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THE BABBATH.

BY HARRIET N. eTEVENGS.

WeLcome, the Sabbath hour,
The holy and the blest!
With sweet, subduing powor,
It calms the soul to rest;
And hope and love spring up anew,
To cheer us on, our journoy through.

Our only care and afm
Throughout this hallow’d day,
To glorify thy name,
And grateful honors pay ;
Advance tho glory of thy cause,
And vindicate thy rightoous laws.

Descend, Celestial Dove,

E’en while we wait and sing !
Come from the throne of love,

With healing on thy wing!
With ardent zeal each heart insplre,
Tho saints baptize with holy fire.

THE SABBATH,
:
LETTERS TO 0. R, L. CROZIER~NO. VL

Dear Sir:—From the heading of your sixth arti-
cle, viz: “The Review’s Direct Testimony,” one might
imagine that a spirit of candor had at length come
over you; but the very first sentence dispels every
such impression. To give a false idea, respecting the
testimony presented, you commence with the quota-
tion of part of a sentence from the Review, with the
addition of such words as formn a sentence fo your
mind. As Thave had occasion in every letter to point
out the pnfairness of your course, and your unwilling-
ness to state correctly the position and arguments of
the Review, I regret that the first sentence of this ar-
ticle should exhibit the same lack of candor. I will
not, however, say much by way of ccnsure ; for it is
evident that the neccessities of your case are great;
nothing else could cause an honorable and high-mind-
ed man to resort to the unfortunate course pursued
by yourself in this whole matter.

The review of your Bible class report, exposed the
inferences by which you attempted to prove that God
had abolished his constitution, the ten commandments.
As you stated that Sabbath-keepers had nothing to
present against such a doctrine, the Review remarked
as follows:

“ We offer the following direct testimony relative to
the perpetuity of God’s constitution, asking that C.
will either refute it, or else withdraw his asscrtions.”

You commenco by saying:

“The Review says, ‘ We offer the following direct
testimony ’—of course to bear on the question at is-
suc—the Sabbath. ‘Well, this is all weask. Giveus
‘direct testimony,” and we will listen,”

You wish to give the idea that the point before us,
was the separate perpetuity of the fourth command-
ment, and not what it really was, the perpctuity of
the whole ton, the constitution of the Father. And
the fourth commandment not being separately referred
to in the texts quoted, you wish to convey the idea
that they have no bearing upon the point before us.

But the perpetuity of the great constitution, the per-
petnity of the commandments of God, the perpetuity
of that which was deposited in the ark [ Deut. x, 1—5;
Rev. xi, 19] is, in reality, the most direct and positive
testimony to the perpetuity of each of the ten words
of Jehovah.

And as we shall presently notice that Christ cn-
joins the kecping of them as the condition of entering
sternal life, and affirms that those who break cven the
least precept, shall be of no esteem in the reign of
heaven ; and as we shall further notice that the apos-
tles quote from the original version of God’s consti-
tution, as written by God himself, and not from a re-
vised edition of it, and in addition to this, that they
distinetly recognize the perpotuity of that law which
caused the Son of God to pour out his soul cven unto
death for guilty man, and never intiiate that his
death blotted out that holy law, we can form some
idea of the sacred and immutable character of that
great constitution. You continue:

“Jt adduces the testimony of four witnesses—our
Saviouvr, Pavr, James and Joun. The united tes-
timony of those four witnesses is certainly cnough
to cstablish any point: we will agrce, however, to
close the controversy and keep the Sabbath, if the
¢ direct testimony’ of either one of them can be pro-
duced in its favor as a gospel institution. Is not that
fair 7

As the testimony of Christ and his apostles relative
to the commandments of the Father, may not be of
any importance on this point in your estimation, that
testimony shall be set aside.

If a gospel institution is one made at the commence-
ment of the gospel dispensation, and designed for that
alone, then the Sabbath is not a gospel institution.—
But if an institution established by the Creator in
Paradise, [Gen. i, 2, 3; Ex. xx, 8—11,] and design-
ed for the whole race of man, consequently covering
all dispensations, even that which succeeds the res-
urrection, [Isa. lxvi, 22, 23,] then the Sabbath is a
gospel institution.

On this point T offer the direct testimony of one of
the witnesses, viz: “the Lord of the Sabbath.” He
testifies respecting it, that “ The Sabbath was made
for man.” Then it was made for that portion of the
human race that live during the gospel dispensation,
as really as for that portion, that lived prior to it.
Hence this testimony gives the Sabbath to the
whole human family. And as the gospel of the Son
of God does not destroy that which the Great God
made for our race, the Sabbath abides in the gospel
dispensation !

I would ask you to delight in the Sabbath made by
Him, who “doeth all things well,” but you loathe it
as Jewish. I would ask you to keep the command-
ments as uttered by the voice of Jehovah, and written
with his finger, but no, they are “abolished, done
away,” &e. If Ishould not keep nine of them, how-
ever, you would pronounce me a wicked person ; but
if I keep ten of them, you say that I shall fall from
grace ?

The character of the testimony borne by our Lord
and his apostles to the perpetuity of his Father’s con-
stitution, will appear upon examination. After say-
ing, “now let us hear the witnesses,” you present the
following :

1. “TesTiMONY OoF oUR Lomrp. Matt, v. 17—19.
¢ Think not that 1 am come to destroy the law or the
prophets: I am not come to destroy, {ut to fulfill.

‘For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth

onc_liot or one titfle shall in no wise pass from
the law, till all be fulfilled.
¢ Whosoever thercfore shall break one of these least

commandments, and shall teach men so, he shall be

called the lcast in the kingdom of heaven: but whoso-
ever shall do and teach them, the same shall be call-
od great in the kingdom of heaven.

Luke xvi. 17. “And it is easicr for heaven and
carth to pass, than one tittle of the law to fail.

Matt. xxii. 35—40. ‘Then one of them, which
was & lawyer, asked him a question, tempting him,
and saying, Master, which is the great command-
ment in the law ?

¢ Jesus said unto him, Thou shalt love the Lord
thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul,
and with all thy mind.

“T'his is the first and great commandment.

¢ And the secoud is like unto it, Thou shalt love
thy neighbor as thyself.

*On these two commandments hang all the law and
the prophets.’

Who can see any * direct testimony’ on the Sabba:
in these passages 7 Surely nobody, but the Review
and those who sympathize with it.” They say noth-
ing about it either way : if we getany testimony from
them, we must infer it. So the Review fail’s here
:gz';‘;n: and these passages, it regards as its strongest

olds.

But it may answer, 1t was ‘ the porpetuity of God’s
constitution’ they were adduced to prove. Please
notice: we have never intimated that the constitution
of Giod’s religious system, in the abstract or in & gen-
cral sense, was abolished. This the Review knows
well, and its perversion of our language is inex-
cusable.”

The misrepresentation with which you commenced,
appears again. The texts were not offered as point-
ing to the fourth commandment, but as bearing di-
rectly upon the continued cxistence of the ten. And
that you thus understood it, appears from your own
acknowledgment, that “It was the perpetuity of God’s
constitution they were adduced to prove.”

But you say that you have never intimated that
God’s constitution in the abstract was abolished,.and
that the Review’s perversion of your language is in-
excusable.

Let us sec how many positions you have taken on
this.

(1.) In your Bible class report, you stated that the
ten commandments were ouce the constitution of God’s
religious system, and that they were “done away,”
“abolished.”  And you then teach that Christ made
a new constitution out of nine of the commandments.

(2.) But to avoid the absurdity of teaching that
God re-cnacted nine of the commandments, which he
had abolished, you say in your third article that the
abolition of the decaloguc, “ did not nccessarily involve
the abolition of every precept in it that had existed be-
fore the time referred to.” This saves nine of them
for the new constitution. The statement amounts to
this: God abolished the ten commandments, yet nine
of them remained unabolished, for they had existed
prior to the Exodus, and it was the fourth one, only.
(viz: the one that traces its origin back to Paradise,)
that was abolished, for it originated afler the depart-
ure from Egypt!!

(3.) But in your fourth article you say that the or-
dinances engraven in stone, were abolished.  You have
applied the word ordinances to the ten commandments
without limitation, and say that they arc abolished.
This docs them away effectually, and was probably
written to give the idea that Col. ii applies to the dec-
alogue. DBut what God abolishes will need re-enact~
ment before any part of it can become his amended
constitution !

(4.) But in your fifth articte instcad of teaching, as
heretofore, that Jesus formed a new constitution for
his Father, out of uine of the ten precepts, you say
that ho made it out of the two great ones! And in
this your sixth article, as will presently appear, you
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have him in strong contrast with the second precept
of this new constitution !

If the Review has not been able to understand your
position, after having the chance to see how many
times you could alter it, perhaps it ought to be thank-
ful that you have stated it once more.

According to your present statement, God has
abolished his constitution, but he has not abolished
it abstractly!

That is, God abolished nine of the ten command-
ments, but did not do it abstractly; so they contin-
ued in force just the same as though they had not been
abolished ! But one of the ten (the fourth) he abol-
ished abstractly, and thus put an end to a carnal or-
dinance, that had unfortunately, obtained a place in
his constitution.

2 Cor. iii, then, does not teach that the ten com-
mandments are abstractly abolished. No, it shows
that nine of them are abolished, but not abstractly,
but the fourth is abstractly abolished! All thanks
for so much light! But where did you find this doc-
trine in the Bible? If you did not find it there, on
whose authority does it rest ?

Now let us weigh the testimony here presented by
Jesus respecting his Father’s law :

1. Hedid not come to destroy the law or the proph-
ets; then he did not destroy them.

2. He came to fulfill; then he did not violate or
transgress them.

3. One jot, [the smallest letter of the Hebrew al-
phabet, ] or one tittle, [the small point by which one
of those letters is distinguished from another,) shall
in no wise pass from the law till all be fulfilled, Then
one part shall not pass and leave another in existence.
But if one precept has gone, and nine abide, more
thau a jot or tittle has passed from the law, certainly !

4. But therc is a point of time specified, before
which, one jot or tittle shall not pass. “0, yes,” say
you, “that point is the crucifixion.” I answer, No,
Sir, that was the point at which the hand-writing of
ordinances was blotted out, [Col. ii,] but not the point
specified by Jesus, before which no part of this law
shall pass. That point is explicitly stated: “Till
heaven and earth pass.” When is it that heaven and
earth shall pass? Rev. xx, 11, answers: “ And I
saw a great white throne, and him that sat on it, from
whose face the earth and the heavens fled away, and
there was found no place for them.” This event has
not yet transpired ; hence a single precept has not pass-
ed from the law of God.

5. Thatour Lord refers to that “royal law” that
“remaineth,” or is not made “ void” but *establish-
ed,” [James ii, 8—12; 1 John iii ; Rom, iii,] and not
to that hand-writing of ordinances that he did blot
out, nail to the cross, take out of the way, abolish, &c.,
will be evident when we come to examine further the
testimony of the chapter.

To fulfill the law of ceremonies, or to use your ex-
pression, “ the Levitical ceremonies,” appended to the
constitution, is to become the antitype of all those
types, the body that cast all those shadows. This
renders it complete, and takes it out of the way. Heb.
x, 1—10; Col. ii.

To fulfill the great constitution of holy principles,
is to render strict, entire, and perfect obedience to
every point of thisroyal law. The work of Christ in
thus fulfilling the will of the Father, does not strike
out of existence the precepts of the mioral law. For
the great object of his mission was to bring out a peo-
ple in whom the precept of the law might be fulfilled.
Whiting’s translation of Rom. viii, 5; James ii, 8
—12.

6. But we are not leftin the dark as to whether
the moral law was destroyed by the act of our Lord
Jesus Christ in keeping it. John xv, 10. The verse
which succeeds the statement respecting the passing
of the heavens and the earth, speaks out in language
not to be misunderstood, or explained away. YWhoso-
ever therefore shall break one of these least command-
ments, and shall teach men so, he shall be called the
least in the kingdom of heaven ; but whosoever shall
do and teach them, the same shall be called great in
the kingdom of heaven.” Note a fow facts:

(1.) The word “whosoever” includes you and me.

(2.) The word * therefore” shows that this conclu-
gion respecting the commandments, is something
drawn from the premises just laid down, which were,
He had not “come to destroy the law,” and “Till
heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall inno
wise pass from the law till all be fulfilled.”

(8.) Itis a fact therefore that in the most solemn man-
ner Christ enjoins the keeping of the commandments.
The Messiah, the Prince, here lays open the purpose
of his heart concerning the commandments of his
Father. Would you with Paul, “have the mind of
Christ” relative to them? It is expressed in simple
language, easy to be understood, and most precious
and blessed to obey. Keep the commandments =3
enter imto life—be bighly esteemed in the reign of
heaven ; break them and teach men so, [those who
teach men so must contend that they are “abolished,”]
and be of no esteem in the reign of heaven—be left
without the gates of that city into which the command-
ment-keepers will enter, and remain with those who
love and make a lic.

7. The law, then, to which Jesus refers, is the com-
mandments,

8. But the translation of this portion of seripture
by Campbell is worthy of notice:

“Think not that I am come to subvert, the law or
the prophets. I am come not to subvert, but to ratify.
For verily I say unto you, heaven and earth shall
sooner perish, than onc iota, or one tittle of the law
shall perish without attaining its end. Whosoever,
therefore, shall violate, or teach others to violate, were
it the least of these commandments, shall be in no
estcom in the reign of heaven ; but whosoever shall
practice and teach them, shall be highly esteenied in
the reign of heaven.”

9. The translation of this text by Whiting is as
follows: “Think not that I am come to annul the Jaw,
or the prophets: I am not come to annul, but to ful-
fill. For truly Isay unto you, Till heaven and earth
pass away, one jot or one point will by no means pass
away from the law, till all shall come to pass. Who-
cver therefore shall break the least of these com-
mandments, and teach men so, he will be called the
least in the kingdom of heaven: but whoever shall
perform, and teach them, he will be called great in the
kingdom of the heavens.”

10, DBut as you affirm that this is direct testimony
in the cstimation of the Review and its friends, only,
I remark, that in conversation some time since with
one of those who stand foremost in teaching men that
unless they Lreak the commandments, they will fall
from grace, he admitted that Christ here enjoined obe-
dience to all the commnandments, “ But” said he,
‘This was before they were abolished 1"

We will now examine Luke xvi, 17, “And it is
easicr for heaven and earth to pass than one tittle
of the law to fail.”

1. Then it is casier for heaven and earth, than for
one of the commandments of God.

2. How hard, then, must it have been for every pre-
cept of the great “ constitution to be done away abol-
ished,” and for a new one to be established in its
stead ! [Easier could heaven and earth be destroyed,
and new heavens and new earth be created! When
God shall abolish his constitution and establish anoth-
er, it will not only be marked as distinctly as the es-
tablishment of the original constitution by himself in
person at Sinai, but it will be even a more extraordi-
nary spectacle than for heaven and earth to flee from
the presence of him that sits upon the throne !

3. But if we compare this text, with the one just
quoted from Matt, v, we find that it is not only easier
for heaven and earth to pass than for one tittle of the
law, but that one tittle shall not pass till “ the heavens
shall pass awny with a great noise, and the elements
shall melt with fervent heat, the earth also and the
works that are therein shall be burned up.” Amen.

Whether this looks like the perpetuity or the abo-
lition of the great constitution, I submit to yourself.
However, the law here referred to, has such an inti-
mate connection with Jehovah, that he could easier
destroy the works created by himself, than to destroy

Sabbath makes the destruction of the whole constitu-
tion necessary, and as heaven and earth could be struck
out of existence easier than a fraction of the law in
question could fail, it certainly required Omnipotence
itself to destroy what God made into a Sabbath at
the close of his Creation Week.

We turn to Matt. xxii, 35—40, aud read that por-
tion of Christ’s language, which in your fifth article
you adduced as proof that he ‘established a uew con-
stitution. Whether it teaches theabrogstion of God’s
constitution and the establishment of a better one, or
whether it reads like the perpetuity of the one in ex-
istence, we now are itierested to inquire.

On the iwo commandments here named by Jesus,
hang all the law and the prophets. Such had ever
been the case, such was then the case, and for aught
that appears to the contrary in the word of God,
they still hang there. Let us notice a few points:

1. The law here referred to, is, manifestly, that mor-
al law of God which defines what it is to love God
with the whole heart and our neighbor as ourselves,
not that “hand-writing” in which were the carnal or-
dinances, the law of divorce, the law of retaliation &e.

2. The great constitution does define the first prin-
ciples of man’s duty to his God and to his fellow man.
Ex. xx, 3—11; Eccl. xii,14. Christ here states the
two great reasons why man should obey these first
principles. (1.) Because he should love God with all
his heart; (2.) Because he should love his neighbor
as himself.

3. The two commandments did not here take the
place of the ten, for there is no intimation that Cl-ist
here wrought any change, whatever.

4. It is a fact that James makes his quotation of
the second of these great precepts, not from the new
constitution which you suppose that Christ here form-

| ed, but from “the Scriptures,” the Old Testament.—

He recognized the original precepts, he recognized no
change.

5. The Great Jehovah has drawn out into four es-
sential particulars, the great precept, “ Love God with
all thy heart.” He has drawn out into six essential
precepts, the great commandment, “ Love thy neigh-
bor as thyself” The two are the sum; the ten are
the particulars that make up that sum. Rom, xifi, 9;
1 John v, 3; James ii, 8~—12. Hence they are alike
immutable. The New Testament neither abolishes
the sum, nor the particulars which make up that sum.
For its great design was to place man where he could
fulfill “the rightcousness [or precept] of the law.”—
You continue as follows:

“ But it will say, these texts prove the perpetuity
of the ten commandments. Do they say that? Not
one of them; hence they contain no ‘direct testimo-
ny’ to that point. It is only inferred that the ‘law’
in these passages was the decalogue. That it included
the decalogue, there is no doubt, and it alst included
much more, as we shall see presently. The Jews re-
garded Christ and his gospel, as arrayed against Mo-
ses and the law. He endeavors to correct them on
this point, and tells them that he came not to ¢ break’
or ‘destroy the law.””

You object to the idea that these texts teach the
perpetuity of the ten commandments, notwithstand-
ing you stated in your last paragraph that you did
not believe that God’s constitution (the ten command-
ments) had been abstractly abolished.

As you fail to see any evidence in these texts let
me bring it to your mind. Matt. v, 19, is “ direct tes-
timony” that the commandmentsare not abolished.—
Those who keep them shall have life ; those who teach
men to break them (How can any do this without
contending that they are abolished?) shall be of no
esteem in the reign of heaven! And from Luke xvi,
17, we learn that it is easier for heaven and earth to
pass than for one tittle of the law to fail. Then it
is not a light matter for the Great Law-giver to
“abolish, do away” all the precepts of his constitu-
tion! And from Matt. xxii, we learn that on the two
great, unabolished commandments hang all the others.

Now we inquire, to what does the term law in
these texts refer ?

(1.) The law in Matt. v, 18, is the same as the
commandments in verse 19.

the smallest fraction of it. As the abrogation of the

(2.) The law here referred to, was not to be des-
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troyed ; but the hand-writing of ordinances was abol-
ished, taken out of the way, nailed to the cross.

(3.) The law of ceremonies has been all abolished,
yet heaven and earth have not passed.

(4.) It is EASIER for heaven and earthnto pass
than for one tittle of this law to fail. Yet the law of
carnal ordinances was disannulled for the WEAK-
NESS and unprofitableness thereof.
~ (5.) The law which Christ did not destroy, is that
law which caused him to lay down his life for a guil-
ty, condemned world, [1 John iii; Rom. iii,] and not
that law of ordinances, which was blotted out by his
death. Col. ii.

(6.) That law which hangs upon or is comprehend-
ed in the two great precepts, evidently has direct ref-
erence to the precepts of the great constitution which
define what it is to love God with all the heart, and
our neighbor as ourselves, and not to that law of re-
taliation, “an cye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth,”
and the law of carnal ordinances, which was imposed
only until the time of reformation.

(7.) But we shall presently notice the distinction
as made by our Lord in the continuance of his dis-
course in Matt. v.

Those who now attempt to array the gospel of the
Son of God against the commandments of the Father,
have fallen into the same mistake that you say be-
fell the Jews. Look at their harmony. The law of
God in the Ark of his Testament, shows all men to be
sinners in the sight of God. The blood of Jesus,
sprinkled upon the mercy-seat—the top of the Ark,
avails to take away sins. Hence the gospel offers

<pardon. If the gospel and the atonement be taken
away, there is no hope for guilty man. If the law be
taken away there is no necessity that men avail them-
gelves of the pardon offered by the gospel. Like the
attributes of justice and mercy, they stand united ;
and what God hath joined together let not man put
asunder. Even the law of types, which shadowed
forth the great salvation of the gospel, is thus shown
to have an important meaning. Christ did not come
to break or to destroy the law ; hence he did not break
it, he did not destroy it. You continue:

“ But for what did he come? The Review would
answer to keep it. But hold; does our Saviour say
s0? No! He says he came to ‘ fulfill’—fill out, ac-
complish—the law and the prophets, so as to make
them honorable, by demonstrating that they were
true, in their typical and prophetic references, ‘The
law and the Proxifmts’ here is the same as ‘ Moses and
the prophets’ in Luke. xxiv, 27. The fulfilling of the
law is evidently to bo understood in the same sense
as the fulfilling of the prophets: hence, of course, it
has no reference to the precepts of the law, but to its
fulfillment in the sense stated above. This left him
free to change the preceptive portion of the law, which
he did, ag will be seen from the following table arrang-
ed from Matt, v.”

According to yourself, then, the Saviour came to
fulfill the typical law ; but in thus stating the object
of his mission he had no reference to the great consti-
tution of his Father. Indeed he was left “free to
change’ that. Yetin your last paragraph you stated
that that law which Christsaid hecame to fulfill,
“included the decalogue.”

Then if the fulfilling of a law does it away, the ten
commandments were not done away by Christ, for ac-
cording to yourself he did not fulfill them! He did
not do them away by modifying them, for we shall
presently notice that your effort to prove that he
modified them, is an entire failure.

As you refer the law which Christ eame to fulfill,
to “ the Levitical ceremonies™ and to the law of types,
I do not object to the use made of Luke xxiv, 27,

But mark the fact! the law, which Christ came to
fulfill, [Matt. v, 17, 18] is the same as the command-
ments named in verse 19. And these abide in full
force, under his fearful sanction! Tlence Christ has
direct reference to the precepts of the moral law.—
And that which Christ thus fulfilled, he did not abol-
ish, but requires that his people, through grace, ful-
fill it also. Rom. viii, 4; James ii.

If you still contend that the typical law was that
which Christ came to fulfill, then that abidesin force
under his fearful mandate. Matt. v, 19.

But before thus lightly setting aside the moral law,

note two or three points: (1.) Since the fall of Adam,
none have been able through the whole period of their
lives to render complete, entire and perfect obedience
to all its holy precepts, though it is the embodiment
of the principles of God’s own holiness. (2.) When
Christ came, the law not only demanded this perfect
obedience, but it demanded the death of all, for all
were its transgressors. 2 Cor. v, 14, 15. (3.) Christ
rendered perfect obedience to all its precepts through
life. (4.) He then took upon himself its fearful curse,
and died the just for the unjust. And having thus
answered its demands, he offers pardon to the guilty,
through his blood, and grace to fulfill the righteous-
ness of the law.

But let us now examine your effort to set aside the
groat constitution by teaching that Christ modified
and changed it. You present what you call a serics
of antitheses, between Moses and Christ. The firstis
Matt. v, 21, 22, and reads with your heading thus :

Moses.—*“Thou shalt not kill; and whosoever
shall kill, shall be in danger of the judgment.”

CurisT. “But I say unto you, That whosoever is
angry with his brother without a cause, shall be in
dangvr of the judgment: and whosoever shall say to
his brother, Raea, shall be in danger of the council :
but whosoever shall say, Thoi fool, shall be in dan-
ger of thefire of gchenna.  Therefore . . be reconciled
to thy brother, &c.”

The first thing that strikes the eye in this alledged
contrast, is the fact that Christ, instead of placing
himself in opposition to the sixth commandment of
the Father, which you head “ Moses,” was speaking
with direct referenco to the manner in which the Phar-
isees, thought to keep the commandments. Verse 19
solemnly enjoins the keeping of the commandments.
Verse 20, which is intimately connected to verse 19
by the conjunction *for,” shows that such obedience
as that which the' Pharisees rendered, which was a
mere observance of the letter, without any idea that
the commandments were *spiritual” and “exceeding
broad,” was not that obedience that the law of God
required.

Christ does not here abolish the sixth command-
ment; he does not re-gnact it; he does not lesson the
obligation to obey it; but in the most solemn manner,
he points out its spirituality, and shows that it may
be violated by the act of the héart. Hence, to “ fulfill
the righteousncss of the law” was something far be-
yond the poor obedience of the Pharisecs. Verse 22
therefore does not modify, nor stand in array against
tho commandment in verse 21. But you have anoth-
er contrast with which to “modify,” “do away” or
“geot aside,” the great constitution. It is from ver-
ses 27 and 28, and reads thus:

“Thou shalt not commit adultery.”

“ But I say unto you,~~That whosoever looketh on
& woman to lust aftor her hath committed adultery
with her already in his heart.,”

If you are in carnest, in saying that Christ modified
this commandment, then your position is one to be
ashamed of, certainly.

These two precepts are the only ones quoted from
the decalogue in this table of comparison. The precepts
quoted are shown to be spiritual and to refer to the
thoughts and motives of the heart. Hence, your ef-
fort to prove that Christ established & new constitu-
tion by modifying the original precepts is not sustain-
ed by any evidenco. The only way that you can
claim that Christ modified these commandments, is to
take the ground that once the law of the All-Sccing
Jchovah referred only to the outward act, and that
when Christ came, he added the spiritual meaning
and application to such of the precepts as he suffered
toexist! Such a position, however, is “blasphemous
enough to make one tremble!” Your next contrast
[verses 31,32] is as follows:

“Whosoever shall put away. his wife, let him give
her & writing of divorcement.”

“But I say unto you,—That whosoever shall put
away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication,
causeth her to commit adultery : and whosoever shall
marry her that is divorced committeth adultery.”

Now it will benoticed, that, instead of quoting from
the great constitution, which is the only thing that
you are anxions to set aside, you have presented for
contrast with the words of Christ, that precept which

hesaid was given because of the hardness of the hearts
of the Hebrews. Matt. xix, 7, 8. Observe, that in-
stead of showing that this was spiritual and binding
as the rule of men’s lives as he did the two precepts
quoted fromh the decalogue, he shows that it was not
of such a character, and would not be continued in
force. The difference in his language is very signifi-
cant. Your next contrast [verses 33,34] is as fol-
lows:

“Thou shalt not forswear thyself, but shalt perform
unto the Lord thine oaths.”

“ But I say unto you, Swear not at all, &c.”

Some have referred this precept to the third com-
mandment, others to the ninth. The third command-
ment reads, “Thou shalt not take the name of the
Lord thy God in vain;” but this precept is, “Theu
shalt not swear falsely.” The oneforbids blasphemy,
the other forbids a false oath. Hence, they are not
the same. The ninth commandment reads, ¢ Thou
shalt not bear false witness.” It might be supposed
that this was the same as ,** Thou shalt not swear
falsely.” But it is certain that an oath is not a nec-
essary part of bearing witness. And if they are the
same, then Christ forbids us to bear witness at all,
for he adds, “ Swear not.” And if it be thus under-
stood, he violated this his own direction, himself, for
he said, when before the high-priest, to one that smote
him, “If I have spoken evil, bear witness.  John
xviii, 23.

But the first part of the above is quoted from Lev.
xix, 12, The last part may be read in Num. xxx, 23
Deut. xxiv, 21—23. Honce, we have not yet been
able to discover Christ’s act of *“ doing away,” setting
aside, abolishing, his Father’s constitution, and estab-
lishing & better. But you have another contrast to
present, See verses 38, 39. Itis this:

‘“ An eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth.”

“But I say unto you,—That ye resist not evil, &c.”

It is sufficient, perhaps, to remark that the law of
retalintion is not a part of the great constitution which
you are so anxious ‘ to do away, set aside, abolish,”
and is not included in the commandments which are
to be obeyed under Christ’s terrible sanction. What
proof does this contrast furnish that Christ super-
seded the constitution of God’s religious system 7"
(the decalogue.) But you have one more contrast to
offer. Verses 43, 44, Perhaps this one will help
you. Let us see:

“Thou shalt love thy neighbor, and hate thine
encmy.”

“But I say unto you,—Love your enemies, bless
them that curse you, do good to them that hate you
and pray for them which despitefully use you, an
persecute you, &c.”

I might turn this last confrast upon yourself.—
For instead of its being a contrast with one of the ten
precepts of the original constitution, itlooks more
like a contrast with one of the two great command-
ments, which, according to yourself, form the Great
Law-giver’s amended constitution, But I forbear,
and remark, that the sentence appended, which is not
to be found in the law, is the point that Christ cor-
rects. The Pharisees had such an imperfect idea of
the great precept quoted, that they thought that it
would allow them to hate their enemies. Christ’s
act of correcting them does not abolish the command-
ments of his Father. Your next remarks present
your idea of the above contrasts. You speak as
follows :

“Here are six antitheses, drawn by our Saviour
himself, between the Law and the Gospel, and so
strong are some of them, that the precepts of the law
are negatived by those of the gospel, and Jesus for-
bids a literal obedience of Moses, as in swearing, in
retaliation, and in hating an enemy, And it should
be noticed, that he quotes indifferently from the deo-
alogue and from the book of the law, treating the one
no more reverently than the other, but placing him-
self in strong contrast to both. He makes no distinc-
tion between them, but regards them as constituting
only one law.”

To the above remarks, I reply :

1. Your attempt to make Christ stand in strong
contrast with the sixth and seventh commandments
is an entire failure, as we have already seen,

2. Your contrast between Christ and the law of
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divorce, of forswearing, and of retaliation, does not
bear against the great constitation.

3. But if you wish to maintain that Christ placed
himself in strong contrast with the great precept,
“Love thy ncighbor as thyself,” which you say is a
part of the constitution which Christ established for
the gospel, you are at liberty so to do. But if you
say “no, he placed himself in contrast with the words
appended to it,” then you yield all argument on the
point.

4. Although Christ has not mentioned the distine-
tion between the great constitution and the law of car-
nal ordinances, divorce, retaliation &c., nor even in-
timated that the great precept quoted by him, was the
sum of the last six commandments, [Rom. xiii.] and
a part of the royal law, [James ii,] and onc of the
two on which hang all the law and the prophets,
[Matt, xxii.] yet this does not invalidate the scrip-
tures in which these facts are stated.  But itisan ob-
vious fact that he does recognize the widest possible
distinetion. Murk! the precepts of the decalogue he
lays open as binding, as reaching even to the thoughts
and motives of the keart! Bt the law of retaliation
&e., isthe reverse of this, and is to be set aside.

5. “ But placing himselfin strong contrast to both.”
That is, Christ not only stands in contrast with the
law of retaliation, divorce, &e., but he also stands in
strong contrast with the sixth and seventh command-
ments, and with the second of the two, on which all
hanz! But this blasphemons position is, in reality, as
much against the new constitution which you wish to
establish, as it is against the original which you wish
to abolish. ¥or you have arrayed Christ in strong
contrast with onc of the two great precepts, (which you
say form the present constitution ) as wellas in the same
strong contrast with two of the ten, which form the
original constitution of God’s religious system.

6. He “regards them asconstitnting only one law.”
Very well.  Now let us see: hereis the precept which
James quotes from the Old Testament, and to which
he applies the term, “royal law;” here are some of
the precepts of the decalogue ; here, also, is retaliation
divorce, &c. ; and all constitute but onc law! ‘Lhen
you will be kind enough to take hack the statement
in your second article, that the feview had perverted
the royal law, because it claimed that the commani-
ments are in it.  You have now admitted the ten
commandments, and T know not how much more !—
You continue as follows :

“These are only specimens of the changes lie
wrought in the perceptive portion of the religious sys-
tem that had u in vogue with the Jews from
the departure from Egypt. Others arc noticed clse-
where in the New Testament ; as, that covetousness
is idolatry ; hating a brother, murder, &c. These
specimens establish a rule of interpretation, and justi-
fy 2 Cor. iii; Rom. xiv., and Col. ii.”

Recollect a few things:

1. The changes which Christ wrought, were not in
the constitution of God’sreligious system. The sixth
and seventh, with all the other commandments of the
holy, just and perfect law, were always exceeding
broad. Ps. exix, 96; I, 6=11. But your position
requires you to believe that the law of God once took
cogn 'zance of the outward act only, and that when
Chrést came, he enlarged them, and made them exceed-
ing broad. This is in admirable keeping with the
doctrine that the penalty of the law was once nothing
but temporal death, inflicted by the hand of man.—
But when it is scen that the eye of the All-Secing Je-
hovah has ever taken cognizance of every departure
from the holy standard of right, even those in heart,
and that men will be judged by his lai in the day of
God, and then receive the great penalty—a part in the
lake of fire—the law of God is magnified and made
honorable,

2. To your remarks respecting covetousness, hating
a brother, &e., T answer, that the law of God hadtaken
cogn‘zance of these things before the first Advent, or it
had not, If it had not so done, then men in that period,
could hete each other &ec., and not be amenable to God
forit! But if it had always been a crime in the eye
of God’s Jaw to set thus, then the New Testament in
stating the fact, merely lays open a truth as old as
Creation.

It is by such specimens that you establish a rule of
interpretation, and justify 2 Cor. iii ; Rom. xiv; Col.
ii. The chapters need no justification; bnt the use
you make of them neceds a better justification than
such perversions as these. Your use of 2 Cor. iii, in
which you attempt to abolish the ten commandments,
was noticed in my last letter. Your use of Rom. xiv,
which yon justify at the expense of the command-
ments of God, will be noticed in my next. Your use
of Col. ii will be noticed in this letter. You continue:

“Now in the light of these facts, we ask, Did not
Christ remodel the religious system? Did he not
supersede the law;with its constitution, the decalogue?
No one can deny it: it is to obvious to be doubted.—
‘ For the pricsthood being changed, there is made of
NECESSITY a change also of the Law. Tleb.
vii, 12,

You say that it is so evident that the decalogue,
Gol’s constitution, has been superseded, that no one
candeny it. It has been superseded of course, then,
by the new constitation which you say Christ form-
ed for the gospel system of religion, of the two great
commandments. Now it is a fact that you have pre-
sented better evidence that he superseded one of the
two great procepts, than that he superseded either of
the ten!

There was a law that regualated the carthly priest-
hood in every particular; it was the law of carnal or-
dinances.  There was a law that made an atoucrient
and a priesthood necessary ; it was the royal luw ;
it was shut up inan ark.  The one required that the
pricsthood be of the order of Aaron &e.; the other
sairl nothing about priesthood. The one has been done
away, because of the weakness and unprofitableness
thercof, as its priesthood could never take away sins.
The other law abides, even now in the Ark of God’s
Testamnent in his Temple in Heaven. And before it
stands a great ITigh Priest, whose blood can take
away sins. The priesthood being changed, the law
which required that it should be of the race of Aaron
is necossarily changad; but no necessity is created
that the moral law of (iod should be changed also.—
Let ITeb. vii speak for itself.

To your further assertion that in your remarks no-
ticed above, you have presented direct evidence that
the commandments have been © doneaway, abolished,”
by Christ’s better law, and that the Sabbath has not
escaped in this change, but has gone with the things
written in the hand-writing of ordinancos, I answer,
that every thing which you could adduce as proof,
has been weighed, and the assertion stands before us
unsupported by evidence. And in taking leave of the
testimony of our Lord, 1 may be allowed to repeat his
answer to him who sought the way of life: “If thou
wilt enter into life, keep the commandments.” You
next speak as follows:

“We will now hear the other three witnesses,

‘2. Testimony or Paver. (1.) He testifies what
isabolished. Eph. ii, 14—17; Col. ii, 14—17; Hecb.
ix, 10. (2.) He tes'ifies to that which is not abolish-
ed. "IR’om. vii, 7—25 ; viii, 17 ; Eph.vi, 2,3; Rom.
m, ol

"The Review quotes Col. ii, 14—17, to show ‘what
is abolished.” 'The passage reads as follows :

‘ Blotting out the hand-writing of ordinances that
was against us, which was contrary to us, and took it
out of the way, nailing it to his cross;

¢ And, having spoiled principalitics and powe's, he
made a shew of themp openly, triumphing over them
in it.

“Tet no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink.
or in respeet of an holy day, or of the new moon, or
of the Sabbath days ;

¢ Which are a shadow of things to come; but the
body is of ghrizt.’

er od: then u
bath ‘};sginoususn’ 1
testimony.’”

To this I answer, that Paul recognizes a plain dis-
tinction between that law which caused the death of
the Lord Jesus, and that law which his death blotted
out. Rom, iii; Col. ii.

God’s Sabbath was sanctified and hallowed by him ;
consequently it stands in the midst of the nine pre-
cepts of his moral law. The annual sabbaths of the
Jews were never sanctified and hallowed by him, con-
sequently, they were placed with the feasts and new

n its own showing, the Sab-
This, remember, 18 ‘ direct

moons of the haud-writing of ordinances. ILev. xxiii,
24, 32, 39.

The hand-writing of ordinances, which Christ blot-
ted out, is the decalogue, or itis not. If it is the dec-
alogue, then Iinquire, how could Paul speak of meats,
drinks, new moons, holy days, [literally festival, Mack-
night ] and sabbaths, [plural,] as there is nothing of
the kind in it? But if you say that it does not refer
to the decalogue, but to those carnal ordinances which
regulate all these matters, then you yield all argu-
ment from this text.

But you may take still another position and say,(not-
withstanding no one of the things here mentioned as
alolished is to be found in the decalogue,) that the
handwriting of ordinances included the decalogue. Let
us test it. If it did include the decalogue, then the blood
of Jesus “ blotted out” the precepts which forbid idol-
atry, blasphemy, disobedicnce to parents, murder,
adultery, theft, false-witness, and covetousness!  And
that which the blood of Christ blotted out has never
been re-written ! ! Is not such a doctrine most shame-
ful, inasmuch as it not only delivers men from the
sentence of God’s law, whether they repent or not, but
it makes the great salvation of the gospel to consist,
not in deliverance from sin, but in deliverance from
every principle of morality that God ever laid down!!
But if the ten commandments were not among the
ordinances that Christ blotted out, then you fuil of any
proof, whatever, from this text !

Whatever was contained in the hand-writing of or-
dinances was “ abolished abstractly,” and entirely, and
not left in existence, as the abolition of the decalogue
left nine of the commandinents, according to your-
self !

But if you say that the hand-writing of ordinances
included only a part of the ten commandments, (in
order to avoid the absurdity that the whole ten
are utterly destroyed by the blood of Christ,) then I
ask yon to show your authority! If you say, be-
cause that the term “ holy-day” occurs, I answer, that
Wesley, Macknight, and the Doway version render
it feast day, festival, festival day ; and that they ren-
der it rightly is evident from the fact that it is the
same word that is thus rendered in Luke ii, 21 ; xxii,
1; John xiii, 1; Matt. xxvi, 5; xxvii, 15, &e. If you
say that it is because the word sabbaths, [plural,] is
used, I answer, that is slender proof, inasmuch as
the hand-writing of ordinances included at least four
annual sabbaths. Lev. xvili, 24, 32, 39.

But when God uses figures, does he not usc reason-
able ones? And what idea can you get of blotting
out words engraven in stone? And what a figure to
speak of nailing tables of stone to a cross!

Your “direct testimony,” therefore, that the Sab-
bath of Jehovah, embodied in the fourth command-
ment, is abolished, is obtained, like your other proofs
on the same point, by wresting the scriptures, and
particularly the words of Paul.—You speak again :

“¢8. ‘TegriMoNy oF James. ‘If ye fulfill the
royal law, according to the Scripture, Thou shalt love
thy neighbor as thyself, ye do well:

‘ But if yo have respeet to persons, ye commit sin,
and are convinced of the law as transgressors.

¢ For whosoaver shall keep the whole law, and yet
offend in one point. he is guilty of all.

¢ For he that said, Do not commit adultery, said
also, Do not kill. Now if thou commit no adultery
yet if thou kill, thou art become a transgressor of
the law.

¢So speak ye, and so do, as they that shall be judg-
ed by the law of liberty.’

What ‘dircet testimony’ is there here for the Sab-
bath? Not a particle: there is no allusion to the
subject. Ifit is claimed that the Sabbath is ¢ one point’
in the ‘law? to which James refers, we reply: This is
only an inference, and we demand Proo{ that such is
the fact. The law here in James is * the law of Christ,’
and not ‘the law of Moses; So in Rom, iii. 31; vi
7—25 3 viii, 1—7, and Eph. vi. "2, 3—texts quoted
by the Review to show what is not abolished—* the
law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus’ gives freedom ;
but this is not the law of Moses.”

It is an important fact that James quotes, not from
a new edition of the law of God, called by yourself
“the law of Christ,” but from the “Scripture”—the
Old Testament—and from that law [see margin)

which was composed of the commandments.
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Having heretofore pointed -out the defects in your
argument from this text, a few words are all that is
now needed, He that shall “ offend in one point, [pre-
cept, Macknight] he is guilty of all.”

The ‘“ AL hore roferred to, means one of two things: (1.)
It means only thosoe precepts which James hus quoted, which
makes ‘the whole law" to consist of the throe precepts hore
cited, and leaves us at liberty, not only to violate the fourth
commandment, but aleo the first, sccond, third, fifth, eighth,
ninth, and tenth, and even the first of the two great ones!—
Strange liberty! And you have not pffended in a singlo
point ! !

(2.)0r the “Art,'to which James points, includes the ten pro-
copts from which ho quotes, and he that violates one has trans-
gressod them all !

The socond is the position of the Review; the first is left for
those who break the commandments, and teach men so!

But Paul in Rom. iii, 31, refors to ‘ the law of Christ’”’ doos
‘he? This is o virtual admission that the law thoroe referred
to is not abolished. We inquire, thon, whother Paul refors to
the original, unabolishod law of Johovah, or to some other law.
Verso 19 shows the whole world condemned and guilty before
God in the sight of this law. Verse 23 gives the reason. Verses
24—26 shows that by faith in the atonement, the shedding of
the blood of the Son of God, guilty man may be pardoned.—
And verse 31 shows that salvation through the great propitia-
tion, does not make vold the law, but establishes it!

These facts point us to a law in existence beforo the first
Advent of the Messiah, and not to one ennoted by him after
his coming. To the law which made an atonement necessory,
viz: “the ten words™ shut up in the Ark, on the top of which
was the mercy-seat whero the blood of atonement was sprin-
kled. The Ark is in the truo tabernacle whore Christ is. Its
top is the moroy-soat from which we receive pardon; the tes-
tament within it is tho boly, unabolished constitution of the
Father.

You also attempt to sot gside the law in Rom. vil, 725, as
“the law of Christ.” For it is manifest that the law thero
noticed is an unebolished law. But this is a failure, for seve-
ral reasons, (1) The words purport to come from the law,
an oxpression never used with reference to the words of
Christ. (2.) The words in verso 7 are a literal quotation from
the deoalogue ; but as Christ never used the expression, and
never quoted the tenth commandment, they are not a quota-
tion from what you call *the law of Christ.”” (3.) But there
is direct proof in verses 22 and 25 that Paul refers to “ the law
of God.” MHence Paul did quote from the decalogue in the
yeur 60, and recognized it as unabolished

And as we read forward in chapter viil, wo find that the
law of the spirit of life in Christ Jesus, dolivered him, (not
from the law of God, as some vainly imagine, but) from that
other law of sin, which in chapter vii, 725, he represents as
bafling all his efforts to keep tho law of God. Tn the third
verse he offers praiso to God for the atonement; (justasin
chapter iii;) and in the fourth verse he testifies that tho right-
cousness [precopt, Whiting, ] of the law can now be fulfilled in
us. For he is delivered from the carnal mind, which is enmity
agoinst God, and which is not subjoct to his law ; (the same
that now leads men to fight the commandments of God )

Now, we inquire, from what law does Poul quoto in Eph. vi,
2,3. You think that he quotes the commandunent from the
1aw of Christ, und not from the law of Moses, a term which you
delight to apply t the commandments of God. Lot us test
this also. It is a fact, that though Christ has quoted this com-
mandment, he has never appended & promiso to it ; much less
has ho added the one hore qnoted by Paul. But it is also o
fact that this commandment does stand in the decalogue, not
only asits first commandment with promise, but with the very
P in qu d! Hence it is a fuot that Paul
quotes from the decalogne, which you say is abolished ; and
pot from the law of Christ, which, according to yourself, Christ
established by amonding his Fathor’s commandments ! Hence
it is a fact that the decalogue is not abolished ! You continue,
and conclude as follows :

“TgsTimony oF Jous. ‘And evory man that hath this
ho?e in him, puriﬁed} himsolf oven as he is pure.

‘Whosoover committath sin transgresseth also the law ; for
&in is the transgression of the law. ‘

¢ And ye know that he was mauifested to taléo away our sins;
and in him is no sin.’ John iii, 3—5.

¢ And the dragon was wroth with the woman; and went to
make war with the remnant of her seed, which keep the com-
mandments of God, have the testimony of Jesus Christ’
‘ Here is ﬂ:;ﬂ:tiem of the snints; hore are thor that kee
the commandments of God, and the faith of Jesus.” ¢ Bless
are they that do his commandments, that they may have riﬁ:
to the tree of life, and may ent#in through the gates into
eity’—Rev. xii, 17; xiv, 12; xxif, 14.

hat ‘ direct testimony’ is there in these passages in favor

of the Sabbath, or of the law of Moses, or of the decalogue 7—
Th'?':vl: o':mr:; ‘::i:ole rround of these passages when we ac
or the 9

knowledge oursclves to b‘em‘“undcr the la’;a o Chrhz?(l‘()or.
ix, 21,) without acknowledging the present authority of the
law of Moges ; and by ‘doing the commandments' of the New
Testamont. If we thus continue faltbful to the end, ‘under

the law to Christ,’ and ‘doing his dments,” we
be convicted of sin, nor excluded from the tree of life.”

Before oalling tion to the defects in your arg
these texts, I notice one or two facts.

(1) You have not succeeded in establishing & new constitu-
tion, or in modifying the original. (2.) You have not succeed-
ed in establishing & new law, in place of the holy and just law
of God. Hence the dments of God i ded

t from
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*Sanctify them through thy truth; thy wowd’}; ;;;;ﬁ”
ROCHY ST¥R. TRURSDAY, JULY 22, 1802,

THE PATIENCE OF THE SAINTS,
‘“Here iv the patience of the saints; bore are they thas'

and unabolished. Let us the scriptures quoted.

1. John ghows that the law still exists.

2. 8in is the transgression of it.

3. Christ was manifested not to take away the law, but to
take away sin, the transgression of it. Hence this is the orig-
inal law of God, one that existed before the Advent of Jesus,
and one that rendored his death nocessary, as shown in Rom.
iil. Ttstill exists, and whosoover breaks the coramandments
of God is convicted by it, ns a sinner. The blood of Jesus did
not blot it out. Dut say you, “ Love is the fulfilling of the
law.” Soitis, but whatis love 7 John answers: “Thisis
the love of God, that we keep his commondments.” 1 John v,
3. Such love does indeed fufill the law of God, and any thing
loss, no matter what the profession, is not the love of God!

The book of Revelation sp on the d
@God. At thevery end of time John saw the dragon and the
last fragment of the church contending. Listen: *‘And the
dragon was wroth with the womnan, and went to make war

keep the d ts of God and the faith of Jesus.” Rev.
xiv, 12. This verse closes the message of the third angel.—
The time having come when the truths contained in this mes-
suge are present truths, it becomes us to study them well.

Much is being said relative to the commandments of God
mentioned by the third angel, but comparatively little is said
upon the patience of the saints, and the faith of Jesus. These
subjects wo intend to present, but shall give only a fow
thoughts at this time upon the patience of the saints.

But where shall we apply this text that speaks of the pa-
tience of the eaints? In the future age? Nonzense! to talk
of a poriod when immortal saints will be 0 immersed in per-

ts of E children.

plexing trials as to make it necessary to exercise great pa-
tience ! This text can be applied to no other period only when
!they are groaning benoath the infirmities of mortality, and
! subject to the tempt , and fiery darts of Satan and his

Such a period the Apostle points out in a clear mavner in
Heb. x, 35—-39, * Cast not awny thorefore your confidence,
which hath great recompense of reward. For ye have need of

with the remnant of ber scod, which keep the dwment:
of God, and have the testimony of Jesus Christ.” What is
the foature by which the r t are distinguished 7 The

keoping of the commandments of God! What was done to
them? The dragon made war with them, for he was wroth.
Will the powers of this carth make war on the remnant for not

patience, that after ye have done the will of God, ye might
receive the promise; for yet a little while, and he that shall
come will come, and will not tarry.” What is the subject of
Pauls remarks 7 Answer, the doming of the Lord ; and they
can apply to no other period than that when Christ's coming
iz to be in “a Jittle while.” Then the exhortation, *“ Cast not

a1

worshiping other gode, not bowing down to idols, not blaspl

ing? No, thoy recognize them as right thus far. Will they
be offended with those who do not dishonor their parents, or
murder, or commit adultery, steal, or bear false witness, or
covet? No, they imprison those who do tbus. But those are
only nine of the commandments of God. The fourth command-
ment is the precopt that brings out the ire of the dragon.—
When the remnont take hold of this precept, which the drag-
on has with such care been laboring’ to change, the wrath of
worldlings, Catholics, Protostants, and even of Adventists, is
roused to erush them, and to check the work, *“that it p d

away, therefore, your ! &e., refers to those who
bave bad great confidence in Christ's coming, but have been
disappointed. Such are told that they would need patience
after they had done the will of God.

‘“ Here is the patience of the saints,” says tho third angel.
Their position is one of pecnliar trials. In publishing the first
and second messages, they did the will of God. While fulfill-
ing the Word they ived divine approbati Bnt a period
of trial of faith, the waiting, watching time must also come to
fulfill the Word. These fulfillments are all perfectly plain—~

no further I’ What is the trouble 7 0, they arc keoping the
commandments as God gave them, and they condemn us '—
Will the enemies of God succeed in destroying the remnunt?
No!
‘“The remnant in these latter days

Will trinmph sure ; give God the praise!

They, of the beast refuse the mark,

They koep God’s law—they have the Ark.”

The wrath of the dragon, already beginning to be stirred,
will doubtless increase until that *“time of trouble such as
nover was.” And some perhaps with whom the remnant have
taken sweet counsel, will be left to think thet in kiliing them
they are doing God's service.

But John sees them again. * Here is the patience of the
saints; here aro they that keep the commandments of God
and the faith of Jesus.”
commandment-keepers this time?7 In the patience of the
saints, (waiting with hope long-deferred,) and under the mes-
sage of the Third Angel. Then those who live in the period
referred to, will have much to say about the commandments
of God. And those who opppose will doubtless attempt to
prove that they are abolished, or that they have been super-
seded by the testimony of Jesus Christ. But the saints of
God, not heeding this folly, will keep both. But does not
John see them again? Yes. He sees the d

But when is it that John sees the |

The first ge, bused on time, hus been given. The second,
separating the Advent people from the churches, is alsoin the
past.  And it is cqually as clear that the period of the pa-
tience of the saints hus been since. the great disappointment in
1844.

Lut the Apostle continues: “Now the just shall live by
faith’’ This, by no means, is & period of reformation and re-
ligious oxei t, wheu th ds who have but little or no
real faith, may be borne onward by a strong current of salvation
setting heavenward, as in days past; but ig a period of apos-
tasy and death-like stapidity, when there are a thousand in-
fluences caleulated to drag the soul down to perdition. There-
fore, those who live to God at all, must live hy naked faith.—
"Paith in the fulfiltment of prophecy in the Advent movement
inthe past, and that “He that is to come will come ina “little
while,” and faith that conveys present saving power to the soul.

““ But if any man draw back my soul shall have no pleasure
in him. But we are not of them who draw back to perdition ;
but of them that beliove to the saving of the soul” Mark
this: tho only thing introduced here by the Apostle, from
which thero is danger of drawing back, is the ‘‘confidence”
once enjoyed in the hope of the coming of Christ. This being
the subjoet of his remarks, it follows that wo are exhorted not
to cast awny our confidence, which has been plensing to God,
while doing his will in giving the former messages. And it is
evident, nlso, that this period of the patience of the saints 1s in

keepers enter the holy city, while those who love and make a
lie, are loft without. Christ had said, * If thou wilt enter in-
to life, koep the commandments "’ John sees such enter in-
to it!

This is direct testimony that the dments of God are
not abolished. Tt is direct testimony that they have not been

ded by the testimony of Jesns Christ.

You may attempt to sot aside the commandments of God, as
the law of Moses, or to toach that thoy huve boen superseded
by the testimony of Jesus, but this will not avail. Those who
are ‘‘ under the law to Christ” will do as he has directed, viz:
“Keep the dments.”” The dments of Jesus
have not taken the place of the commandments of God, as you
try to give the idea. They stand together—they are insepar-
able. How long wilt thou not cease to pervert the right ways
of the Lord?

J. N. AxpreEws.
Port Byron, Cayuga Co. N. Y., July, 1852.

——e———
“Trev that forsake the law, praise the wicked ; but such as
keep the law contend with them.' Prov. xxviii, 4.
““For to be carnally minded is death, . . . bocause the
camal mind is enmity agaimst God; for it is not enbject to the
1aw of God, neithor indeed oan be.”’ Rom. viii, 6, 7.

q of their disappointment relative to Christ’s com-
ing, and the trials of their waiting, watching position. These
being the facts in the case, it is perilons to doubt, it is perdi-
tion to draw back, and fully deny and trample upon the ad-
vanced position once occupied.by the whole Advent body,

§7%" Tuz interest and usefulness of the Review axp Hea-
Awp greatly depends upon the communiesations from the scat-
terod brothren. A good brother suggests that the portion of its
columns devoted to letters, should be something like a confer-
ence-meeting, where all have a chance to speak.

Let those not accustomed to writing much, write In a natu-
ral, humble style. Itis a good time to write, after holding
sweet communion with God in prayer, when imbued with the
Holy Spirit.

But there are brethren and sisters who have written consid-
erablo, but neglect to furnish matter for the Review ANn
Herarp. A variety of matter from their pens would add
much to its usefulness.

Those who haye shared the blessings of the present truth,
should testify the same to others. A sketoh of the experience
of such, would doubtiess cheer many lonely brethren and sls-
ters who are separated from those of like precious faith.

Brethron and sisters, speak out, and let others know what
the Lord has done for yon, and let God be glorified for his
abundant meroy.
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¥rom Bro. Holt.

Dear Bro. WaiTe :—I reached home last evening,
much fatigued in body, but strong in faith. Bro. Ed-
son will probably reach home to-day. We have had
some very interesting meetings since I wrote you from
Irasburgh, Vt. We held meetings in Chateaugay,
Sabbath and First-day, June 26th and 27th, which
vesulted in much good. Brn, Hollis and Ingraham
were with us. An appointment was sent on for the
mecting, but was not received in time to notify the
brethren before we reached there on Friday.

There were two school-houses in the place where
public meetings were held, but they were both taken
up, one by an Advent preacher who had two mect-
ings on Sabbath afternoon, and three on First-day.
A portion of the brethren were desirous to hear on the
subject of the Sabbath, and requested the preacher to
give way for this subject to be presented or discussed,
This he did not feel disposed to do. He and his asso-
ciates were then asked, if we might unite with them,
and improve part of thctime? This they would not
do, but chose & separate meeting. When this was de-
cided, the Baptist preacher being present, arose and
withdrew his appointment, and freely offered us the
other house. We accepted the offer, and spoke to a
crowded house, on First-day, that listened attentively
to the subject of present truth, The result was, that
several decided to keep the Sabbath of the Lord, and
public notice was given for meetings on the next sev-
enth day. We had intoresting mectings with the
brethren in Bangor and Norfolk. They are growing
stronger, and the Lord is adding to their numbers.

Sabbath and First-day, July 3d and 4th, we held a
conference at Bro. John Byington’sin Potsdam, The
brethren from different places met there. We had a
time of refreshing, and we were much strengthened
and encouraged.

Bro, and Sr. Byington and two others were bap-
tized. Three had formerly been sprinkled. The other
was a young convert. We passed through Lorain and
Sandy Creek, and found the brethren in good spirits,
united, and strong in the truth of God.

Oswego, N. Y., July 8th, 1852. G. W. Hovr.

_‘-—

From Bro. Upson.
Dear Bro. Warre: Since you was here, I have

not been a little comforted and strengthened in the
faith Jof Jesus, as the Apostle says, faith cometh by
hearing, and hearing by the word of God, and as the
Blessed Jesus says, man liveth not by bread alone, but
by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of
God. God’s word is truth, aud I feel that if we are
ever fitted for heaven and glory, we must be sancti-
fied through the truth. The Psalmist says, thy Law
is the truth. Unless we keep the commandments of
God, we can never have a right to the tree of life, and
enter in through the gates into the City.

The three messages are just what the children of
God needed, to bring them out of the errors of the
nominal church and to bring them into the light and
liberty of the gospel of the Son of God, and fit them
for heaven, They are like leaven hid in three meas-
ures of meal until the whole was leavened., It scems
to me that the light of revelation is now shining clearer
to the children of Grod, than at any age of the world.
Truth is powerful, and it will cut its way through to
the hearts of God’s people. God has sent out his ser-
vants to proclaim his word and to give the world the
last warning message of the approaching judgment.—
The prerogative of Satan is to counteract the truth of
‘heaven, and deccive the world, Let us walk by faith
and not by sight, Withouf faith it is impossible to
please God, and there i no condemnation to them
who are in Christ Jesus, who walk not after the fiesh
but after the Spirit. The law is spiritual. It is the
law of liberty that St. James speaks of, by which.
we are made free from opndemmtmn,_through Jesus
Christ.

Yours in patient waiting for .our coming Lord . and

K.I&‘ Davip Upson. -
in, N. Y., July 11th, 1852. .

From Bro. Case.

Dear Bro. WaiTe:—I wish to say to the dear
brethren scattered abroad, that God is at work in the
West, and the saints are rising. They have dug deep
through the rubbish, dust, and shavings, and have
found rock bottom, the commandments of God, and
are trying to build on that foundation that standeth
sure, which no man can tear up, though they, tike the
Sodomites; work until they weary themselves. The
bulwarks of Almighty God can never be battled down
by all the forces that the puny arm of man can rally
against them, though Goliath-like they may defy the
armies of Isracl and their King, and boast of “unan-
swerable arguments.” We will trust in the God of
David, and as our weapons of war are not carnal, but
mighty throngh God to the pulling down of strong
holds, we arc determined to gird on the whole armor,
and take the sword of the Spirit, the Word of God,
and go boldly without the camp and cry, the com-
mandments of God and the faith of Jesus, until the
scattered remnant arc established on the command-
ments of God.

We should now each one stand at our post, for the
encmy hascome inlike a flood, and the standard must
be raised against him. This, God has promised, should
be done. See Jsa. lix, 19. God works by means, and
through his people he has accomplished many won-
ders, and will more, and it behooves us to be ready,
and stand where God can use us to his glory. His
work will go forward, and he that reapeth receiveth
wages, and that reward is glorious. See Dan. xii, 3.

I feel to rejoice that the truth is gaining ground,
and that God is visiting his humble truth-seeking
people in this State. He has been pleased to send our
dear Bro. J. Bates to us, and he has come richly
laden with the truth, and our hungry souls have been
fed. Yours in hope,

H. 8. Cass,

Anarbor, Mich., July 8th, 1852.

—————— R ———
From Bro, Rose.

Dear Bro. Wmre:—Knowing that you, as well
ag others, feel a deep and an abiding interest in the
welfare of Zion, I feel it a great privilege, as well as
duty, to let you know how it is with us. Since I
wrote you last, we have had a very interesting season,
for the Lord has been manifesting himself in these
parts in a wonderful manner, by writing his holy Jaw
upon the fleshly tables of the heart of his people, so
that they may kecp his holy commandments in spirit,
and in truth too, and follow the Lamb whithersoever
he goeth. Tho jewels are being manifest, and are pu-
rifying themselves by obeying the truth,

A conference was held at Coughdenoy, July 3d and
4th. Bro. S. W. Rhodes, the servant of the Most
High, was with us in the fullness of the gospel of the
third angel’s message,as far as it is unfolded to the
chosen fow that are appointed heirs of salvation.
Praise ye the Lord all ye his saints. The Lord met
with us, a8 well as the dear brethren. Some from
Oswego, New Haven, Volney, Albion, Sterling, and
Syraeuse were there. Yes, from Syracuse. The
standard is raised there, and the Lord is bringing souls
out of that place, and he is doing a great work here.
Eighteen dear, precious souls, followed our Great Pat-
tern in the holy ordinance of baptism on First-day.—
It surely was a time of r¢joicing. I heard it remarked
by a number that it was the best conference they ever
attended, and I think T never attended where there
was 50 few trials as at that meeting.  Although Satan
accused our brethren, and his host raged and blas-
phemed against the Holy Ghost, yet God’s people
that confided in him, were secure. There is a coming
up of the standard, at this time, of God’s peculiar peo-
ple, and full purpose of soul to do all that the Lord
would have them to do. Three of the precious jew-
els have come into the liberty this morning, and are
praying in the Holy Spirit to God for strength and
wisdom to keep the.commandments, who are my near-
est neighbors. AvrexanpER Ross,

.Coughdenoy, July 6th, 1852.

From Bro. Flower.

Dear Bro. WiiTE :—The Lord is still with the
little remnant in this place. The conference here has
Jjust closed. Brn. Baker, Wheeler, and Wyman at-
tended. The word preached was backed up by the
energies of the Holy Ghost, and we trust that much
good will be the result of the meeting. A number
manifested a desire for the prayers of the saints by
rising.

The third angel’s message is gaining ground here,
notwithstanding there are many adversaries, It is
the truth, and it will go forward. The Lord speed it
on, i8 my prayer. - Some are making up their minds,
in this place, to keep the commandments of God.

The Review and Herald is received here with glad-
ness. We hope you will visit us on your tour East.
I feel that it is good for me to keep the Sabbath. It
is not grievous. How sweet the.zprpmise in Isa. lviii,
13, 14:—

“If thou turn away thy foot from the Sabbath, from
doing thy pleasure on my holy day ; and call the Sab-
bath a delight, the holy of the Lord honorable; and
shalt honour him, not doing thine own ways, nor
finding thine own pleasure, nor speaking thine own
words :

“Then shalt thou delight thyself in the Lord; and
I will cause thee to ride upon the high places of the
earth, and feed thee with the heritage of Jacob thy
father : for the mouth of the Lord hath spoken it.”

We wish to be remembered by all the faithful ones. -

Yours in the love of the truth,
Ashfield, Mass., July 13th, 1852. H. FLowenr.
v————‘_—

From Bro. Drew,
DEeag Bro. WaiTE :—Since you left here I have

been to' Rushville, Canandaigua, and Seneca Falls, In
all these places I can but hope there are some that
will"regeive the truth. The age to come theory is
taking so deep hold of some of our former brethren,
that it leaves but little ground to hope for them. The
book of Revelation they apply principally to the 1000
years, especially chap. xiv. But if they are right now,
then they were wrong in giving the judgment hour cry
when they did. .

I still believe that the judgment hour message was
given in the right time, and I will bless and thank
God’s holy name for granting me patience so long.
My faith never was stronger than now. The third
angel’s message has done a great work for me, and
some of my children. My brethren, I see nothing
discouraging. God is for us, who can be against us?
Our meetings in this place have been crowned with
heaven’s blessings. Lepseus Drew.

Pultney, N. Y., July 6th, 1852,

e ————— e
From Sist:r Leadbeater.
Dear Bro. Waire :—I feel to thank and praise my

Saviour that he has opened my eyes to the present
truth. It scems plain that Jesus is beginning to reach
out his arms to gather his people into one spirit and
one faith ; and it becomes us to keep pace with the un-
folding truth of the blessed Bible.

I reccived my last paper yesterday, and was greatly
strengthened and encouraged in reading so many in-
toresting letters fromn the brethren scattered abroad.
Truly, the Lord is at work, and blessed be his nime.
Although it is not my privilege to meet with them,
yet it rejoices me very much to hear from them through
the Review and Herald.

Dear brethren and sisters, having the hope we pro-
fess, let us purify oursclves even as he is pure. We
should be following the Lord fully, as did Caleb and
Joshua, and walking with him as did Enoch apd Eli-

jah. Holiness becometh thy house, O Lord.” With- |

out it we shall not sec thee, »

My prayer is, revive us, cheer us, strengthen us,
and purify us, and save'tis at thy coming, and king-
donu.

I approve very much of your idea of getting up a
paper for the children. T hope God will enable you
to be instrumental in his hands of doing much good
to the household of faith. = MaRy LEADBEATER.

Cincinnati, O, July 15th, 1852,
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From @ister Washburn,

DpAr Bro. Waire t==Although a stranger to you,
yet I trust I am not & stranger to that Saviour who
hath seid, “Come unto me all ye that labor and are
heavy laden, and I will give you rest.” I wish to ex-
press my thanks to you, and gratitude to God, for
the instruction I have received through the Review
and Herald. My knowledge of the thivd angel’s mes-
sage is confined alone to the Word of God, and the
light I have received from you paper. I do not have
the privilege of meeting in conference with brethren
and sisters of like precious faith: There is but one
in this place, besides myself, that keeps the fourth
commandment, Jesus, the Faithful and True Wit
ness, says; “ Blossed are they that do his command:
ments, that ‘they may have right to the tree of life,
and may enter in through the gates into the City.”—
There are those who profess to love God that would
gladly lead us from his holy Sabbath, to an institu-
‘tion of Papacy. To such I can say,

“ For Canaan I've started, and on I must go,
Till all the bright gleries of Eden I know;

I've made no reserve, and I'm sure I'll not Inck,
While onward I journey and do not draw back.
My soul ie enkindled with rapture and love,

I fain would ascend to my Jesus above :

But nay, I must follow in his humble track,

And prove my obedience by not drawing back.
Then on let us press, for Jesus is near,

And strengthen enach other with words of good cheer;
With zeal ever buoyant and cournge ne'er elack,
Let's be true to our King and nover draw back.”

1 had rather suffer affliction with the people of God,
than to enjoy the pleasures of sin for a season. While
we have Jesus for our friend, the Spirit for our guide,
why need we fear? If God is for us, who can be against
us? My whole being says, Praise the Lord for what
he is doing. The road looks plain. A wayfaring
man, though a fool, need not err therein. Itis my
determination, God being my helper, to spend the re-
mainder of my days in his service.

Yours, waiting for redemption at the appearing of
Jesus, CaroLINE A, WASHBURN,

Georgia, Vt., July 10th, 1852.

e ——

From Bro, Marks.
Lot the Candid Judges

Dear Bro. Wiaire: [ thought of saying a fow
words in relation to an obituary notice in the Advent
Harbinger for December 20th, 1851, from the pen of
Mary A. Seymour, on the death of P. Cook of Jackson,

1t seems that there i nothing, however absurd or
false it may be, but what can find a place in that pa-
per, if it is only in opposition to the Holy Law of God,
or those who love and obey it.

The writer asserts that most “of his [C.’s] former
brethren whom he much loved, having embraced the
shut door, aud its kindred doctrines, seemingly shut
their bowels of compassion towards him, and others
also who do not agree with them in faith: This to
him was a very great grief. They did not as much
as look at him. More than this, did the Priest and
Levite.”

As to the truth of the assertion, that he much loved
his former brethren, let the reader decide; for he left
them, and their meectings and united with the wicked
world, and fallen church, for no other reason than
that they opposed the ides of Christians voting for
wicked rulers. It was'about a year before we em-
braced the open and shut door of the heavenly Sanc-
tuary, and the Sabbath of the fourth commandment,
that Mr. C. left us; and although we entreated him
time after time, and exhorted him in Christ’s stead to
be reconciled to God, yet all invain, “Still he stood
opposed to the commandments of God. Not willing
to give it up, I visited him again, when I was told by
his wife, in his presence, that she wished I would go
away, and keep away, and that he did not want to
hear it (the present truth) any more than she did.—
To this he kept silent. She further said that some of
us were coming there every little while, and hanging

on to him, calling him Bro. Cook, and she wished we
would keep away, and I left the house. I have stat-
ed the remarks of Mrs. C. as near as I can recollect,
and I leave the candid to decide whether we could go
there under such circumstances, or not.

I am one of his former bréthren who have embraced
the commandmmts of God, &c., yet, under all these
circumstances, T was with him in hi§ last xlhxessl'ﬁme
after time, watched with, and took care. of "him, gnd
when unable to watch myself, I have been after oth-
ers to watch with him.

The other brethren living about three miles off, and
all of us being requested to keep away, complied with
the request. Mr., and I think Mrs. Seymour was
knowing to the fact of my being with Mr. C. in his
last illness, and yet they could make the assertion
that we “did not as much as look at him, more than
this did the Priest and Levite.” But I submit the
subject with the following questions. 1. Did he much
love his former brethren? 2. Did they shut their
bowels of compassion towards him? Was that to
him a very great grief? 3. Did thcy not as much as
lookat him? I leave the candid to judge for them-
selves where the truth is in this matter.

Yours in the truth, keeping the commandments of
God and the faith of Jesus,

A. A. MARks.

Jackson, Mich., June 20th, 1852,

e ———— e —
EXTRACTS OF LETTERS.

Bro. Joseru BaTes writes from Galesburgh,Mich.,
July 12th, 1852:~“T have stopped at the Post Office
to communicate & few lines. Bro. Dodge, of Jackson
came here with me yesterday from Climax, where we
spent the Sabbath, at which place two brethren em-
braced the truth.

“We gathered a few friends here yesterday to lis-
ten to the truth; and one of the dark spirits from the
East came with_them, (R. H.) He charged the Sab-
bath-keepers with breaking up a band of Advent be-
lievers of about one hundred in number, in Roxbury,
Mass, I told him it was the Sabbath-breakers that
did that work. He afterwards acknowledged that he
had kept the Sabbath a few years, just to please the
rest; but he knows the commandments are all abol-
ished. It is many years since I have heard such a
perfect jargon as this mau presented, after I closed,
and a part of it while I was spesking. He isa real
brawler. I told the man of the house I should not
preach in the evening if this man was allowed to
brawl in this manner. So we left.

“] gent you five names, last weck, from Plymonth.
There, I trust, a good work is done with Bro. Cor-
nell’s family and brethren. I wish Thad time to give
particulars.”

Bro. W. Morsg writes from Royalton, Vt., July.
12th. 1852:—“T feel very thankful for the effort you
are making for the dear youth, in publishing a paper
for their benefit. I send you a fow names, and the
enclosed—for their paper. All I have seenseem much
interested in the paper.

« Qur hearts are encouraged while we read in the
Review and Herald the cheering account, from the
brethren at a distance, of the state of the cause. We
think much of Bro. Andrews’ Letters to Crozier.
I would not part with the papers that contain them
for any price, unless I could obtain them again.

T feel deeply for some who have been with me in
the former messages. I want them to share with me
in finding a good foundation to stand upon. I want
them to have the paper, receive the truth, and stand
with us on Mount Zion. I walked eight miles, last
night, after doing a day’s work, to see some that have
been firm in the Advent faith, and found two that
wanted the Review and He

Bro. H. S. GurRNEY writes from Fairhaven, Mass.,
July 11th, 1852 :—* We have had a good meeting the
day past. It is thought best to have a conference at
Bro. Colling’ about the time you may be this way,
and leave it with you tp make the appointment.

“T thank God that the work is manifestly pro-
gressing, although I am unworthy of being identified
with his cause ; but T do rejoice in the work.”

Bro. R.MoRrAN writes from Lawrenceburgh, Dear-
born Co., Ind., July 11th, 1852 :—* The Review and
Herald comes regularly, in a day or two after its pub-
lication. Our beloved Bro. Andrews’ letters to C.,
in my judgment, are invaluable. If I had the means,
after the series are finished, I would scatter them in
pamphlets by the thousands. It does seem to me,
that any person, to be honest before God, cannot with-

stand their force.”
e ————————

Tre following from the Sabbath Recorder shows the pain-
ful condition of the Seventh-duy Baptist Denomination. This
people hawe necessarily been more separate from the world than
others, in consequence of observing tho true Sabbath; and
have taken a bold stand in reforms, and to. enfranchise tho
enslaved.

And if this sketch “ig not in any perticular overdrawn,”
what must be the conditien of those pepular Seots, closely
united with the world, and stained all over with the sins of
which this nation is guilty ?

STATE OF THE DENOMINATION,

1t is a solemn thought, that “ judgment must begin
at the house of God.” What the end will be of those
who compose the Seventh-day Baptist denomination,
when the judgment shall have passed, it may not be
easy to say; but no one, we presume, will accuse us
of uncharitableness, if we say, they will “scarcely be
saved.” 1 Pet, iv, 17, 18.

The same inspired writer who teaches that the
righteous will scarcely be saved, also informs us of a
way in which we may have an entrance ministered to
us abundantly into the everlasting kingdom of Jesus
Christ. 2 Pet.i, 11. Tt would seem, however, as if
the most of us thought it quite enough to be saved
“go as by fire” 1 Cor. iii, 15. But what if the fire
consume us, ere the hand of mercy snatch us as a brand
from the burning? Let those who are content to
have just religion enough to get to heaven, think of
this.

Threeof our Associations have now passed their anni-
versaries for the present year; and what do we learn
from their statistics, of the state of the denomination?
Alas! alas! We are progressing, but not in that which
would be the life of the churches. We areadvancing,
but not in the work of subduing the world to Christ.
We are “rich, and increased with goods, and have need
of nothing.” Probably, there never was a time, when
we enjoyed greater prosperity in this world’s good.—
But for all that, we are “wretched, and miserable,
and poor, and blind, and naked.” Worldly-minded-
ness has eaten up our piety. With here and there an
exception, our churches have diminished in numbers,
instances of backsliding have multiplied, family relig -
ion is deplorably neglected, the power of the ministry
is waxing feeble, and there seems to be a prospect that
Glod is about to send upon us the worst of all curses,
“u famine, not of bread, nor of water, but of hearing
the words of the Lord.”

One of our ministering brethren, who has labored
long and usefully, in a communication which, we sup-
pose, was not intended for the public eye, expresses
himself with much feeling on this point, and very ap-
propriately. He will excuse the liberty we take in
publishing a part of his letter. Our readers will pon-
der the solemn facts upon which he dwells, and ask
whether it is not time to clothe ourselves in sackcloth,
and beseech God to take away our reproach.

T. B. B.

“ ] feel exceedingly distressed. There are several
stand-points from which, for a long time, I have been
trying to take observations, which should neither
exalt our position unduly, nor unjustly depress it.
And the result of these observations has been to great-
ly distress me.

“ First, let us look for one moment, into the con-
dition of things as it respects the ministry. Our num-
ber is exceeding small. This itself is a circumstance
of weakness, which is truly discouraging, when we
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the b of 1abor & ded at our hands. Then,
what a large proportion even ofthese are barely supporting s
nominal existence. They have a name % llve, but how foe-
ble and inofficient are they. Of the number that aro some-
what sctive, how many are crippled for the want of education,
and that thorough mental training which is requisite for the
developmont of one’s solf, and for exfensive usefulness in this
ago of gigontic intellectual strife. DBut, farther, how diemal
the faot that some, who have been reckomed among our most
useful and suocessful ministors, are now, by the decisions of
our eoclesiastionl bodios, deposcd or suspended—justly thrent-
ened with the ban of excommuniecation. 0, ‘how is the gold
become dim, and tho wost fine gold changed?” This is sad.—-
Quroandidates for the wmiunlstry, o, wheve ave they? Indeed,
have we any 7 Our young men of talent aro turning their at-
tention {nother directions. For sams canse, few hoar and ro-
ply to the voice of tho Lord calling tothis work, ‘ Ifore am T,
sond me.! Either thelr hearts ave not sufficiently imbued with
tho love of souls, or spiritual weakness, or some other oauso,
holds them back. This 1s to me a source of great anxiety;
and whatever the cause of this delinquency may be, T would
that it might be sought out, and romedied.

‘Again, look at our churches. Now, it does not satisfy me,
to say that ‘it is a genoral time of backsliding and apostasy.’
I take no comfort in that thought. Yook, I say, atour church-
es. Sevoral of the strongest of thom aro bound, hand and foot,
by dissentions and internal brolls—strong and leading breth-
ren arrayed against oach other—and this too in the kingdom
of poace! In some instances, even charch is arrayed againit
church, and othors so far sympathizing with these that thoy
aro but little botter of. What a sin and burniug shame is
this! Other churchos are affected with a disease littlo less to
be dreaded—Iukewarmness. A doath spell seems to have come
over us; and so doep is this sleep, that even the thunders of
Sinai do not disturbthem! Or, if aroused somewhat, they im-
mediately sink again to slumber, with the sluggards song up-
on their lipe, A little more sleep'—* & littie more slumber.'—
Hence, wo have no revivals, or but comparativoly few. Back-
#lidors and apostates inoronse upon our Bands, while sinners
grow bold, and scoff at €ion and her King, Our sons and
daughters, our pride, and the hope of the church, and strength
of the state, are drinking in scopticism and infdelity, aro be-
coming wanton, and refuse restraint. As for tho counsels of
the Almighty, they despise thom ; and as for his reproofs, they
will not bear them. As for tho gospel, they are not sonsible
that they noed it, for thoy know not that they are diseased.—
Their dopravity is so deoply intronched in their natares, that
its presence is not geon,

¢Finally, our Home and Poreign Missions need roplenishing
and extending. But whore are our materinls for the work?
Wo are limited and olroumscribed, on the right hand and on
the left. We have ncither the men nor the means to necom-
plish the purposes contomplated.

fNow, I am satisfied that this imperfoct and defective sketoh
Is not in any particular overdrawn. If so, what shall we do?
Shall we give up and die? O for faith in God'~for strong
faith! I fecl that I need this faith-—Ffaith mixed with ardent,
undying love !—that ¢an remove mountains—that finds its an-
ohorage in-the throne of the Eternal.”

——————
Extract of a Lettar from Bro. N, W. Rockwsll

Dear Bro. Wiire: “ Although we never saw each other,
yot I trust that we are brought noar by the bonds of unity in
the glorious gospel of the Son of God. My soul is full of love
and hope. I do hope to sco you, and all tho dosr brethren
and sisters, after our Lord comes and calls the sloeping saints
from the cold embraco of denth, and ¢lothes them with immor-
tality and oternal 1o, and changoes the living saints in & mo-
ment in the twinkling of an eyo. Oh, glorious hope that tho
same Spirit that raised Christ from the dead, shall also quick-
en our mortal bodies, and fashion them like unto his most glo-
rious body. It doth uot yot appoar whut we shall be, but we
know that when he who is our 1ifa shall appear, we shall bo
ilke him, for wo shall sce hin as he is, .

“The hopo of an endless lifo in the presence of God and the
Lamb, and among the just mado perfect is blessed indeod.—
But ho that bath this hope ir him, purifeth himself. How
are wo to do this, but by faith and unfeigned lovo of the truth,
walking in all his commandmonts blaweless? I pray that
we may be sanctified through tho truth, his word is truth, and
soaled by the Holy Spirit unto the day of redemption. But
we eannot expoct to bo sanctified or sealed in disobedienco to
hig will, or in tho noglect of any of his commnndments. We
know thot the commandments are boly, just and good.

#But It is surprising how sorue who profess to be looking for
and loving tho appearing of our Lord, not only neglect, but
fight ogaiust the keeping of tho Sabbath. Now Ido very
“much fear that it 1a for want of the love of the truth. An
honest soul, that is willing and anxious to know and do the
will of his Moster, will not long confer with flesh and blood, in
censulting with Lis interest, friends or ease, but will sacrifice all
for the love of his Maater and the truth. Pardon my frank-

noas in speaking thus freely. Some will appear to be willing
to henr, and try to search for truth; others will fight against
it, and wheo they fail in argument and inferencee whioh they
try to bring up to justify themselves in the error, will iy to
slander and contempt, and name some one that they have
henrd of that keeps, or pretends to keep tho seventh day, and
over come short in other matters, This will be & poor prop, or

-excuse for them in tho great day of God’s wrath, when those

only, whose names are found written in the book shall be de-
livered.

“I feel greatly blest and strengthened in trying to keep the
commandments. Lur Saviour saye, 'Blessed are they that
do his commandments, that thoy may bhave right to the tree of
lifo,’ &e. Iero our Lord has reforrod us to the ton command-
ments of the Father—the immutabio law of God.

“It iy a plonsure, and I hopo a profit, to have the Review
and Herald T hope you will send it to o, and I hopo to be
able and willing to do iy duty in sustaining you.

“T am very lonely, thore being no one within twonty miles,
with whom I can associato, that koeps the Sabbath. 0, how
glad I was to have Bm. Holt and Edson look after, and find a
poor, unworthy shoep, in the wildernees, and feod me a portion
of ment. T shall, in all probability, have to travel more than
forty days on tho strongth of that meat, before I shall be again
fedinthe stine way. Dut thanks to wy Master, he foeds mo
himsclf, when no shephord finds me, in my quiot retreat. -

““ Pray for mo, that my faith fail not.”

Farnham, C. E., July, 11th, 1852, N. W. RockwsLL,

—————
Extract of a L.tt.r yrom Sr, B, Lindsey,

“T nave had some irials, but by patiently enduring thom
they have worked for my good, Praisc the Lord, we havo the
promise, if wo keop his commandments wo shall abide in his
love, 80 wo have no roason to be discouraged. The Lord is with
us, and wo know wo have the truth; and though we meet with
trinls and scoming diffioultics, still we know the Lord hasa
tender caro for his people, and if we are bumble and obedient,
he will draw his covering ovor ue.  And if we press our peti-
tions to tho throne, we shall receive answers of peace to our
souls. T praise God that his truth looks brighter, clearer than
ovor, and is surcly dostined to triumph. I am thankful for
the light that now shines upon his word, .Hmr sweot is holy
communion with God’s people, now while his law is shining in-
to our hoarts,

“I want to be found with the humble fow who are striving
to keep the commandments. It is the law of God that will
judge us ut the last day, and how carcful we should bo to cbey
the trath, that shall make us free, Y trust in the Lord, and
expact, and receive strength from him. I do feol like pressing
forward, and striving %o overcome."

A stranger in this land of woe
I long have wandered here ;

A treasure has my Bible been,
It speaks my Jesus near.

When Christ in glory shall appear,
To make this oarth onr home,
To change his waiting, living saints,

And wake those in the tomb.

0, then, with patience, let mo wait,
Though long the way and drear;
For in his own appointed time
Ho surely will appear.

Melbourne, C."E., July 11th, 1852, E. Linosey.

Letter from Bro. Smith.

DeAr Bro. Wuire:—Tho Advent Review and Sabbath
Herald, ns I think, contains much important truth, for which
ronson I wish for the current volume, commencing with tho Grst
number, and I will pay you whatever you mey write me isthe
aotun] cost. But much more than that you need not expeet, if
the truth is mixed with error, as I anticipate.

Ono believing in the Ten Commandments, (not nine,) and
boping for “an everlasting poesession,” not ‘in the air,) not
“in the clouds” only during the *‘storm ;"> but in this carth
renewed, with Asranay, Isaac, and Jacos.

Rica'n Smrru.

Sherbrook, C. E., June 14th, 1852,

Remauxs :—We are encouragod, Bro. 8, to learn that you
think the Review aNn Herain contains ¢ much important
truth”’ Some who have supposed that our views were all
wrong, have sinco fully embraced them.

Itiswith plonsuro that we send you the paper. The terms,you
will soe on the first pago. But as you wish to pay the actual
cost, wo will make a statement of the cost of the paper; not
for your benofit only, but for others also.  Ono dollar a year,
with our present list of names, should all pay, is no more than
the actusl cost. Including postage, which we have to pay on
all papers sont to Canada East, it would cost us 81,25 a year.

Tho cost of a paper is affocted by the circulation that it hes.
As the circulation of the Review axn HerArn isnot yet large,
it costs as mucl as some papors two or throo timos as large ~—
If 2400 persons will each pay us 81 o yoarwe cen sond them
the paper weokly.

We are glad that nine-tontha of God's law does not satisfy

you. Itisail “holy, just, and good’ Yes, brother S., the
gaints’ possession will not be above the heavens, nor in the
beavens. Baot * the kingdom and dominion, and the g
of the kingdom, UNDER THE WHOLE HEAVENS, shall be given
to the people of the saints of the Most High."” Nover, till the
whole earth is made new, will Abrabam, Isasc and Jacob
receive the ' cverlasting possession.”

P
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15 W= would suggest the propriety of holding meetings,
whore circumstances will aduit, twice the length of timsiney
awre usunily hoid. It is often the case that leoturing brothren
labor hard against a tide of opposition all through o meoting of
two or three days. And when the opposition is broken down,
and the way is open to accomplizh great good, they leave to
attend other appointments, and leavo the ground for the op-
posers of our faith to cast a blighting influence, before the word
has teken deop root. Wheroas, if they had remained suffi-
cient timo to give more fully the reasons of our hope and faith,
those Interestod would have boen enlightened and strengthenod
80 a3 not to be affected either by the sophistry or slender of
those who teach the abolition or change of God's law. We
give it as our opinion that in many cases meetings should
hold ono woek.

T R — .
The Cause in the West.

WE are happy to bear that the onuse of prosont truth is pro-
gressing in the West.  And we would advise the friends of the
cause to secure, if possiblo, the faithful labors of Bro. Joseph
Bates who is now in that wide field.

Bro. Bates writes, July 15th, 1852:—"1 wrote you a few
days sinoe, giving the timo of Couferences in Milan and Cin-
cinnati, Ohio. I bave since learned of many more places in
Wis. and IlL to visit than X then knew of. I €eol unsettled as
to my labors this way, and probably shall till after the Confer-
once here [ Albion, Wis ] which commences to-morrow.”

e ——e .
The Sabbarh Heeorder,

Wz have ived sevorai bors of this weckly paper,
publishod at No. 9 Spruce-Stroet, New York. It “is dovote
to the exposition and vindication of the views and movements
of the Seventh-day Baptist Denomination.” Of its efforfs to
build up a particular donomination we have bothing to say.—
Our views on this subject may be seen in the Review Axp
Heratp Nos. 3 and 4 of the present volume. But we have
beon highly gratified with the seriptural and able manner in
which the Recordér has defended the Sabbath of the fourth
commandment.

. e e e

Tue New Hyaw Boox is now ready. It contains 112 pa-
ges.  Price—Well bound, 30 cents, in paper covors, 20 cents,

The postage on those sent by mail, which we shall have to
pay, will be throe or four cents, within 600 mailes.

Wo dosign to send a quantity by Express to Jackson, Mich.
where the friends in the West may obtain them of Bro. A. A.
Dodge.

Appolntments.

ProvipeNCE permitting, I shail attend Meotings in the fol-
lowing places: West Hartford, Vt., July 24 and 25 ; Northfield,
Vt., July 31 and Aug. 1; Morristown, Vt., Aug.7 and 8; Iras-
burg, Vt., or vicinity, Aug. 14 and 15. Josern Baxeu,

I pukross to meet with the Brn. in Bennington, N. H,, at
the house of Bro. Martin, July 24th, and 25th: at Bro. Whit-
comb’s, in Mansonville, July 31st, and Aag. lst.

Brothren, let us come together strong in the Lord.

Samuel Everery.

[Bro. Everett's appointment came one day too late for our
last paper.]

e ——————

EF7 Arrer attending our appointment at Coughdonoy, we
shall bo obliged to return home, and not go East at present as
wo intendod. If arrang, ts can be made so that we can
leave the Office about the middle of August, notice will be giv-
en in the next paper.

e ————— e
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