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THI LAW,
BY ROSWELL F. COTTRELL,

« And tha temnle of God was oponad in hieaven, and there was
geen in his toanle the are of his testanent.””  Rev. xi, 19,

When God “confirmed” his law to men,
To Ysrael’s waiting flock,

He spoke aloud his precepts ten,
And graved them in the rock.

Within the Tent’s most holy place
The law of Gad was laid:

Within the sacred Ark’s embrace
It was deposited.

But God well knew, perdition’s son
Would neer his precepts love;
He gave a duplicate alone,
And kept his own above.

There, in the ¢ Tabernacle true,”
Pitched not by hands of men,

The sacred law is kept in view,
The holy precepts ten.

And when the scventh trump’s behest
Withdrew the vail hetween

The holy and the holiest,
Thej)recious Ark was secen.

Then ot us “ serve the law’’ of love,
And in it take delight :
By day, obedience to prove,
And meditate by night.
Mill-Grove, N. Y.

From the < Bible Advncate’’ of 1847,
THY SABBATH.
BY C. STOWE.
« Rememher the Subbath duay to keep it holy.”

Bromuer, Sitster :—Docs a sceret disgnst arise
in your heari, as you read the command adonted as
a motto for this article? And are you inclined to
turn away with indifference or contempt? Reflect ;
it is the command of Jehovah, uttered audibly, amid
the thunders of Sinai: and if not abolished, repealed,
or amender, it is still in force, and as fully binding
on pou, and on me, now, as it was on ancient Israel
in the wilderness of Sinai; and will continue to be
so. on all ; 'till that same voice which then shook the
earth, shall once more shake not the earth ouly,
but also henven; and the glorious rest, of which this
is the type* and carnest, shall dawnon the renovated
earth. and its redcemed and blissful inhabitants,

¢It is a principle which no proficient in the science
of government. human or divine, will deny, that a
faw once enacted and in force’ remains in force, *till
repealed or amended by the same authority which
enacted it’; except when a law is enacted for a spe-
cific object, and a limited time, the object being ac-
complished, and the time expired, it has then fulfill-
ed its design, and consequentlv null and void., As
for instance the ritual law, which was a shadow, ex-
tending to the body, which is Christ; and which
was abolished in his flesh. But it is a fact so evi-
dent as scarcely to need no proof, that the seventh
day Sabbath had no such design or limitation. 1
ask any one who believes that the weekly Sabbath
was one of the shadows thus abolished, to point out
the particular ritual for which it was appointed,—
Sacrifices were indeed. offered on that day, and so
they were on every other day.  (Num. xxviii, 3, 9.)
But did not that ehange the charncter of the days. af-
ter those sacrifices ceased to he offered 7 Ask a'child
the simple question, whether the value of any num-
ber would be changed by adding a certain numher
to it, and then subtracting the same from it. His
reply would be, that the original number remained

the same as before the addition and subtraction. So
the days on which sacrifices were offered, remained
the same after those sacrifices ceased, thatthey were
before they were appointed. Those which were
common days before, were so after.  And that which
was a Subbath before, must remain Sabbath after.
Indeed the Sabbath suffered no change at any time.
It was no more holy, its rest no more sacred, under
the Levitical law, than it was previously; when the
Israelites were commanded to prepare all their bread
on the sixth day, and to abide every man in his place
on the seventh., Ex. xvi, 29. Consequently, the
ritaal law could not take from it, a sacredness it
never imparted to it. As therefore the Sabbath has
not been abolished, our next inquiry is, has it been
repealed or amended, by the authority which enac-
ted it? To this, there can be no other rational an-
swer, than, that in the absence of any testimony to
this effect, we have no right to infer that it has been
thus repealed. or amended. God has given man-
kind a Sabbath of rest, particularly designating the
day which was to be ohserved, with the reasons for
the same, and the manner of observing it; and after-
wards incorporated it into that law, which is holy,
just and good ; and which in the new covenant, he
has promised to write, not in tables of stone, but in
fleshly tables of the heart. How then, can any portion
of this law, be repealed or amended by the unchang-
able Jehovah? But admitting thathe has done this,
where in all his revealed will to man, shall we find
a transcript or amendment? We look, and ask in
vain. No one, I believe, pretends to bring positive
evidence of such repeal or amendment from the word
of God. Human inferences from circumstantial ev-
idence with the usnges of the fathers. is all whichhas
been, or can be brought, to prove that the Sabbath
has been repealed or changed. Have we any right
on such grounds to ‘change the ordinance, and
break the everlasting covenant? Is it not presump-
tion tlius to treat the positive commands and insti-
tutions of Jehovah?

But let us examine some of this inferential evi-
deuce, and giving it all the weight it will admit, see
if it will justifiy an abandenment of the Sabbath, ei-
ther with, or without a substitute. But here so many
inconsistencies at once present themselves, that I
hardly know where to hegin. First it is contended,
thai Christ, in performing cures, and permitting his
disciples to satisfy their hunger from the fields
through which they passed, did as he was accused,
that which is not lawful to do on the Sabbath; and
that in his reply to the ever murmuring Pharisees,
he intimated that it was not then in force. And at
the same time it is asserted that he afterwards abol-
ished it at his crmeifixion: and again, that it was chan-
ged to the first day of the week, at his resurrection.
Again that being abolished, Paul was afraid of those
who observed it, and yet, that it is immaterial
whether it be observed or not; only let every one
be fully persnaded in his own mind. Truth is al-
ways consistent with itself, and with every other
truth. But Jet me ask, which two of these four prop-
ositions can be harmonized? I thivk it is evident,
not only that the above inferences cannotbe harmo-
nized with each other, but that nejther of them, has
any foundation in the word of God.

1st.—Christ did not annul, or break this'command,
for his own testimony is, ‘1 came not to_destroy the
law,but to fulfill.’ Therefore, though Lord of the Sab-
hath, he did not make it void. But instead of giv-
ing any such intimation, he showed the Pharisees
that in eating the ears of corn as_they passed, the
no more profaned the Sabbath than the priests did,
in performing in the temple the labor necessary in
preparing their sacrifices.  And that in releasing the
afflicted from disease and infirmity, he no more vio-
lated the Sabbath, than they did, in similar acts of
humanity to their beasts. Thus exposing their in-
consistency ; and assuring them, that it was lawful
to do well'on the Sabbath; by which, he tacitly ac-
knowledged its validity. (Mat, xii, 5~~13.) Dare
any infer from these circumstances, that the Saviour
worked or broke any portion of that law, which he
declared he came not to destroy, but to fulfill 7 Nei-
ther should such an inference be made from the cir-
cumstance of hiz omitting the fourth commandment
in his reply to the young man, Matt. xix, 18, 19, for
the first, second, third and sizth are also omitted.

Such an inference would also contradict another ex-
press declaration of his, Matt. v, 19, * Whosoever
therefore, shall break one of these least command-
ments, and shall teach men so, he shall be called
the least in the kingdom of heaven,” The 17th, 18th
and 21st verses, show the ten commandments to be
the ones intended. Camphell renders it, ‘shall be
in no esteem in the reign of heaven’ May we then
be found humbly seeking fo know, and faithfully
striving to do, all the commands of God ; and espe-
cially beware of encouraging any to break cven the
least of them.

2d.—The Sabbath has not been abolished, as has
been already proved.

3d.—Tt cannot be a matter of indifference wheth-
er it be regarded or not. For if abolished or annull-
ed, there is none to be regarded. A decision on its
validity, must therefore, settle this point. If neither
repealed nor abolished, it is still in force ; and its ob-
servance every where represented in the Bible as a
matter of the greatest importance. What day it
was, thatthe Romans (chap. xiv)could not agree
about ohserving, we are not inforined. But its being
ranked with the use of meats and herbs, is far from
indicating it to be the Sabbath.

4th.—Thelaw of the Sabbath was not amended,
either by Christ, the Apostles, or the primitive Chris-
tians. 1st. Christ did not amend this law by subst-
tuting another day for the seventh. Or if he did, the
Apostles never recorded it, and the women who pre-~
pared spices to anoint his body, did not know it, other~
wise they would not have delayed that office of af-
fection for their Lord, and ‘rested the Sabbath day,
according to the commandment.’ 2d. The Apostles
did not change the day, as we have any account;.
nor had they any right thus to invade the preroga-
tive of God.” 3d. Neither had the early Chiristians
any authority to amend thelaw of God. If they did
it, it is an evidence that ‘ the mystery of iniquity be-
gan to work, which thought to change times and
faws.! That this leaven did begin to steal inscnsi-
bly upon the church from the days ofthe Apostles,
(as Paul affirms, 2 Thes. ii; 7,) we have evidence
from the fact, that the early christians began te ob-
serve the first day of the week as commemorative of
the resurrection of Christ, though not as the Sabbath }
till Constantine began to legislate in its favor. Eu-
sebius says, (Life of Constantine, B. 4, ch. 18, Basle
Ed.) that ¢he, (Constantine) appointed as a suitable
day for prayers, the Dominical day.’ ¢His body
guard observed theday, and offered in it prayers
written hy the Emperor.” ‘He determined thnt those
obeying Roman power, should abstain from every
work upon the days named after the Saviour; that
they should venerate also the day before the Sabbath
in memory as seems to me, of ihe events occurring
in those days, to our common Lord.” Sozonian alse
says, (Ecc. Hist. B. 1, ch. 8) ‘that Constantine also
made a law that on the Dominical day, which the
Hebrews call the firstday of the week, and the
Greeks the sun, and also in ihe day of Venus, (i.e.
Friday) judgments should not be given, or other busi-
ness transacted ; but that all should worship God
with prayers and snpplications, and vencrate the
Dominical day, as in it Christ rose from the dead 5 but
the day of Venus, as that on which he was fixed to
the cross.” ¢ Sylvester, who was the Bishop of Rome,
while Constantine was Emperor, changed the name
of Sunday, and gave it the more imposing title of
Lord’s day.’ Lucius Ece. Hist. Cent. 4, p. 740.
From this circumstance, and the custom thence de-
rived, probably arose the impression that John in
Rev. i, 10, applied the term Lord’s day to the first
day of the week :—while not an intimation is given
in all the word of God, that the first day ever received
that appellation, either from Christ or his Apostles.
But God called the seventh day ¢the Sabbath of the
Lord’; ‘the holy of the Lord’; ‘my holy day,’ &ec,
and Christ styles himself ¢Lord of the Sabbath)
And in all places in the New Testament, where the
Sabbath is named, reference is had to no day but the
seventh. Matt xxviii, 15 Acts xiii, 14, 27, 42, 44 and
xvi, 13 and xviii, 4 The last of these relerences
state that Paul reasoned in the synagogue every
Sabbath ;and verse 11, tells how long he did so, viz.,
a year and a half. This was at Corinth. But we
find, chap. xvii, 2, that he had been accustomed thug
to do, in other places. The historical facts above ci-



Rz

ted, show the fallacy of substituting the usages of the
fathers, (which at best are but the traditions of men,)
for the commands of God; and the Scripture refer-
ences prove, that in the New Testament the Seventh
day is called the Sabbath, without intimating that
there was any other. Had there been, they would
have been distinguished as now, by the appellation,
Jewish and Christian. But in fact, the Bible recog-
nizes no Jewisk Sabbath. But ‘thc Sabbath of the
Lord.’ ‘My holy day,’ and the Sabbath,in distine-
tion from all others.

Letus now hastily glance at some of the circum-
stances from which the first day is inferred to be the
Sabbath. First, it is said that the Saviour rose the
first day of the week, thus completing the work of re-
demption, and as this is more important than that of
creation, therefore we shall honor Christ more by ob-
serving the first day. Ah! human wisdom. ‘Shall
mortal man be morc just than God ¥ ¢Shall a man
he more pure than his maker!” Shall we attempt to
instruct the Almighty, and to amend his work, and
think thus to honor Christ?—Behold, to obey, is bet-
ter than sacrifice. If the Lord had seen fit to appoint
a day to commemorate his resurrection, still, it
would have been a new institntion having altogethera
different design ; and would in no wise aflect the Sab-
bath.
the kind. And any such addition or substitution by
human authority or tradition, might with the same
propriety be followed ; the celebration of the day of
his nativity, Good Friday, and all the other festivals
by which the Papal church seeks to honor Christ,
and to ‘change timesand laws.”’ Letus beware that
we ¢ partake not of her sins.” Neither the resurrec-
tion of the Saviouron the first day of the week ; Ais
appearing to his disciples, who were to be witnesses of
the same, in that day ; their being assembled on the
evening of the same day; Paul’s meeting his brethren
to preach to them, and to break bread just before
leaving them, occurring on the evening of the first;
nor their being requested to lay by their contributions
on that day, can prove it the Sabbath, when not even
an intimation of 1t is given; unless it can also be
proved, that the Saviour should rise, or give proofs
of his being alive on no day but the Sabbath; that
ihe disciples assembled on no other day ; and that it
was customary to break bread, andto attend to such
acts of benevolence on no other; while there are
considerations in the circumstances themselves, which
are unfavorable to such a conclusion.

In the first case, two of the disciples had spent a
considerable part of the dayin other business; travel-
ing 60 furlongs to Emmaus, and returning the same
distance after it was ‘towards evening, and the day
far spent?’ then attending the mecting of the disciples
and while relating their interview with Jesus on the
way, he appeared in their midst. TLuke xxiv, 30, 31,
33, 36. Again, the breaking of bread at which Paul
presided, did not take place ’till past midnight, con-
sequently not ’till the second day ;—and lastly, their
contributions were not to be brought togetler, but to
be laid by in store; which to say the least, might be
done with as much propriety on any other day as
the Sabbath. And now, could we divest ourselves
cntirely of prepossessions contracted by early in-
struction, and confirmed by long custom, and the in-
fluence of public opinion and example, where 1 ask,
in all these circumstances or any others furnished by
the word of God, should we discover that the Sab-
bath was changed from the seventh to the first da
of the week? Thatmyself with all who may read this
may be constantly found among those who call the
Sabbath a delight, the holy of the Lord honorable,
and who shall honor him, not finding their own pleas-
ures, speaking their own thoughts on his holy day ;
yew, by doing all his commands, we may have right
to the tree of life, and soon enter on tliat rest typi-
fied by the Sabhath, is the fervent desire and prayer
of C. Stowk.

* We helicve the view of the Sabbath being & type in-
corret.  Sce ¢ Review and Eerald,” Vol. II, No. 6, p, 44,
last column,

Popular Objections Answered

It is not uncommon for those upon whose atten-
tion the claims of thzseventh day are urged, to at-
tempt to escape the force of trath by a variety of ob-
jections. This is often done by such as are convin-
ced that the Scriptures require the observance of
the seventh daK and not the first. Itis a remarka-
ble feature of these objections, that they are totally
unlike and destractive of each other. “But as they
are often presented and much relied on, we will
mention a few of them.

1. “The original Sabbath cannot be observed in
different parts of the earth, as the day begins at dif-
ferent points of time.” Thisobjection if 1t were of
any force, would affect the observance of the first,
or any other day of the week, equally with the sev-
enth. Itis, therefore, an objection to the appoint-
mentof any particular day, and of course charges

But he has no where given any intimation of
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God with folly in giving the commandment. All
that can reasonably be inferred from the difference of
time, is that the original Sabbath was not observed
at exactly the same time in all parts of the world.
And since all the nations of the earth agree in the
numbering of the days of the week, no practical dif-
ficulty could ever arise from this.—The same may
be said in regard to “sailing around the world.” 1
it is really an objection, it lies against the appoint-
ment of any day. Those, thercfore, who acknowl-
edge the wisdom of God, should be slow to make
such an objection to his commandment. Those who
object to tiie seventh day becausc they can gain or
lose a day by sailing around the world, may consist-
ently with themselves call two nights and an inter-
mediate dark day one night. The fruth does not
require that men should thus “put darkness for light,”
and so “wrap it up.” A cause which demands it
ought for this reason to be abandoned.

2. “The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Jews.”
It is not uncommon, in discussions on this subject,
to speak contemptuously of the seventh da}y as the
Jewish Sabbath. An enlightened person, however,
will look upon this as the fruit of ignorance or mal-
ice. The Sabbath was given long before the ex-
istence of the Jewish nation, and is m the Scriptures
often called the Sabbath of the Lord, never the
Sabbath of the Jews, It is true, we are told by
one of the prophets that the Lord made known to
Israel his holy Sabbath; butif this makes a Jewish
Sabbath, then the other nine precepts of the decalogue
are Jewish, and may with the same propriety be
reproached as such. “This conclusion would reach
still further, make the Scriptures Jewish, and the
Saviour of men and his salvation Jewish. Such,
therefore, as consider this an objection to the sev-
enth day, to be consistent with themselves, should
reject the religion of Jesus altogether. But how
does it correspond with the spirit of Christ thus to
reproacli and speak contemptuously of a people to
whom we are so deeply indebted, and of whom, as
concerning the flesh Christ came? “Boast not thy-
sclf against the branches; for if God spared not the
natural branches, take heed lest he also spare not
thee)? * * ¥

3. “The first day of the week is so generally ob-
served.’” 1t is often sald, If the first day be not the
Sabbath, why do so many observe it? With equal
pertinence might we ask, Ifall the systems of relig-
ion which heathen men have lived and died by are
false, why bhave they been suffered so to abound as
to swallow up almost every vestige of true religion?
Why have the disciples of Mahomet been suffered to
exceed in numbers the professors of Christianity?
Why is the purest denomination of protestants }ﬁen
mitted to bear such a disproyportion to the church of
Rome? The reason is obvious; truth is not more
easily propagated than error, and pure religion has
always been connected with persecution and re-
proach. Ifwe are to determinc between truth and
error by the “show of hands,” we shall be compelled
to adopt the greatest absurdities. The number of
these who observe the first day, therefore, can be no
evidence for or against its claims.

4. “ Whether Christions ought to observe the sev-
enth day or not is a doubtful question; and therefore
inquiry on the subject is unprofitable and ought to
be avoided.” It would be wrong (or disputants to
cherish an unchristian spirit in the discussion of this
question, and it would be equally wrong to neglect
honest and thorough inquiry on the subject. To
consider both sides of a quesiion involving religious
duty, with moderation and candor, is safe and prof-
itable. The fact that somne doubts are connected
with it, is the very reason why itshould be examined.
That which at ﬁ}:st seemed doubtful may thus be-
come clear and certain, The noble Bereans were
commended for their spirit of inquiry, and in_this re-
spect they should be an example Q‘{Jr us. The as-
sertion that inquiry in regard fo things revealed is
unprofitable, implies that we ought not to concern
ourselves about what is our duty, and is contrary to
the exhortations of Scripture to add knowledge to
faith and virtue, and to grow in the knowlege of our
Lord and Saviour. “Buy the truth, and sell it not,”
is the advice of the word of God. We should not
therefore, be hindered (rom our inquiries by any
carthly considerations.

5. When the claims of the original Sabbath are
plainly presented, many seem to be convinced of their
justness, but, at the same time, think that a general
return to the seventh ,day is Impracticable. They
allege that the custom of keeping the first day has
been so long and generally maintained—that it is so
intimately wrought into the habits, caleulations and
business of life—that it has received such explicit
sanction from the civil powers, and is so often and
ably vindicated by ministers and commentators that
it is in vain to expect a change, and that the cause
of Sabbath-keeping is rather retarded than promoted
by efforts to promote a change.—The principle of
expediency here acknowledged is at war with the

Bible, and extremely dangerous. When men can
gravely question whether 1t is better to follow their
own custons than to rewurn to the law of God, their
case Is critical.  God delights not in such. He will
dwell ouly withi those who # tremble at his word.”
Not those who say “Lord, Lord,” but those who “do
his will,” are accepted of him.—Again, if' the views
here expressed had been adopted in other cases, what
would have become of the various reforms which
have already blessed the world 2 What would have
become of the whole subject of Protestantism ?
There is nothing more impracticable in a Sabbath
reform, than in any other reform, In other cases,
difficulties which at first seemed insurmountable, have
given way to laborious and  prayerful effort; so may
they in this, At any rate, we ouglt to “obey
God rather than man.”” [ Sabbath Vindicator.

‘Who has left the Sure Word ?

We are often charged with following our experi-
ence, instead of the unerring word of God ; but such
@ charge is unjust and untrue. It is true that we
“hold fast” our advent experience in the past, which
has so perfectly fulfilled prophecy; but inso doing,
we do not neglect nor depart from the sure word.
The Bible is our chart, our gnide. It is our only
rule of faith and practice, to which we would closely
adhere.

In order to show the fulfilment of prophecy, we
have to refer to history. "To show the fulfilment of
prophecy relating to the four universal kingdoms of
the second and seventh chapters of Daniel, we have
to refer to the history of those kingdoms. Deny the
history, and the prophecy is of no use. Justso with
the prophecies relating to the advent movement.

If we deny our holy experience in the great lcad-
ing movements, in the past, such as the proclama-
tion of the time in 1843 and 1844, then we cannot
show a fulfilment of those propheciesrelating to those
movements, Therefore, those who deny their past
experience, while they were following God and his
holy word, deny or misapply a portion of the sure
word.

It is cruel and unjust to represent us as having
abandoned the PrECIOUS BOOK oF BOOKS, the Bible, to
follow impressions, fancies &c. when we have done no
such thing, and when those very men that charge us
thus leave or misapply & portion of the sure word.
Once, the whole advent host believed that the para-
ble of the ten virgins applied exclusively to the ad-
vent movement; and that the first going forth, in the
parable, was fulfilled by us, as we came up to the
first specified time; and that the ery in the parable,
i Behold the bridegroom cometh, go ye out to meet
him,” and the trimming of lamps &e. were also ful-
filled by us, as we gave the seventh month cry. We
still believe what the whole host once believed
and with holy confidence and energy published and
preached to the world. And strange to tell, many of
those who have abandoned the fulfilment of prophe-
cy in our past experience, are ready to brand us with
fanaticism, and rank us with Shakers, &ec. for believ-
iug what they once believed, and for carrying outand
showing a consistent fulfilment of the parable, in ail
its parts.

'hese men should be the lastto oppose our views,
and complain of a lack of charity on our part, when
they,in such an unsparing mannver, rank us with
apostates for holding fast and carrying out what they
once believed and holdly proclaimed. When we in
1843 sang, “My Bible leads to glory,” we sang a
true sentiment. It did not stop in 18414, and “lead”
us back around another way, no, noj; but it led on-
ward through the warting TiME, and keeping of
“the commandments of God,” into the kingdom.
Glory to God, “My Bible leads to glory.” Anten.

The truth, in answer to the question, “ Who has
lelt the sure word,” is that we closely adhere to the
sure word of God, which plainly marks out our holy
experience, and acknowledge the mighty work of
God in calling out the advent people from the world
and fallen church ; while those who deny this work
of God and their own experience have “left” those
portions of the “sure word” which relate to the ad-
vent movement.  'While standing on the sure word,
and acknowledging our experience, wrought in us
by the living word of God, and while keeping the
commandments of God, we are safe—yes, we are
safe. Let the storm of persecution rise, and the fier
darts of the wicked fly all around us, thus armed wit
holy truth, we are safe. Glory to God, we are on
the Rock. My spirit grows warm, as I contemplate
this glorious theme.

“ For He has been with us—still is with us,

And He’s promis’d to be with us to the end.”

[Present Truth.

‘We have also a more sure word of prophecy ; whereun-
to ye do well that ye take heed, as unto a light that'shineth
in a dark place, until the day dawn, and the day-star arise
in your hearts, 2 Pet. i, 19.



Remaris om 2 Cor. kil

It is considered by zome that this chapter produces
positive proof that the law, or ten commandments
that were writlen and engraven in the two tables of
stone by the finger of God, are *abolished,” “done
away,” when in fact it gives not the least intimation
of the kind.

The apostle Paulin this chapter is contrasting the
miniztration of the old covenant under Moscs, with
the ministration of the ncw covenant under Jesus
Christ. [t is well known that there is an essential
difference between g law, and the ministration of a
law. A law is the constitution nccessary for the
government of the people.  The ministry is the ar-
dained powers to carry its laws into execution.

Verze 3. “Forasmuch as ye arc manifestly de-
clared to be the epistle of Christ ministered by us,
wrilten not with ink. but with the spirit of the living
God; not in tables of stone, but in fleshly tables of
the heart” This verse declares the Corinthi-
ans to e the epistle of Clirist ministered hy us,
Paul, Silvanus and Timothens. Chap. i, 19, Tt is
not written with ink as it was by Moses in a book
under the old covenant, “But with the Spirit of the
living God.” The ten commaundments are ot
writlen in tables of stone as they were under the
ministration of Moses, **But in fleshly tables of the
heart,” See Heb. viii, 10.

Verse 6. “Who ulso lLiath made us able ministers
of the new testament ; not of the letter, but of the
spirit: for the letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life.”
The minister, or ordaincd power under the old cov-
enant killed the transgressor of the law written an
tabltes of stone. The man that broke the letter of
that law was stoned to death. There was no prom-
ise of life to the sinner. Itis properly called the
ministration of death in the next verse. 'Fhe minister
administered deatl to the sinner under the old cove-
nant.  “ But the Spirit giveth life,” The minister
under the new covenant administers life through
Jegus Christ, instead of death. One is the ministra-
tion of the letter that killed, the other the ministra-
tion of the spirit that giveth life.

Paul considered “the minisiration of death,” when
the law was “written and cugraven in stones” a
glorious one ; but that “ was to be done away,” and
the one that excelleth to remain.  “For if that which
is done away was glorious much more that which
remaineth is glorious.” What is “done away”?
The ministration of death is done away, and the
ministration of the Spirit, that giveth life, remaineth.

Verse 12. “Seceing then thatwe have such hope,
we wse great plainness of speeclh.”  Hope of what ?
Oflife through “Jesus Christ who hath broughtlifc and
immortality to light through the gospel” 2 Tim. i, 10.
The glory of the latter ministration eclipses the glory
of the former. The children of Israel could not see
that death was abolished when they read Moses, be-
cause the vail was upon their heart; bnt “wlen it
(the heart) shall torn to the Lord, the vail shall be
taken away.” That vailis the ministration of Moses,
thiat would bhe taken away wlhen they laoked at the
blood of Christ for the atonement. that taketh away
sin 3 and {uith is revealed by the Spirit.  “Now the
Lord is that Spirit; and where the Spirit of the
Lord is, there is liberty.”  That iy, if they have the
gpirit of Christ dwelling in them, they are free
from the bondage of dcath and condemnation
that they were under, while under the ministra-
tion of Moses ; and while they are heholding the glo-
ry of the Lord, they are changed from glory to glory,
by the spirit of the Lord.

Thus we sce the difference of the two ministrations
clearly taught in this chapter, and not the abolition
of the Law of God writtey on the tables of stone.
But the abolishment of death, and the bringing in of
a better covenant, established on better promises,
when the holy laws of God are written in the fleshly
tables of the licart, and put in_the mind by the holy
Spirit.  For, said Jesus, “the Holy Ghost shall teach
you all things, and bring all things to your remem-
brance, whatsoever [ have said unto you.” Andun-
der this covenant the promise of mercy through Jes-
us Christ, and life by the holy Spirit is a more glori-
ous wninistration. May we all with open face behold
this glory, and be changed intothe same image from
glory to glory, until we are changed from mortal to
immortality, and caught up to meet the Lord in the
air, and hohold the glories of the New Jerusalem,
and the earth made new. Amen.

G. W. Hour.
Rochester, (N. Y.), Dec. 18th, 1851,

BABYLON.
BY O. NICHOLS.

The article in the last “ Review and Herald” from
the “Voice of truth of Sept. 1844,” concerning
“ [V hat is Babylon,her fall, and Come out of her my
people,” was read with much interest. It is the most
excellent picce thatI ever read onthat subject.

THE REVIEW AND HERALD.

The following language clearly defines Babylon:
“ The woman (Rev. xvii) is symbolical of the church,
and as she is called Babylon, there canbe no dispute
but that the church is Babylon. What church ¢ It
is a mother and her daughters, a family of harlots.
The mother represents the Catholic church, the eld-
est member of the family, and the daughters repre-
sent the Protestant sects, The whole family most
strikingly represent a great city. 'Take the whole
and the figure is perfect ; leave out the children, and
it is imperfect.”

There are some things which we thinl are errone-
ous, which we will briefly notice.

Ist. “'The harlot woman in chap. xvii, and the
woman clothed with the sun in chap. xii, are the
same churches.” Thereis a wide distinction in the
character of the woman of Rev. xii, and the mother
of harfots of chap. xvii. The latter is a cruel perse-
cutor, * drunken with the blood of the saints.,” Verse

The woman which brought forth the man-child
was persecuted, “ and they loved not their lives unto
the death.” Chap. xii, 11, 13.  Also, the dragon was
wroth with the woman, and went to makewar with
the remnant of her seed, which keep the command-
ments of God, and have the testimony ol Jesus Christ.
Verse 17,

This applies to the last state of the woman of
chap. xii. 'The last state of the woman of chap. xvii is
described in chap. xviii, and their characters are
widely different.  We belicve the truth to be this:
The woman of Rev. xvii, seated upon a scedrlet beast,
symbolizes the established church, incorporated and
united with political governments; [the beast;]
and when the church and state were united,
they were emphatically one body, civil and ec-
clesiastical, symbolized by a beast. Rev. xiii, 1—
10.  The church symbolized by a woman, and the
civil power which carried the church, by a beast.

The woman of Rev. xii we believe symbolizes a
church of’ a different character : a holy people which
are God’s chosen witnesses to proclaim the simple
truths of the Bible, and which would not conform to
the established church, or follow their tenets and
creeds, but chose the New Testament for their chris-
tian guide ; and for so doing they were denounced
as heretics, and were persecuted unto death, “They
overcame him by the blood of the Lamb, and by the
word of their testimony.” Chap. xii. 11. “ All that
will live godly shall sufler persecution.”

God has in all ages had a holy peculiar people,
that were persecuted for not obeying or ('ol}rowing
thetenetsof the worldly church. Itis nottruethatthe
woman of chap. xii has degenerated, “and become a
fallen church.” Neither is it true that “she was
holding unlawf{ul connection with the beast, or kings
of the earth during the 1260 years ” she was in the
wilderness.

2d. “During the 1260 years the supremacy was
vested in the beast, (the political power,) not in the
woman,” (the church,) of chap. xvii. Both the
prophecy and history prove this incorrect. During
this period of time, the woman was seated upon the,
beast, held the reins, dictated, guided, and was the
mouth of the beast, (chap. xiil, 5,) had the “ domin-
jon” and reigned over the (ten) kings of the earth,
The history of the Catholic church proves this to be
literally true. She did actually have dominion over
the crowned kings and emperors.

3d. “The chronology of the woman seated on the
beast commenced at the end of the 1260 years, a. p.
1798, when she takes her seat upon the beast.”
“ Now she is a drunken harlot, and guides the beast
which carries her, or holds the supremacy over the
state, Has not the church held this station over the
kings and rulers of the earth since a.p. 17987 The
facts in the case prove that she has. She ‘sits up-
on many waters,” and reigneth over the kings of the
earth; not by physical power, but by artifice, cun-
ning and deception.”

The facts in the case forbid such an application.
Tt cannot be demonstrated that either the Papal or
Protestant churches have in any sense reigned over
the kings of the earth or “held the supremacy over
the state” since. . p. 1798. .

To practice “artifice, cunning and -deception”
is one thing, but to “reign,” or “hold the supremacy
over the state” is quite a different thing. * Toreign”
signifies, Ist. “To exercise sovereign power or au-
thority ; to rule;to exercise government as a king
or emperor ; or to hold the supreme power” 2d.
Reign signifies royal authority; supreme power;
sovereignty., 3d. Reigning signifies *“holding or
exercising supreme power” &c. [ Webster. ]

“The woman is that great city which reigneth
over the kings of the earth.” That is the church
or the Pope at its hiead, holding or exercising the su-
preme power over the kings &e. This is the only
reasonable application of the word *reigneth? in this
verse. Hus the church exercised this supreme pow-
er over kings and rulers since 17987 I1)\Ieither the
Papal or Protestant church has had this power, but

the reverse, since that period. The Papal church
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did hold and exercise the highest authority and ¢ do-
minion” over the kings for a long period during the
1260 years, and their * dominion” was taken away
in 1798—9, and this church power has not been es-
tablished since, But in instifuting the “image” of
papacy, I fully helieve that Protestant church su-
premacy will be established, and “ they will exercise
all the power of the first beast,” or Papal
beast.

Rev. xvii, 16, 17, shows conclusively the chronolo-
gy of the “whore” seated upon the beast, as it is
deseribed in verses 3—6, to be previous to 1708,
“ The ten horns shall hate the whore, make hor des-
olate, &. For God hath put in their hearts to fol-
fill his will.” This has been literally true with re-
gard to the Papal church supremacy. For the last
50 years the ten kingdoms have hafed the iemporal
dominion of the Pope, who is the head of the Catho-
lic church. The reign of Napoleon made her deso-
late and naked ; “for God put in their hearts,” to do
this, to ¢ fulfill his will.”

The Protestant church authority is the last that
will exercise dominion and she will be made deso-
late under the seven last plagues. Then the “great
city? will be destroyed forever, and “ found no more
at all.”  The “great city” 1 understand symbolizes
the church incorporated, and united to the state.
Both the Catholic and Protestant are included. Its
primitive existence commenced with the Catholic
churcli, the “mother.” The Catholic church as a
“ mother,” or parent, exercised its authority during
its appointed time, 1260 years. Then her daughters
came on the stage, and as her children have been
growing in strength, influence and power, the moth-
er’s power has been diminishing, as our parents na-
turally do, through enfeeblement by age. Take
them as a whole, mother and children, they are one
family, “that great city, Babylon” Rev. xviil,

Rev. xvii, I understand, is an explanation of chap.
xiii, particularly the seven heads and ten horns.
The beast is the same as in chap. xiii, 1, a symbol of
the Roman Empire, while united with the Papal
church.

Some think the woman on the scarlet beast ap-
plies in its chronology since 1798, because there are
no crowns specified on the ten horns, There are no
crowns specified upon the ten horns of the great red
dragon, the symbol of Pagan Rome. Chap. xii, 3.
But it is well known that those were ien crowned
horns, or kings, under Pagan Rome ; and they con-
tinued to be crowned kings throughout the 1260
years ; but the Pope’s crownwas higher in authority
and reigned over them ; and the ten kingdoms have
generally continued regal governments sinee a. d.

1798. [Crown signifies “royality, regal govern-
ment.” ~ Webster.] Kings, or crowns siill continue

in the old Roman Empire, and nothing can be shown
from chap. xvii, to prove they will not still continue,
until_the battle of the great day of God Almighty
See Rev. xvii, 12, 14.

Itis_true that the woman represents one thing,
(the church power,) and the beast another, (the
political power.) But when the church and state
are united, or blended together by an act of incorpo-
ration by the state, do not these two powers become
one? And as the beast, or civil power, has incorpo-
rated and united the church with their governments,
hence the church becomes a part of their govern-
ment, or a part of the beast, and is fitly ealled “the
beas.” All the authority that the church ever had,
wag given them by the civil government,

Dorchester, Mass.

REMARKS ON THE LAW ORF GOD.

How clear it is, not only from the seriptures of
truth, but from the dictates of reason, that God’s
Law has eternallyjexisted witl himself. ~ God is eter-
nal. His throne 1s eternal. The “ honse ” or “build-
ing of God not made with hands” is * eternal”  See
2 Cor.v, 15 John xiv, 2, The Fathers house, or
house of God, the place of God’s throne in his house,
[Heb. viii, 1, 2,] hence, a place to deposite his Law.
We read, “justice and judgment are the habitation
of his throne.,” Now common sense would dictate
the question, how can there be justice without alaw?

In the beginning of the world God made man, and
gave him power to govern the whole animate crea-
tion, whether in sea air, or on the land. See Gen. |, 26;
Heb. ii,7, 8. How unreasonable to suppose that
God gave man no Law by which-he should be gov-
erned. God knew the end from the beginning. His
Law is, and always was perfect ; hence, there could
be no alteration for the better. And he, knowing
the narural disposition of man io evade it, hath said;
“My covenant will I not break, nor alter the thing
that has gone out of my lips.” N

God shew Moses in the mount the Law, and the
place of its deposite, and told him to make a house
and furnish it like the one shewed him in the mount.
What infinite condescension with Jehovah to shew
man the place of his throne, and to write for man his
Law of justice. H. 8. Gur~zy.
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i anetify them through thy trutl; thy word is ruth

PPN

SARATOGA SPRINGS, TUESDAY, JANUARY 13, 1852.

¢ Call to Remembrance the Formexr Days.?

It is good to obey this injunction of the Apostle, and call
to remembrance past experience in the Advent cause.
Those who believe it to be the cause of God, should not re-
ject the means that has made it a separate cause. Those
who talk much of standing on the “original faith,” should
be the last to trample under-foot that faith they have boldly
defended, at the origin of the Advent cause.

The original Advent faith is not merely to believe in the
liteval coming of Christ, the resurrection and the restitution
of all things at some future period, of which we can know
but little or nothing about. Thousands believed all this,
and helieve it still, who are not, and have not been, con-
nected with the Advent cause.

We say that the original faith is that which has made us
a separate people, If we had never heard the judgmnent
hour cry, which was based on definite time, we never
should have been led to bear a testimony which, being re-
jected by our own brethren, made it necessary forus to sepa-
rate fromn the churches, Ifthe Advent people had closed their
earsto the cry of the second angel, [Rev. xiv, 8]they
would, as a general thing, have remained in the churches
to this day and would now he Baptists, Methodists, Chris-
tians, &c. And where would be the Advent cause, as it is
called by some who reject the very means that has madc
it a separate cause ? It would not be in existence,

That this may appear in its true light, please look at
those Ministers and church members who went with us
till the cry “ Babylon is fallen ™" was given, or to those
who have since returned to the churches. Some of them
may take an Advent paper, but who believes they stand
on the original Advent faith? No one. They have lost
their fuith, and now perhaps, preach, or hear those preach
who teach the world’s cunversion prior to the Second Ad-
vent, And if the Advent people who are now aseparate
people, had not heeded the cry of the second angel, but
had ramnained in the different churches they would, proba-
bly, have no more interest in the coming of the Lord, than
those now have who staid in the churches.

We say that the Advent cause owes its very existence to
the first and second angel’s messages of Rev. xiv. Then
why talk of the Advent cause being the cause of God, and
at the samc time call the means that gave it hirth a mis-
take, some say, a lie, fnlse excitement, or the work of man.
Buch had better, like consistent, honest men, retrace their
steps, and go hack to their former brethrenin the churches,
who were not led to take those steps in the Advent causc,
which they attribute to an evil influence. We think that
such a course would look far more consistent, and be less
displeasing to Gad, than to profess great intcrest in the Ad-
vent cause. and at the same time trample down the very
means that has given it an cxistence. “I would,” says
the True Witness to the Laodicean chureh, ¢thou wert
cold or hot” Rev. iii, 15,

The following letter will show the position of the Editor
of the “ Advent Herald ¥ in 1614, who was one of the Jast
to speak in defence of Lhe work of the second angel’s mes-
sage.

Fromn the Advent ITerald.
Editorial Correspondence,
SEPARATION FROM THE CHURCHES,

When we commenced the work of giving the “ Midnight
ery " with Bro. M.ler in 1840, he had been lecturing nine
{eurs. During thut time he stood almost alone. But his
abors have been incessont, and effectual, in awakening
professors of religion to the true hope of God's people. and
thie necessary preparation forihe advent of the Lprd: as
also the awakening of all classes of the unconverted to a
sense of their lost condition, and the duty of immediate
repentance and conversion to God as a preparation to
mcet the Bridegroom in peace at his coming. Those
were the great objects of his labor.  He made no attempt
to convert men to a sect, or party, in veligion. Hence he
labored among all purties and sects, without interfering with
their organizations or discipline; believing that the mem-
bers of the different communians could retain their stan-
ding. and at the same time preparc for the advent of their
King, and labor for the salvation of men in these relations
until the consumation of their hope. When we were per-
suaded of the truth of the advent at hand, and embraced the
doctrine publicly, we entertained the sainc views, and pur-
sued the same course among the different sects, where we
were called in the providence of God tolabor. We told
the ministers and churches that it was no part of our busi-
ness to break them up, or to divide and distract them, We
had one distinet o/%jccf,, and that was to givc the « cry,” the
warning of the judgment “ at the door,” and persuudé our
fellow-men to get ready for the event. Most of the minis-
ters and churches that opened their doors to us, and our
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brethren who were proclaiming the Advent doctrine, co-
operated with us until the last year. The iministry and
metbership who availed themselves of our labors, but Zar
not sincerely embraced the doctrine, saw that they must
either go with the doctrine, and preach and muintain it, or
in the crisis which was right upon them they would have
difficulty with the decided and de’crmined beliercrs. They
therefore decided against the doctrine, and determinced,
some by one policy and some by another, to suppress the
subject. This placed our brethren and sisters among them
in a most trying position. Most of them loved their chur-
ches, and could not think of leaving. But when they werc
ridiculed, oppressed, and in vatious ways cut off from their
former privileges and enjoyments and when the “ meat in
due season” was withheld from them, and the syren song
of “ peace and safety ” was resounded in their ears from
Sabbath to Subbath, they werc soon weaned from their par-
ty predilections, and arose in the majesty of their strengih,
shook off the yoke, and raised the vy, *“ come out of ker my
people.” This stateof things pluced usin’a trying position. 1.
Because we were near the end of our prophetic titue, in which
we expected the Lord would gather all his peoplein one, 2.
We had always preached a diflerent doctrine, and now that
the circumstances had changed, it would be regnrded s
dishonesl in us, if we should unite in the cry of separa‘ion
and breaking up of churches that bad received us and
our message. We therefore hesitated, and continued to
act on our first position, until the church and ministry car-
ried the matter so far, that we were obliged in the fear of
God to take a position of defence for the truth, and the
down-trodden children ofGod.
Apostolic Example For Our Course.

“ And he went into the synagogue, and spake boldly for
the space of three months, disputing and persuading the
things concerning the kingdom of God., But when dirers
were hardened, and BeLIkVED Nor, BUT SPAKE EVIL
OF THAT WAY BEFORE THE MULTITUDE, hedc-
parted from them, and SEPARATED the disciples, dispu-
puting daily in the school of one Tyrannus” Acts19:
8, 9. It was not until dirers were hardened, and spake
evil of that way (the Lord’s coming) before the multitude,
that the brethren were moved to come out, and scparute
from the churches. They could not endure this ¢ evil speak-
ing” of the “evil servants.” Andthe churches thatcould
pursue the course of nppression and « evil speaking” towanls
those who were looking for “the blessed hope,” were to
them nonc other than the daughters of the mystic Babylon.
They so prockumed them, und came into the liberty of the
gospel. And though we may not be all ngreed as to what
constitutes Babylon, we are agreed inthe tustant and final
separation from all who appose the doctrine of the coming
and kingdom of God at hand, We believe it to be a case
of life and death. It is death to remain connected with
those bodies that speak lightly of, or oppose, the coming of
the Lord. It is life tu come out from alt human tradition,
and stand upon the word of God and look daily for the
appearance of the Lord. W thercfore now say to all who
are in any way entangled in the yoke of bondage, “ come
out from among them, and be ye separale, saith the Lord,
and touch not the unclean thing, and I will receive you.
and will be a Father unto you. and ye shall be iny sons’and
daughters, saith the Lord Almighty.” 2 Cor. vi. 17—18,

J. V. Himes,

McConnellville, O., Aug. 29, 1844,

COVENANTS.
BY ¢. W HOLT,

I notice in the “Harbinger and Advocate” ol Deec.
6th. 1851, the following statements by the Editor of
that paper. in lis article entitled, “ Seventh-day Sab-
batir Abolished.”

“ God has not made two covenants yet: the Bible
recognizes only two. One of these covenants was
made with Tsract at Horeb, and by Paul is called the
old covenant or testatuent.  But the other covenant
bas not yet heen made. But it will soon be made
with Judal and Isracl—is ealled the new covenant
or teskament.”

The Editor's statement, that the Bible recognizes
only two covenants is certainly incorrect. T will here
mention several of the many covenants recognized
in the word of God.

1. The covenant made with Noah. ©And God
spake unto Noah, and to his sons with him, saying,
and T, behold, I established my covenant with you,
and with your seed after you. . .. And God said,
T'his is the token of the covenant which I make be-
twveen me and you, and cvery living creature that js
with you, for perpetual generations. [ do set my
bow inthe cloud, and it shall be for a token of a cov-
enant hetween me and the carth.” Gen. ix, 8, 13.

2. The covenant made with Abrabam. “AndI
will establish my covenant hetween me and thee,
and thy seed afler thee, in their generations, for an
everlasting covenanT; to he a God unto thee, and
to thy seed after thee.” Gen. xvii, 7. Then will 1
rementher, my covenNanT with Jacob, and also my
coVvENANT with Isaac, and also my covENANT with
Abraham will I remember,” Lev. xxvi, 42.

3. The covenanT made in Horeb. Says Moses
to Israel that came out of Egypt: “The Lord our
God made a covenant with us in Horeb.” Deut. v, 2.
This was a mutual agreement between God and the
people. See Ex. xix; Deut. xi; Lev. xxvi, 3—5.
This covenant related exclusively to the welfare of
the Jews in literal Canaan. 'The blessings named in
the text referred to, were to be enjoyed by them on

condition that they kept the ten commandments;

therefore, the ten commandments were not the cov-
enant, but the conditions of that covenant.

4, The covexanT tnde with David, * Yet he hath
made with me an everlasticg covenant, ordered in
all things, and sure.” 2 Samuel. sxiii, 5.

5. The Now Covenanr,  *Ecehold, the days come,
sajth the Lord, that I will make a new coveENane
with the house of Israel, pnd with the house o Judaby;
not according to the covenant that 1 made with their
futhers, in the day that T took them hy the Land to
bring them aut of the land of Egypt; which my
covenant they brake, although I was an husbaud
unto them, saith the Lord. But this shall be the cav-
enant that T will make with the house of Isracl, alter
those dnys saitli the Lord, | will putmy law [ten com-
mandments] in their inward parts, and werite it in
their hearts, and will be their God, nnd they shall be
my people,” Jer. xsxi, 31—33. Heb. viil. 7—13;

VX, 16, 17,

The Bditor of the “Harbinger,” professing to he
a teacher in lsrcael, before assceriing that “the Bible
recognizes only two covenunts,” should read that
precious volume more carefully.  1f his readers had
not the Bible to read for themsclves, they would
certainly be led astray.

The statement of the Editor, that the New Cov-
ENANT is not yet made, is in contradiction with the
rlain testimony of the word of the Lord. Paul, in

iis episile to the Hebrews. speals of two covenants,
One he calls the “first covenant,” also the * old cov-
enant. The other i called the “new covenant,” the
“second,” and “ better covenant.” 'The first, or old
covenant is the one made in Horeb. 'T'hat covenant
had maral and ceremonial conditions. The moral
couditions were the ten commandments engraven in
stone. 'The ceremonial conditions of that covenant
were written in a book, by the hand of Moses.—
These ceremonies, performed by the Jewish priest-
hood in the worldly sanctuary, were imposed on the
Jews until the time of reformation. 'Then the first
covenant ceased, and gave place to the second, or
better covenant established on hetter promises, of
which Christ is a minister. |

The Apostle states [Heb, ix,] that the first cove-
nant had ordinances of divine service and a worldly
sanctuary. He also shows that the better coverant
has divine services performed by onr High Priest,
the Son of God in the Heavenly Sanctuary.

Now of the things which we have spoken this is
the sum ; 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 not
man.”  Heb. viii, 1, 2. “But now hath he [the Son
of God] obtained a more excellent ministry, by how
much also he is the mediator of a betier covenant
which was established upon better promises.’—
Verse 6.

Now as certain as the Son of God is a mediator,
just so certain has the new covenant heen wade,
No truth is morve clearly stated in the Bible than that
the new covenant commenced with the priest-hood
of Christ in the Heavenly Sanctuary. 'The Holy
Ghost, on the day of pentecost, signified that the ser-
vices of the first covenant, in the warldly sanctuary,
were no longer of any virtue, and that the services
of the new covenant in the Heavenly Sanctuary had
commenced.

“The Iloly Ghost this signifying. that the way
into the boliest of all [holy places, Macknight] was
not yet made manifest, while as the first tabernacle
was yet standing; which was a_figure for the time
then present, in which were offered both gilts and
aacrifices, that could not make him that did the ser-
vice perfect, as pertaining to the conscience, which
stood only in meats and drinks, and divers washings,
and earnal ordinances, imposed on them until the
time of reformation. But Christ being come an High
Priest of good things to come, by a greater and more
perfect tabernacle not made with hands, that is to
say, not of this building.” Heb. ix, 8—11.

“ And for this cause he is the mediator of the new
testament, [covenant,] thatby means of death, for
the redemption of the tfransgressions that were under
the first testament, they which are called might
receive the promise of cternal inheritance. For
where a testament is, there must also of necessity be
the death of the testator. For a testament is of
force after men are dead; otherwise it is of no
strength at all while the testator liveth.,” Verses
15—17.

Christ, the Testator, is clearly shown to be the
mediator of the new testament, or covenant, which
become of force after bis death. This covenant was
to be confirmed for one week, [seven years,] and in
the midst (middle] of the week, the Jewish “sac-
rifice and the oblation” was to virtually cease, by the
death of the Testator. This covenant was confirmed
three years and a half by the Testator, and then
three years and a half by witnesses chosen before
the death of the Testator, who were gnalified by
the descent of the- Holy Ghost on the day of pente-



cozt, when the new eovenant was in full foree, Says
Panl. X
the new testament; [covenant;] not of the letter,
but of the Spirit,” 2 Cor iii, 6. This testimony
shows that the new covenant las been made, and
that the Apostles were ministers of it

The Editor also states, that the *“ new covenant or
testuuent,” when made, “will be written on the
heart, &o., is the ministration of the Spirit,” and re-
fers us to Jer. xxxi, 31—41; Heb. viii and ix.

Here lot it be understood that it is not the new
covenant or the ministration of the Spirit, that s to be
written on the heart, as stated by the Kditor of the
“Hurbinger”; but the law of God, according to the
testimony of Jeremiah and Paul.  And how absurd
to place ihe ministration of the Spirit in the futave,
contrary to the teachings of Christ and his Apostles.

Said “Jesug, “But when the Comforter is come,
whom I will send unto you from the Father, even
the Spirit of wuth, which proceedeth fromn the Fath-
er, he shall testify of me: and ye also shall bear wit-
ness. becase ye have been with me from the begin-
nine.”? Johu xv, 26, 27. ‘

The disciples were to tarvy at Jerusalem until they
were endowed with power from on high. Lule
xxiv, 49, -And when the day of pentecost was fully
come, they were all of one uccord in one place.—
And suddenly there came a sound from heaven, as
of a rushing mighty wind, and it filled all the hause
where they were sitting, And there s Ypearcd unto
them cloven tongues like ag of fire, and it satl apon
each of them, And they were all filled with the Holy
Ghost, and began to speak, with other tongues, as
the Spirit gave them otterance.”  Acts ii, T—4.

Peter wenat to the house of Cornelius to preach the
gospel to the Gentiles, and while he “spalke to them
the Tloly Ghost fell on afl them which heard the
word. ‘And they of the circamcision which believed.
were astonished, as many is came with Peter, be-
cause thiat on the Gentiles also was poured out the
gift of the Holy Ghost”  Acts x, 41, 45,

The Editor also says, “If you read with an ua-
prejudiced mind, we think you will learn to the joy
of your heart. that the old covenant or ministration of
dealy, i3 abolished, and that the new covenant, which
will give life, is soon to be made with Judah and
Isracl?

That the old covenant is flone away, and that the
ministration of that covenant, which was death, is
abolished is evident. It is alko very evident that the
new covenant has heen made, and was coufirmed by
Chirist and his Anostles more than 1,800 years since.
By reading the New Testament we learn to the joy
of oar hearts that the ministration of the Spirit, which
giveth life, has heen enjoyed by the Clureh of Christ
since the day ol pentecost. and may now be enjoyed,
in all ite fulness, by the bumhic followers of the
Lamh, whn keep the commandments of God and
have the Testimony of Jesug Chuist,

Oswego, (N. Y.), Jan. 5th, 1852.

THE LORD'S SABBATIL.

The following is from an interesting tract entitled, “ An
Appeal for the Restoration of the Lord’s Sabbath, as Tnsti-
tated in Pasadise, and Fanjoined in the Fourth Command-
ment, inan Addrese to the Baptists, fram the Seventh-day
Baptist General Conference”  Pages 6—I16. It will be
read witl interest and profie,

Whien we Lok over your larze and influential
denomination, we (ud, that, in reference to the snb-
ject upon which wo now aldress you, you are di-
vided into abont three classes. 1. Thase who, ae-
knowledging the perpetuity of the Sabbath-law, en-
foree the ohservance of the Sibbath by the fourth
com:n indmnt, bt chiange the day of its celebra-
tion from the seventh to the first day of the week.
I Taosze who see the imssibility of proving a
change of the day. and, therefore, regard the com-
manbments as abolished by the death of Churist,
Bat, at the smne time, they consider the first duy
of the weelk as an institution entively nea, ta be
regulate ] as to its observince whally by the New
Pestument.  THL Those who consider neither the
Old nor the New Testament to impose any oblign-
tion upon them to ohserve a day of rest, and advo-
cate one mevely on the grountd of expediency.

I. First, we address those of you who acknowl-
edge the obligation of a Sabbath, but change the
day of its celebration from the seveath to the first
day of the woek.  ¥We may be wantine in discern-
ment, brtit veally appears to us, that in making
the particular day to be observed to stand npon New
Testament anthority, and yet deriving all the obli-
gation to sabhatizeon that duy from the Law, there
is a departure ffom the great principle contended
for by Baptists, that the extent and bearing of a law,

« Who also hath made us able ministers of
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both as to the duties it enjoins and the objects on
which it terminates, are to be learned from the law
itself, and not from other sources. On this princi-
ple you reject the logic of Pedobaptists, who while
they fml the ordinance of baptism 1o the New Tes-
tament, go back to the law of circumeisivn to deter-
mine the subjects. You tell them, and very justly
too, that the law of the institution is the only rule
of obedience. But do you not full 1uto the same
error, when the argument has respect to the Sab-
bath? We can sce no more fithess i applying
the law of the Sabbath to the first day of the wecls,
than in applying the law of circumcision to the sub-
jects of baptism.  For the law of cireumveision was
not more expressly confined to the fleshly sced of
Abraham, than was the law of the Sabbath to the
seventh day of the week. 'I'he true principle is
that every nstitution is to be determined by its own
law, Therefore, if the first day of the week s an
institution binding upon us, the law to regulate its
observance shonld be looked for where we find the
institution. Be pleased, brethren, to review this
argument, and see if you are not treading on Ped-
obaptist ground.

In justification of the change of the day, we oft-
en hear yon plead the example of Christ and his
apostles, DBut where do we find anything to this
elfect in theirexample? Did the aposiles sabbutize
on the first day of the week? Did the churehes
which were organized by them do so? Observe
with marked attention, the question between you
and us is Not, Did thev meel together and fold wor-
ship on that day ? nut, Did they sabbatize? that is,
did they REST FROM THE!IR LABOR on the
first day of the week ? Did they observe it AS a
Sabbath? This is the true issue. We have often
asked this question, bat, the only answer that
we have received has been, that they assembled for
worship,  But this is not a candid way of meeting
the potnt. Itisin reality an answer to a very dit-
ferent question from the one we ask. Brethren,
act out your own principles, Come up square to
the question. When you ask a Pedobaptist, did
Christ baptize, or authorize the baptism of little
children ? you expect him to make some other rc-
ply than, “ He put his hands on them and prayed.”
When you ask, Did the apostles baptize infunt
babes? you are not well pleased with the re-
ply, They baptized households. Y our gquestion was
with regard to litlle babes—the baptism of them.
If, thercfore, when we ask you, Did the apostles
and primitive Christians sabbalize on the first of the
week ¢ you merely reply as above, we do not sce
but yon are guilty of the very same sophistry you
are so ready to charge upon your Pedobaptist breth-
ren.  Your adroit evasion of the real question
seems to place yon much in the same predicamnent
as were the Pharisces, when Christ asked them
whence was the baptism of John. It appears asil’
you reasoned with yonrselves, and said, “If we
shall say they did sabbatize on the first day of the
week, the evidence will be called for and we can-
not find it; butif we shallsay they did net, we fear
the day will lose its sacredness in the eyes of the
people.”  We donot by any mncans wish to charge
you with a Pharisaic lack of principle, but we put
1t to your sober judgment, whether your position is
not an awkward one. Brethren, reconsider this
point, and see if you are not on Pedobaptist ground.

If the apostles did not sabbatize on the furst day
dfthe weels, then 1t follows, as a matter of course,
that whatever notoriety or dignity belonged to it,
they did not regard itasa substitute for the Sab-
bath.  Consequently, unless the Sabbath law was
entively abregated by the death of Christ, the old
Sabbath, as Instituted in Paradise, and rehearsed
from Sinai, continues yet binding, as % the Sabbath
of the Lord thy God,”

But more than this. Even if it could be proved
that the apostles and primitive Christians did actu-
ally regard the first day of the week as @ Sabbath,
it would not follow that the old Sabbath is no long-
er in force, unless it could be proved that they con-
sidered the new as a SUBSTITUTE for the old ;
or, that so far as the partienlar day was concerved,
it was of a CEREMONIAL character, But
where do we find proof for either of these? Inthe
whole record of the transactions and teachings of
the apostles, where do we find this idea of substitu-

tion? No where. Where do we find evidence that
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so far as the particular day was concerned, it was
ceremonial, and, therefore) o cease at the death of
Christ?  Nowhere, Tie same argument that
proves the Sabbath lew not to Le cevemonial, proves
the sme of the day.  Did the Sabbath law ovigi-
naw in Paradise, when inan was innocent, and had
no need of a Redeemer? So did the day. It was
then sanctified ind blessed.  Does the Sabath law
take cognizanee of the velation on which all the
precejts of the moral law are founded, viz., the rela-
tion we sustain o God as creatures to Crealor? 8o
does the day. 1t is o memoral of this relation,
and of the vest entered into by God after he, by his
work, bud established the relation, It appears
then, 1hat neither the Sabbath law, northe day it
cujoins, was uf @ ceremonial character,  True, it
13 1ot moral, in the striciest sense, but rather posi-
live.  Nevertheless, by divine appointment it be-
longs to the same category with the moral Inw, and
must be considered a part of it.  If this course of
reasoning is correct—und if it is not, we hope you
will point it out—it would not follow that the old
Sabuath is done away, becaust Churist and his apos-
tles sabbatized on the first day of the week; but
only that there wre fawo Sabbaths instead of one.

But we ask by what right could Christ or his
apostles alter the Jaw of the Sibbath 2 Do not be
startled.  'We do not question our Saviours divini-
ty. Werecognize him as over all, God blessed
forever. But in all his winistry be acted under
the appointment of the Futher, and according to
such restrictions as were contained in the law and
the prophets, By thosc restrictions, no laws were
to be set a aside at his coming, excupt snch us were
peculiar to the Jewish Tconomy ; such as < meats,
and drinks, and divers washings, and carnal ordin-
ances, imposed until the time of reformation.” Heb,
ix. 10. Yo sct aside these, the law gave the Mes-
sinh an express grant. Heb. x. 9.  But the very
moment he should aitempt to go beyond the limits
of that grant, he would destroy all the evidence of
his being the Messiah promised and appointed.
For it was by his exact conformity to the law, that
his claims were established. Hence early in his
ministry he declared that he “came not to destroy
the law or the prophets.” Matt, v, 17, The divin-
ity of the Saviour gave him no authority, therefore,
to set aside any laws except those which were
“a shadow of thingsto come.” Otherwise we
should bave God denying himself!—God cuntra-
dicting himself! On this acconnt we sny that
neither Christ nor his apostles had any right to al-
ter the Sabbath. The new Testament records not
a single instance of ChrisU’s claiming such a right,
When he avowed himself Lord of the Sabbath, he
claimed no such right.  He only claimed
to determine what was the proper method of
keepingit, what werc breaches of it, aud what
were not,  The Sabbath was made Jor mun, and
consequently it was his prerogative to decide what
acts and duties answered to the nature and design
af the institution. THERETORE, the Son of
man is Lovd of the Sabbath. Mark ii, 28. Itis worthy
of being observed, also, that our Saviour does not
claim even this anthority on account of his divini-
ty, but A8 the Son of man.

In regard to the obligation resulting from apos-
tolic example, it appears to us that you have fallen
into some errors.  'We are not convinced that the
exampleof the apostles can be justly pleaded for
anything else than the order and arrangement of
the church. However proper it may be to imitate
them in other respeets—in the duties of the moral
law for instance—ryet, if it were not known to be
proper, independent of their example, we cannot
suppose their example would make it so. We
must first ascertain, by some settled and infallible
rule, whether their practice is worthy of imitation,
In regard to the orderving of church affairs there can
be no doubt, for they were sent upon this very
errand, with the promise of the Holy Spirit to
qualify them for the work. But the Sabbath is
not a church ordinance. It is not an institution for
the church as such, but for all mankind. All rea-
soning with reference to it, from apostolic example,
must therefore be very inconclusive Even if we
should adiit that the church is bound by such ex-
ample with regard to the first day of the week, yet
this is the utmost extent to which our admissions
can go. We cannot sce how the institution be-
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comes binding upon the world at large. Conse-
quently we arc compelled to maintain that an in-
stitution which was originally given for all man-
kind remains unaltered. Woe are willing that the
example and practice of the apostles should regulate
the church as to its ordinances and government, and
herein we claim to follow them as strictly as you
do; but when they are pleaded for anything more,
we want first to know whether they conform to the
express law of God. Otherwise we must consider
them as no more binding than an apostle’s quarrel
with Barnabas—Acts xv. 39,

If this argument is well founded, we are ledto a
very satisfactory disposal of a question often pro-
posed, viz.: Why do we never read in the New
Testament of Christian assemblies being convened
as suchon the Sabbath?  Forif the Sabbath be not
a churchordinance, but an institution of mankind at
large, it can be of no Importance for us to know
what Christian assemblies as such did with regard
to it.  All that is of real importance for usto know
is the precise bearing of the institution upon man as
man—upon man as a rational and accountable
creature. On this point the information is clear
and decisive.

The controversy between us and you appears to
be brought down to a very narrow compass. Did
the apostles and primitive Christians sabbatize on the
Jirst day of the week?  And, Is the WORLD OF MAN-
KIND bound lo imilate their example, or only the
Cuvren? Ifupon a solemn and prayerful consid-
exation of this subject, yon are persuaded that there
is no proof that the early Christians regarded the
first day as a Sabbath, (substituted in place of the
seventh,) and will come out, and honestly avow
your conviction, we have no fear that the countro-
versy will be prolonged. For should you still be
of opinion that some sort of notoriety was attached
to the day, and that Christians met for worship, we
shall not be very solicitous to dispute the point—
The apostolic rule, “ Let every man be fully per-
suaded in his own mind,” will then govern us—
(See Rom. xiv. 5,6.) Our concern is not that you
keep the first day of the week, but that you keep
it in place of the Sabbath, thus making void the
commandment of God, If once you discover, that
Sunday is not the Sabbath by divine appointment,
and therefore cannot be enforced upon the con-
science, we are persuaded that your deep sense of
the necessity of such an institution, will soon bring
you to the observance of the ancient Sabbath.

IL. But we proceed to address those of you who
regard the sabbatic law as having been nailed to
the cross, and consider the First Day of the Week
as an institution entively new, regulated as to its
observance wholly by the New Testament,

You, whom we now address are exempt from
sotne of the inconsistencies which we have exposed ;
but your theory labors under very serious difficul-
ties,anl is to be regarded, on the whole, as more
obnoxious to the interests of religion, than the one
we have been considering.

Avccording to your position, the New Testament
recoznizes no Sabbath at all. Do not start at this

charge.  That it is repugnant to your feelings, we
allow. You have never thought of anything else

than entire abstinence from labor on the first day of
the week. It is your day of 7est as well as worship.
But on what ground do you make it a day of rest?
What example have you for doing so? What law
of the New T'estament requires you to lay aside all
your svcular business?  Assin Is the transgression
of the law, and where no law is there is no trans-
gression,—1. John iii. 4, Rom. iv. 15,—how do you
make it appear to be sin to work on the day in
question? It is by the commandment that sin be-
comes exceeding sinful—Rom. vii. 13. By what
commandment do you make it appear sinful to
work on Sunday? These are questions of the
highest importance.

Now suppose one of your brethren attends public
worship on the first day of the weels, and—to make
his conformity to what is supposed to be apostolic
example as perfect as possible—participates in the
breuking of bread. He then goes horme, opens his
shop, and commences labor, or into the field to
drive his plough. By what law will you convince
him ofsin? DNot the law of the Sabbath as contained
in the Decalogue, for that you hold to be abolished.

Not any law of the New Testament which says
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“Jeep the first day of the week holy; in it thou shalt
not do any work,” for there is no such law, Not the
law of apostolic example, for there is no proof that the
apostles ever gave such example. The very ut-
most that you can with any show of reason pretend
of their example, is, that they met together for wor-
ship and breaking of bread, ~ T this example your
brother has conformed to the very letter—who can
say, he has not in spirit also? hat now will you
do with him? + The Bible, and the Bible only, is
the religion of Protestants.” 'The Bible, therefore,
is the Rule by which he is to be tried. Convict
him of sin by this Rule, if you can.

But the case becomes still more difficult, when
you come to apply it to those who are without the
pale of the church. ‘We have already seen that
apostolic example concerns merely the ordering
and arrangement of the church  Attempt now to
convince the unbeliever of sin in working on the
first day of the week, In order to do this, charge
Apcstolic example upon him. What is his reply.
“ I kuow not,” says he, “that 1 am bound to imitate
them in this maiter. How does it appear that I am?
I will admit for argument's sake, that they celebraled
the Resurrection on Sunday by religious worship ;
but they also broke bread and pariook of it by way of
celebrating his death. If their example binds
me tn one particular, why not in the other?—
“Prove to me,’* says he, “‘that any but the church
assembled on the first day for worship, and I will
do so too. But in the absence of all such proof 1
nust conclude, their example has nothing to do
with me ; unless, indeed, you can make it appear,
that their example and practice were én conforms-
ity to some law, which commanded them as ration-
al creatures, independent of their relalion lo
Christ and his church. When you can produce
that law, then I will feel bound to obey <t, and
imitate the apostles in their obedience to ét; but
not t¢ll then.” Such isthe reasoning by which an
unbeliever may set aside all your attempts to
charge sin upon him. Where, brethren, is your
law which, like a barbed arrow, pierces the very
soul, and fastens guilt upon the conscience?—
Where is that law which speaks out its thunders,
saying, thus saith the Almighty God, the Lord, the
Maker of Heaven and Earth, it isthe Sabbath day,
in it thou shalt not do any work? To throw aside
the law, which cuts and flames every way, reach-
ing soul and spirit, joints and marrow, in order to
deal with the ungodly by mere apostolic example,
is like muffling the sword for fear it will wound.
A.{)osto]ic example is indeed powerfal with those
whose hearts have been made tender by the Spirit
of God, but with others powerless,

We are persuaded, brethren, that your conscien-
tious scruples about laboring on the first da?f of the
week, never resulted from the mere contemplation of
apostolic example. Such exampleit is true, is all the
law you acknowledge ; but thisis the theory you
have adopted siuce you came to maturity, and. be-
gan to think for yourselves. Your scruples have
an earlier and different origin. They commenced
with your childhood, when you were taught to con-
sider the day as holy time. ~ It was then impressed
upon your mind, that God had, by express law,
forbidden you to desecrate the day, and that you
would incur his displeasure in case you should do
so. The idea was then imbibed, that if you did
not keep the day, you wounld violate the fourth,
Commandment. This idea has grown with your
growth, and strengthened with your strength. It
has obtained such commanding influence over your
feelings, that you cannot forbear keeping a day of
rest, though your theory does not requiré it. Even
to this day a strong impression rests upon your
minds, that the fourth Commandment contains
much of moral excellence ; too much to be thrown
altogether away, notwithstanding your system of
theology teaches its abrogation, Such is the true
secret of your tenderness of consclence. Apostolic
example has in reality nothing to do withit. Fol-
lowing the secret monitions of conscience, your
prosperity is promoted in spite of your theofogical
system. But sound reason discovers, that your ex-
perience and your theory are in opposition to each
other. Some of the more thinking ones among
you are aware of this, and are continually aiming
at such a modification of their theory, that their

experience will harmonize with it. But be as-

sured, here will be an everlasting conflict, until you
come to acknowledge fully and heartily the claims
of the sabbatic law.

We are aware of that system of theology, which
regards the New Testament as furnishing the only
code of laws by which men are bound since the
death of Christ. 'We have looked at this doctrine
with attention ; and so far as the order, government,
and ordinances of the church ave concerned, we
admit its truth.  As the [aws and ordinances of the
Jewisk church were determined by the Old Testa-
ment, so the laws and ordinances of the Chyistian
church are determined solely by the INew Testa-
ment. Therefore, we should say at once, the ar-
gument is yours, if the Sabbath were a church
ordinance. In such case, however, none but the
church has a Subbath.  But the question is not con-
cerning church ordinances. In these we follow the
New Testament as closely as yourselves. The
question is concerning an institution which has
respect to nankind at large ;—to man gs man; for
the Saviour teaches us that the Sabbath was made
Jor man.  Now it will be a very hard matter to
prove, that when men as rational creatures are con-
cerped, the only code of laws by which they are
bound, is the New Testament. Let us put the
matter to the test. How will you prove that it is
unlawful for a man to marry his sister, his daugh-
ter, oranyother of near kin? The New Testament
utters not a word on the subject. It is not enough
to say, it is implied in the law which forbids adul-
tery ; for it must first be proved to be a species of
adultery, Nor willit dotosay, the common sense
of mankind is a sufficient law on the subject. TFor
the moment we suppose that its unlawfulness is to
be determined in this way, we abandon the argu-
ment that the New Testament is the only code of
laws, and resort to common sense of mankind as
furnishing a part of the code. But if the common
sense of manlkind shall furnish a part of the code by
which we are bound, who shall undertake to say
how large a part? Besides, on this principle, the
book of divine revelation is not complete and per-
fect. Itis a lamp to our feet only in part, and the
common sense of mankind malces out the deficien-
cy! You are, therefore, driven to take your stand
again upon the New Testament. Finding you
there again, we repeat the question, How do 70w
prove by your code, that a man may not marry
his sister? It is impossible, You must, of neces-
sity look to that division of the scriptures usually
called the Old Testament; for the New says not
one word about it

Liet us turn now to the 18th chapter of the book
of Leviticus, and we shall find a collection of laws
exactly to the point. % None of you shall approach
to any that is near of kin to him,” &e.—v. 6. The
degrees of kindred are then expressly marked.
Will it be objected, that these laws were given
particularly to the Jews, and to no other people?—
We admit they were given to the Jews, as indeed
was the whole system of revelation in that age:
but we cannot admit that they concerned no other
class of people. For it is expressly shown in that
chapter, that the matters of which they took cogni-
zance, were regarded as abominations in the Gen-
tiles.  Because of such things, the fierce wrath of
Jehovah came down upon the Canaanites, and they
were cast out from the land as loathsomeness.—v,
24—30. If these things were viewed as abomina-
ble in the Canaanites, they surely were not ceremo-
niel pollutions. They were not meve Jewish laws,
The fallacy of the doctrine is therefore sufficicnt-
ly exposed.

We think you have fallen into error concerning
the nature and design of that division of the scrip-
tures commonly called the New 'T'estament. We
regard it not as the Law Book of mankind, in the
strict and proper sense; but rather asa Treatése
on Justification, in which are contained such refer-
ences to the law, and such quotations from it, as are
necessary to the complete elucidation of the subject,
The preparation of this treatise was of necessity
delayed, until the great sacrifice for sin had been
offered, and our High Priest had entered into the
holy place. For as the sacrifice and intercession
of our High Priest constitute the sole foundation of
our justification, so “ the way into the holiest of all
was not yet made manifest, while the first taberna-
cle was yet standing.”—Heb. ix. 8, So much of



the plan of justification was illustrated to the people
as could be by means of the ritual service; and
that, together with the prophecies, laid a foundation
for them to believe that, én some way or other, they
would be just before God. So that by fueth the
pattiarchs were justified—Heb. xi.  T'hey knew
it was to be somehow through the work of Him,
who was typified and promiscd as the great
Redeemer.  Bat understand the plan they could
not, until the Redeemer came and died for them.

Because this treatisc on justification could not be
prepared until afier the death of the High Priest,
therefore it was not proper to organizc gospel
churches. The only church that was snitable for
that age was found in the Jewish nation, and from
its very naturc was unfit for the world at large. It
was, thercfore, confined to that pcople. Moveover,
because it was not proper to organize gospel
churches, until the way of justification was fully
laid open, it was also not proper to lay down the
laws and ordinances of the church until that time.
This accounts for the laws of the church being
found only in the New Tlestament.

Now, il the New Testament is to be vegarded as
a treatise on justification, with such references to
the Old as are necessary for the elucidation of the
subject, rather than as the Law-Book for mankind
at large ; the idea that the Sabbath ought not to be
looked for in the Old Testament, falls to the ground.
Nevertheless, to some minds it appears strange, that
while the New ''estament writers mention all the
other duties of the Decalogue, this is apparently
omitted. In speaking of the sins of which Chris-
tians were guilty before their conversion, not one
word is said about Sabbath breaking, though upon
other sins they dwell with emphasis.  But this ad-
mits of a very casy solution. Those writers ad-
dressed two classes of converts; those from among
the Jews, and those from among the Gentiles,  As
to the former, they were already vigid to an extreme
in keeping the Sabbath.  All that was necessary to
do in their case, was to vindicate the institution
from Pharisaic austeritics, and determine what was
lawful to be done, and what was notlawful.  This
was done by Christ.  But as for the Gentile con-
verts, to charge them with having been guilty of
the sin of Sabbath breaking in their state of heath-
enism, would have been manifest impropriety.—
For the Sabbath being for the most part a positive
rather than a moral precept, it could not be known
without a revelation. But as the Gentiles had no
revelation, this is a good reason why the apostle
dwelt not upon this sin to charge it upon them, but
only upon those which werc more obviously
breaches of the Moral Law. Thus it appears,
there was no necessity for any more particular
mention of the Sabbath to be made in the New
Testament, than what is made.

Jut it is not owr object in this address to cover
the whole feld of argument.  We design simply,
by presenting some of the strong poiuts, and expo-
sing your inconsistencies, to stir up your attention
to the subject. We are sure that the great major-
ity of you have never given it a thorough investiga-
tion. For a cowmplete discussion of the whole
grouud we refer you to our publications.  'Will you
read them? Wil you anxiously inquire, What is
truth?  Will you pray over the matter, saying,
“Lor, what wilt thou have us to do?”  Or, will
you sleep over it, as i it were of no great, pressing,
practical importance?

IIL. But we must address that class of Baptists
who consider neither the Old nor the New Vesta-
ment to inpose any obligation to observe a day of
rest, and advocate alone merely on the ground of ex-
pediency.  Insome scctions of our country, Bap-
tists would consider it almost aslander upon their
denomination to intimnate that there were persons
of such anti-Sabbath principles, wearing their Jiv-
ery. Bntany onc, who is conversant with the or-
der at large, knows very well that it is no slander.
There are those who boldly avow such doctrine,
and many others who do not deny that it is their
real sentiment, though they are not anxious or
forward to proclaim it upon the housc tops.
Whether this class embraces a very large propor-
tion of the denomination, it is not necessary to in-
quire. It is our impression that the proportion is
sufficiently large, to justify an effort for their con-
version to right views of Divine Truth,
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If there is no day of rest enjoined by divine au-;
thority, and the matter rests wholly upon expedien-,
cy, we see no reason, except thatthe voice of the'
multitude Is against it, why you cannot as well ob. ;
serve the sevenmth as the first day of the weelk.!
There would be no sacrifice of conscience in so do-
ing, while it would be a tribute of respect to those |
who feel that the keeping of the seventh day is an |
indispensable part of duty. But it is not on this
principle particularly that we desire you to change-
your ground. Feeling that it is not our party
that must be honored, but vather divine truth, aund:
our party only for the sake of the truth, we wouald:
much rather correct your doctrinal views, ‘

Of course, you do not deny that a day of rest was’
once enjoined upon God’s chosen people. It is
only under the gospel that you sappose all distine-!
tion of days to be annihilated.
ent, that a day of rest should be observed, it follows '
irresistibly, that the annihilation of all distinction|
in days by the gospel, was very INEXPEDIE NT!
And thus, whatever blessings the gospel dispensa-
tion brings to the human race, a strict following
outof its principles would be INE X PEDIENT and
farther, that the Law, which enjoined a day of
rest, had more of an eye to expediency, than the
gospel has! Consequently, that the gospel, though
declared to be faultless and capable of perfeciing
those who believe, must nevertheless, ror mxpupI-
ENCY's sAKE, borrow a little help from the abroguted
rites of the law ! In other words, God, in setting
aside a day of rest, cornmitted an oversight, and left
his work for man to mend!! DBrethren, we see
not how it is possible for you to escape such mon-
strous conclusions. They are the legitimate result
of your principles. Such principles you must have
adopted in hot haste, without considering where
they would land you. For weare uot disposed to be-
lieve you so completely destitute of piety, as wil-
lingly to abide by the result of them. We entreat
you to reconsider them, and adopt such as are more
m accordance with the spirit of our holy religion.

When you advocate the observance of aday of
rest on the ground of expediency, we are persuaded
that yon do so in view of the bearing you perceive
it to have upon the well-being of mankind. But
still the question will arise, Has the gospel less re-
gaxrd to the well-being of mankind, than the law
liad 2 Look at the humanity of the institution.
How necessary that both man and beast should
rest one day in seven. How evident that they
cannot endure uninterrupted toil  How perfectly
well established, that if doomed to constant labor,
they sink under the premature exhaustion of their
powers. So well is this established, that we can-
not putsuch a low estimate upon your judgment,
as 1o suppose 1t necessary to enter upon any prool
ofit. But the question returns, Does the gospel
brcathe less humanity than thelaw?  Or, consider
the bearing of the institution upon the interests of
religion.  Itaffords opportunity for men to be in-
structed in the great things which pertain to their
salvation ; and unless they were thus called away
from their labors, it would be impossible to bring
religious fnstruction into contact with their minds.
Does the gospel afford less advantage in this res-
pect, than the Law did? Did the Law provide a
season for instructing the people in religion as it
then stood ? and does the gospel provide no season
for instructing them in religion as it now stands?
Must they be instructed in ¢ypes, but not in the
substance ¢—in prophecy, but not in the fulfilment
of prophecy? Noone will be responsible for the
affirmative of these questions,

If the new Dispensation actually has abrogated
the Sabbath, we do not believe that it is ezpedient
to observe it. 'We cannot believe, however, that
an institution so important to the civilization, refine-
ment, and religious prosperity of mankind, has
been abrogated. We refer you to our publications,
and to the publications of those who have, in com-
mon with us, defended the perpetuity of the sab-
batic law ; and we entreat you to reconsider your
ground. The doctrine of expediency! What a
fruitful source of corruption has it been to the church
of God! Not an anti-Christian, popish abomina-
tion, but what pleads something of thiskind. Do,
dear brethren, let it be expunged from your creed.

If then it is expedi-|

“ 8o shall I keep thy law continually forever.” .
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Frowa the © Sibbath Recorder.”
QUESTIONS.
LPrepaved for the Buffdo Christian Advocate, but refused a place in
that paper ]

Ist. Which day of the week did our Creator des-
ignate, bless and sanctify, and make the Sabbath
or rest-day ?

2d. Which day of the week does the Law of
God, the T'en Commandmeénts, expressly say ¢ is
the Subbath of the Lovd thy God *?

34 When the disviples of Christ ¢ rested the
Sabbatl-day asrording to the commandment,” (Lulke
23: 56,) on which day of the weelk did they rest?

4th. Which day of the week does our blessed
Saviour mean, when he says, “ the Son of Man is

; Lord even of the Sabbath-day”—¢ The Sabbath was
i made for man”—*1It is lawful to do well on the
| Babbath-day?”

5th. Which day of the week does the New
Testament call the “Sabbath?” some fifty-five
times ?

Gth, Which day of the week did the Gentiles
mean, when they wanted Paul to preach to them
“the nect Sabbath?' Acts 13: 42. 'The seventh
day.

7th. Which day of the weck would the people
of Buffalo mean now, if they should ask a man to
preach (or them the next Sabbath?  The first day.

8th. Does not this show that Papal Rome (or
some other power) has “ changed times and laws.”
(Dan. 7: 25,) so that the word Sabbath now means
something entirely different from what the same
word meant when the Actsof the Apostles were
written ?

9th. To which day of the week does the Apos-
tle Paul refer when he speaks of “every Sabbath
day,”’ some twelve years after the resurrection of
Christ?  Acts 13: 27.

10th, To which day of the week did Luke re-
ferby the expression © every Sabbath,” some twenty-
one years after the resurrection of Christ? Acts
18: 4.

11th. TIs there any place in the New Testament
where the term Sabbath or rest is applied to the
first day of the week ?

12th.,  Which day of the week do the Scrip-
tures call * The Lord’s day "—* My holy day’—
“ My Sabbath ”—%“The Sabbath of the Lord thy
God "—the same which the Son of Man is now
Lord of?

DARIEN. July, 1851,

Inasmuch as the above fair, simple, and candid
questions could not find a place in the Buffalo
Clristian Advorate, 1 will here add a few quota-
tions of Scripture which, in my humble opinion,
are applicable to the case.

David says, “ Thy law is the ¢ruth; all thy com-
mandments are frufh.” Paul says, “ They shall
turn away their cars from the ¢ruth, and shall be
turned unto fables.” They have turned away their
ears from this truth which says, “ The seventh day
is the Sabbath,” and are turned unto one of the
greatest fables that ever was taught in the name of
the Christian religion, viz., that the first day of the
week is the Christian Sabbath, Well hath Xze-
kiel prophesied, saying, “ Her priests have violated
my law, and profaned my holy things; they have
put no difference between the holy and profane,
and have Aid their eyes from my Sabbaths, and I am
profaned among them.” They have violated the
law in saying, “ One day in seven” is the Sabbath,
instead of “The seventh day.” They have put no
difference between the holy and profane—Dbetween
what the Lord calls “my holy day,” and a pro-
fane Sabbath, made by man. . They have hid their
eyes from the Lord's Sabbath—are not willing to
examine the subject—no, not willing even to read
a Sabbath Tract. Well hath lsaiah prophesied
of these saying, “ The earth also- is defiled under
the inhabitants thereof; because they have trans.
gressed the laws, changed the ordinance, droken
the everlasting covenant; therefore hath the curse
devoured the earth” (Isa. 24: 5) The words of
our Lord Jesus Christ would seem to apply here,
when he says, © Howbeit, in vain do they worship
me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of
men. For, laying aside the commandment of God,
ye hold the traditions of men.”

Bemamiv Crark.
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LETTERS,

Frown Bro. Bates.

Dear Bro. Warrs:  Since I started, in Oct. Jast,
on my western toar, I have visited many places in
western N. Y. Held protracted meetings in several
places wih our S ibbath bretiiren, who are loving the
present truth more and more. In many places we
found the brethren in deep trials; but prayer, and
perseverance in the strait truths that the little flock,
now see in their pathwiy soon triumphed over the
Enemy, and our {)learrs were made glad and heal-
ed by the precious saving truths in the third angel’s
message.

Bro. Edson met me at Auburn, N, Y. We crossed
the St. Lawrence, for CanadaWest, the last week in
Nov., and have been working our way to the west,
along the south shore of Lake Ontario, and where-
ever we have learned that there were scattered
gheep in the back settlements north of us, we have
waded through the deep snow from two to forty
miles to find them, and give the present truth ;so
that in five weeks we have traveled hundreds of'
miles, and gained on the direct rond westward one
hundred eighty miles, We expect to close aur la-
hors here by t{e 5th, and then go north again to
Lake Sincoe. where we learn there are some of the
gcattered flock.  From thence it is probable we shall

E{xss on the same course westward to the borders of’

ake Huron and Brie.  When wehave finished our
labors hetween these seas, we expect to return to-
wards Rochester, N. Y,

The first tweaty days of our journey we were
much tried with the deep snow, and tedious cold
weather, and with but fesv exceptions cold and im-
penetrable hearts.  The truth was no food for them.
Since that time the scene has changed and the truth
begun to take effect, and some we trust are now
gearching for the truth. At Mariposa and Scewgog
Lakes, thirty and forty miles inthe back settlements,
and ahout sixty from here, we found many hungry
for the truth. Their minister, (Peter Hough,) ohject-
ed to our message, and labored hard to do away the
Sabbath of the Lord our God. and called upon his
congregation to decide, concluding that his argu-
ments were clear. About twelve oul of twenty enlist-
ed under the hanner of the third aungel, while but
two I believe shewed a sign in his favor. The rest
we left in a deep study, saying, they would examine
the subject.

In Reach, eight more confessed the whole truth,
and three other families admitted the Sabbath to be
right. In both of these piaces they are united in
their monthly meetings. 'Their meetings were ap-
pointed for the last Sabbath. "They have hopes of
their other hrethren, because they know them to he
honest. These two companies of brethren and sis-
ters seem strong and united, and remind me very
much of the Melbourn and Raton companies in Can-
adn Enst, that were =0 prompt and decided to move
ont on the Lord’s side as soon as the truth was pre-
sented.

You will see by the list of names for the paper, and
also other names that we send in with those, that
they are hungering and thirsting for the truth in the
last message. We helieve that God has precious
jewels in Canada West. We have no misgivings
about this being the field of our labor for the present.
O, God speed the work of gathering the 144,000
here, and ail over the field. Amen.

Toronto, (C. W.), Jan, 1st, 1852.

Joserr BaTEs.

From Sister C. M. Coburn,

Dear Bro. Wiire: I write a few lines to 1ét you
know that we are growing stronger and stronger in
the present truth, and are endeavoring “to walk in
all the commandments and ordinances of the Lord’s
house hlameless.” Although we are separated from
those of “like precious faith,”” yet the Lord remem-
bereth us, and verifies his promise, that where two
or three are cathered in his name there is he in the
midst. His down-trodden commandments are very
precious to ns, and we find it good to obey the Lord
and call upon his name.

Our dear Bro. Wheeler visited us recently, and
we had a profitable interview. Though short, yet it
was blessed of the Lord.

Since T attended the meeting at Royalton I have
enjoyed my mind far better than before. O, praise
the Lord, the true light is shining, and 1 desire tore-
ceive the light, and walk init, and be sanctified
throngh obeying the truth, so as to perfectly over-
come every wrong word and action,

The paper is a great comfort to us, and we truly
feel that it is “ meat in dne season.” I would ask an
interest in your prayers that we may be faithful, and
endure even uanto the end.

Yours in hope of immortality at the appearing of
Jesus. Carigra M. CoBURN.

Rochester, (Vi.), Dec. 27th, 1851.
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Extracts of Letters.

Bro. H. Bingham writes from Morristown, (Vt.),
Dec. 21st, 1851: “Through the mercy of God I en-
Joy a good hope, that through the offering of our
blessed Saviour, I shall be permitted to receive life
eternal in the restored kingdom.

“I believe the little band in this place have a good
share of the spirit of sacrifice, and are steadfast in
their purpose to honor God’s Royal Law, by observ-
ing its just and rightful claims, and try to exereise
living active faith in a coming Saviour,

“ Here and there is found one with an enquiring
mind for truth ; but the multitude entirely reject the
lpresent truth, and choose some favorite fable to fol-

ow.

“May the Lord save all the honest ones from de-
struction, is the prayer of your unworthy yet hoping
brother.”

Bro. J. Y. Wilcox writes from Cromwell, (Conn.),
Dec. 23d, 1851 “[ take the present opportunity to
inform you that through the abundant goodness of
God, I am trying to hold fast the truth.

“ 1 ean say as said Moses, that he chose rather to
suffer affliction with the people of God . . . esteem-
ing the reproach of Christ to be greater riches than
the treasures of Egypt; for he had respect unto the
recompense of the reward. Truly the feelings of
my heart are expressed in these few lines.”

Sister L. B. Kendall writes from Granville, (Vt.),
Dec, 1851: “ I feel lonely in this dark world, and
long for a brighter and better land, where the curse
is forever removed. 1 long for the redemption of
the purchased possession, where, with all the little
flock, who have been willing to suffer for the sake of
Jesus, I may be gathered to sing the song of Moses
and the Lamb.

“ My heart is with the humble few, who are striv-
ing to keep the commandments of God, and my de-
sire is to share in their joys and sorrows, their trials
and sufferings, and at last share in their certain vic-
tory.
hyI feel thankful that I have ever heard the present
truth, and O, that it may have its sanctifying effect
on my heart, to fit me to stand in the day of batile.

“We need to be very humble in view of the mercy
of God toward us. 8, that the work of the Lord
m‘ahy go on, till all the precious jewelsare sought out
and fitted for the “second casket”. My heart truly
feels for those that have been scattered in the * dark
and cloudy day,” While there has been so much to
distract and divide I wonder not that many have
been covered under the rubbish of the world; but
the Lord knows every honest soul, and he will seek
them out.”

Bro. H. P. Wakefield writes from Newport, (N,
H.), Dec. 30th, 1851: “ We cannot do without your
paper, We believe the subi‘ect matter directl
adapted to the wants of the household” In these
days of degeneracy, we certainly need something to
cheer us on our lone pilgrimage to the Holy City.
The third angel’s message was just what we needed
to define our first position, and give as a bright and
shining light to lead us ouward to the kingdom of
God. God’s people are now being tried; but O, if
they endure the trial, they will soon see Him who is
invisible. Glory to his lioly name.

“ Bro. Baker and Hart were with us a short
time since. We were glad to see them, but rejoiced
still more to know they were walking in the truth.
We praise God for union. If ever the servants of
God should be united, it is in proclaiming these last
glorious truths. Union isstrength.

“Heaven is worth seeking, yea striving for, We
are willing to bear the reproach, if we can share the
reward with those that stand on Mount Zion with
the Lamb. If we can but have the approving smiles
of Jesus it is worth more than all the honors of the
world, We had rather, by far, be a door keeper in
the house of God, than dwell in the tents of wicked-
ness. We want to keep all the commandments, that
we may stand in the battle of the great day ofGod
Almighty. May the Lord gnide us in the truth, and
we at last share in his kingdom.”

Bro. 8. W. Rhodes writes {rom Lawrcnce, (N.
Y.), Dec. 28th, 1851: “I find a few who are wait-
ing for redemption, and who know the joyful sound,
and are willing to follow the Lamb whithersoever
he goeth. .

“Salvation is coming. O, how my soul izfilled
with joy while 1T write. I have by faith a faint
glimpse of the power of the latter rain, which lights
up the sacred spark of holy joy in my soul, and gives
me a foretaste of that which I fove most, salvation.

“Salvation is forus, full and free, and we shall rea)
an abundant harvest if obedient to him who has cal-
led us to grace and glory. Be of good cheer, for
Christ has overcome the world, and he will lead his

DREAMS,

It becomes our duty to speak plainly against the course
pursued by some relative to dreams. That God has in all
past time revealed to his people in dreams we fully believe.
And that he is to especially instruct the ignorant and erring
through this medium in the last days is evident from Joel ii,
28—-32; Acts ii, 17—21, But we do object to the course
of some in relating all their dreams as special revelations
from the Lord, as a rule of duty for themselyes or others to
wallk by. We consider such in the snare of the devil, ex-
posed to his deceptive power.

“ Now the just shall live by Farri;” but he that under-
takes to walk by the light of dreams will sooner or later,
stumble and fall. The Bible is a complete rule of faith
and practice, a sure guide from earth to heaven, In that
precious Volume the wan of God is theroughly furnished,
and those who look for another guide will surely be led as-
tray. But it we, while walking by faith, raking the Bible as
our guide, praying for the Spirit of truth to enlighten our
understandings, honestly err from truth or duty, and are in
danger of being lost, then we may hope that God in mercy
will do more for us than the common nieans of grace are
desigaed tu do. Our extreme necessity may move the High
and Holy One to send an angel to especially reveal 10 us.

But he wha supposes that his general course may be
marked out hy dreams, and that in this way the particnlars
of his duty shoukl be revealed, not only exposes himself
w be perplexed by those dreams that come ** through the
multitude of business,” [Eccl. v, 3,] but also to be deceived,
ted astray, and ruined by dreams directly from satan. See
Deut. xiii, 1-5; Jer. xxiii, 25-28; xxvii, 9; xxix, & Zech. x, 2;
Jude, 8. Man's extreme necessity alone, being in great dan-
ger of ruin, is God’s opportunity to give special revelations.
The following way be a rebuke to those who are forward to
relate the multitude of their dreams, as revelation from God,

Says the prophet. “ Keep thy foot when thou goest to
the house of Gad, and be more ready to hear, than to give
the sacrifice of fools ; for they consider not that they do evil.
Be not rash with thy moull, and let not thine heart be hasty
to utter any thing hefore God; for God is iu heaven, and
thou upon earth; therefore let thy words be few. Fora

dream cometh through a multitude of business; and a fool’s
vaice is known by mnltitude of words.” Eccl. v, 1—3,

The following from Ecclesiasticus xxxiv, 1-—8, is to the

point.

“ The hopes of a man void of understanding are vain and
false ; and dreams lift up fools. Whoso regardeth dreams is
like him that catcheth at a shadow, and followeth afier the
wind. The vision of drean:s is the resemblance of one thing
to another. even as the likeness of a face to a face. Of an
unclean thing what can be cleansed 7 and from that thing
which is false what truth can come ? Divinations, and seoth
sayings, and dreaws, are vain; and the heait fancicth, as a
woman’s heart in travail.  1f they be notsent from 1the Most
High in thy visitation, set not thy heart vponthem. For
dreams have deceived many, and they have tailed that PUT

YITHEIR TRUST in them.

THE LAW shalf be found PERFECT WITHOUT
LIES; and wisdom is perfection to a faithfol mouth.”  Eeel,
xxxiv, 1—8,

‘“ The prophet that hath a dream lct him tell a dream ; and
he that hath my word, let him speak my word faithfully,
Whatis the cuarF tothe wHEA? saith the Lord.” Jer, xxiii, 28,

God's word is a solid rock. On that Word alone, our
faithis based. And we exhart the scattered brethren to
take the Word as the only rule of faith and duty. The
Lord may give dreams to comfort the individuals who have

them, when in distress or to correct the erring ; but when
they are compared with the word of Gud they are like the
“ CHAFF” to the “whran.”
§27" The above is the position of the church at Oswego,
(N. Y, G. W. Hour.
James Waire,

g% There will be a Conference at Topsham, (Me.), at
the residence of Bro. Stockbridge Hawland to commence
Friday Jan. 30th, at 6 o'clock P. M., and hold over the
Sabbath and First-day. We hope there wili be a general
attendance of the brethren in that vicinity. bro.” G. W,
Holt may be expected to be present. Other ministering
brethren are invited to attend.

§7F Bro. G, W. Holt intends meeting with the brethren
in Boston, Sabbath, Jan. 24th.

Letters received since Decemiber 23d.

S. W. Rhodes 3. M. L.Bauder?, H.S. Gurney. E. L.
H. Chamberlain, E. Cray, J. G. Foy. G.W. Holt. C. M.
Lockwood. R. F. Cottrell, H. O. Nichols. E, Foster. J. A.
King, L. 0. Stowell, C. M. Coburn. C. W. Sperry. M.
Leadbeater, D. D, Cocoran, J. Bates J. S, Speights. N. N,
Lunt, H. P. Wakefield, W. G. Kenidall. L. B. Kendall, 0.
H. Curtiss N. A. Hollis, A. A, Dodge, H. Royal.

Receipts.
C. Smith $10; J. Y. Wilcox, H. Bingham. $5 each; N,
Mack, $4; H. Chase, J. Fitch. $250 each; A. Woodruff
$2; D. Kellogg. H. Dunning, G. Cushman H. 8. Gurney,
O. Davis, W. Bryant, E, Hardy, D, Wakefield, E. Flanders,
0. Hewett, W. W, Simpkins, H. C. Robbins, H. Abbe, E,
Scoville, $! each.

army on to sure victory.”
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