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THE ARK. )
BY R. F. COTTRELL.

When ancicnt Israsl met the foe,

That aimed at them a deadly blow,

Though oft their prospect soemed most dark,
They triumyphed whon they had the Ark.

The Ark when borne to Jordan’s tide,
Caused its deep waters to divide;

They noed no boat in which t' embark;
Thoy cross—hecanso they have the Ack.

Thoy march around old Jericho,

Ttg toworing walls aro laid full low—
Honr yo that mighty shonting? Iark!
They triumph, for they have the Avk.

‘Where was the strength by which it wrought,
And to its benrers vietory brought?

It was a chest of woed—but mark!

THE LAW OF Gop was ju the Ark.

When men oppose that law of love,
They lack the wisdom from above ;
Déluded souls! they’re in the dark,
Without the truth—vithout the Ark.

‘The remnant in these latter days

Will trinmph sure; give (tod the praise!
They, of the heast, refvse the mavk,

They keep Gold’s lnw—they have the Ark.

THE SABBATH,
LETTERS 70 0. Re Li CROZIER.—/NO.

Dear S1r:—Yonr gecond articie commenees in sub-
stance as follows: 1. The Subbath was first made
known and enjoined in the wilderness. 2. That con-
sequently the Sabbath obligation did not commence
in Kden, and continue thence forward. 3. That there-
fore the patriarehs had not the Sabhath, yet lived to
a greater age than suceceding generations, and were
the most holy of men, so that as a natural couse-
quence the Sabbathuis not an esseatial constituent in
the health and happiness of men, 4, That Paul in
Hob. iv developes in the plainest manner possible, the
primary signitication of the week, and cspecially of
the sanctified seventh day, and shows that it was not
sanctified as & weekly rest, but as an emblem of the
rest of the saints after the resurrection. 5. That the
obligntion to keep the weekly Sabbath, hegan in the
wilderness of Sin, and terminated at the crucifixioh.
Col. ii.

The speciows chargeter of your argument las al-
ready been exposed. But I will briefly notice the
points & sccond time.

1. The first mention of the Sabbath in Kx. xvi, is
not in the form of & command to keep it, but is a
simplo mention of something already in existence.—
“Po-morrow,” said the Leader of Isracl, “is the resty
of the holy Sabbath wnto the Lord.” lIow long it
had been the holy Rest-day of the Lord can be ascer-
tained by reading Gen. ii, which tells us when it was
that he rested on the seventh day and sanctified it,
(¥ set it apart to a holy use.”?)

2. Your inference that the seventh day was inade
the holy Rest-day of Jehovah in the wilderness of

1.

Sin, being without foundation, your sccond statement,

viz : that therefore the Sabbath obligation did not
originate in Eden, being a deduction from that infer-
ence, falls of its own weight. But God has by his
own voice given the origin of Sabbatic obligation. He
gives the fourth commandinent, and then, to shut the
mouths of cavilers, gives the origin of the obligation to
keep it. “For in six days the Lord made heaven and
carth, the sca and all that in them is, and rested the
seventh day ; wherefore the Lord blessed the Saz-
BATH-DAY and hallowed it.” Tf these words do not
show the existence of the holy Sabbath at Creation,
and that its sacred character there originated, then
they do not mean what they say.

3. Your third position depends for a foundation on
the inferences already refuted, viz: that the seventh
day became the Sabbath of the Lord, after the Israel-
ites entered the wilderness, and that the obligation to
keep the Rest-day holy there commenced. That the
sanctificd Rest-day, or holy Sabbath of the Lord, has
been in existence ever since the first week of time is an
undeniable fact. To assume that the patriarchs were
ignorant of the Sabbath of Jehovah, or that they had
no regard for his hallowed Rest-day, (because in the
brevity of the Mosaie record, after giving the account of
its institution, we arc not informed respecting its ob-
servance, or its violation,) is taking for granted a po-
sition, that must first be proved before any weight,
whatever, can be attached to it.

4. The Decalogue bases the weekly obscrvance of
God’s Rest-day on the sanctification of the Sabbath
at Creation. 'The fourth of ITebrews says nothing re-
specting the sanctification of the seventh day ; there-
fore it does not contradict this idea of the Decalogue,
nor does it even scem so to do. The rest of Jehovah
from his work of creation, and the union of Adam
and Eve may respectively illustrate the final rest of
the redeemed, and the perfect union of Christ and his
church ; but can never be made to explain away ¢ the
primary objeet” of the Creator in instituting the Sab-
bath and marriage, as distinetly stated. Mark ii, 27 ;
1 Cor. xi. 9.

5. As the seventh day did not become the holy
Rest-day of the Lord in the wilderness of Sin, but was
such already, the first part of your statement rests
upon nothing save your own assertion. Andas it has
been already shown that the camrvar ordinances
[Heb. ix, 105 Col. i, 14—17] which Christ blotted
out did not include the oracles of God, [Aects vii, 38 ;
Rom. iif, 1,] the ten commandments, (which Paul calls
holy, spirrruaL, just and good,) Col. ii does not even
allude to the point which you wish to establish, Your
next remark is as follows :

“The display made by the writer in the Review
abont there being no ‘det of instituting the Sabbath
recorded in Ex. xvi only shows that he wanted to
say something, and was at a loss to know what.”

It is o very easy thing for me to point to TaB AcT
by which Jehovah made the seventh day his sancti-
fied Rest-day or holy Sabbath. But you deny this,
and affirm that he made the seventh day his Rest-day
or Sabbath in the wilderness of Sin, though no act of
that kind can be produced by you. The following is
what yow are pleased to call my “display,” which you
say evinces a desire to say something, but a loss
to know what. Which of usitis that is thus situated,
1 leave you to judge:

“The expressions of this chapter respecting the Sab-
bath should not be forgotten: To-morrow is the
vest of the holy Sabbath unto the Lord;? ¢ To-day is
a Sabbath unto the Lord ;’ ¢ The seventh day which is
the Sabbath.’ Verses 23—26. With a single ques-
tion to the candid reader, we submit the chapter: Is
there any ACT of instituting the Sabbath recorded

in Ex. xvi, or does it treat the Sabbath as AN 1NSTI-
TUTION ALREADY IN EXISTENCE

Your remark that the Sabbath came into existence
as did light, the sun, moon, &e., by Jehovah’s act of
speaking, “and it was so0,” would be very opportune,
were it not the case that Ex. xvi does not eontain any
such thing; the first mention of the Sabbath which
it makes being the statement of Moses, “ To-morrow
is the rest of the holy Sabbath unto the Lord.”

After stating that the time when the Sabbath was
instituted is a very plain matter, you remark :

“The Reriew attempts to invalidate the sentiments
of the report on Ex. xx, 811, by showing that that
text teaches the institution of the Sabbath at creation.
I readily admit that such a conclusion might be drawn
from that passage, considered by itself.  Yet it makes
no affirmation at all as to when the Sabbath ‘obliga~
tion hegan : it simply enforccs it, and assigns a reason
for fixing upon the seventh for a rest-day in prefer-
ence to any other, viz: because in six days God had
created the heaven and the earth, &c., and rested on
the seventh. To learn when men were required to
rest on that day, we must have recourse to those por-
tions of the Seriptures that speak on that point. Ex.
xvi, is one such, which was considered last week ; and
others will T¢ noticed,”

To <héw the matter in the true light, I give the
statement of your original rcport which you say I
have tried to invalidate. It is this:

“ We then passed to the Decalogue, Ex. xx, 8—11.—
Some thought this passage proved the Sabbath to be
a primary institution, established at the creation,—
But it was replied, that it does not say any thing of
the kind, henee that conclusion is ouly an nference,
which is not sufficient to establish a truth or a relig-
ious dnty.”

The following is the manuer in which, as you state,
the Review attempted to invalidate your “report:”

“Those who will look at the fourth commandment
FOR THEMSELVES can judge of the truth of C.’s asser-
tion that the Sabbath is not a primary institution, or
that the proof of it at least, rests upon mere inference.
Where does this text place the origin of the holy Sab-
bath? For this is the grand question before us. At
the giving of the manna in the wilderness of Sin ?—
Sitent ahout that wilderness. Did God say then, (at
Sinai,) ‘1 now institute the Sabbath? Verily, he
does not ! And it is very evident that he could not
thus say. Tor C. is obliged to admit that some how
or-other it was in existence at least thirty days be-
fore the Hebrews came to Sinai. What does God
say then as to the origin of his Sabbath ? [ Rest-day.]
He states the reasons on which the fourth command-
ment rests in these words: ‘For in six days the
Lord made heaven and earth, the sca, and all that in
them is, and rested the seventh day: whercfore the
Lord blessed the SaBeaTa-DAY, and hallowed it.’—
Verse 11. Then the seventh day was the Sabbath of
the Lovd, prior to his act of sanctifying and hallowing
it. And this act of blessing and sanetifying the day,
immediately followed his act of resting upanit. Gen.
i, 2, 3. If theee facts do not prove the origin of the
Sabbath prior to man’s fall, then they mean much
less than they express.  What act made it Jehovah’s
Rest-day ?7—IHs act of resting upon it—not at Sinai,
not in the wilderness of Sin,—butat Creation, What
made it ‘ holy unto the Lord’~his ‘holy day’ &c ?—
IIis own aet of blessing and hallowing it in Eden.—
Since then it has been the holy Sabbath unto the
Lord, Itdoesnot derive its sanctity from Sinai, no, no.
But because of the sanctity it already possessed, it wasg
placed in Jehoval’s royal law, Let the fourth com-
mandment speak for itself.”

The time when God gave an express precept for the
observance of his Sabbath is not the point on which
its institution turns, For the Sabbath is mentioned
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in Ex. xvi, before any express precept for its observ-
nnce isnamed.  Thedourth commandment itself points
us back to the beginning for the origin of God’s Rest-
day ; and we may add that although one only of the
other nine commandments of the Decalogue existed in
the form of direct precept, prior to the departure from
Tgypt, yet no person attempts to dispute that the
moral duties contained therein have existed as such
from Creation. The duty to keep the Rest-day holy
grows out of the fact that God has hallowed and sanc-
tified that day. And such will remain the duty of
man until God’s blessing and sanctification shall be re-
moved from the day of his rest.—You continue:

“The Review had no occasion for saying that ¢ C.
is obliged to admit that some how or other it [the
Sabbath] was in existence at least thirty days before
the Hebrews came to Sinal.’ Ihave never shown any
unwillingness to admit that.”

Had you not attempted to make out that the Tes-
timony (not then in existence) was mentioned i the
wilderness of Sin even more familiarly than the Sab-
bath, I should not have had reason to conclude that
you wished to darken as far as possible the fact that
it then existed. If you canassign any other reason for
that attempt, please do so.

In answer to your inquiry why the Review con-
tends for the imstitution of the Sabbath before the
giving of the Decalogue, I reply, beeause of the facts
already stated, which prove the institution of the Sab-
bath at Creation. And of this, as already seen, the
Decalogue itself furnishes the most decided proof.—
In connecting it with circumeision and the passover
“you therefore do greatly err.”

You next speak of the great propriety with which
Grod could say to the peopleat Sinai, ©* Remember the
Sabbath-day,” inasmuch as he had made it known to,
and enjoined it upon them, a month previous, and
sore of them had violated it, &¢. You judge rightly,
that without some knowledge of the Sabbath the chil-
dren of Israel could not be called upon to “ Remem-
ber” it. But let me ask; What day was it that he re-

-quired them thus to keep in memory ? The day of
his rest from Creation, or' some day on which he had
rested in the wilderness of 8in? If the Sabbath did
originate in that wilderness, is it not very remarka-
‘ble that the Decalogue instead of citing us to the wil-
derpess in question, should point us back to Orea-
tion?

You inquire why we find no reproof in Ex. xvi for
neglect or forgetfulness respecting the Sabbath? In
angwer, you are requested to read verse 28, which
contains the reproof of Jehovah given to certain of
the people for violating his Sabbath. “ HOW LONG
refuse ye to keep my commandments and my laws 2’

The truth of your statement that “The plain, ob-
vious tedching of Heb, iv is ‘sublime nonsense’ to the
Review ! may be judged from reading the language
of the Review. It is as follows:

“Ts it not sublime nonsense to say that the Sabbath
was made a8 & memorial of the departure of Israel
from Egypt, or as a type of man’s future redemption
and rest after the Second Advent, when as yet he had
not fallen ?”

Now I beg your attention while I inquire, Is it * the
plain, obivious teaching of Heb. iv,” that the Sab-
hath was made as a memorial of the departure of Ts-
ragl from Egypt? Does it contain even an intima-
tion of that kind? And as there is nothing of the
kind therein recorded, I next inquire whether Heb. iv
containg any “plain obvious teaching” that God
sanctificd tho day of his rest as & type of the final
test of the saints? Failing to find such statements,
I remark that I did not refer to “the plain obvi-
ous teaching” of the apostle Paul but to certain un-
warrantable inferences of your own. You wish me
to explain the third verse of the chapter. Its hidden
meaning I shall leave to yourself, but will notice some
of the plain obvious statements of that portion of
Seripture, and its connection. The works of God were
rinisHED from the foundation of the world. For he
spake in & certain place of the sgventh day on this
wise, And God did rest the seventh day rrom aLL

“fi1s worgs. The Gireat Creator then entered his rest.
After man had fallen; God held out to him the hope
of restoration and final admission to that rest; but to

a large class who had provoked him he sware that
théy should not enter it. Again through David he
sets before man the hope of final admission to his rest.
This shows that the rest of the saints is yet future,

'and remains to be realized by them.

The statement which you make respecting the zeal
of Sabbath-keepers some time since in teaching that
the Sebbath is & type, and now in denying that it is
a type, is, so far as my knowledge extends, entirely
uncalled for. Several who first embraced the Sab-
bath, as T. M. Preble, J. B. Cook, and others, who
have since relingnished it, taught that it was a type.
To some extent that idea was received, though I know
of no instance .in which it was presented by us as a
point of importance. But never since the point has
been examined have we seen any reason to believe
that the Sabbath is a type. If we have here resort-
ed to dishonorable expedients, you are requested to
sustain the charge by facts; if we have pot, then the
usc of a dishonorable expedient may rest where it be-
longs. '

Before noticing my argument respecting Deut.
v, 1215, you refer to one of its concluding remarks
which reads thus: ‘He had brought them out of
¢ the house of bondage’ where they could not keep the
Sabbath, [Proof Ex. i, 18, 14; iil, 7; v, 4—19; v}, 9,]
and placed them in a situation where every thing was
adjusted with reference to the Sabbath, that he might
¢ prove them whether they would walk in his law or
no.)” Ex.xvi. After stating that these texts make
po allusion to the Sabbath, you say:

“This is the kind of proof the Review xelies on in
this matter! To thoso who will admit such proof,
it can prove snything it pleases to assert with its sc-
customed assurance. It daresenforce, as positive amd
plain divine revelation, its own groundless inferences.
which contain not the first ray of evidence! O that

it and its readers might seo the fearfulness of such a
course, and abandon it.”

It is very true that the Sabbath is not spoken of in
these texts, but the situation of the people, (the point
before us) is “a great truth plainly stated.” The
texts referred to, show that the children of Israel were
in the most abject bondage, under the control of & mon-
arch who denied any knowledge of Jehovah, [Ex. v,
2,] and who forced them to toil to the utmost in “the
iron furnace,” so that their cry came up to heaven by
reason of their bitter bondage. Such was the situa-
tion of the mass of the people. Ex. ii, 28, 24; Acts
vil, 19,34 ; Deut. iv, 20; 1Kings viil, 51. You are
requested to explain how the Rest-day of Jehovah
could be observed by a people thus situated, “and af-
ter that,” if you will, # meck on.”?

After saying that the “ Review evidently feels the
need of obscuring the clear light of Deut. v, 12—15,”
and that “ to de this it resorts to & number of expedi-
ents, all of which will avail nothing with the candid,”
you remark :

“Tt gays ‘ Deut. v,is not the Decalogue as uttered
by Jehovah. It is a rehearsal of it by Moses forty
years afterward. Some things are added and some
thing are omitted.” What! does the Review charge
Moses with corrupting the Decalogue? Hear his
own testimony. , [Here you introduce verses 2—4,
which precede the rehearsal of the ter commandments
by Moses, and verse 22 which follows, and contin-
ue:] This transcript of the Decalogue is attested
more at length and with more precision than that in
Ex. xx. ‘These words the Lord spake’ and wrote
them in two tabley of stone’ Yet the Review sa
this ‘is not the Decalogue as uttered by Jehovah.’
The reader may decide which to credit, Moses or the
Review. Tf more is contained in the transcript of the
Decalogue in Ex. xx or in Deut. v than was written
on the two tables, that which contains this addition
is a corruption, and Moses’ testimony is untrue, that
‘the Lord spoke these words’ and ¢ wrote them’.” But
we believe Moses’ testimony, and that he did not cor-
rupt the Decalogue.”

To expose the sophistry of the course of argument
adopted by yourself, and to show your utter inability
to answer the questions there addressed you, I append
the words of the Review. The expedients which you
charge me with resorting to, speak for themselves ;

“1 can hardly suppress a smile when I witness the
eagerness with which C. grasps this text, which says
pot one word about the origin of the Sabbath, to
prove that it was instituted after Israel left Egypt.

The Deealogue, as uttered by the woice of the King
Eternal, gives us the reasons on which the Sabbatic in-
stitution is based. Ex. xx, 8—11. These, as it has
been already shown, are all u.gainst-C.——beut. v, does
not give one of these reagons. And we submit this
point t¢ him, Can you tell from Deut. v why the se-
venth day should have been preferred to the first, the
second, or the fifth days as the Sabbath of the Lord?
And further, can you tell from the same chapter how
it happened that any day was called the Sabbath
[ Rest-day] of the Lord? And if you cannot answer,
as most assuredly you will not be able to do from
Deut. v, then you must confess that we must look to
Ex. xx, which explaing the whole matter. For itiza
rule (I think) to interpret that which is less particular,
by that which is full and definite. Deut. v is not the
Decalogue as uttered by Jehovah. It is a rehearsal
of it by Moses forty years afterward. Some things
are added, and some things are omitted. Now look at
its mention of the Sabbath. It begins [verse 12] a3
follows: ‘Keep the Sabbath-day to sanctify it AS
the Lord thy God hath commanded thee.” Now where
had he commanded this act? In Ex. xx, where ‘God
commanded the Hebrews to rest on the seventh day,
Jor he had rested on that day at Creation.’ Then
Deuteronomy itself, citos us to Exodus for the Sab-
batic law, and Ex. xx gives it, with reasons that base
the institution on what was done at Creation. Nay,
it even calls the seventh day the Sabbath, as we have
before shown, prior to the fall of man,

Does Deut. v contradict the testimony of Ex. xx,
and tell us that the Sabbath was made after the de-
parture from Egypt? Not ap intimation of the kind
is given. Does it tell us that the Sabbath commero-
rated the departure from Egypt? Not a word of
that. Let the ortginal commandment speak. ‘Re-
member (the day of the Exodus? No! but remem-
ber) the Sabbath-day.’ What day is the Sabbath
day? Some day connected with their flight from
Bgypt? No!No! Itis the day on which Jehovah
rested from his work of creation ! ”?

Your statement that in the above I charge Moses
with corrupting the Decalogue, shall now be noticed.
You take exceptions to three sentences, the first two
of which read thus: “ Deut. v is not the Decalogue as
uttered by Jehovah. It is a rehearsal of it by Moses
forty years afterward.” Now this is a statement the
truth or falsity of which can easily be tested. If you
will turn to Ex. xix, you will there read that God
came down on Mount Sinai in the third month after
the departure from Egypt, and, confinuing the narra-
tive, youread in the first verse of the next chapter that
God then spake the words recorded in verses 2—17 of
that chapter. This is its time and place, and this the
utterance of the Decalogue.

Now turn to Deut. i, 3, and you will ind that the
date of the book is the fortieth year after the depart-
ure from Egypt. Chapterv speaks for itself. It
purports {verses 1—5] to beaREHEARSAL of the words
spoken op the occasion described in Ex. xix; xx.
Thig is direct proof that Deut. v is not the original ver-
sion of the Decalogue, butis a rehearsalof it. As fur-
ther proof on this point, notice the language ofthe fourth
and fifth commandments as here given: “Keep the
Sabbath-day to sanctify it, os the Lord thy God naTa
coMMaNDED thee” ¢ Honor thy father and thy
mother as the Lord thy God naTH comMANDED thee,”
Thus both of these, precepts contain direct evidence
that they are not, the original commandments, as ut-
tered by Jehovah, but plainly eite you to the original,
already in existence. My first statement therefors
is vindicated by undeniable facts.

Now I will examine the statement that causes yon
80 much horror, It is this; “ Some things are added
and some things are omitted.” This also is a point
so simple that its truth or falsity may at once be tes-
ted. Turn to Ex. xx, 11, and you havé o plain state-
ment respecting the institution of the Sabbath'at Cre-
ation, and the reasons out of which the institution
grows. This verse Deut. v omirs, and consequently -
says nothing respecting the origin of the Sabbath or,
Rest-day of the Lord. Now please to notice s mo-
ment longer. Deut. v, 15, which assigns as a reason
why its observance was enjoined upon the people of
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Israel, viz: that they had been delivered out of the
cruel and bitter bondage of Egypt, is Appep by Mo-
ses in this rchenrsal of the Decalogue. (And even
this verse cites us elsewhere for the original preeept.)

Ag the facts in the case sustain every point that you
have assailed, you are at liberty cither to withdraw
your charges, or to stand in array against the plain
statements of the Bible, However, if youn wish to
teach (in the faco of plain, nndeniable facts to the con-
trary) that Deut. v is the original version of {he
Decalogue, and thut Lx. xx is a rehearsal of it by
Mosces, then lot me show you that the charge of teach-
ing that Moses corrupted the Decalogue applies with
equal foree to yoursel,  Far if Ex. xx be a vehearsal of
Deut. v, (2 gross absurdity !) then it is plain that it
apps the whole of itx eleventh verss, (the acconnt of
the institution of the Sabbath,) and omiTs the whole
of Deut. v, 15, (the reference to the Egyptian bond-
age.) Isit not so? AsT expressly stated that Deut.
v does not contradict Ex. xx, T can sce no excuse
whatoever for the charges which you make. You next
remark as follows :

“ Now the commanD is plainly stated in both places,
and in nearly the snme phrascology: but in Ex, xx,
the reason is assigned for enjoining the seventh day
as a Sabbath in preferenco to any other, and in Deut.
v, the reason is assigned for enjoining the Sabbath to
be kept: this latter is what especially concerns us in
this discussion.—For by the question, ‘ When was
the Sabbath instituted ? is, of course, meant, When
were men required to keop it

Your idea, that Ex. xx gives the reason why the
seventh day was to be kept as the Sabbath, does very
well as far as it gocs; but the plain statement of that
chapter, that it was the Sabbath at the time when
God blessed and sanetified the day, you keep out of
sight. Really, if you had no theory that would be
upset by the admission, would you hesitate for a mo-
ment to acknowledge that the holy Rest-day of the
Creator originated at the close of Creation, and not
in the wilderness of Sin? The first mention of the
seventh day states that God rested wpon it, sanctificd
and blessed it, Gen. 1i, 2, 3. The next time it is
mentioned in the Bible it is ealled ¢ the rest of the ho-
ly Sabbath vnto the Lord.” Ex. xvi, 22, 23. What
had becn done to the seventh day between these two
points? Nothing. The next chapter that speaks of
of the seventh day (Ex. xx) proves plainly that by
the acts named in the first mention of it, [ Gen. i, 2, 3,]
the seventh day beeaine the Sabbath.

The reason assigned for enforcing upon Isracl the ob-
servance of that day which was hallowed at Creation
is perfectly natural, and does not furnish the slightest
proof that the seventh day beeame the Sabbath of the
Lovd after the departure from Fgypt. The other pre-
cepts of the Decalogue might be observed even in ab-
ject bondage ; but the observance of the Rest-day of the
Lord was a question which, not themselves, but their
masters would decide.

The question hefore ns, is not, When was the first
preeept on record given, requiring the observance of
the Sabbath ? but, When did the seventh day become
the holy Sabbath?

The fonrth commandment did not crcate the moral
duty of keeping the sacred Rest-day of the Lord, any
more than the first, sccond, third, fifth, or tenth com-
mandments create the moral duties which they were
given to guard. Jor all these moral duties are as old
as Creation, and neither of them is affected by the fact
that the first direct precept on record respecting thom
was given after the departure from Egypt.—You shall
be heard further:

“ Now hear Jchovah's answer to this important
question : ¢ And remember that thou wast a servant
in the land of Egypt, and that the Lord thy God
bréught thee out thence through a mighty hand and
by a stretched ont arm: therofore the Lord thy God
comananded thee to keop the Sabbath day.’ A state-
ment o plain as this ought to end all controversy on
the question involved. God’s people were servants in
Egypt, he delivered them: THEREFORE he com-
manded them to koep the Sabbath day. Now as this
is the only reason God gave for commanding that day
to be kept, it settles the point, and provesin the most
positive manner that that commandment did not exist
with that people hefore the deliverance from Egypt,
85 it express design was, to Kecp them in mind of the
heavy bondage of Egypt and their wonderful deliver-

ance therefrom. No more need be said on this point :
if such testimony will not avail, it is useless to adduce
any other.”

As you rest your argument in the most confident
manuer on this last position, I call your attention to
its defeets

1. Deut. v does Not furnish the onwy reason for
commanding the observance of the Sabbath. The
grand reason, the blessing and sanclification of the
Rest-day, is not even noticed. Now look at Ex. xx, the
original version of the Decalogue. Verses8—10 give the
grand Sabbath commandnent (of which, by the way,
Deut. v, 12 onfy claimg to be o refearsal) and the
next verse gives the great primary reason in words
not easily explained away, Please read the reason as
assigned by Jehovah in the sentence that follows the
Sabbath commandment: “For [zpcausk]in six days
the Lord made heaven and earth, the sea and all that
in them is, and vosted the seventh day; wherefore
ae Lord blessed the Sabbath-day and hallowed it.”

2. You have exactly veversed the statement of
Deut. v, 15. Instead of making the deliverance from
Egypt a reason for remembering the Sabbath, you
make the observance of the Sabbath something ¢x-
pressly designed to commemorate their deliverance
from Egyptian bondage. This idea fiatly contradicts
the language of Jehovah:  “ Remember the Sabbath-
day ;" thdt is, the day on which he rested at Creation,
and not the day of their flight from Foypt.

3. But as yon rest the whole woight of your argu-
ment wpon the language, “ TuprErore the Lord thy
God commanded thee to keep the Sabbath-day,” and
think that if this testimony does not prove that the
Sabbath was instituted after the departure from Egy pt,
that it will be useless to adduce any other, it shall he
noticed in particular. Turn to Deut. xxiv, 17, 18,
and you will read thus:

“Thou shalt not pervert the judgment of the stran-
ger, nor of the fatherless, nor take a widow’s raiment
to pledge; but thoun shalt remember ihat thou wast
o bond-man in Egypt, and the Loxd thy God redeem-
ed thoe thence ; THEREFORE I command thee to do
this thing.” (The same form of expression occurs
in verse 22, and in Deut. xv, 155 xvi, 12.) If the ex-
pression in Dent., v, 15 proves that hefore the depart-
ure from Kgypt, men had not been under obligation
to keep the Sabbath which God sanctified and hallow-
ed at Creation, Does not the SAMFE EXPRESSION in
Dout. xxiv, 17, 18 provoe that men had not been un-
der obligation, prior to the departure from Egypt, to
treat with justice and mercy the stranger, the father-
less and the widow?  And if you confess that such a
position is a monstrous absurdity, then I wonld ask
further, Ts it not a legitimate conelusion drawn from
premises laid down by younrself? Will you not be
candid enough to acknowledge that this yonr conelud-
ing argument to prove that the Sabbath was instituted
after the departure from Egypt, is nothing but a hase-
less inference 7—I now append the language of the
Review to which the remarks noticed above is your
reply:

“But docs not Moses say, ‘The Lord thy God
brought thee out thence, through a mighty hand and
by a stretched-out arm: THEREFORE the Lord thy
God commanded thee to keep the Sabbath-day ?’
Truth. But is therc a word in all this that tells us
how there came to be & Sabbath-day ? Not one. 1t
does not give one word respeeting its orighn.  But it
doos give the reason why God enforced it upon the
children of Israel.

He had brought them out of ¢ the house of bond-
age’ where they could not keep the Sabbath, [Proof
Ex. i, 13, 14,3 i}, 73 v, 4—19; vi, 9,J and placed them
in & situation where cvery thing was adjusted with
reference to the Sabbath, that he might ‘ prove them
whether they would walk in his law or no.’ But
lest C. should say the fourth commandment origina-
ted the Sabbath, we find the Sabbath in existence ne-
FORE ANY express command to keep it had been given.
Ex. xvi, 23, The reader will notice that it is not,
When was the fourth commandment given ? that has
been the question before us, but,  When was the Sab-
bath rTseLF instituted 2 As C. speaks of cause and
effect, we will try to state them distinctly :

1. Tue cause: ¢(God BLESSED THE SEVENTH DAY

AND SANCTIFIED I'T; because that in it he had rvested
from all his work,

2. THE EFFECT:
man.’

Deut. v, which says not one word about the oriaix
oF THE SABBATH’ is presented as a ‘dircct and posi-
tive answer to the question,” and in the estimation of
C. makes IT AS PLAIN AS ANY THING CAN BE! We
sum up the question discussed as follows :

L. God sanctified the Sabbathat Creation. Ex.xx,11.

2. 1le made it known to the Hebrews in the most

solemn manner. Neh, ix, 13, 14,
The fourth commandment of the royal law, em-
hodies the saered institution, and renders it as immu-
table as that law. Rom. iii, 31; Luke xvi, 17"
Yon continue: :

2. “For whomwas the Subbath instituted? The
Review calis the use made of Deut. v, a wicked per-
version 3 yet it says, ("% syllogisin proves that the
Sabbath was not binding on the Patriarchs.) Wel)
Iet that retnain then—a nail in & sure place.  But the
Review construets another syllogism, the conclusion
of which is, virtually that God did nof make a cov-
enant with his peeple in Horeb which he had not
wmade with their fathers; for it insists that nothing
new was cnjoined by the covenant in Horeh. Here
again the Review ix in divect array against Moses ; he
affirag, and it denies P

Perhaps nothing can show in a plainer manper your
dispasition to wrest my words, and to hide my argu-
ments (rather 1 should say, the necessity that com-
pels you thus to act) then {o present the words of the
Review to which you refer.  They ave these:

“To show the wicked perversion of this text, [ Dent.
v, 1—3,] so often made, we say to C. ¢ Come now let
us reason together

1. “ The Lord nade not this covenant with our fath-
ers, but with us, even us, who are all of us here alive
this day.’

2. “The Sabbath was a part of that covenant which
Moses said God made with the people in Horeh, amd
not with their fathers,’

3. Hence the duty enjoined in the fourth cornmand-
ment was not binding on the patriarchs.

Really, this disposes of {he Sabbath in an admira-
ble manner; but let us try it again:

1. *The Lerd made not this covenant with our fa-
thers, but with us, even us, who are all of us here alive
this day.’

2. The precepts * Thou shalt hatve no other gods be-
fore me, Thou shalt not make unto thee any graven
image, Thou shalt not take the name of the Lord thy
God in vain, Homor thy father and thy mother.
Thou shalt not kill, Thou shalt not commit adultery.
Thou shalt not steal, Thoun shalt not bear false wit-
ness, Thou shalt not covet, were a * part of the cove-
nant which Moses said, God made with the people in
Horeh and not with their fathers.

3. Hence the duties enjoined in these nine command-
ments were not binding npon the patriarchs !!

Such a freedom ag that, is really the freedomn for
which the carnal mind has ever plead. Rom. viji, 7 :
2 Pot. ii, 18-—22,—C’s syilogism proves that the Sab-
bath was not binding on the patriarchs; mine (con-
structed on the same foundation) proves that none of
the duties enjoined in the Decalogue were!  But ¢ that
which proves too much, proves nothing to the point.”

ITad there been any chance to show wherein the
socond syllogism was not as fair ag the first, you
would, doubtless, have pointed it out. If your syllo-
gism is good for any thing it may he {urncd against
either of the commandments with the same proprioty
that it can be against the fourth,  And with the same
propriety (I submit to yourself) it can be turncd
against them all.  The necessity of your case must in-
deed be great, or you would not catch at a straw and
call it “a nail in a sure place.” The sentence reads
thms: “C.s syllogism proves that the Sabbath was
not binding on the patriarchs: mine, (consirucled on
the same foundation) proves that none of the duties
enjoined in the Decalogue were ! The conclusion of
the first syllogism you rest upon as a sure foundation,
when the second exposcs the sophistry and perversion
of the first, Your “nail in a sure place” is fastened
in a perversion; but it is on nails of this kind that
your argument hangs.

*The Sabbath was mapz for

a
.
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You then quete Deut. v, 2, 3; Jer. xxxi, 324 Heb. viii, 9,
to prove that God made a covenant with his people in Horeb,
and to prove that this covenant was the Deealogue, you gnote
Deut. v; Ex. xxxiv, 28; Deut. iv, 12, 13; ix, 9, 11, 16. You
then draw the conclusion that ¥ the Decalogue confains some-
thing that God had net given to the fathers of those with whom
he covenanted in Horeb.! And you think that as all the oth-
or dutles onjoined in the Decalogue must have been binding
on their futhers, that it was the precept respecting the sanectl-
flod Rest-day of the Lord, Now it is not necessary to spend
many words on this point. If your argument, that the cove-
nant which was made in Horeb was the ten commandments,
and that it was not made in the days of the patriarchs, proves
that the Sabbath did not then exist, it alse proves that the
first, second, third, and indeed all the commandments were not
then in oxistenoce.

Your argument proves too much, viz : that none of the moral
dutios were binding in the days of the patriarchs, or it proves
nothing to the point, and leaves the moral duties embodied in
the Decnioguo, entirely unaffected.

I will test the oharacter of the inference, which is your
mein argument in answering the second question.

The covenant made in Horeh either did or did not institute
the duties of the moral law. 1. If it did institute them, then
it enablos you to prove that the Sabhath, with all the rest of
the moral precepts in the Decalogue, was made for the Habraws
only. But this would prove that idolatry, blasphemy, mur-
der, adultery, theft, false-witness and covetousness, as well as
Sabbath-breaking, had not been wrong prior to that time, and
wers not then wrong for any other people tban the Hebrews.
2. Bat if the covenant made in Horeb oNLv EMBODIED these
moral duties, wITHOUT oreating them, then you bave not in
this text oxe FrRacTiON of proof that the Sabbath was made
in Horeb for the Jews. Your proof here is ‘an inference drawn
from the fact that God then made a covenant with Isracl~—
But that covenant did not oreate the Sabbath, for it was in ex-
fstence BEFORE the cevenant wns mada. Ex. xvi.

But you think that Ex. xxxi, 16 confirms this view that the
Sabbath was made with and for the Hebrews only. As the
text does not say any thing of the kind, it is sufficient to an-
swer, that this is only another inference whieh is quite toc
woalt to establish the idea.

The language of Christ, that the Sabbath was made for
man,” (standing in direct contradiotion of your inferences to
prove that it was made for the Hebrows only,) you attempt to
got over by saying that Christ’s testimony does not bear against
your view, “unloss it ean first he proved that the Israelites
ware not men.” Mark the eontragt. Christ says *the Sah-
bath was made for man.”’ You point to a fraction of tho hu-
man family, and say that it was made for that fraetion only,
and that Cluist’s words do not show the contrary, unless I ean
prove that that fraction is not eomposed of men! How weak
anil unreasonable is such an assertion! How reasonable the
statement, that it was made for Gentiles as well as Jews, un-
less it ean be proved that Gentiles are not men. If you have
afy proof to offer that they are not men, it will help your case ;
if you have not, you stand ln array against the statement of
the Lord Josus Chuyist.

That the Sabbath was a sign hetween God and Israel, sim-
ply shows that it designated them ns the worshipers of the
TRUE GOD in distinction from the nati d them who
worshiped “ the gods that have not made the heavens and the
earth.” Jor. x, 10—12; Eze. xx, 20.

The great stress Iaid on the language of the fourth com-
mandment to prove that the Jews alone should keep it, shows
how diffioult & case you have undertaken. It is very true
that the words, *“ thon,” *“thy,' and “thine,”’ do often ocour;
but had you taken the trouble to rend the other command-
ments, you would have found precisely the snme words often

other besides the Jews, exposes himaself to the penalty of add-
ing to the 1aw. And inasmuch as God is said to be * THY
God” he must be ‘the God of the Jews only, and not of the
Grentiles also!”

But to determine who the  thee” and * thou are to whom
the law spesks, I inquire, To how many does the law speak?
To the Jews only, or to all the famiiy of failen men? Paul
answers :

“Now we know that what things soever the law saith, it
saith to them who are under the law ; that évery mouth may
be stopped, snd ALL THE WORLD mey become guilty be-
fore God”’ Rom. iii, 19.

Our views of the two commandments, and the ten, are in
harmony with the words of Christ, of Paul, and of James.—
Matt. xxii, 36—40; Rom. xiil, 9; James ii, 8—~12. Your
statement, that we contradioct the words of Chrigt in Matt. xxii,
40, is false.~—~We regard these two great precepts, and the ten
which grow out of them, as the Royal law of God. Your re-
mark that * the Decalogue is inapplieable a8 a universal and
perpetual law,” and that it hag given way to ¢ the unincumber-
ed moral law,” was not intended, we presume, with reference to
the statutes that forbid idolatry, hlasphemy, disobedience to
parents, murder, adultery, theft, false-witness and covetous-
ness. O no. But the precept embodying the Sabbath that
was made for man at Crestion, was Jewish, and had ohtained o
place in that “holy, spiritual, just and good law,” to get xid
of which, it was all abolished.

The Gentiles were amenable to the law of God or thay were
not. If they were not amenahle to the law of God, then they
must be regarded as moral beings, but accountable only to the
gods of their own ereating. But if they were amenable to the
law of God, they were amenahle to its fourth pregept, the holy
Sabbath.

To your remark refpecting the existence of the Sabbath in
the new earth, and your query whether wearisome labor will
then exist, I answer that inaemuch as the prophet Isaish, in
speaking of the new earth, says that all flesh shall assemble
from Sabbath to Sabbath to worship before Jehovah, we are
decidedly of the opinion that it will exist in that holy state.~—
Nor does this imply that wearisome labor will then exist, any
more than the statement of Exz. xxxi, 17, that the Great Cre-
ator rested on the seventh day and was refreshed, implies that
he was wearied with his work of Creation.

The institution of the Sabbath is not affeeted hy the fact
that there will be nothing of the character of servile labor in
the kingdem.

Not being ahble to discover any connection between your sig-
nificant question, Whether the relation of wives would be
perpetuated in the new earth? and the institution of the holy
Sabbath, you are réquested to point it out, if the question
means any thing more thon o sneer.

Having notieed the inferences that you have drawn from the
expression, “The Lord mado not this covenant with our fa-
thers,”” and from the words ‘thee’” and ‘thy” in tho fourth
commandment, to prove that the Sabbath was made for none
but the Hebrews, (what proof ! ) and shown that the first infer-
ence may be turned againat any, or all of the commandments
with equal propriety, and that the second inference beara
no more ngainst the fourth commandment than it does against
the two and the ten, and that the law of God speaka to all the
fallen race of Adam, 8o that ‘“thee” and * thou” i not limit-
ol to the sons of Jacob, I inquire, Arenot * Great truths plain-
iy steted?® And are not these inferences contemptable and
quite too weak to bear their own weight ?

In order to strengthen those inferences, you make some ef-
fort to redeem several objections, wrged by yourself at the
first, against the universal observance of the Sabbath. It is
with evidence of this kind that *“the disputers of this world”
are able (in their own estimation) to prove the impossibility

used. Natles in partioular the fifth and the ninth d

ments, "If the word “thy” and “thine” restrict the duty en-
joined in the fourth commandment to the Jews only, then they
also restrict to thom the dutles enjoinad in the other procepts.
Aund as the term “fhy God” ocours five times in the Deonloguo,
it goos a8 far to prove that the God of the Bihle is a Jewish
God as it does to prove that the Sabbath of the Lord is a Jew-
ish Sabbath.

But what is quite as remarkahle, the two commandments,
which you are pleased to admit as binding on all men in all
ages, were given to the Jaws us really as were the ten. And
these uee the same “Jewish’! pronoun qulte as freely as that
hard to be got rid of fourth commandment. *THOU shalt
love the Lord THY God with all THINE heart, and with il
THY goul, and with all THY might.” “THOU shalt love
THY neighbor as THYSELF .’

You deem the language roferred to as the most explieit, and
unanswerable proof that the fourth eommandment belonged to
the Jews only, and that whosoever should teach differently ex-
poses himeelf to the penalty of adding to the law of God.—
Now doi't be too strong, Whosoever, on this reasoning, shall
tedik that either of the two great principles, or any of the ten
praaepts that grow out of these prinolples, are binding on any

of the resurroction of the hody.

In enswering your first objection, viz : that the Sabbath law
forbids the kindling of a fira on that day, I pointed ‘you to the
fact that nothing of the kind iz found in the grand Sabbath
law, the fourth commandment, which i8 a part of the royal law.
And that the hand-writing of ordinances, which regulates this
mattor, and nlso ahows what offerings should he mnde on that
day &o., was designed only for a particular people in a partioular
country. You request me to look at what you are pleased to call
a “gorvection” of my ¢ perversion” of the royal law. Your
request was complied with in my firet letter, and your so-cal-
led correetion shown {o be a fiagrant perversion of my words.

The next thing at whioch you eateh 13 the idea that those
who live in the polar regions have half & year of sunshine,
and then a half year of darkness, and that if they followed the
Sabbath law, they must count this but ene day, so that a Sab-
bath could oecur but onee in seven years. Thisidea you think
is admitted by me, in my saying that it fs doubtless the sorip-
ture method to regulate our time by the sun, Instead of Pal-

is ample proof that the Sabbath is a loeal institution, and eve-
ry body ought to be satisfled of this!

Please to read Gen. i, 14—18. God made the sun aad moon
to ruie the day, and to rule the night, and to divide time into
days end years. Now, ag it {3 in the highest degree absurd to
believe that the Crentor then established two contradictory
motheds of reckoning time; we conelude that those who are
favored with the light of the sun and moen as the earth revolv-
o8 on its axis, enjoy the benefit of these great time-keepers,
while these who may be beyond their light for & leng period,
do not enjoy the benefit of this division. Look at the words of
the Review again:

“Relative to the people that have but ‘one Subbath in se-
von years,’ wo agk whether this statement made by C. was
in sobor earnest, or thrown in for effect. Look at the Sabbatic
law. Wae are to work six days because God made heaven and
earth in six days—not in six thousand years—nor yot in six
years; and we are to rest the seventh day-—not & thousand
years—nor yet one year, but one day, just as God dld. That
is the guide, ‘given in the Sabbath law’ The first three
days of the Creation week were reckoned without any sun.—
When the plagues were poured out on Egypt there were three
days of total darkness. Thess aceording to the view of C.
made but one long night! And there is yot to he in the fear-
ful scene before us, a period when the vials of unmixed wrath
from Jehovah’s tempie, shall be noured out on the worshipers
of the Beast and of his Image, and on those who have his
Mark, when the kingdom of the Beast shall he full of dark-
ness, and they shall gnaw their tongues for pain. But we
ask, may not time be reckoned even then, by those to whom
“the plagues shall not come near’-—could it not be reckonsd
in Bgypt—was it not reckoned in the week of Creation? And
finaily, Cannot Sunday be reokoned in the polar regions, or
do men who have spent & year there, reckon it but one day 7’
You continue :

* Tt conoedes the ‘difficulty’ of keeping the Sabbath reckon-
ing while circumnavigating the glohe—one day being lost by
sailing in one direction, one day being gained by saiiing in the
othsy, direction.”

The following is what you grasp as a concession of * difficulty:”

“ Relative to cireumnavigating the globe, we ask C. a ques-
tion: Suppose that men were able to encompass the globe with
the speed of a telagraphic despatch; suppose they could, for

t be able to it twenty-four times in one day,
and thus gain twenty-three days, we ask how much weight
such a circumstance would have in deranging dates? How
much weight would it have in deranging his or your rockon-
ing of Sunday? Verily none at all. It is doubtless very dif-
ficult to keop God’s Sabbath in the polar regions, (it is here,)
but it is net difficult to keep the day of apostoiic ‘ preference’
either there or in cireumnavigating the globe! When you are
oalled to circumnavigate tho glohe or to visit the polar regions
we will try to aid you further; tiil then we earnestly suggest
the propriety of your obeying God.”

You think every body ought to yield the ‘‘untenable’” po-
sition, that the Sabbath was made for the human famiiy, after
reading these ‘ insur tabls objecyions.” And that these
are laws of nature with whioh Scmpt,ure does not, confliot,

Will you please give attention to a few thoughts from the
Volume of Inspiration.

1. It appears that the Sahbath could be kept from the wil-
derness of Sin, west of Palestine, to the eity of Babylon, a
long distance to the east. These points are remote from
each other, and the variations of time muat be considerable.

2. Nor docs it appear very evident that those viclated the
Sabbath, who performed voyages of three years length, by com-
mand of that king who thought it the whole duty of man to
“fear God and keep his commandments.”* 1 Kings x, 22—24.

3. I next invite your attention to Isaiah lvi. The promise
of gathering to God’s holy mountain the outeasté of Israel,
and the sons of the stranger, is here distinetly stated on the
condition that they would keep the holy Sahbath. If you ehoose
to dy’so, enll thie prophecy Jewish, these outoasts literal Jews,
and this hely mountain, the land of their inheritanee. Now
where are theso outeasts? Juat where thp leader of Israel pre-
dioted; soattered among all people from the one end of the earth
even unto the other. Dent. xxviii,64. What iz the condition
of the gathering of these outonsts together? The observance
of the holy Sabbath! And if they can do it inevery land un-
der heaven, the sons of the stranger, who have the promise of
being gathered on the same condition, ean do it also.

4. The Holy One of Isrnel hath epoken on this point, “For
a8 the new heavens and the new earth, which I will make,
shall remain before me, saith the Lord so shall your seed and
your name remain. And it shall come to pass, hat from one
new mown to another, and from one Sabbath to snother, shall
ell flesh oome to worship before me, saith the Lord:” Isa.lxvl,
22,23. Then if the Holy One of Israel with whom a Ne is im-

ible, he , we may consider one point established.—

PYTON ]

estine, and thus to keep the seventh day as it comes to us.
This you think proves that those who live In the poiar re-

glons would have a Sabbath only once in deven years, and we

in the same time would have 384. Burely, this cireumstance

When the domlnlon of Christ s from sea to sea, and from the
river to the end of the earth, and the kingdom, and domln!on,
and the groatness of the kingdom UNDER THE WHOLE
HEAVEN, shall have been glven to the people of the saints
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of the Most High, ALL FLESH shali come to worship before
Jeohovah from Sabbath to Sabhath, and from new moon to new
moon. Then it is possible for the human family to observe
the Sabbath over the whole globe!

Your second article concludes ag follows:

“But finally on this point, the Review appeals to Barrett's
Grammar for help on the passage : ‘The Sabhath was made
for man' Mark ii, 27. The rule quoted reads: ‘A noun
without an adjective isinvariably taken in its broadest extension,
ast Man is necountable.’” Now it happens that this noun has
an untranslated article, which Mr. Barrett calls an adjective.
It is as follows: ‘To sabbaton dia top anthropon egeneto,
ouch ho anthropos dia to sabbaton.) * Ton’ and ‘ho’ arve the
untranslated articles, agroeing with anthropon and anthropos,
man. So the Review fails here again, ag it must in every po-
sition it takeson this question, if attacked by the simple weap-
ons with which the armory of Seripture and reason is replete,
and for this rongen, because it is advocating an error.”’

To show the character of your reply, and the manner in
which you attempt to hide the arguments of the Review, I
quote itg words:

(. having presented a groundless inference, and an amount
of ‘philosophy and vain decoit. after the tradition of men, af-
ter the rudiments of the world, and not gfter Christ) we in-
quive, Does not the word of God eontain some better answer
than all this? Yes verily. The beloved Son of God has told
us for whom the Sabbath was made, and his testimony would
not have been disregarded, and an inference. from the words
of Moscs chosen in its stead, were it not for the vain hope of
making the ¢ Servant contradict the Ron. Jesus was with the
Father at Creation, [John i, 1—3,] he iz competent to testify.
The Father says of him, ¢This is my beloved Son, near Aim.’
We respond, Amen. e testifies in so many words; (his tes-
timony is ultimate truth;) ¢ The Sabbath was made for man.’
Mark i3, 27; 1 Cor. xi, 9. Now look at one or two Bible in-
stances of such expressions. * Man lieth down, and riseth not:
til] the heavens be no more.’ Job. xiv, 12. *There hath no
temptation taken you but such as is conmon to man.’ 1 Cor.
x, 13. ‘It is appointed unto men once to die” Heb. ix, 27.
We offer the following grammatieal rule from Bayrett's Princi-
ples of English Grammar, p. 9. A noun without an aljec-
tive is invariably taken in its broadest extension, as: ‘Manis
accountable.! With the following points we submit the second
question :

1. All flosh shall yet come to worship before Johovah on the
Sabbath.—(ad the Father.

2. The Snbhath was made for man.—Son of God.”

As you have not attempted to reply to any part of the above
except the grammatieal rule, I rerark that the rule being ta-
ken from the principles of English Grammar is with perfect
propriety applied to our English version. DBut you point to
an untranslated artiole for the purpose of invalidating the use
of the rule. Why did you not have the frankness to say that
it wasthe definite article, ToE, instead of calling it an untrens-
lated artiele? Tiet us read the text with the avticle ransia-
ted. “The Sabbath was made for THE man, not THE man o
the Sabbath.” This tanguage fixes the mind on THE man,
Adam, that “was made” of the dust of the gronnd, just before
“the Sabbath was made for'' him, of the seventh day.

As this toxt comes in at the close of our diseussion on the
questions, ¢ When was the Sabhath instituted P’ and, * For
whom was the Sabbath instituted 2 its testimony is of great
value. Tt exactly reverses your decisdon, that it was made for
the Hebrews after they loft Egypt, and shows that it was
made for the head of the human family, and consequently
made at Creation.

The Sabbath wns made for THE man, and net THE man for
the Sabbath., Is not this g “ great truth plainly stated” ?

J. N. ANDREWS.

Rochester, N. Y., May 1852.

e ——
Sea on the New Rarth,

“You will seo a correet rendeving of Rev. xxi, 1, in Prof.
Whiting’s translation, as follows:

¢ And [ saw a new heaven nnd a new earlh: for the firet
heaven and tho first earth were passed away ; and the sea was
U0 nore.

1t iz nat asserted in the ariginal that there is no sea in the
new earth, bat that the present enrth, heaven nnd sen will have
passed away. Tt ax much asserts that there will be no more
heaven and earth in the new ereation, ag it does that there
will be ne more sep. All that is affirmed of either, is that the
former were pnssed away—were no move. Ife beholds the
new heavens and new ecarth, becouse the former had dis-
appesred. The rovelator says nothing about 2 new sea, s he
does o new enrth ; beeause the oarth often incindes both earth
and sea. Thus the first verse of Genesis nssorts that ‘in the
beginning God erented the heavens and earth.” The sea is
not mentioned, and yet the sea was then croated; for it cov-
erod the entire earth, and had afterwards to be gathered into
one place, before the dry land could appear. As the new
earth is to be the restitution of all things spoken of by the
mouth of all the hely prophets, it must correspond with the
Fden state in the existence of a sea, a8 well as in other partic-
ulars.!'— Advent Herald, Aprit 1852.

‘We have given two texts of plain bible testimony that prove
the existenee of * the ark of the festimony.”  And it is a fact
that there is not one such text in the New Testament to prove
that there is a mercy-seat. Lot those who have much to say
relative to the mercy-seat, and think us fanatical for believing
that the ark exists, pause a moment and look at these facts.

With great delight we make mention of the ark of God, as
well as of the mercy-seat, and believe that both exist in this
dispensation. We love the mercy-seat, before which sur mox-
ciful High Priest now stands ready to plead the case of those
who conte to him in sincerity and truth, and why not love the
ark of God also beneath it? Those who do, may with propri-
ety sing:

T

[

‘Sanctify them through thy truth; thy word is truth.”’
ROCHESTER THURSDAY, MAY 27, 1852
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THE ARK AND THE MERCY.SEAT.

In the Sanctuary of the first covenant the ark and the mer-
cy-seat were placed in the holiest of all, and were eonneeted,
the merey-seat being placed on the ark. Heb. ix, 1—B; Ex.
xxv, 10—21; xxvi, 33, 3¢. And if one exists in the heavenly
Sanctuary, of which Christ is a minister, [Heb. viii, 1, 2,]
most eertainly both exist there. Ilow natural and reasonable
the view that the ark containing the commandments of God
the Father, which are the rule of man’s life, should he elosely
conneeted with the mercy-seat where mercy and pardon may
be found throngh the blood of the Son of God for the trans-
grossion of that holy law.

Christians have had mueh to say relative to the mercy-seat,
as really existing in the present dispensation; but they have Defense of the Truth.
bosn almost silont about the ark on which it rests. The mer- | L1t 12y be thought unneeessary, by some, to reply to those
ex-sent has been dwelt upon with pleasure. The servants of who write against the Holy Subbath, and sbow up their weak

the Lord have pointed to it as existing in heaven as really as | and deeept?ve arguments; but we think such judge in this
God and Christ, and saints have, in their prayers and songs of ] ma.ttx.el hagtily.
It is true that for the last seven years therc has been much

praise, mentioned the meroy-seat with great delight. And:@ 3

why not preach, pray and sing about the ark containing the ;stnfe and vain glory among professed ndvent helievers, as
" " | ’ : e . s

ten commandments as well as the mercy-seat which rests upon | tl.xey limue been engaged in the diseussion of subjects of mo

§t? Those who will examine the subject will find as mueh ovi- | vital importance, and have left the seattered saints to stavve

dence for the cxistence of the ark in this dispensation as the \for wanf, of ‘the bread of life, the ““meat in duo season,” that
: would give life and strength to their faith. And many of the

| advent people have seen so much strife and bitlerness in the
advent papers, and with the “shepherds” and ““prigeipal of
the flock,” that they have become tired and disgusted with it.
This is as might be expected. We wish, however, to say to
such, that it has ever been the duty of God’s servants to stand
in defense of the truth, and it always will be their duty thus
to do; but mark this, these called of God to defend his truth
will ever possess und manifest the © Spirit of truth,” the Com-
forter, given to guide into all truth. The truth of God, through
which we are to be sanctified, is a unit, aml those who have
the Spirit of truth, and follow on in its channel, will be oue,
amen.

How preposterons the idea, that those who have the Spirit
of truth; and are called of Ged to publish his word, will be
divided, hating and devouring ene another! The reason why
many of the advent peoplo are in such a state of perfect con-
fusion, is because they reject the prosent trath, conscquently,
have not the Spirit of truth to gnide them in its even channel,
and are left to follow the promptings of the carnal mind, and
canse the world to look om, and wonder, and exclaiu, How
these brethren hate one another! As an illustration of what
we have stated we refer the veader to the “*law-suit,” the tri-
al of J. V. Himes, in which the whole advent hody is more
or less interested.

But all this forms no good reason why those who havo the
truth should not stend in its defense. It is indispensably nee-
essary—it is seriptural and right—thatthey ¢houldin & proper
manner defend it. Said the apostle Paui, [ wmn set for the
defensze of the gospel.”

“ Even as it is meet for me to think this of you all, beeause
'I have you in my heart, inagmueh as both in my bonds, and
| in the defense and confivmation of the gospel, ye all are par-
{ takers of my grace.” Phil. i, 7, IT.
| “For there are many u‘nruly and vain talkors and deceiv-
Now, there is precisely the same evidence in the law ofE ers, especinl}}f they of the cireumeision, “those 1'1muths 'must be

g . | stopped, swwho subvert whole houses, teaching things which they
types, and the epistie to the Iebrews, for the existence of the : ougltt not, for filthy lucre’s sake” Titas 4, 10, 11
ark of the ten commandments in this dispensation, that there We O che ) - P
; X are exhorted by Jude to “roniend earnest(y for the
1: for the merey-seat. Tiet those who doubs, senrch and £ee — ! piih onoe delivered to the snints” We have also the oxam-
Tt would he eonxitdered infidelity to doubt the existence of the ' ple of the apostle Paul for defending the truth among those
merey-seat, and fanciful to believe that the ark of God is In} 3, oo hear, until they become h:rdened and refusé to T
the heavenly Sanctuary. Let cne dare teach that the mercy- !
seat has the ark still to rest upon, and he willt be called a fa-
natie, and represented as falten from graee if he keeps alf the
holy precepts contained in that ark.

It wonld be unrensonahle to believe that the mevoy-scat ox-
ists, and reject the avk, if there were as mueh evidence for
one as the othor; but it is a faet fhat there is more cvidonce
that the ark of tho ten commandiments exists in heaven, than
that there is 8 mercy-scat there.

“ And the temple of God was opened in heaven, and theve
\v.uslsgnen in his temple the ark of his TesTaMENT.” Rev.
sty

‘ And after that T looked, and behold, the temple of the
tabernacle of the TEsTiMony in heaven was opened.” Rev.
XV,

Ts the ark, mentioned here by Jehn, empty? If it is, how
can it be said to be “the ark of his testament’? s net the
testimony, the ten eommandments uttered by Jehovah, in the
Heavenly Sanetuary ? If it is not, why does John mention the
“tabernacle of the testimony in heaven?” .Let it be here un-
derstood that Jolin had this view of the Heavenly Sanctuary,
A. p. 96, abont 26 years after the typical Sanctuary was des-
troyed.

*From every stormy wind that blows,
| From every swelling tide of woos,

! There is & ealm, a sure retreat,

! 'Tis found beneath the mercy-seat.”

] R ——— .
!

)

|

nercy-seat.

The apostle Panl in speaking of the first covenant Sanctua~
ry [1lehxi, 1—5] montions the first tabernacle, or holy place,
and its furniture, also “the tnbemacle which ig called the ho-
liest of all,” where the ark and nerey-scat were pinced.  An
account of the tyuieal Sanctuavy, its w6 holies and furniture
is given in Exodus.

The idea of a mercy-seat iu hoaven, in this dispensation, is
obtained from the law of types and Paul's commentary upon
that law, contained in his epistle to the Hebrews. The Apos-
tle declares that the priests of the law served * unto the evam-
ple and shadow of neaveENLy THINGs.”’ Speaking of the
cleansing of the typieal Sanetuary, also the eleansing of that
Ranctuary in heaven of which Christ is & minister, Paul says:
Tt was thercfore nceossary that the patterns of things n the
heavens should be purified with these, but the hewvenly things
themselres with better saciifices than these. For Christ is not
entered into the holy places made with hands, which are the
Jfigures of the true; but into heaven itself, now to appear in
the presence of God for us”  Ilch. ix, 23, 24.

In this manner the Apostle shows that the earthly Sanctua-
1y, its holies and furnitare were patferns of the true in hea-
ven, congoquently, the mercy-seat must be there. Hemee it
has been dwelt wpon with great delight as really existing in
heaven as much as the literal person of Jesus.  And thus they
have sung:

“There i & place where Jesus sheds
The oil of gladness on our heads;
A place than all besides more sweet,
It is the blood-bought merey-seat.

Ah! whither should wo fleo for aid
When tempted, dewolate, dismayed ?
Or how the hosts of hell defeat,

Had suffering saints no merey-seat 7"

ten.

“And he [Paul] went into the synagogune, and spake boldly
for the space of three months, disputing and persmading the
things concerning the kingdom of Ged. But when divers were
hardened, and belicved not, but spake evil of that way before
the multitude, he departed from them, and sepavated the dis-
ciples, disputing in the school af one Tyrannus. And this eon-
tinued for the space of two years.” Acts xix, 9, 10.

Says the Apostle, “ If it be possible, as much as Heth ia you,
live peaceably with allmen.” Rom.xii, 18. DBut it is not pos-
sible for the servant of God, who has the truth burning within
him, to hold his peace when he sees that precious truth impiously
trampled under foot. The Word justifies him in standing in
its defense, God requires it ef him, the Holy Ghost will help
him.

Those who teach the plain doetrines of the Bible in this age
of apostacy may expect a warfare; but they should ever hear
it in mind that without Jesus we can de nothing. * The weap-
ons of our warfare are not carnal, but mighty through God to
the pulling down of strong holds; casting down imaginations,
and every high thing that exalteth itself against the knowl-
edge of God.”” 2 Cer. x, 4, 5.
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LETTERS,

From Bro. Dean,

Dear Bro. Waite: The Review axp HEraLp
to me and my family is a welcome visitor. On the
reception of each uumber, I have a feast of fat things.
The letters from the brethren and sisters, to me are
full of interest. I like to hear from those of like pre-
cious faith. It is encouraging to me to know that
others are willing to suffer reproach and persccution,
for the sake of the truth, and a good conscience.

But trials and afilictions are the lot of the people
of God, and those that will live godly in Christ Jesus
shall suffer perseculion. The finger of scorn will be
pointed at all those who believe and practice the truths
of God’s Holy Word, instead of the commandments
of men. It is painful to think of the deep-rooted
prejudice there is against the Sabbath of the Bible.—
The greater part of those who profess to be Christians
have rejected the commandments of God that they
may keep their own traditions. Yet when the Son
of man cometh he will find faith on the earth, He
will find a remnant of the house of Isracl, the true
church of Christ, who will be keeping the command-
ments of God and the faith of Jesus; who will be
walking in all the laws and ordinauces of the house
of God blameless.

Ttis to be fearcd that the great massof professors of ve-
ligion will reject the counsel of Grod against themselves,
and depart farther and farther from the faith of the gos-
pel, giving heed to seducing spirits and doctrines of
devils, and will at Jast drown themselves in destruc-
tiou and perdition. Verily, strait is the gate and nar-
row is the way that leadeth unto life aud few there
be that find it.  We are living in an awfully solemn
period of time, when the servants of God are being
wealed, and those who reject the present, saving truth
do it to their everlasting destruction.

Yours in hope of Eternal Life,
M. L. Dzan.

Ulysses, Penn., May, 1852.

From Bro. Waggonor,

Dear Bro. Winrrk : It may beinteresting to the dear
scattered ones to Liear from the waiting fow west of
the Wisconsin river. Last week Brn, Case and Plelps
came to this place, and have ministered to the little
flock in word and doctrine by which we have been
much comforted. A few have mow heard this mes-
sage for the first time, and we hope the Lord will
open their hearts, and bring them to full obedience to
his commandments. Bro. Phelps left this afternoon
for Packwaulkee, Marquette Co. where a few precious
ones arc patiently waiting for the coming of the Lord.
Bro. Case will leave to-morrow, Lord willing, for
Madison. We expect to meet them both in conference
in Middleton, Marquette Co. on the first Friday in
June. We want the dear brethren and sisters to
pray for us and ask the Lord to work in that confer-
enee, that this last warning may arouse the Laodice-
ans to a sense of their poverty and misery. There is
much to be done yet in this State, especially in the
northern part, where little or nothing hasbeendone yet
O that the Lord would send laborers, and wake up.
his little ones in this country, to the importance of this
message. Yours in Jove,

J. H. WAGGONER.

Baraboo, Saul; Co., Wis., April 30th, 1852,

e et .

#WATCHMAN, WHAT OF THE NIGIT 3

In the long, dark night of time since man’s expul-
sion from Eden, how often has this solemn and thrilling
question been anxiously addressed to those who have
professed fo be watching ¢ the signs of the times.” As
every new occurrenee has called attention to the fulfill-
ment of the prophetic word, various have been the
answers given to this question ; but corresponding al-
ways to the situation and real character of the watch-
mau addressed.

Those who have been slecping at their post, and
have been anxious rather to keep those quiet who
have entrusted in a measure the care of their souls
to them, than to announece the true timo of night, and
to give the real note of warning, have endeavored to
explain away, as a thing of common occurrence, the
passing events in which the fulfillment of the prophetic
word may be elearly scen. But those who have been
watching with no other object than to note the ap-
proach of that long expected morning, have been able
with Simeon, Anna, and John the Baptist to “mark
the tokens” of coming day, and to speak of them to
sll who are looking for, redemption, and “waiting the
cousolation of Israel .”

“Looking forward” and anxiously watchiug the dawn
of day, and the restoration of the “children of promise”

to the Paradise of God has ever been the position of
those of whom the world has not been worthy.

But how greatly has this interest been increased,
as the fulfillment of predicted events have showu in
the clearest mauuer that “the great day of the Lord
is near and hasteth greatly.”

When, but a few years since, the voice of waruiug
was every,where heard,aud the message was borue upou
the wings of the wind, “The hour of his judgmeut
is come,” presenting at a glauce, in a light so clear that
he might ruu who should read it, the expiration of the
great prophetic chaing, the termination of the prophetic
periods, and the fulfiliment of the signs promised by
our Lord to immediately precede his coming to “judge
the quick and the dead;” such was the mighty out-
pouring of the Spirit of God, and such the evidence
and conviction that the message was “from heaven,”
that with oue voice the waitiug people of God ac-
knowledged the fulfillment of the first proclamation
of Rev. xiv,

Those who vejected it, did it for the same reasons
that the Jews rejected the message of Johu the Bap-
tist, aud with the same effect upou themselves. The
couusel of God was rejected against their own souls,

Following this, and just preceding the great disap-
pointment, was heard the voice of the second augel,
exposing the corruption and wickedness of the relig-
ious bodies with which the people of God were con-
nected, and holding up in its true light the purity of
Christ’s church when separate from “ the friendship
of the world,” which is * enmity with God.”

These messages made the Advent people what they
were, prior to their being seattered in the time of dis-
appointment and of “ patieuce,” through which we
have so long been passing. Aud by a large portion
of them they have ever been cherished as the work of
the Holy Spirit, and the voice of the God of heaveu
giving us the words of Eternal Life.

But as the voice of the third angel is beginning to be
heard, calling our attention to the fearful oppression
of the two-horned beast yet before us, [Rev. xiii, 11—
18,] and presenting “the commandments of God and
the faith of Jesus,” the most of those who would aveid
the cross of keeping sLL the commandments of the
Father, turn round and deny the first and secoud mes-
sages, in order to apply them elsewhere.

To do this the Advent Herald (which even now
claims to be giving the first message) attempts to show
that they were fulfilled many hundred ycars in the
past ; the Advent Harbinger (which has zealously pro-
elaimed the first two messages) is equally certain that
they areall to be fulfilled in a future dispensation ;
while the Advent Watchman, seeing the absurdity of
attempting to destroy, aud break down the first and

second messages, affirms that the third message has | 1@

been heard as distinctly as the first and secoud. An
idea of which few persons ever dreamed.

Having heretofore pointed out some of the absurdi-
ties of the first two positions named, [See Roview and
Herald Vol, IL Nos. 3 and 8,] we will briefly notice
the last,—~the position of the Advent Watchman.

Some one haviug written to the Editor for help on
this subject, the following is what this “ Watchman”
says of the night:

“ By a careful analysis of all the chapters up to xiv,

it is very evident that the three angels (chap. xiv, 6—

12) who, in turn, fly through the midst of heaven, bear
the latest messages of merey to this fallen world.—
It is also very clear that the angel, verse 6, is the
same angel of chap. x, and that the sum total of the
three messages is no more than is contained in the one
angel’s message, in chap. x; for both terminate in the
judgment—not by Sabbatarians, but by the great
God. A careful study of the book will show that the an-
gel of chap. x, is the seventh angel; that his message is
the seventh and last message; for with that message,
the mystery——gospel—of God is finished. So,also, the
gospel drama is finished with all the messages in chap.
xiv, From chap. x, we assuredly learn that the advent
message is the last message adapted to save men, and the
finishing truth of the gospel. 'I'he three angels of chap.
xiv, are, therefore, advent angels, or are bearers of the
advent message; not the first only, but all of them
bear a pars or paris of the message of chap. x, only
their work is more minutely defined, and their order
given.”

We wish tocall attentiou to the leadiug ideas stat-
ed above:

1, The three angels of Rev. xiv, who in turn fly
through the midst of heaven, bear the latest messages
of mercy to fallen men.—This we believe to be truth.

2. But if the angel of chapter xiv,6 “isthe same
angel of chapter x,”” how can the angel of chapter x
be the same ag the THREE angels of chap. xiv, 6, 8,9%

3. The message of the angel of chapter x is not the
final message, for that angel gives John directions to
prophesy again.

4, The refereuce to being judged by Sabbatarians
reminds us of what has ever been the lauguage of s
certain class wheu the truth has uttered its just con-
demuation, beginning in the days of Lot : “This one fel-
low came in to sojourn and he will needs be a judge.”
Gen. xix, 9; 1 Cor. vi, 2, 3.

5. A little proof that the angel of Rev. x, who de-
clares that the mystery of God should be finished in
the days of the voice of the seveuth augel, is the sev-
enth angel himself already souuding, might be quite
as much in place as au assertion without any evidence.

6. The three angels of Rev. xiv, bear the last mes-
sage adapted to save men, aud with them the gospel,
or mystery of God is finished. Please to bear these
points in mind, Now we will hear this * Watchman”
again ;

“Tf, therefore, we have been preaching the advent
doctriue in its appropriate time, these angels have
flown in succession, as seen in vision by John—the
first, the second, and the third, Nearly all professed
adventists admit that the first angel has flown, but
many deny that the others have followed. The Sabba-
tarians admit that two have flown before their pecu-
liar message, and elaim that they are the third, X
they are correct, we can prove very easily that it will
be a loug time yet before the Lord will come; for a
megsage of vast importance is heard in heaven, after
the third angel has made his circuit. But we will
keep to the point. If the first angel’s message was
the first proclamation of the advent (and this Sabba-
tarians aud others admitz) then the three messages
were given before the Sabbatarians began their work
of extravagance aud folly. The advent was first pro-
elaimed; then the ery was heard, just as distinctly
and extensively, ‘ Come out of her, my people.” Next,
and equally distinet, was the message given to the
church, to stand aloof from all organized governmeuts
of every kiud ; aud by the faithful this message has
beeu as conscientiously obeyed as was cither of the
others.”

To two or threeideas of the above we call atteution;
the remainder are not worthy of uotice.

1. The three “angels have flown in succession, as
seen in vision by John.”

2. “The three messages were given BEFORE the
Sabbatarians began their work of extravagance and
folly.”

Now look at these statements in a connected man-

T

1. “The three augels, (chapter xiv, 6—12,) who in
turn fly through the midst of heaven, bear the latest
messages of merey to this fallen world,”

2. “Theseangels have flown in succession as seen in
vision by John,” aud “the three messages weve given
BEFORE the Sabbatarians began their work of ex-
travagance and folly ;” that is, before they began to
do aud teach the commandments of God.

The answer, then, to the questiou, *“ What of the
uight 7 from this ¢ Watchman” is, “The latest mes-
sage of mercy” was given several years since.

Such is the conelusion to which this position drives
those who occupy it. Such the result of teaching that
the third angel’s message has beeu fulfilled in the
past, in the face of the fact that uo one is able to show
how, or by whom.

But the “ Watchmau® tells us that “a message of
vast importance is heard in heaven AFTER the third
angel has made his circuit”—that is, after the *latest
wessage of mercy.” This “ message of vast import-
ance,”” we are presently told, has beeu heard since the
third message in ’44 ; so that since that time, though
theChurch has had this message, there has been ne
merey in it. Hear the “ Watchman’’ again :

“But the Sabbatarians say that ‘the beast is the
papacy.’ Indeed! does not the woid inform us that
the papal beast:was to coutinue but forty and two
months.” [See chap. xiii.] How, theu, can any now
worship the papal beast, since his forty-secoud month
expired more than forty yehrs since? ~The fact 15, the
beast uamed here is the beast from the bottomless pit,
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(chap. xiandxvii,) and can never be shown to be the
papal beast.”

We call attention to the following points:

1. The Scriptures of the prophets leach plainly,
that though the dominion of ihe Tapal beast over the
saints of God was limited to 1260 years, yet it should
live and make war upon them until the judgment.—
Dan. vii, 19-—26. And that the concluding career of
the Papal beast will be in an eminent degree deceptive,
and calculated to draw after it many worshipers, is
evident from 2 Thess, it ; Rev. xiii, 8.

2. Whoever will take the pains to compare the lan-
guage of the third angel’s message with chapter xiii,
eannot fail to identify the beast, the image, the mark &e.
8s one and the same.—DBut in the next paragraph the
“ Watchman® denics that that beast which was to make
war [margin] forty and two months, and which re-
cieved “the deadly wound” was the Papal beast, a
thing which in the last paragraph it aflivmed. Hear
it further:

“The two-horned boast of chap. xtii, is the beast
who commands that an image he made—not to the

apal beast, but to the beast which had a wound
Ey the sword, and did Wive. This was the Dragon,
who by the sword was crushed and beund, but not
killed, for he must live and ascend ont of the pit be-
fore the end, and make war with the remnant [last
end] of the woman's seed. The beast is a symbol of
civil government. The two-horned beast or the beast
from the bottamiess pit, is the protestant civil goveru-
ment of the world, as opposed to the papacy, origina-
ting in the revolt of Ieury VLI, which is now an
image to the old Roman forms of government.”

We offer a few reflections on this:

1. It is distinctly stated [Rev. xiii, 2] that the dra-
gon gave his power and seat fo this beast. DBut this
“ Watchuan® says that this beast, which reecived a
“deadly wound” was tho dragon itself. Rev. xiif, 3.

2. The “ Watchman” says that the dvagon was
erushed and bound by the sword; but John says
that he shall be bound by an angel from heaven, not
with a sword, but with the key of the bottomless pit
and a great chain in his hand. Rev. xx, 1—3.

3. Tt is true that the dragon ig o “make war with
the remnant [last end| of the woman’s seed.” But
mark, this remnaunt are designated by the fact thai
they “keep the COMMANDMENTS OF GOD and
have the testimony of Jesus.”

4, ow could England, under the rule of Ilenry
VIII, or any other monarch, be represented as “ anoth-
er beast” Leside the ten-horned beast, when it is, and
must remain one of the horns of “the first beast” un-
til he is slain and “given to the burning flame ?”

5, Bul how eould the third angel’s message be given
gome scven or eight years since, when, if the “ Watch-
man” has now got the right idea of the two-horned
beast, 720 one had the right idea of it then? For it
will not be denied ihat the third angel’s message re-
fors dircctiy to the work of thatbeast. Cowmpare Rev.
xiv, 9—12; xiii, 1118, The “Watchman” contin-
ue?‘.’l‘ho woman on the scarlet beast from the pit,
chap. »vil, is nominal christendom, of every name,
supported by civil government, sustained by the beast.
Therefore, all that Sabbatarians claim for the change
of the times and laws by the Pope, by way of enfore-
ing their claim to the mission of ihe third angel, or as
enforcing the observance of the Sabbath, is all gam-
mon; the papal beast does not come into the scene af-
ter the forty-two months, uniil the judgment. Their
whole argument on this point therefore is an cntire
fatlure.”

On this paragraph we offer a few thoughts:

1. With the defbiition of the woman of Rev. xvii, or
Babylon, we see no roason to find fanlt. [t is certainly
mueh more reagonable than Lo limit the mass o1 corrup-
tion, represented by that symbol, to the Romish ciwurch;

or to teach that Babylon is the literal city of kome,|]

and that its fll is its utter destruction by fire, sfter
which fall the people of God are ealled out of it.

2. Tow the writer is able to prove from wlhat he
has advaneed, that the blasphemous powers deseribed
in Dan. vii, 23—25; Rev. xih, 1-—10, do not synchro-
nize ; or how he has been able to hide from himself
the fact that the Papacy in exalting itself above all
that is called God, and in changing times and laws,
has laid hold on, and attempted to change several of
the commandments spoken by Jchovah’s own voice:

and has actually, to use the expression of J. B. Cook
in his recent discourse on the subject, sabbatized Sun-
day, is something which we are not able to explain,~—

3. The charge of “gammon,” “entire failure” &ec.
rightly belongs to such an argument as this of the
% Watchman.” The “ Watchman ” adds:

“To stand entirely aloof from all present forms of
government, is to refuse to worship the beast or his
image, and to avoid lis mark in every formi. The
third angel, bearing this message to the church, fol-
lowed in close succession after the ery, - Come out of
her, my people,” and was distinctly heard as carly as
the spring of ’44; sinee which, a voice has been heard
from heaven, fromn all the church, ‘ Blessed are the
doad, &e., from hencoforth’—verse18. This verse is evi-
dently a symbolic representation of the promulgation
of the doctrines of life and death, or immortality only
through Christ, which voice has been heard in all the
symbolic heaven, since the disag.pointment of 44, and
it is the last part of the last message of the 7th angel.
Thug the Sabbatariang by their claim are shown to
be at least seven yoars bohind the through train.”

We call attention to some of the above slatements:

1. The third angel’s message was “distinetly heard
as carly as the spring of 44 ; since which a voice has
been heard from heaven, from all the church ¢ Blessed
are the dead, ete., from henceforth.’” Now mark:
this “iessage of vast importance is heard in heaven
AFTER the third angel HAs MADE nIs circuir,”
with “the rarTrsT message of mercy.” Then the
latest work of mercy preceded this “me~sage of vast
importance.”

2. But how does this view lessen down to a mere
nothing the soleinn realities of the third angel’s mes-
sage! “To stand entirely aloof from-all present forms
of government is the substance of the message accor-
ding to the “ Watchman?’ Who that will compare
the fearful warning of Rev. xiv, §—11, with the no
less fearful sceme desoribed in Rev. xiil, 11—17, can
hesitate for a moment to reject this idle notion.

3. How little similarity there is between the © voice
from heaven saying unto me, Write, Blessed are the
dead which die in the Lord rrom IENCEFORTIL”
and the message, “The dead know not any thing” 1
need not now stop to point out.

4. But this message respeeting the state of the dead
“is the last part of the last message of the seventh
angel” That is, if we can gather any idea of what
the “ Watchinan” means, *“the angel of chapter x is
the seventh angel;” his message is “ the sum total of
the three messages;” and the “last message of the
seventh angel”(?) is the third angel’s message; the
last part of this last message is “the promulga-
tion of the doctrine of life and death.”  This is in di-
reet contradietion of its previous statement, that this
“message of vast hnportance is heard in heaven ofter
the third angel n1as MADE nis circurr.”

5. “Thus the Sabbatarians by their claim, are shown
o be at least seven years behind the through train.
How so, Dear Sir? Why they claim to be giving now
the latest message of mercy ; but they are mistaken,
for it was “ given” seven years since.

6. But the commandment-keepers are IN “the
through train’—the only one that will ever reach the
IHoly City : “Blessed are they that do his ecommand-
ments, that THRY may have a right to the tree of life,
and MAY ENTER IN THROUGH THE GATES INTO THE
crry.” DBut those who violate them and teach men
s0, will hie of “no esteem in the reign of heaven,” and
will be left “without,” to be “consumed” of “ the
second death)'—But the ¥ Watechman” continues :—

“ But, suppose they are the third angel ; what arce
they doing?  They say they are finishing the myste-
ry—cosreL—of God. Pray, what has the law of
Moses to do with the finishing up of the gospel -~
Aze we so foolish, having begun in the spirit (tflC 20S-
el is the ministration of the spirit), o end in the
flesh?  (Lhe works of the law are the works of the
flesh,

On) this we romark, that these statements of the
“Watchman’ are cither the result of ignorance or of

malice :
1. We have neither claimed to be the third angel,

nor taught that we were finishing the mystery of God.
But we do believe that we are in “the days of the
voice of the seventh angel” and that the message of
Rev. xiv, 9—12 is now addressed to us: consequently
we have united “to do and teach” ¢“the command-

ments of God,” which the * Watchman” is pleased to
call “the Jaw of Moses.”

2. Those who keep the commandments, leave the Spir~
it and “ end in the flesh.” “ The works of the law are
the works of the flesh.”—Now let us contrast this
statement with the word of God. What is the char-
acter of God’s law ?  “The law is holy, and the com-
mandment holy, and just and good.” “We know
that the law is spiritual ; but X am carnal, sold un-
dersin” “The carnel mind is enmity against God:
for it is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed
can be. Rom. vii, 12, 14; viii, 7. What arc “the
works of the flesh?” % Now the works of the flesh
are manifest, which arc these, adultery, fornication,
unecleanness, lasciviousuess, idolatry, witcheraft, hatred,
variance, emulation, wrath, strife, seditions, heresies,
envyings, marders, drunkenness, revellings, and such
tike.” Gal. v, 10—21.

What a blasphemnous libel on the God of truth and
holiness to say that these are “ the works of the law,”
whose sacred character has just been stated by Paul !
But hear the words of the law itself on these points:
“Thou shalt not commit adultery;” “Thou shalt
have no other gods before nre ;” “Thou shalt love thy
neighbor as thyself;” “ Thou shalt not kill;” “Thou
shalt love the Lord thy God with all thine heart,
and with all thy soul, and with all thy might.’—
The “ Watchman” adds:

“O 1 we are told that Christ informed the young
man that, in order to be saved, he must kecep the com-
mandments. Certainly ; but the instruction of the
Saviour to the young mnan was before the crucifixion.
The law of Moses, in harmony with the gospel of the
kingdom at hand, was binding until the crucifixion,
The gospel of faith—of vemission of sing through the
blood of Christ—of the resurrection from the dead—
the new and living way, was not opened and made
binding until the crucifixion—until sealed by the blood
of Christ. It was therefore right for the young man
to keep the faw; for Jesus kept it; for the law was
our schoobmaster to bring us to Christ—i. ., to the
faith of the gospel,  But the law was all nailed to the
crows, and the economy of Moses was then and there
forever wound up—it was finished; and the gospel,
Just as it was taught by Jesus is the only saving econ-
omy of God.”

We notice a few of the above jdeas:

1. Christ then cnforced the commandments as the
condition of entering eternal Lfe. This is mach more
reasonable than the position of thosc who teach that
he then enforced but a part of them.—But since Christ
cnforced them, they have all been abolished ! The proof
on this point the writer forgot to offer,

2. Though the New Testament or covenant dates
from the “death of the testator,” yet it is a plain mat-
ter of fact that the only way by which fallen, guilty
man could ever hope to escape the just sentence of
Grod’s holy law, is through the blood of the Lord Je-
sus, shed for his sins. Thus the Apostle says that the
gospel was preached before “unto Abraham [Gal. i
8] saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed.”

3. But it was “ right for the young man to keep the
law.” How does that happen when “the works of
the law arc the works of the flesh 77

4. But Jesus kept the law., So he did; but this
“ great truth” though “ plainly stated” [John xv, 10}
1 John iii, 4, 5] is often denied by those who wish to
excuse themselves in violating the law of God. But
if “the works of the law are the works of the flesh?”
how docs it happen that the spotless Lamb of God
kept such a law as that?

5. “The law was our school-master to bring us to
COhrist.”  So says Paul to the Galatians, and the man-
ner in which this school-master brought Paul to Christ,
someycarsafter it is said to have been abolished, may be
read in Rom. vii, 7—25 ; viii, I-—-7. He learned from
this teacher his duty to God, his inability to perform
that duty, and the startling fact that he was a sinner,
justly condemned in the sight of God. He fled to
the blaod of Jesus for refuge, and found pardon, jus-
tification and forgivencss. He was no longer under
the condemnation of God’s holy law, [Rom. iij, 19,]
but was under grace, the state of pardon and forgive-
ness, and from the heart “fulfilled the righteousness
of thelaw.” Rom. vili, 1—7. The sume school-mas-
ter (not an abolished law) brought the Galatians te
Christ many years after this,
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6. ¢ But the law was all nailed to the oross.” As the words
of inspiration are quite as proper as any other, we remark that
it was “the hand-writing of ordinances’ that was nailed to the
cross, hut the royal law “remaineth.) James i, 8—12. We
think it quite proper to follow the footsteps of Jewus; he kept
the commandments and taught men so, and we will through
grace do the same. Matt. v, 19. But the “ Watchman’ con-
tinues :

#'We aver, therefore, that to enforce or keep the law, since
the resurrection of Christ, is to prefer Moses to Christ—the
law to the gospel; and, as no man oan servo two mastors, such
a4 gerve the law comnit adultery by putting away Christ.—
Christ becomes of no effect to such, however devoted and pious
they may appear.”’

Let us corapare these statements with the Divine Record:

1. John says that “Sin is the transgression of the law.'—
But the * Watchman” says, that, ¢Tokoep the law isto prefer
Moses to Christ.’

2. James says, “ If ye FULFILL THE ROYAL LAW aceoxding to
the scripture, Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself vE po
wELL3" but the ¢ Watchman™ says, that those who keep the
law since the resurrection of Jesus “commit adultery by put-
ting away Christ.” ¢ Christ becomes of no effect to such !

‘We repudiate the idea of gerving two masters, but as Jesns
aays, T and my Father arve one,”” wé beliove in keeping the
commandments of God the Father, and the testiraony of his
Son Jesus Christ. But henr tie “ Watchman’® farther:

‘“Instance ; Suppose I cen now be sealed an heir of the
kingdem by keeping the seventh day according to the law of
Moses; of what avail to me are the groans of Calvary? Of
what avail is the whole gospel arrangemont 7’

We append to this a single question: What good does the
blood of Christ de me, if I am still under obligation to keep
the commandmentsof God? Rom.iii, 31. The ¢ Watchman”
adds:

“All suoh a8 depend on the keeping of the Sabbath, in or-
der to be sealed for the kingdom, are depending on the works
of the law instead of the gospel; they have forfeited the mor-
oy of God in Christ, unless thoy repent—so certain ag Christ is
our law-giver.”

To this we answer :

1. We are not sufficiently Antinomian to belicve that justi-
fying faith makos * void the law’’ of God; or that the “ blood
of Christ,”” when sprinkled upon the mercy-seat, (Lho top of the
ark,) blots out the holy law contained within that ark. Heb.
ix, 4; Rev. xi, 10.

2. But look at the directions which this “ Watohman'’ has giv-
en: (1) We must become truly sorry, (penitent,) that we hnve
kept the commandments; (2.) We must ask God’s forgiveness
for the same, and promise through grace to do so no more for
over, or we have forfeited the merey of God in Christ—'‘so
gertain as Christ is our law-giver.” Now it is an intevesting
fact that the writer of this article in the * Watchmuan’ haspub-
licly taught the duty of keeping the seventh-day, only he had
the seventh day eome on the day which the “Popes have
sabbatized.” Inthe “Bible Advocate’ for Sept. 23d, 1847, he
writes as follows:

T mmst keep that day of the week that ean be proved to be
the soventh, for I then belioved, and do now helieve, that the
seventh day is the Sabbath of the Liord our God.”?

‘Wo present the next remarks of the ‘“ Watchwnan,” without
comment, to show who it is that possesos the judging spirit:

The spirit and kindness of the gospol, by those who hear
this message, i3 exchanged for the spivit of the law, whieh
gaid, Do this, and live ; disobey ene jot or tittle, and he damn-
ed. Itsays, asin ancient times, ‘ An cye for an oye, and o
tooth for a tooth ;' it severs the dearest christiun fiiends, leav-
ing the christian to weep and sigh on aceount of such sad of-
fects, whilo the onee loved one, now made into & Jow, rejoices
in a kind of frenujed, fiendliko spirit of triumph, and in the
languago of the Pharisee, eries out, I thank God that T am
not as other men; I am sealed; I am holier than thou!”

The ¢ Watchman” concludes as follows:

“ We would affeetionately warn all our readers to beware of
the smile and apparont love that appenys on tho first presenta~
tion of this {so called) message. Meet the avgumeont promptly
with the word of God, and you will soon find that we have spo-
ken truthfully—will shortly hear your doom from the lips of
the infatuated Judaizer; and, if you are steadfast in the gos-

el, you will rarely be visited by them the second time.——
l1)?»l'eth\‘on, abide in Christ.
J. TURNER.

We have in these paragraphs presented the entire article of
the “ Watchman,” the profnce excepted. Tt concludes with
an affectionate warning against the deoeption of those who
present the third angels message. The brethren must « meet
the argument promptly with the word of God,” that is with
the weapons which the * Watchman™ has here presented.

They must show these *infatuated Judaizers” that “the
three angels, (Chap. xiv, 6—12,) whe in turn fly through the
midst of heaven, bear the lalest messages of mercy tothisfall-
cn world;” nud that ‘‘the third angel made his eircuit” he-
fore thess deluded Sabbath-keepers commenced “ their work of
extravagance.” They must show these persons that since the
ologe of the latest message of mercy, a ““message of vast im-
portance’’ hae been heard concerniug the state of the dead.—
They must show the Sabbatarians that though Rev. xiii proves
that the Papal beast should continue butforty and two months,
yet the beast there rsferred to is not the Papal beast, but the

dregon; and they must prove to these poor fanstica that the
dragon was crushed and bound with e eword instead of boing
hound by an angel ‘“with a great chain:" they must show
them that this message was given at a time when it was so
far from the oppression of the two-horned beast, that no-
body knew what the two-horned beast was: they must show
thom that the two-horned beast is one of the ten horns of * the
first beast,”” And that the third angel's message whieh is the
latest message of mercy was given some seven years since.—
And finally that “the law was all nailed to the cross,” so that
whosoover shall now he guilty of koeping the commandments,
has committed adultery, and Christ has hecome of no effect to
such, for ‘‘they have forfeited the merey of God in Christ,
unless they repent.”

We think with the Editor of the ‘“Watehman” that if his
brethren are able to maintain all this they will not bo very
likely to be visited a sccond time by those who ‘‘keep the
comuandments of God.’—But with pain and serrow of heatt
we oonfess that this answer of the ““ Watohman” to the ques-
tion, *“ What of the night?’’ sounds muneh more like the lan-
guagoe of a man talking in his sleep, than the voice of a faith-
ful watchman.—In the languago of ingpiration we auswer:
“ Here is the patience of the saints: here are they that koep
the commandments ef God and the faith of Jesus.”* Themor-
ning of deliverance to God’s saints cometh ; the night of tvouble
and dnrkness beging already to enshroud a wicked world.

Ye who rose to meet the Lord—.
Ventuved on his faithful word,
Faint not now, for your reward

Will be quickly given. J. N A
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A PRESSING WANT OF BIBLE ARGUMENT
Is seen in those who relate what they have heard of the
faults of individuals ds arguments against the truth. Tor it
is & fact, that in any ease ef importance,  man will produce
his best evidence, and if he resorts to slander and ridiculs,
and offers what he hag heard of the faults of individuals to
bring into disrepute the faith of any body of Christians, it shows
that he hes nothing better to present. Such a being is to be
pitied. Poer creature! Feeding upon the hear-say fanlts of
others, and dealing them out to prejudice those with whom he
hag influenee, to bring them into the same low, narrow clian-

| nel with himgself.

But those who keep the commandments of God may expeet
to meet with opposition of this charaeter. We think this may
be learned from the following scriptnre :

‘“Blessed are they that do his commandments, that they
may have right to the tree of lifs, and may eater in through
the gates into the city. FOR without are dogs, and soreerers,
and whoremongers, and murderers, and idolaters, and whoso-
ever LOVETH AND MAKETH A LIE.” Rev. xxii, 14, 15.

The father of lies, the devil, and his devoted children have
ever been extensively engaged in lie-making, and they bave
always found admirers, who have loved their lies when made;
but here the loving and making lies by one class, is mentioned
in eonnection with another class who do the commandments of
God. This will be seen fully in the history of the * remnant’’
on whom the dragon was to make war fer keeping the com-
mandments of God, and having the testimony of Jesus Christ.
Rev. xii, 17,

Let advent ministers, who report what they have heard re-
specting those who keep the Sabbath, look back eight or ten
yoars, and see what opposition they then met with. Stories
of ascension-robes, inganity produced by believing the Lerd
was coming, &e., &¢., prejudiced the publie mind, and were
the most powerful weapons used against the advent. Would
not those who now take a similar course relative to Sahbath-
keopers, wore they placed back eight or ten years with the
spirit they now possess, join with the meanest and most bitter
opposition to the hdvent? Let the candid answer.

The following is from the Advent Shield of May, 1844:

“But the most wenderful and overwhelming ofall argnments
which have ever boen presented against the dootrine, is ¢ Mr.
Miller has built some stone wall on his farm #?  But I forgot
myself; I said the mest wonderful ; there is another quite it«
equal : ¢ Mr. Miller refuses to sell his farm P How, 0!
how can Christ come, when Mr. Miller will not sell his furm?

But this ia not all; for the truth is, * Mr. Himes has pub-
lished and scaltered, (a large part of them gratultously,)
more than five million of books and papers. He must be en-
gaged in @ speculation; and how can the Lord come? O!

how CAN he come?”
Sttt ettt

&~ As the Committee, Agents, and the Soattered Bretbren
would doubtless wish to know our present condition as to means,
we would say to them that we were obliged to borrow $90,
which we still owe. Should not all those interested in the pa-
per, and who would esteem it a privilege to help sustaln it, be
invited to contribute 3

Bro. Andrews’ Letters

Now being published in the Review anp Hzzaip will be
read with deep interest by many, and we hope that all our
readers will carefully examine thsm. We are pleased with
the candid and thorough manner in which Bro. Andrews is
treating the subjeet. As we have before said, those who have
the truth oan afford to be fair. They will be willing to let the
strength of argument on both sides be soen, while thogse who
are on the side of erroy, and have to argue against facts, often
show the weakness of their pusition by their unfairness, and
their sweeping, denunciatory assertions.

The importance of the subject of the Sabbath, when realized,
is sufficient to lead every candid inquirer after truth, to give
it a prayerful and thorough investigation. Let no one think
that the subject is heyond their grasp Study it, and pray
over it, until this preeious truth shines into your mind, and
you are filled with peace and joy, the result of believing, and

of ehoying God.
—————————

[F™ Hymn Book.—We noticed some months sinee, that wea
wished to publish a collection of appropriate Hymns, larger
than our small Hymn Book now in use; but have not been
able to commence the work until now. We intend te get it out
a8 soon a8 circumstances will allow. Let those who are inter-
ested in the Hymn Book send in select or original Hymns im-
mediately, applicable to eur faith and hope.

‘We do not design to get out a large book cumbered with Hymns
of no special interest, but a small, ehoice collection of those
only which are appropriate. We very much need more good
Hymns on the Sabbath, and hope the friends will send them in
at their earliest convenience.

et e e

&~ We can supply those who wish, with any or all of the
Nos. of Vol. IL.  There fare several hundred of No. 14, con-
taining Bro. Mead's illustrated article, also of Nos, 11 and 12,
eontaining Bro. Andrews’ Review of 0. R. L. Crozier. Let
those who can circulate them judiciously, send for them.

————

[&" The entire cost of Printing Materials is $600, of which
$296 are receipted in this and the previous number. It is
necessary that this sum should be received the present month,
ag it must be paid about the middle of June. Let the friends
beny it in mind, and be in seazon.

e e e e
Appointments,

There will be a Conference of the brethren in Rochester
and vicinity, to commence May 28th, at 6 o’elock P*M., and
hold over Sabbath and First-day. The Meeting will be held
at No. 124 Mount Hope Avenus. The Advent Brethren in ths
eity and region round sbout are cordially invited to meet with

us.
It s thought best to have a Cunference in Canaan, Me., at
the residence of Bro. Robert Barnes, to commence Friday, June

“I1th, at 2 o’clock P. M., to continwe over the Sabbath and

First-day, and longer if thought best. Bro. Joseph Bates and
other servants of the Lord are invited to attend.
S. W, FLaNpERS.

Bm. G. W. Holt and H. Edsen will hold meetings as fol-
lows : Champlain, N. Y., the 6th und 6th of June, and at Farn-
ham, C. E., the 8th, at 5 o’clock P, M. where Bro. Rockwell
may appoint.

There will be & Conference of the brethren in Melhourne,
C. E, at the honse of Bro. Asa Hazeltine, to commence Fri-
day, June [1th, at 2 o’clock P. M, and hold over Sabbath and
First-day. Brn. Holt and Hdson expect to attend. A gen-
eral attendance of the brethren is desired.

For the Brethren,

Publications.
Tuz REview anp Heratp, Vol. I, bound in pa?er oovers.
13 € 143 \f " € 3

At

Extra Cories of Nos. 6, 8, 11, 12 and 14 of Vol. IL.

Tue ApveENT REVIEW, containing thrilling testimenies rela-
tive to the past Advent movement.

THE BI1BLE SABBATH, or & eareful seloction from the publica-
tions of the Arorican Sabbuth Tract Society, including the His-
tory of the Subbath.

PerpreTUITY Of the LAW of Gob.

THE SEVENTH-DAY SABSATH.

Toe ParasLg, MaTTHEW XXV, 1—12.

Brief Exposition of the Angels of Rev. xiv.

Joun LinNpsey.

e e
For Printing Matexials.

A¥riendindeed, . . 82550 | E. R. Seaman, . 500
J. C. Bowles, . BOOIC.Stevens, . . . . 1 08
A. Woodruff, 600 | E. Potter, . . . . . 8§

Lettexs received sinee May 6th.

G. W, Holt, W. Morse, 8. Griggs, F. H. Howland, ¥. Whesl-
er, J. & Yoy, S. W. Flanders, S. Everett, L. H. Prior, J.
Bates, E. L. Barr, J. H. Waggoner, A. A. Marks, M. L. Dean,
J, Lindsey 2, N. N. Lunt, S. M. Bassett, T. B. Mead, F. M.
Shimper, EB. M. Barrows, J. Barrows, O. Hewett, W. 8. In~
gramim, S. W, Rhodes, D. Moody.

Receipta,

N. Mesd, 8. B. Craig, D. Clow, J. Louden, N. A. Perry, B.
P. Thompson, M. Cramer, J. Lewis, S. Aldrich, T. Angel, H.
A. Hannaford, G. F. Smith, E. Andrews, 8. C. Gilbert, E. ElL-
mer, A. H. Huntley, C. Davis, E. Hard) , H. B. Simons, Sis-
t:lr Weodard, [will Bro. Rhodes give us her first name,] each

N. Denison, L. Hall, a Sister, L. Titus, each 82,
J. C. Bowies, E. Goodwin, 8. W.Rhodes, each $6. RaHar-
mon $3. T.B. Mead $4.
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