Advent papers, that would cefine our position; and as yot | seo
wothing satisfuctory, 1 know it is said, Nigh, even at the doors; hut
what T am at is this, Where in the word of God are we? In 43 and
44, we knew where we were; say for iustance. Rev. xiv, 6: * And [
stw another angel fly in the midst of heaven.” We very well kew
then, the second angel’s message—* Babylon is faljen.”  Both are in the
past. Now I can draw_no other conclusion than this: Tf we were cor-
rect in 43 and ‘44, as the Advent move did coyrespond witle just such
an effect as the first and second angel’s messages would produce, the
ithird angel in order follows with his message, and a loud one, tco, as
iJoud as the first: If any man worship the beast, and his image, aud ve-
-czive Lis mnvi in his forehead or in his hand, the same shall drink of
the wine of the wrath of God, &e. 12 v.: Here is the patience of the
ssiiets ¢ here are they that keep the commandments of God, (God ths
jFather.) and the faith of Jesus (Jesus the Son.)  Now } am M to ir=

#

Thoy ars 1% shoep shtisea o the moumains, withoot a shep-

*

“qui\:e, What are the commandinems of God? 3f they me the e cou-

jmandments, written with the finger of Ged on the tabies of siong?—
'The next inguiry is, Are we keeping the commandments of God —etes’
iry one of them? and have we the faith of Jesus?  {f 0, we shali buve ¢

iright to the tree of life, and will enter in through the gutes into the ey,

tNow, Bro. Marsh, &3 a minister of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, expect-

';ing the Lord of tho vineyard s00ny will you give us thd true time of
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pight?  Tell us if you know what the worship of the beast and his -1
age is; and what it is to receive his mark, in the forehead, or in the
pand. I da et write this for dissension or any other motive.—but for pelists speai of it in the same light afier, ds thev did before the cruei-
light.  TFor one, 1 believe the trie saints, or the wise, will unaerstand. fixion.  That the disciples kept 1 after their Lord was nailed to the
My the Lovd direet hy his Spirit tmo his woud, and sanctity us in ‘eross, henee it is as biding en the Genoles. gs on the Jews, und never
the teith,  Amen, c. W. 8. 1t was aholished by hetng naited to the cvoss
Bristol, Vt., Oct. 25, 1850. u Our opronears say thit Tesas never taught us in the New Testament

N T . . -~ ithut we shonld keap the Sabbath. T answer, neicher did he ever show
The important inquiries of €' W, 8. certainly deserve an answer {rom | : : , : s \
Il"‘_ tmy ”‘“m‘{”'! ‘.C° t . S nly aes O . itus that it ought aof to be kept.  The seventh day Sabbath is brought to
the editor of the ** [Larbinger,” and we shall wait to see thamn fairly at-view more than Lfty times in the New Testament : scventeen times by
swered. If he does not apswer them we shall. The spirit of inquiry:iJesns himself, and twelve times, after his erachixion by his disciples.

. " 1. oy ) " ‘ P N 9 1 e gl - - *:
that is now awaking all avound vs, relative tathe third angei’s message,’| The wabhavh s faught eleven times also, by and through the command-

1. That Jesuz dia teach, and keap the seventh day Sabbath,
2. That it was net naled te the eruss, and that all four of the evan-

will not be satisfied and silenced by such replies as the {ollowing note
from C. [Crosicr.]

«The New Testament must be our gnide in reference to the command:uents.”
* =

Hpeaents say thiere is no Subbath; vet they call the fivst day of the weck

*

We want no better guide.  The New Testament seriptures ave plain.
We have space for three texts only.
« [f thou witt enter inta lifs keep the commandinents.”’—J1:50s

« e that saith, I knew him, and keepeth not his comnaniments, is a liar, and
the truth is vot i him.”’—JonN.

¢ Blegsed wie they that do his comman linents, that they may have 1ih¢ 1o
the wee of life, and inay enter in throngh tha gates iato the City.”’—Rev. xxii, 14.;

i

5 Providence permitting we willbie at New Tpswich, N 1., Jan, 8thand 9th,':
at Washington, the 11th and 12th, and at Wareibary, V., the 18th and 19th.—'~fl

At this season of the year General Conferences will not ba convenient, therefore,
we hope to be able to hold peetings in a nnmber of places in N. H. and Vt., and,
hope that the hrethven from towns near by sueh mectings will coma together.

The ¢ Review and Heral 1?7 will ho published aceasivaally in our ahsence. Al
communications relating to the paper, should Le divected to James White, Paris,
Me. Lstters requiting an immediate answer, may be directed to Wate. bury, Vt.,

Jaxes Wi,

o

Brn. Rhodes and Andrews returned from Eastern Maine Dee, 21, Thoy fonad’
a good number who have lived thronzh the confused scenes of finaticism on the
one hand, and gross hacksliding nnd giving up the nruth on the other, wha jovfully

received the truth.  They leave for Lancaster, N, H., and Sutton, Vt., the 5th.

THr CHART.~Jt is now ready. We think the brethren will be much pleased
with it, and that it will be a great help in defining onr present pasition, The eost;
for ahout 240 wilt be near $2530, Those whoin God has ealled to give the mcs-%
sage of the third angol cau have it free.  Brn. in Coun., have paid $40: Davidi
Amold, $5; A, R. Mavse, $10; Harvey Childs, $5; Redben Loveland, §5 —;
Thase whe wish can sond i their donations, and if more is received than enongh:
to pay £or the Chart, it will be used in publishing the ¢ Roview and Herald.” —

The Chart can be had by adidressing Otis Nichols, Dorchester, Mass. Priee, £1,50.

LETTERS RECEIVED SINCE DEc. 24.—Otis Nichols; Tredervick Wheeler;
W, Harris; . M. 8uimper; Mary Brown; Israst Campy J. W. Heath; P,
D. Lawrence; P. M. Bates; H. O. Niehnls; J. C. Bowles; John Kemp; Har-
vey Morgan; Ira Avbey, $2.50; S. 7. Belden, £2,50; Robeit Gray, §1; A,
Belden, €1, for others; DL R, Paliner, §20.

For SISTER SHIMPER—Sjster Smidh, of Jackson, Mich., §£5.

PUBLICATIONS.

The ADVENT REVIEW, containing thrilling testimonies writien in the
Ihly Spivit, by many of the leaders in the Second Advent cause, showing its Di-
vinz orvigin and progress—d48 pages.  Also the five nambers of the ¢¢ Review,”
and the ¢ Extra,”” by Bro, Hirnm Edson.

The Present Truth, No. 1. The WEEKRLY SABBATH taught and enfoveed in
the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments—28 pages. '

I'he Seventh-day Sabbath NOT ABOLISHED. Thearticle bydoseph Marsh,
editor of the « Advent aibinger an:d Bible Advocate,” RuvIEWED-—36 pages,

The Third AngePs Message—16 pages.

The Sanctuary, 2300 Days, and Shnt Doar——16 pages.

Bro, Miller’s Dream, with notes—12 pages.

Tlhe above publications may be had hy addressing Elias Goodwin, Oswego, N.
Y, Oiis Nich ks, Darchester, Muass,, or Jaaes White, Pavie, Me., (PosT rarn.)
Terma—Gratis.  Thosz whoe would consiter it a pleasure, ave invited to help
bear the expenses of publishing, as the Loid bas prospered them. tf

NEW TESTAMENT SEVENTH DAY SABBATH.

Those who are keeping the seventh day S:xhbath, in the third angel’s
message, arc opposed by a certain class of bLelievers that were recently
thair teachers and follow laborers while passing through the first, and
seeond angel’s messages, as recorded in Rev. xiv, G—8.

Th= m1in points of their objections ave these.

I. That Jesus never taught, neither did he ever enfarce the Sabbath.
Mainy say that ho * rELAXED™ it. ‘

2. That it was nailed to the crosg, and never tanght by the apostles :
henes, wa are nnt bound to keep it since the ¢rucifixion of Jesus. Tt
was all right, say they, for the Jews, to whom it was given under the

I

‘ments, si< times certainly alter the crneifixion of the Savionr, and thrice
‘in the Revelation : in all near seventv. A great partion of these our op-

ithe Suhbath, and profess to rest on thut day.  Soe their appointments for
Ipreaching on that day in the ¢ Advent Hevald,” and the ** Advent 1lar-
binger.”

Jesus tanght that he was the Lord of the Saldbath.
meat ! No, ba taught it in the New,
in the New Toestament?!  Yes he did e Johin xv, 10. ¢ 1 have
kept my Tuther’s commandinents.””  Is it possible for a living man to
prove that he did in anv way relax. or lweak the fuurih commandment
of the ten® the Sabinth that he was Lord of ! Certainly »ot.  He isno
Savians to those who doubt his plain shople words.

Mok says that ¢ when the Sabbath day was come, he began to teach
in the synngogue.” —Chap. vi, 2. Sece also Luke iv, 21, and 16, It
iwas his cuvsroy to read and teach on that day.  All Christendom, as it
‘were, do the same : bat not an the Lord's Sabbath day A part of his
reply 10 his disciples rospeciing lis coming and the end of the world
was, ¢ Pray ve that your flight be not in the winter, ncither on the Siub-
ibath day.”” There was but two points of time for this fiight roferred
‘to : first, the destruetion of Jerusalem, the 39 years in the future. and

; In the Old Testa-
Did he keep it under the gaspel,

DS

i

“saeond, ¢ the ereat and tevrible day of the Lord,” the ¢ time of trouble

‘such s novey was.”? T ask i roe Sabbath, the one Jesus was the Lord

‘of, was not el nrly ropagnized 39, i nat 1820 years bevond his erucifix-
jon.  Call it the Jowish Subhnth, ov any ather nine that suits you best ;
and then prove why thay were notw flee on the Sabbath, and then you

i

ithave not disproved the nevpetuity of Tne seveNTH DAY SapsaTH. 0f

lwhich Jesus is Lovd.  Ttisclear also that this title. given himn by his
iTather, was not nailad to the erass, nor ey it be ahwlished while he has
a follower to keep the Sabbath.  For * the Subbath was made for wan.”

By showing the commandments of God to be the faundation of ¢/l the
Taw, and the praphets, and the keeping of them the road to eternal life,
iand heing highly esteemed in the veigu of heaven, [Matt. xxii, 35—40.
iLuke x, 25-—28. Maut, v, 19.] he proves, that the Sahbath is per-
petnal, and was not nailed to the cross; because the whole ten were in-
icluded in the above teaching.  See article nn ¢ N w Testamem eom-
Imandments.” If the reader objects because the Sabhath is not sepa-
rately quated by Jesus, then by the same rule he may obiect to the first,
(,secrma’. and tenth eommandments ; for Jesus has not guoted them, only as
;in the above, in the New Testament.  Who for a moment supposes that
|Wwe may with impunity, have other gods, or bow down ta graven mages,
'or covet our neighbor’s wife, hous=, or lands, because hie did nat quote
lthem. separately '—Na one.  [f these three commandments are bivdmg:
‘here, it is elear that the Sabbath is also hinding.

If the Sahbath was to he perpetuated, says one, why did not Jesus
teach it clearly and distinctly, He has done it by enforcing all teii of
the commandments. Tt was nov necessary for him 10 re-enact a law that
even his enemies were so tenacious in observing. They even threatened
him with his life three several times for hreaking the Sahbath law, as
they said, when all that they ecould prove against him was that he had
|a]lowed same of his disciples to eat some raw wheat to satisfy hanper,
and healed three men of their infirmities. Ile nlso said, The Scélath
!Was made for man.”  What sort of men? Paul will answer. ¢ Is he
:the God of the Jews only ? is he not also of the Gentiles? Yes, of the
‘Gentiles alsa.”—Rom. 1ii, 20, *‘ It is appointed unta men once to die,
but after death the judgment.” The Jews? yes, the Gentiles also.

1 would be strange teaching indeed, for Jesus ta say the Sabbath was
made for man, and yet men weretoliveand multiply for mare than 1580,
‘years after that law was hlotted ont.  1f the Sabbath was made for the
1Jews only. then as Jesus has said, ¢ for man ,’ the Subhath must be
perpetuated while the Jews as men exist.  'There i3 proof enough that
‘they are not dead yet.
iTHE SEVENTH DAY SABBATH 'NOT NAILED TO THE

CROSS.

Our opponents say that the Sabbath was nailed 1o the cross, when Je«
sus was crucified. They quote Col. ii, 14, 16, for proef. * Blotting
out the hand writing of ordinances, nailing it to his eross.”
¢ Let no man therefore judge you in wmeat, or ia drink, or in respect of
jan holy-day, or of the new moaon, or of the Sabbath-days.” The ver-
ision here is incorrect. It should be ““ sabbaths.” Days are supplied.
iSee Whiting and Macknight. Verse 17th shows that the new moow,
\meats, drinks, and sabbaths, as were required 1o be observed yearly, are
shadows. DBut the weekly Sabbath, that never was given for a feast day
as the above were, is not 2 shadow, neither can it be unless all of God’s
commandments are shadows. 1f they are shadows, then of course they

Otd Testament 1aw ; hut not for the Geatiles under the New., Woe dis.
s2nt from this, and will now atiempt to show,

t
{
H

are blotted out, and thers can be no sin,  ** For sin ie the transgression

i
!
lof the Jaw.” s Where no law ir, thera it no tranegression.”  This
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sattfes thy qusstion forever,  TFor Coll iy, 16,17, is the ealy seripture ini
the New Testanzent, tirat they ena £ind to fix on the time for the abolition!
uf the Sabbath.  This falls them, for Paul says that they are shadows.
But as they insist vpon it that they ave right, we will try the point by
the testimony.

TuUR STARTING POINT THEN, IS A. D. 31, AT TIE CRUCIFIXION.

The testimony of Jesus has alveady overtirown there whole argu-
ment : we will mow present the testimony of his diseiples,

All the Fivanaelists show the Sabbath, after the crucifixion. ¢ In the
end of the Sabbath, as it began to duwn towards the first day of the
weelk, " the disciples came and found Jesus had arisen.—Soe Mait. xxviii,
1, 6. Mark pives the same testimony, ehap. xvi, 1, 6. Also John xiIx.!
31; xx, 1. Lakeis more fuil. ** And that day was the prepavation,
and the Subbath drew on.””  The woemen that followed prepared spices. |
and saw the sepulehre, sand Low his body wes loid, < Avd they re-;
turned, and prepared spices and ointmer und v.sicd the Salbali-dey
according to the commandipunl —Chap. xxiii, 84—6. ¢ Now upon the,
first day of the week, verv early n the moriing. they came,
bringmg the spices which they had prepured.””  Jesus had arisen.
Chap. xxiv, 1, 6. ‘ |

Now i evasion and perversion of the above seripture he allowed to,
the grentest extent, the preat is stil] positive and clear thar the diseiples;
of Jesus detf vest the Sollath-day, [the sexenth day] eccording to the com-|
mandmend, after Jesus was narded to the eross, taken down and luid in
the sepulehre.  Aud s teuaciousty did they observe 1, that they did nuls
atlow thewsclves to go with the spices they had prepared, and ;‘cr!m‘m‘:
the sacred rites of anointing theiv beloved Master’s body wutil the day;
was past.

Here then. the only test of seripture, which our oppancais cani
find in the Bible, for proof shat the Sablath was vajled ta the eross, fuils]
them ; beenvse the Labbain was kept sfter the erueifixion. Thc:‘cfl)m:
they are left without a starting poit s cqually asmuck so, as the fnr-:n—i
sea . ship-wreeked mariner, with neither nusts, rudder, or compass to
gaide to a place of safery.

Permit me o dicress {ov & momant, to ask the Sunday keerer a fow
questions.  IMirsy, did God establish the (sa called) ** eliristian sab lh,"‘
the next day after the diseiples of Jesus had ceased to keop the Satlath,!
that Jesus was the Lavd of?

v . .

b

You know that ivis not even imtimated in’
this connection, where so mueh proof is given of the true Sabhath, the
day before.  Second, did God pervert the order of the weelt @ the re-|
surrectian of Jes:s, so as to veghnire a vest for his penple, the frat day
and seventh day also? two days in ene week, viz, the beginning and the
end of it? Iverv man of connnon sense knows that it is not so. You-
see that the disciples did not regard this day, as they did the day befove,!
The stary procceds in Like xxiv, ¢ They were running about!
the city.  Sce verse 13 and onward.  Two of the diseiples were trave)-
ing seveu antd 2 hsit miles to Emmaus, and Jesus went with them,  Die
he chide them for breaking the (sa called) *fechristian sabbah 17
Would he allow himself, or them, to violate it by seormitting thew to go
back again that afternoon. if this was the chonged day ! Did the disci-
ples at Jerusalem fisien themselves up in an npper chamber tv keep it?
No, they kept the day hefore.

Again: the first day of the week is hrought to view seven timesin the;
New Testument, and not ane ward, or lisp, of any change, or of its be-l
ing a Sabbath, or a holy day, then, nor ir the future.  Paul mentions the!
first day in two places.

4. ¢ Uponthe first day of the week, let every one of you lay by him™
[himself] &e. What? why, money for charitable purposes.
g, or & Subbath, is not required for individuals to lay moucy by them-
selves.

2. Paul held a meecting a/l night, ut Troas and broké bread .after mid-
night. At day light, of this first day of the week, hc desulved the
meeting to dattend to business, and traveled and sailed 2ll that day.—
See Acis xx. 7—15. This is the only meeting ever recorded in the
New Testament to have been on the first day for religious purposes.
This. remember, was a nighy meeting anly,and probably has never heen
practiced by any worshiping assembly to christendom.” Do, T beseech
you, lay aside your prejudices, and follow the plain, simple seripture as
1t reads

But to the Subbath again. The great Apostle to the Gentiles, fol-
Tewed the example of his Master, and kept the Sabbath ; ves, the very
man that our opponeuts say has proved in Col. ii, 14, that 1t wis nailed
te the cross. I we adduce scripture argument to prove thut Paul kept
the Sabbatli, theu surely you must yield ; tor by their own argnments,
Paul was the commissioned Apostle to teach the Geutiles that the Sab-
bath of the Lord was abolished.  See his commission.  Aects xiti, 2—4.
At Antioch, Paul enters their synagogue on the Sabbath day, and he was
called upon to teach. Verses 14, 15. And when the Jews were gone
out of the synagogue, the GENTILES besought that these words might
be preached to them the next Sabbath.” ¢“ And the next Sabbath day
came almost the whole city together to hear the word of God."” Verses
42, 44. Here Paul preached two Sabbath days. The last one was crowd-
ed with Gentiles. Says an objector, he preached it the Jewish Byna-~
gogues. What of that? Did he not preach on the Sabbatl

Well, he came to Phillippi, the chief city, but on the Subbath they
went by the ¢ river side,” and taught, and prayed. Chap. xvi. 13
Then he travelled as far a Thessalonica; ““ and Paul as his MANNER
WAS, went in unto them, and three sabbath-days reasoned with them
ont of-the Soriptures.”’—Acta gvii, 9. Paul was keeping the Sabbath,

s

A meet-i;

AND HERALD:
(just as Jesus had kept it.  His custom (or. mannerg was Lo teach on th
iSubba(h.——See Luke iv, 16, 31,  Afier a while Paul was at Cuorinth
and there he reasoned with thew every Subbath, and was with them oue
This must be seventy-cight Sab-

God

|ycar and a half.—Aets xviil. 4, 11.
ibaths in succession.  Many Gentiles believed, and were baptized.
iteld him that he had much people in that city.
! Here is an account of erghty-four Salbaths in all,in which, Paul
!taug'm. in different places, us Jesus did.  The last date is, A. D. 54, €3
iyeavs after the time where we are told that it was nailed to the cress.
IBix years after this, he declared to the Romans, that © the law is foly;
s the commandment holy, and just, and good;” and that it wis cstet-
ished, und that he delighied in the law of Guod, and thanked God through
Jesus, that he himself served the law of God,  Howl Answe
keeping the whole of God s commandments, which of cuurse inciudes
the soventh day Sabbath. Jaines shows that i€ we *¢offend in ane
fpoint,? we are *¢ guilty of all.” Joln suys, ¢ For this is the love of
Aaod, that we keep his comnmnandments.”  How many? Al all of
them! T clap. ii, 7, be shows the old ene fram the beginnng, which
we helieve is the Suahbaih,
Let us now sce how this importart sutjeet stands. We leove ehowr,
1. That thie seventh day Sabbuth is bivught w view ware than fijey
tines in the New "Lestamment,
[ 2. That Jests kept @/ lus Uather’s commandinents

8. That he hus wught the pepuiuity ot the Sabnath, through the ten
comnaundments of Ged.

4. That Jesus recegrized the Sabbath 29, if not 1€20 years beyend
hia erucifixion.

5. ‘That he s will| the Lard of the Sabbath,

6. ‘Thet the Sabbath was made for man—all men,

7. That it wae his custom to weach on the Sabbuth,

8. That the four evangehsts show the Subbath since the erucifixion.

U That the commzudinents of God, also. are taught six times since.

10, Vhat Luke positively proves the keeping of the Sabbaih by the
‘disciples. sinee the evuciixion,

‘ 1 ‘Pihat Pouls mauner, or custom was, and that he did teach {rom

Juce 1o place, on the Subbath of the Lord our Gad ; that he delighited
i,y and kept the uw of God, which ineludes the Sabbait.

2. That Jumes, and John also, teach the Sabibash by enforcing all of
ithe coninranduetts of Ged, whieh makes ihe Sabbuath as binding now as

[t Ever was,

13, "Thnt ikere is not a passage in the New Toestament thiat shows a
rchange of the day, er keeping of the fivst day of the week for the Sub-
“hath.

14. That both Luke, and Paul, vtterly and -forever destray, and take
from ouy opponents, the main and valy Joint which they ever hud to
'show where the Sabbath was abolished. by proving incontestably that
‘the Sablath of the Lerd our God was kept after they say it waus nailed
to ihe eross: viz: one day, 12, 93, and 2y yeurs alter.
| Botsays an objector, is there no vther seripture, or point of time, by
fwhieh 1t can be shown vha the Sabbath was ubolished ! Nowve that
have fuimd.  Sewething may come up after thus ; but thank the Lard,
(there is testimony enough in the above fourtcen points, toseatter it 10 tho
Howr winds.  U%is s the New Lestament testimony. © Lord, let thy
iblessing accompany it to the scattered remuant, A men,

About sixty-hve vears after Jesus was nuiled to the eress, God gave him
a revelation, e sent his angel and signified itte his servant John, for
(the ehurches.  In this wiessage, the subjeet ot the commandments of
Guod was venewed.  Jolm saw that the lust end of the churcly, the vem-
ant, would be made war with for keeping thent, and for huving the tes-
timany ol Jesus.  Chap. x, 17, This 1s true vow, and is developing
more and move : but it is impossible for auy one to show this war niude
lon any oae for strietly keeping the Ist. 2d, 3d, 51th, 0ih, 7th, 6ih, ¢th,
tand 16th, commandments.  But keeping the forrth eomandment right,
makes the war.  ‘U'he experience of tive yewrs has tanght me tos,

In Revelation xiv, Jola saw, and heard the thivd sugel giving the lost

message of merey for God s people. - He wis deseriting a pavient wait-
ing compey of siits, wl‘m'\\_ere keeping the commandments of God,
und the faith o Jesus.  This s the same cluss as deseribed in chap. xii.
Thank the Lord our Getd, we kunow this to be strietly true; for we are
acquainted with a goudly niimboy of them, and they uuderstand  their
message. They are keeping the Sabbacr, of the Lord our Goed, visur s
restoring it us. Peter has shown, in the blotring out time, Tt is the last
crowning sealing truth for the Church, to pass themn through the time of
troublc such as never was, right betove them, We are noj obliged to
labor fbr an argument for this ; for we are actually keeplug ibe Sab-
bath, as it is taught in the commnandment,
. We ask then, if this is nat 1819 years this side of the erueifixion,
This provf that it was not nailed tq the cross, is indépendent of the
New Testament teaching. It is this side of it, and' is actuatly knowl.
edge to us.

Now pass to chap: xxii, 14. ¢ Blessed are tliey that do his com-
mandments, that they may have right to the tree ot life, and may enter
in through the gates into the city.”” Does the keeping of .nine of the
commandments right, and the fougth wreng, give an entrance there}
No, never. What ihen? Auswer, the keeping, or doing all of them
right. How shall we doit! Answer, keep the fourth, as God has
taught, viz ; the seventh day Sabhath, and the other nine aceorditg tn
your profession, and claim the blesscd promise. Fail in this, and the
promise is not vours. . JOSEPH BATLS.

Faicthaven, Mass., Nav, 18, 1850,
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