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CONSOLATIONS FOR THE LONELY.

Tuege is a land where beauty cannot fade,
Nor sorrow dim the eye;
Where true love shall not droop, nor be dismayed,
And none shall ever die !
Where is that 1and, oh where ?
For I would hasten there.
Tell me—1I fain would go;
For I i wearied with a heavy wo!
The beautilul have Teft me all alone;
The trae, the tender, from my path have gone!
0 guide mo with thy hand,
If thou dost know that land,
For I am burdened with oppressive eare,
And I am weak and fearful with despair,
Where i3it? Tell me where.

Friend, thou must trust in Him who trod before
The desolate paths of life;
Must bear in meekness, as he meekly bore,
Sorrow, and pain and strife.
Think how the Son of God
These thorny paths hath trod;
Think how he longed to go,
Yet tarried out, for thee, the appointed wo;
Think of his wearinoss in places dim,
Where no man comforted or cared for him !
Think of the blood-like sweat,
‘With which his brow was wet—-
Yet how he prayed unaided and alone,
In that gre .t agony, ** Thy will be done !
Friend, do thou not despair;
Christ, from his heaven of heavens, will hear thy prayer!
Mary Howitt.

THE COVENANTS,
BY JOSEPH BAKER.

(Concluded.)

Havine produced some arguments relative to
the everlasting and Sinai covenants, we pass to
notice some arguments which show that the Sinai
cove;ant has been abolished, and the new, insti-
tuted.

Gal. iv, 30. “Nevertheless, whatsaith the scrip-
ture? Cast out the bond-woman and her son:
for the son of the bond-woman shall not be heir
with the son of the free-woman.” (It should be
remmembered that those two women with their sons,
are said to represent thetwo covenants.) “So then,
brethren, we arc not children of the bond-woman,
but of the free.” 'The argument of the Apostle in
this place, does prove the Sinai covenant abolish-
ed,and the new, instituted; or there is, in this
connection, such an abuse of language, as no in-
spired writer could be guilty of. Again: see Heb.
x, 8, 9. “Above, when%.\e said, Sacrifice and offer-
ing and burnt-offerings and offering for sin thou
wouldest not, neither hadst pleasure therein ; which
are offered by the Jaw; then said he, Lo, I come
to do thy will, O God. He taketh away the first,
that he may establish the second.” Chap.1x, 1.
“Then verily the first covenanthad also ordinances
of divine service,” &c. Here the Sinai covenant is
called the first ; and from the foregoing quotation,
we learn that Christ took away the first, that he
might establish the second. Again : Chap. x, 28,
29. “He that despised Moses' law, died without
mercy under two or three witnesses: of how
much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he
be thought worthy, who hath trodden under foot
the Son of God, and hath counted the blood of the
covenant, wherewith he was sacrificed, an unholy
thing, and hath done despite unte the Spirit of
grace 1”
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The next passage to be examined may be found
in 2 Cor. 1ii. Of this it is contended, that the
ministration of death never was written on stone;
but in a book. If so, I fail,to see it. It is admit~
ted that the penalty, together with the regulations
of the administrator’s office, were written in the
book of the law. DBut does the administrator per-
form his office on the strength of the penalty, or on
the strength of the law ? We are told by the Apos-
tle, that, “the strength of sin is the law.” Tlere-
fore, it must be on the strength of the law, that he
administers his office; and that was written on ta-
bles of stone ; therefore, the ministration of death
was written and engraven on tables of stone. We
find quite as intricate a passage in Romans ; there
the Apostle says, “The commandment which was
ordained to life, I found to be unto death.” How
did he.find it out? By transgression, of course. But
what prodnced death? did the penalty doit? Noj
for he found the very commandment which was
ordained to life, to be unto death. The command-
ment without a penalty could not have done it.
But if the penalty was written somewhere else, it
is immaterial : the administration being on the
strength of the commandment. And indeed, we
cannot conceive how the term law can apply
to moral agents without a penalty—it would ge a
nominal thing, for which we could not find a name.
But the law s one thing, and the penalty is anoth-
er. The question naturally suggests itself here,
Why was not the penalty written with the law, on
tables of stone? Ans, The law was endless—the
penalty two-fold; temporal and eternal death.
Theretore, the penalty, to accord with the ten com-
mandments, was written in a book, the means for
the preservation of temporal life, also. And as the
ten commandments were liable to be violated again,
an administrator was furnished, to meet such an
emergency. But, I believe, all are agreed that
Christ abolished temporal death, when he arose
from the tomb; and that now, no temporal death,
authorized by the Divine Being, is inflicted for any
new violation of the ten commandments.

By the universality of this admission, (if what
ev;:ry one says is true,) one of two thingsis admiz-
sible.

1. That the ten commandments being written on
stone, was the call for the administration of death ;
and, that now, that form only, is abolished; and
not the ten commandments themselves; or, 2.
That the promissory, the everlasting, covenant is
at an end. (For if the ten commandments were
the basis of the promissory covenant, and are
abolished, then the everlasting covenant is at an
end! But if their being written, was the call for
the administration of death, now that form is abol-
ished; and not the ten commands themselves.)
Which horn of this dilemma will you take? The
Scriptures plainly declare that the ten command-
ments were the basis of the promissory, the ever-
lasting, covenant; and that their being written on
stone, was the call for the administration of death.

With these remarks before us, we turn to Jer.
ili, 16, “And it shall come to pass, when ye be
multiplied and increased in the land, in those days,
saith the Lord, They shall say no more the ark of
the covenant of the Lord; [Jer. xxxi, 82, 33; 2
Cor. iii, 3, 63 Heb. viii, 6-8; ix, 1-4; x, 93] nei-
ther shall it come to mind, neither shall they re-
member it; neither shall they visit it; neither
shall that be done any more.” See Heb. x, 16-22.
If this language does not express its abolition, I do
not understand the meaning of terms. What was
the ark made for? Certainly not tocontain a verb-
al contract! but one written. This is provable

No.4.

by the tables of stone being its chief contents.
It is not to be visited; which proves its useless
state, and the object for which it was given, accom-
plished. This the verses following, prove. Christ
1s given: the object for which the multiplication
of Abraham's natural seed, and Canaan were
promised.

Now, then, look up, and call Jerusalem, or the
free-woman, the throne of the Lord. Again, I say,
Look up; for under this dispensation, the ten com-
mandments are to be impressed on thy heart, by
the Spirit of him who dweltin the bush, and in the
sanctuary of Israel, and had his throne in old Jeru-
salem; but now in the Jerusalem above, which 1s
free, and the mother of all that believe.

By the free-woman and her son, the Apostle un-
doubtedly meant to convey the idea of the new
covenant, or gospel dispensation, as being a part
of the promise to Abraham, and his seed. And
how the notion came into existence, that the gos-
pel was a distinct system, embracing a different
object, I cannot conceive : nnless it was amoug the
fables collected from spurious and apocryphal writ-
ings, canonized by superstition ; or the offspring of
the deliriums of pious visionaries, early converts
from heathenism, from which they imported this
part of their creed. There is not one text of scrip-
ture, legitimately interpreted, that gives the least
countenance to this dogma.

The new covenant referred to in our text, and
mentioned in Hebrews, is expressed by way of
promise in Jer. xxxi, 31-34. “Behold the days
come, saith the Lord, that I will make a new cov-
enant with the house of Israel, and with the house
of Judah: not according to the covenant that 1
made with their fathers, in the day that I took them
by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt ;
which my covenant they brake, although I was an
husband unto *'.em, saith the Lord; but this shall
be the covenant that I will make with the house of
Israel; after those days, saith the Lord. T will put
my law in their inward parts, and write it in their
hearts ; and will be their God, and they shall be
my people. And they shall teach no more every
man his neighbor, and every man his brother, say-
ing, Know the Lord; for they shall all know me
from the least of them unto the greatest of them,
saith the Lord ; for I will forgive their iniquity,
and I will remember their sin no more.” Paul,in
reference to this covenant, says, “In that he saith,
A new covenant, he hath made the first old. Now
that which decayeth and waxeth old, is ready to
vanish away.” Heb, viii, 18, From the preced-
ing chapter, it is evident that the Apostle consider-
ed that the first covenant was abolished ; and from
the tenth, it is equally certain that the new is insti-
tuted ; and that all that was expressed iu the prom-
ise in Jeremiah, was literally fulfilled. For though
the promise was given in view of the new eargl,
yet, the new earth is not expressed in the promise;
neither has it any reference to what it would ulti-
mately do; but only has reference to its formation.
What this covenant will do, may be understood by
referring to the promise of it, given to Abraham.
We shall take it for granted, therefore, that every
part of the promise made to Israel through Jere-
miah, has had its literal fulfillment. And there:
fore, we would refer all those who contend that Is-
rael is to say to his neighber, or Gentile, [Eze. xvi,
61,] Know the Lord, to Heb. x; where this point
is clearly illustrated, and testified to, by the holy
Ghost. John vi, 45; 1 John v, 20,

Permit me here to quote a few passages as a
specimen of many, to show the law on the heart,
according to the promise. Rom. vii, 22. “ For I
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delight in the law of God after the inward man.” traﬁsg;ession, but while neglecting salvation from

Gal. vi, 8. “But he that soweth to the Spirit, |this transgression of the law, there stands a blank,

shall of the Spirit reap life everlasting.”
iii, 6. “Who also hath made us able ministers of
the new testament; (i. e, covenant,) not of the let-
ter, but of the Spirit.” Verse 8. * How shall not
the ministration of the Spirit be rather glorious #”
Also iv, 6. “For God, who commanded the light
to shine out of darkness, hath shined in our hearts,
to give the light of the knowledge of the glory of
God in the face of Jesus Christ.” Again : Chap. iii,
3. “Forasmuch as ye are manifestly declared to
be the epistle of Christ ministered by us, written
not with ink, but with the Spirit of the living God ;
not in tables of stone, but in fleshly tables of the
heart.” Nothing can be plainer than these passages :
they prove that it was the same law, that by the
finger of God was written on tables of stone, that
now is written by the Spirit of God on the heart.

As the words, new covenant, and gospel, are
generally used as synonymous terms, [Rom. i, 16;
Acts iii, 25, 26 ; xiii, 26, 32, 83, 46, 47; Eph. ij,
12-22; Jno. viii, 56; 1 Pet. 1, 4, 10-12; Luke i,
46-55; ii, 28-82,] we shall in the remaining part
of our subject, generally use the term, gospel, in-
stead of covenant ; as it will better accommodate the
age in which we live. We now proceed to define
the word, gospel. And an appeal might here be
made to the most learned critics and lexicographers,
who have given the definition of the word, and
also to the etymology of the word, both in the
English and original languages; and in either
case, the decision would, most certainly be in favor
of the gospel’s being a system of good news. But
it has become so fashionable for every man who

knows the names and characters of the Greek al-
phabet to turn critic, and question the authority
and learning of all the literary world, that the un-
learned know not what to decide upon. They eith-
er conclude that there is no dependence to be put
uFon any of them, and therefore none upon the Bi-
ble; or they adopt such translations as suit their
articular creed, and with these rest satisfied.
aiving therefore, all argument founded upon the
authority of the learned, or the derivation of this
word, its meaning may be determined by an appeal
to the Apostle who says that the “gospel is the
wer of God unto salvation to every one that be-
ieveth ; to the Jew first, and also to the Greek.”
Rom. i, 16 ; also see Acts iii, 26, 38, 46, 47. The
same may be said of the meaning of the word, Je-
sus ; which signifies, Saviour. Matt, i,21; Actsyv,
30-32; xiii, 38, 39; Luke ii, 10, 11 iv, 17-21;
viii, 1. Therefore the gospel must certainly be con-
sidered a system of good news; or, salvation from
sin, or the transgression of some law; “for sin is
the transgression of the law.”

We ask if salvation from sin is not good news?
Again: Is this good news a law of itself? 1f so,
what may we expect from it, if Paul has given
a right definition of the term, gospel? Certainly,
salvation from 1ts transgression. With this expect-
ation, how unmeaning the sanction it contains!
viz., * He that believeth not shall be damned I” This
is not good news, and cannot be applied to the
gospel without making Paul’s definition chimerical
or absurd, if the gospel is not founded on law;
for it is said that “sin is not imputed (charged)
when there is no law.” Therefore the gospel must
be based on law, or there is no sin. Indecd, the

assages already quoted show the existence of a
aw written by the Spirit of God on the heart; and
this too, to accord with the gospel, which purports
to save from the condemning power of the law.
Hence the salvation expected from the gospel, is,
salvation from transgression of the law,

The preceding reasonings are founded on the
supposition, that the gospel saves from condemna-
tion only, And as good news of salvation never
could be rejected, abstract from depravity, therefore
the term salvation, is unmeaning in its application
to the gospel, abstract from its foundation.

As the preceding reasonings are founded on the
supposition, that the gospel saves only from con-
demnation, and that it cannot even do this, with-
out being founded on law, we will now briefly con-
sider the guilt of the transgression causing con-
demnation. And we not only accumulate guilt by

‘and at the same time be a law?

2 Cor. | where duties were required, and none performed ; | pe

and this must so corrupt the fountain, that all its
streams will be impure. And, as no being can
cleanse his own infected nature, orundo the crim-
inal acts which he has already done; the gospel
therefore, must possess power to deliver and re-in-
state or make the fountain pure, or the plaster is
not as large as the wound. Can good news do this,
We answer, It
cannot. But as it admits the thundering sanctions
of law, its basis must be law.

Now as the gospel profters salvation to those
only, who believe, hence, where faith is wanting
the law of ten commandments, admit of the full
administration of the penalty previously affixed,
notwithstanding the gospel of good news. They
run therefore to the extent of the promises, and
are made appropriate to each dispensation under
which they pass: having the affixed rules of that
dispensation. Hence there were appendages af-
fixed, to make them appropriate to the peculiar
situation of Abraham and his seed, and under the
Sinai, they were written to accord with that dispen-
sation ; but under the gospel, which is not to be
superseded by another, in time, they apply to the
heart, where the whole system of the gospel applies.

Now we learn from each dispensation, appropri-
ate rules of application: Under the Sinai, killing
maliciously was by those rules of application, con-
sidered murder ; but under the gospel rules, to hate
our brother without cause, is murder. 1 John. iii,
15; Matt. v, 21, 22; xv, 18, 19. ‘Thus we might
enumerate the ten commands, and we should find
gospel rules, applying them to the heart.

O. Scott, in quoting from Mr, Wesley, makes him
say, that we are “as really preaching Christ when
saying, ‘ The wicked shall be turned into hell, and
all the people that forget God,” as when saying,
‘Behold the Lamb of God, which taketh away the
sin of the world”” But to my mind, the former is
preaching the sanctions of law, the gospel, (abstract
from its foundation,) has no such sanctions. It is
therefore evident that it has law for its foundation.

O. Scott, makes Dr. A. Clarke say, “ The gospel
is a law for it imposes obligation from God, and
prescribes a rule of life; and it pnnishes transgress-
ors, and rewards the obedient.” This must be a
gross mistake and is self-contradictoyy ; for the term

ospel, will not admit (separately considered from
its foundation) of any such sanctions. Also, itisa
palpable contradiction of a sermon of A. Clarke’s
which I hold in my possession, and from which I
shall take the liberty to make an extract. Page
32. “IHence the gospel proclaims both pardon
and guriﬁcation; and they that believe are freely
Justified from all things, and have their hearts pu-
rified by faith. Thus the grand original law is once
more written on their hearts by the finger of God ;
and they are restored both to the favor and to the
image of their Maker.” If under the gospel, this
is the privilege of those that believe, what must be
the fate of those who do mnot believe, but to
remain under the condemning power of this
same law ! the sanctions of which are recognized
by the gospel. For the gospel having law for its
foundation, or basis, supposes the most awful sanc-
tions. “ He that believeth shall be saved; but he
that believeth not shall be dammed.” Here we see
that faith in Clrist, is a condition of salvation, from
the condemning power of the law, Therefore this
law, the penalty of which, (under the gospel,) is
eternal death is permitted by the gospel to have its
full condemning power on those who do not be-
licve. (But “because sentence against an evil work
is not executed speedily, therefore the heart of the
sons of men is fully set in them to do evil ;” but
“vengeance belongeth unto me, I will recompense,
saith the Lord.”) The comunission given to the
disciples, cannot be re%arded in any other light.

I have yet to learn how Christ can be preached
without preaching the gospel. And I am equally
at a loss, to know how the full commission given
to the disciples could be fulfilled, without proclaim-
ing the basis of the gospel; for this commission,
embraces one of the most awful sanctions: “He

that believeth not, shall be damned!” which par-

takes not of the nature of good news, but of the
rigors of law. This, therefore must show the gos-
o1 built on law ; otherwise this threatening would
be contradictory and absurd. For gospel, abstract
from law, has no penalty : it being simply, good
news. And the law abstract from the promise to
Abraham, has nothing to do with Christ. But
who does not see that this promise embraced Christ,
and that it was founded on the ten commandments?
Now, therefore, Christ cannot be preached, with-
out showing the fulfillment of a gracious promise.
And yet, a promise, resting on the ten command-
ments, (its basis,) yet remains to be given through
Christ ; and this, the renewed earth. Therefore,
how can Christ be successfully preached, without
proclaiming the consequences of rejecting him?
And as this gospel precedes, to prepare for the ful-
fillment of the promise of the renewed earth; and
as judgment precedes the reception of the new
earth, the consequence of rejecting the gospel, must
be looked for, in the sanctions of law ; which leads
to the inevitable conclusion, that the ten com-
mandments are the basis of the gospel.

It can but be admitted that the gospel permits
the promulgation of sanctions the most awful im-
aginable; yet they cannot partake of the nature of
good news. Hence these spurs to duty, these in-
citements to obedience, are the results of law.
And as they make up a considerable part of the
New Testament, therefore the new covenant or gos-
pel must be based on the ten commandments, as
this is the only unabolished law contained in the
Bible.

It has been urged in some preceding remarks,
that why the penalty was not written with the ten
commands on stone, was, that the nature of the
penalty was two-fold; and that the penalty under
the gospel was only eternal death. Now, therefore,
they might be recorded (under the new covenant
or gospel dispensation) with their penalty. They
are sorecorded. And too, proceeding on the princi-
ple that the gospel is in substance one of the prom-
1ses, and has for its foundation the ten command-
ments, it may admit of the most awful sanctions,
and condign pnnishment to be execnted on the
gospel rejectors, and at the same time be a system
of good news, or salvation from sin, on the easy
condition of simple faith in Christ. Who could
measure the guilt accumulated by rejecting Christ,
but God! and where should the penalty for this
guilt be recorded but with the gospel? though it
partakes of the nature of law? God’s threatenings
are by no means to be cast out of the New Testa-
ment, or rejected because they are not good news ;
neither are they to be considered abstract trom his
promises, for these promises were founded on law,
And Christ being included in one of these promises,
we may, therefore, hear from his mouth, and from
the apostles, the most terrific thunders of wrath,
roaring louder, tenfold, than from the law of Mo-
ses; describing the damnation of hell ; painting in
colors of the deepest dye the agonies of tﬂe damned,
and the horrors of the bottomless pit; a burning
world, the Judge coming down, the parted skies in
flaming fire, the dead rising, the amazing throng
divided ; and the wicked sentenced to eternal death.
Are such representations admitted by the gospel ?
then the gospel must be based on law; as it ab-
stractly considered could not admit of such sanc-
tions.

Again: the gospel proceeds on the principle of
a revelation from God ; and this perfectly accords
with the ten commandments being written on the
heart. This is expressed and illustrated by Christ
in his question to the disciples, and answer to Pe-
ter, Matt. xvi, 15-18. “ And Simon Peter an-
swered and said, Thou art the Christ, the Son of
the living God. And Jesus answered and said un-
to him, Blessed art thou, Simon Bar-jona: for
flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but
my Father which is in heaven. And Isay also unto
thee, That thou art Peter, and upon this rock I
will build my church.” . . . i. e, upon this prin-
ciple of revelation from God, will I build my
church ; not on Peter; but on the principle of
revelation from God. 1 Cor. ii, 10-13; Prov. xx,
273 Jno. xiv, 15-17, 23-26; xv, 26, 27; xvi,
7-15; Rev. viii; 1 Jno. iii, 24 ; iv, 6 v, 6.
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But we are told that * God acts on the scale of
general good ; therefore the gospel can hold out
the most awful sanctions, and thereby deter men
from violating it, and thus promote the general
good.” But this idea burlesques the Scriptures.
The threatenings admitted by the gospel, mean
what they sig' ; and must be permanently built, ei-
ther on gospel or on law ; and asit has been proved,
that they are the sanctions of law, therefore the
gospel must be based on law.

It is said that “nine precepts are sufficient.”
We ask, Why were not nine sufficient to have
based the promises upon? and especially the prom-
ise of the new covenant, or gospel dispensation?
Infinite wisdom never acts without sufficient rea-
sons; therefore the new ¢ovenant or gospel dispen-
sation is based on ten commandments. Christ
was given to build upon the foundation which God
had laid, and this was the ten commandments.
Therefore he found ten, and built upon ten.

In reviewing the subject, we would say that it
has been proved that the fulfillment of the prom-
ises to Abraham, were conditions on the part of
God ; and, that living in obedience to the ten com-
mandments, were conditions on the part of Abra-
ham and his seed. And that both, or either might
with the strictest precision, be called a covenant;
thut the promises were made to Abraham, not for
lis benefit alone, but for his seed also; that his
seed, until we come to the new covenant, or gos-
pel dispensation, consisted in lhis natural seed ;
and, that the land promised, was Canaan; which
also was typical of the new earth ; that also Christ,
the new covenant, and the renewed earth, were in-
cluded in the promissory covenant; and, that the
promises, (i. e. the promissory covenant,) singly
and collectively, were based on the ten command-
ments ; that consequently, while a single promise
remained unfulfilled, (whilst heaven and earth re-
main, Matt. v, 18,) the basis or ten commandments
must remain unbroken and unabolished ; therefore
the ten commands came under the new covenant,
or gospel dispensation with all their native force:
the covenant being endless as a whole,

We know that Christ has said, “ All power is
given unto me, both in heaven and earth ;” but
are we to infer from this mode of expression that
he had power to dethrone God? or abolish his
promise of a new earth? Would it not be more
with the analogy of the Scriptures to suppose that
he had suficient power to accomplish the work as-
signed him to do? and that the work said to be
done by Jehovak alone, never has been assigned
over to another ? or been affected by delegation ?
It has also been proved that a violation of the con-
ditions on the part of the covenanters, would sub-
ject them to a loss of the promises ; and, that they
might be restored, and again become Abraham’s
seed, by a temporary ecovenant, which is true of
the Sinai, but that it could ensure them no more
than temporal life, and could extend no further
than to the first advent of Christ; there it must
cease, having accomplished the object for which
these promises, the multiplication, and the gift of
Canaan, were given : amr that the temporality of
the first, was the eause of the call for the new coy-
enant. It has been proved, also, that the Sinai
did not alter Israel's relation to the Abrahamic:
it being given only to bring them back to a rela-
tionship with Abralam, according to the cove-
nant ; that this relationship involved all their for-
mer liabilities; and the fact that the ten com-
mands were written on stone, by the finger of God,
and carricd with them, is sufficient proof that they
were among their former liabilities ; and that they
could not be abolished without destroying the
strength of the promise of a new earth, To abol-
ish the Sinai, was the work of Christ; and that
has been accomplished : leaving God’s promise of
a new earth, standing on its original basis, All
therefore, who live under the gospel dispensation,
may view the ten commands in all their native
beau:f' and strength, bringing back to Christ the
first dominion, according to the promise in Mic.
iv, 8, and all those who are obedient to them, and
through faith in his blood are made heirs with him.
Hence their application must be to the heart, to
accord with the last promise, which is immortality.

The Sinai depended on outward evidences; but
the new covenant, applies them to the thoughts,
and intents of the heart: our Lord’s sermonon the
Mount, being a specimen, where he takes the lib-
erty to correct their application under the Sinai
dispensation, and apples them to the heart, giving
rules for their application to this effect. "Whatev-
er light therefore, the Scriptures afford, showing
the new covenant a part of the Abrahamic, must
be regarded as proof that the ten commandments
are its basis; and, in their examination, we have
found this point abundantly substantiated; for
Christ and his works were promised at a very ear-
ly date, especially to Abraham, through his sced.
Gal, iii, 8. “ And the Scriptures foreseeing that
God would justify the heathen through faith,
preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying,
In thee shall all nations be blessed.” “That the
blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles
through Jesus Christ.” . . .  And this [say, That
the covenant that was confirmed before of God in
Christ,” &c. It was the promise of God to Abra-
ham, that God confirmed through Christ ; there-
fore the new covenant, with all its privileges and
blessings, was included in the promises given to
Abrabam. Indeed, the Scriptures in too many
places to be at this time recited, show the new
covenant to have been included in the promissory,
and hence its basis, running parallel, must be here.
And it has been proved that when God formed
the new covenant or gospel dispensation, he wrote
ten moral precepts on the heart ; and,'that on thfs
principle of revelation from God, Christ built his
church. But now, where is the fourth command ?
Theve are only nine, and a substiiutc,'wught by
the opponents. Who has effected this change?
It could not have been done by the promised seed,
or his disciples ; for he and they, kept his Father's

commandments, and must, in order to teach by |

revelation. And as thislaw was to be sealed among
his disciples, they could not have violated that
which was requisite for translation, without setting
an unworthy example for the last generation. It
must be, therefore, somethiug that has been effect-
ed since the days of Christ, and of his apostles.

If man could be translated with this man-made
substitute, there would be a jargon in heaven;
part keeping the fourth command, and part the
substitute, as the gospel was introduced with ten;
and if God would accept of a substitute for the ba-
sis of the gospel, he mi%hl. on the same principle,
accept of another gospel 3 which accords very well
with the new revelation given by the “Spirit Rap-

ers,” who introduce & new way of getting into
\eaven : one aside from the one revealed in the
Bible. Again: if the promise embraced the new

earth, and tho ten commands were its basis, they y

must remain until the consummation of that prom-
ise, or judgment at least ; and for this reason at-
tempts have been made of late to do away the idea
of a judgment altogether ; and of what use s a
trial, without a law, on which to found a pen-
alty ? That the gospel is a law of itself, is so con-
tradictory and absurd, that only one mau has ever
(to my knowledge) attempted to raise any argu-
ments in its favor ; and he was fairly met, and his
arguments put down by an able hand, at the out-
set. Since it must be granted that there is a fu-
ture judgment, the gospel must either be a law of
itself, or be based on law; and as it has been
proved that it cannot be law, therefore, it must
have law for its foundation. The testimony ?f
James [Chap. i, 12, 18,] is to this point. *So
speak ye, and so do, as they that shall be_judged
by the law of liberty ; for he shall have Jnggment
without merey that hath showed no merc?'. “So
then, brethren, we are not children of the bond-
woman, but of the free” i.e., We do not belong
to the Sinai covenant; for Christ has redeemed
us from that, “ being made a curse for us; for itis
written, Cursed is every one that hangeth on a
tree” So then, the blessing of Abraham has come
on the Gentiles, throngh Jesus Christ; and they
have received the fulfillment of the “ promise of
the Spirit through faith.” Gal. iii, 13, 14. '

The way is now paved for the third angel's mes-
sage ; which should be regarded, not so much for
its proof of the existence of the ten command-

ments, under the present econowmy, as to show our
whereabouts in this world’s history ; and taken in
this light, it is a subject, the most momentous, that
cver arrested or interested the attention of man.
To the men of this generation, it speaks in fones
of thunder, saying, Here are they that keep the
conditions on which the last promise is based : tho
commandments of God, in connection with the

faith of Jesns, who has lived, our example, and
has died, our sacrifice ; who has ascended to the
first apartient of the heavenly Sanctuary, and re-
moved to the Most Holy, and there commenced
his Jast work. The faith of these things being pred-
icated on good authority, how awfully solemn their
appeal. 'We are looking for him to come the sec-
ond time to raise the dead saints, to change the
living, and to renew the earth, according to the
promise of God to Abraham. * 8o then, brethren,
we are not children of the bond-woman, but of the
free.

Lebanon, N. H., Jan. 18th, 1854,

P.S. The preceding Discourse was not writ-
ten to express any man’s sentiments; but tospeak
out the sentiment of the Book of books on this
subject, in accordance with the rules laid down
by Bacon, and successfully followed by Newton;
which is, to “ trace facts up to first principles, and
not to assume first principles, and from these infer

facts.”
e ————

“IF I WILL THAT HE TARRY TILL I COME.”

% So, wheu they had dined, Jesus saith to Simon Pe-
ter. Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than
these? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord ; thonknow-
est that I love thee, He saith unto him, Feed my
Jambs. Me saith to him again the second timne, Si-
mon, son of Jonas, lovest thoume? He saith unto
him, Yea, Lord ; thou knowest that I love thee. He
saith unto him, Feed my shecp. He saith unto him
the third time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me?
Peter was grieved because he said unto him the third
time, Lovest thou me? And he said unto him, Lord,
thou knowest all things; thou knowest that I love
thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed my sheep. Veri-
ly, verily, Isay unto thee, When thou wast young, thou
girdedst thyself, and walkedst whither thou wouldest ;
but when thou shalt be old, thou shalt stretch forth
thy hands,and another shall gird thee, and carry thee
whither thou wouldest not, This spake he, signifymng
by what death he should glorify God. And when he
had spoken this, he saith unto him, Follow me.—
Then Peter, turning about. seeth the disciple whom
Jesus loved following, which also leaned on his breast
at supper, and said, Lord, which is he that betrayeth
thee? Peter seeing him, saith to Jesus. Lord, and
what shall this man do? Jesus saith unto him, If X
will that he tarry till I come, what is that to thee?
Follow thou me. Then went this saying abroad a-
mong the brethren, that that disciple should not die ;
et Jesus said not unto him, He shall not die: but, I{
1 will that he tarry till I come, what is that to thee "
John xxi, 15-24.

Some precious references to the Lord’s coming have
been lost by the habit into which many believers have

fallen of understanding some plain passages mn a fig-
urative sense. Passages where Christ’s coming is re-
ferred to have been considered as referring to the de-
struction of Jerusalem. Perhaps the verse that has
given apparent countenance to this idea more than
any other is that in John xxi,21. The Lord had fore-
told what should be Peter’s lot on earth;, and by
what death he should glorify God. Peter thereupon
was emboldened to ask simlar information regarding
John, thinking (it appears) that Jesus, who loved
him so peculiarly, and who had whispered to him
who the traitor was at the last supper, (v, 20) would
snrely be willing to say something about the future
career of one so favored. But Jesus refused to grat-
ify needless curiosity. “Jesus saith unto bhim, If
will that he tarry il I come, what is-that to thee?
Follow thou me.” It is evident, we think, that our
Lord by that reply meant to make a wide supposition
of what he could do, if it seemed right to him, not of
what he meant actually to do. He said, “Were it
my will, he might remain on earth without tasting
death until I come again the second time,—but what
is that to thee ? Follow thon me.”
Here, then, let ns ask a few questions :—

([ 1st. Did the ten dicciples understand “ Till Xcome’’
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tomean thedestruction of Jerusalem? Noj the thought
never seems to have erossed their minds, They said,
% Our Master means to save his beloved disciple from
the pang of dying!” The saying went abroad among
them that he shonld notdie! Ilow, then, could they
extract such a meaning from the Lord’s words but
by their having understood him to say, “He shall tar-
ry till T come the second time.,” They overlooked the
“1f T will.” and concluded that Jesus meant to say
that John wonld abide on earth till his Lord returned.
Had they understood the words to be, © He shall tar-
rv until Jernsalem is destroyed,” in that case they
could only have said, “This disciple shall live long,—
but how wonld they arrive at the conclusion, “He
shall not dic 7 But no; they were putting the obvi-
ous sensc on the words “Till I come,” but omitting to
notice the clause “ If T will,”?

2d. Did John himself understand this saying to re-
fer to the destruction of Jerusalem? Noj; for he ex-
plains in v, 23 where the mistake of the brethren lay.
It did not lie in their attaching a wrong sense to “Till
I come,” but (says he) it lay in not observing that
Jesus only said “If I will that he tarry.” They
were wrong, he says, in saying he would not die, not
because the words referrcd merely to such an event as
Jerusalem’s destruction,—no, for he really did live
after that event,—but they were wrong in thinking
that our Lord had asserted anything positive in regard
to him ; he had only smade a supposition with the view
of showing that disciples must submit to their Master’s
will, whether he reveals much or little.

3d. Isitatall naturalto understand the words to re-
fer to the destruction of Jerusalem ? Surely not. For
in that case the Lord would really be found revealing
the time of John’s death,—which was the very thing
he declined speaking of to Peter. And after he had
been so often with them, * speaking of the things per-
taining to the kingdom of God,” (Acts i, 3,) and no
doubt showing them clearly that he must first ascend
and then return in glory, how natural was it, tacitly
referring to some such couversations, touse his own
language, “ If T will that he tarry till I come.”
There is something very beautiful in his mode of decli-
ning to tell the future career of his disciple. “If it
were my will that this disciple, who has leant on my
bosom so often, and whem I have loved so peculiarly.
if it were my will he should not die at all, but be
caught up, like Elijah or Enoch, at my coming again,
what is that to thee 7’ The sovercignty of our Mas-
ter’s will, even in his acts of tender love, must be ac-
knowledged and implicitly relicd on. Let us Jearn this
lesson better, and go on “ following the Lamb.”

Had it been possible, we believe there are some who
would have escaped the objections that are conclusive
against referring the words to Jerusalem, by saying
 Christ’s coming often means death.” But they can-
not think of that here; for the disciples all agreed in
inferring from the words that John should not die.
It is well worthy of observation that life, not death,
was suggested to believers by the mention of Christ’s
coming in thosecarly days. To them the mention of
Christ’s coming never seems to have suggested any-
thing connected with death, except the victory over
it, *“ the swallowing up death in victory.” To speak
to the early Christian of the Lord’s being at hand, was
equivalent to pointing him upwards to the clouds, not
downward to the tomb. A reference to his * coming”
suggested not © the night, wherein no man can work,”
but “the day,” when every saint’s work shall be re-
warded,—not the laying of the body in the cold
grave, but the raising it upin glory, like Christ’s own
glorious body.

We might show, in like manner, that the words of
our Lord, given by three Evangelists, regarding “some
not tasting death till they shou'd see the kingdom of
God come with power,” (sec Matt. xvi, 28 ; Mark ix,
1; Lukeix, 27,) have as little to do with Jerusalem
as this passage of John. They all refer to our Lord’s
Transfiguration,about “ancight days after”—when he
did show a specimen of his future kingdom-—himself
the grand centre of attraction, the light and sun ofall,
—while his saints, now glorified, were heside him,

and earth beneath his feet. The same Peter, whose
guestion led to that interesting passage regarding
John, has opened to us his Lord’s meaning on the ho-
ly mount. For, in his Second Epistle, (i, 16, 17,) he
says of that scene, that he was an eyc-witness of his
Lord’s majesty, such as shall be displayed hercafter.
We made known unto you the power and coming 6f
our Lord Jesus Christ, are his words in referring to
that scene, which he mentions as having been given
to assure us of whatshall yet be. And so truly was
it a specimen of the coming kingdom, that he hesitates
not to say that he was an eye-witness of the Lord’s
majesty, just as he said (1 Pet. v, 1) that he had
been a true witness of his sufferings.

Yes, truly, a Saviour coming to us is widely different
from our going to him at death. Anda Saviour com-
ing to be glorified in his saints, and to give the troub-
led rest, is widely different from that same Saviour
overruling all things by secret providence.—Advent
Tracts Vol. L.
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“‘Sanctify them through thy truth; thy word is truth.”
ROCHESTEX, THIRD-DAY, FEB. 14, 1854,

OSWEGO MEETING.

For some time past the cause hasnot been as pros-
perous in the vicinity of Oswego, N. Y., as in many
other places. We felt when we made the appoint-
ment that our labor would be principally for the
church. But when we arrived in the city we found
hand-bills up for lectures on the Sabbath and First-day.

The brethren came in from the region round about,
and on Sabbath morning we assembled in a small,
commodious Hall in Bro. Carpenter’s new building.
Onr number on the Sabbath was about 150, with very
few exceptions, professed believers in the present
truth. Bro. S. W. Rhodes was present. The day
was spent in plain, close remarks relative to what
constitutes a Christian, and our present duty. It was
plain to be seen that the church was on the back-
ground, and we trust that all felt it,

The principal causes of the low state of the church
we consider to be these: first, leading brethren have
erred which has lessened confidence, and has had a
scattering, saddening influence; and second, brethren
have not always taken a scriptural course relative to
little differences of opinion, and little trials ansing
among them. As to the first mentioned cause, full
confessions of wrongs have been made, and bumiliation
has been manifested, sufficient to restorefull confidence.
Relative to the latter, the whole congregation of saints
covenanted together, henceforth to follow strictly a
seriptural course in all differences and trials arising
among them, and to have no fellowship for an unscrip-
tural course in such cases.

Tn all cases of private differences and trials among
individual brethren, the course stated by our Lord is

- the only safe one, and must be strictly followed.

“Morcover if thy brother shall trespass against
thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and him
alone: if he shall hear thee, thou hast gained thy
brother. Butif he will not hear thee, then take with
thee one or two more, that in the mouth of two or
three witnesses every word may be established. And
if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church;
but if he neglect to hcar the church, let him be unto
thee as an heathen man and a publican. Matt, xviii,

15-17,
The great object of our Lord in presenting this

course evidently was to save the church, especially
the young and the weak, the burden of hearing all the
little trials that might arise among brethren. Inmost
every case, this course will prove effectual in scttling
all differences ; it will restore confidence with those
concerned, in each other, and the church will be saved
a burden.

But it is a shame, and a disgrace to many who pro-
fess to be Bible Christians, and the followers of Christ,
that they will disregard this rule of Him whom they
style their Lord, and if they feel that their brother or

sister isin the fault, and has wronged them, instead
of going directly to them, as the Lord dircets, they
will go to all the church first and magnify the sup-
posed fault of a brother or sister. Such a course is
calculated to produce hard feelings with the one sup-
‘posed to be in the wrong, bring tbe whole church in-
[to trouble, discourage the weak, and drive away those
who come to inquire for the truth.

The church in Oswego and vicinity have solemnly
covenanted to take a scriptural course in these things
in the future, If this covenant is kept, and if the
faith of Jesus (all the principles of the New Testa-
| ment) is lived out by them, they will be saved many
unhappy trials, they will grow in grace, the power of
God will be with them, the servants of God will have
freedom when they visit them, (and not have to labor
with burdened souls most of their time for the
church,) many souls will be anxious to hear the truth,
and there will be strength in the church to bring
them out into the freedom of the truth.

We will here notice another passage from the lips
of the great Teacher, in his sermon on the Mount.
“If thou bring thy gift to the altar, and there remem-
berest that thy brother hath aught against thec, leave
there thy gift before the altar, and go thy way ; first
be reconciled to thy brother, and then come and offer
thy gift.” Matt. v, 23, 24.

From this we learn, that if a brother comes into
the assembly of the saints, and there remembers that
one of his brethren has something against him, he is
not to take a part in the exercises of the meeting.
His prayer or exhortation would not be acceptable to
God in such a case. Or, rather, we fearn from these
words of our Lord, that the saints should have such
tender watch-care over each other, as to lose no time
and spare no pains in removing all trials from each
other, so that when they assemble to worship God,
love and unity may prevail, and their united worship
ascend with acceptance, a sweet-smelling savor before
the Almighty. But there have been too many cases
in the vicinity of Oswego, as well as some other places,
where brethren, who neglected their duty out of meet-
ing, have come together professedly to serve God,
have talked out each others’ faults, which has grieved
the Holy Spirit away from them. Those Wwho have
thus trampled on the mercy of God, and the plain
teachings of Christ, and have repeatedly grieved and
driven from them the Holy Spirit, are very weak, and
seem to be void of judgment in the things of the Spir-
1t of God. Although they may have professed the
truth for years, many who have just been converted
are able to instruct them in the first principles of re-
ligion.

The brethren in the vicinity of Oswego have now
taken a good stand in favor of gospel order and dis-
cipline. and we may hope that these unpleasant things
will forever cease from among them. Heaven grant
that it may be so. Notwithstanding this sad state of
things, several have recently embraced the truth.

On First-day we gave two lectures. The Hall was
filled with attentive hearers. The prospect now looks
fair for a good work. If the church gets right, and
keeps right, the Lord will work for them, and raise
up a people for his name in Oswego.

The Apostle Paul

Harn said, [1 Thess. v, 22.] “Abstain from all ap-
pearance of evil.” He mentions thisamong other im-
portent duties, such as, “ Pray without ceasing,” and
* Quench not the Spirit.” The precious cause of our
Lord has often been wounded, and the good of his
people has been evil spoken of, for thisreason : Many
of the professed followers of Christ have not been on
their watch to “Abstain from all appearance of evil.”
It is not only the duty of God’s people to depart
from all evil, and live holy in the sight of Heaven, but
they must watch with the greatest care, especially
when ir the presence of the ungodly, to abstain from
all appearance of evil.

But it may be asked, How do you understand
verse 267 ‘Greet all the brethren with an holy

kiss.” We answer, this text must be understood in
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. waoner to harmonize with verse 22, The Apostie
s not here advanced contradictory sentiments. He
vould be understood that the salutation was a sign
»f Christian fellowship, not to be given before the un-
rodly.” He calls it a “holy kiss,” therefore, not to
be frequently and commonly given. 1Itisa sin te be
»shamed of any portion of God’s Word. Itis no lesssin,
throngh carelessness and ignorance, to make a bad use
of it, and make common what the Holy Ghost has
called ** holy.”

“Abstain from all appearance of evil. And the very
God of peace sanctify you wholly ; and I pray God
your whole spirit, and soul, and body be preserved
blameless nnto the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.
Faithful is he that calleth you, who also will do it.
Brethren, pray for us. Greet all the brethren with
an holy kiss. Icharge you by the Lord that this
epistle be read nnto all the holy brethren. The grace of
onr Lord Jesus Christ be with you. Amen” 1
Thess. v, 22-28.

e ——

Why ean we not Believe in the New Time?

THERE are many and definite reasons why those
who hold the views we hold, cannot believe in time:
s0 many and so definite that we shall consider onr-
selves safe in the following positive declaration :

1t is utterly impossible for those who believe in
“ present truth,” to believe in the new time.

A few reasons for this assertion, we shall now at-
tempt to present ; and in order to come at the qnes-
tion at once, we will notice briefly our position on
those points which have any direct bearing on time.

1. We believe -that the prophetic period of 2300
days given to Daniel, did commence at the going forth
of the commandment to restore and build Jerusalem,
in the Tth of Artaxerxes, B. ¢. 457, and that it con-
sequently did terminate in 1844. 2. 'We believe that
the Sanctuary is in heaven where our great High
Priest is ministering for us ; the greatantitype of the
ganctuary which was upon the earth from Moses to
Christ ; that its cleansing is, not by fire, bnt by blood,
as we are tanght in the type; that Christ at the end
of the 2300 days entered into the Most Holy Place,
and commenced the final work which is termed, the
cleansing of the Sanctuary, as was shadowed forth
by the ministration on earth. Hence we find there
was no failure in the passing of the time in 1844:
we only mistook the event to transpire, in misapply-
ing the term, Sanctuary. 3. We believe that the
three angels’ messages, [ Rev. xiv,] are distinct mes-
sages to be fulfilled, in order, just previons to the com-
ingof the Son of man. We believe that the first and
second had their fnifillment in the mighty move which
spread throughout the world, especially during the
years of 1843-4. 'We believe that we are now living
under the third and last: *“If any man worship the
beast and his image,” &c.

Such is the outline of onr position on these points.
If any require proof, they can be furnished with pub-
lications giving abundant and explicit testimony for
these views, We shall not therefore present the rea-
sons of our faith here, but proceed to inqnire, Why
cannot those who hold these viewsbelieve in the new
time? We will present our answers to this question
in order:

1. Becanse to agree with the new-time theory, the
date of the 2300 days must be moved in order to
make them terminate in the fnture. Their commence-
ment, a8 we learn from Dan, ix, is from a command-
ment to restore and build Jerusalem: the 70 weeks
being the first 490. But when we find that there is,
in reality, no other decree for the restoration of Jeru-
salem than the 7th of Artaxerxes, [sce Ez. vii,] we
begin to suspect that that is the place for their com-
mencement ; and when we find that no other date will
answer the conditions of the prophecy, in regard to the
Messish the Prince, the crucifixion—causing the sac-
rifice and oblation to cease—and the confirmation of
the covenant for one week ;j—when we see that no
other date will answer these conditions of the proph-
ecy, we are positively certain that they can commence

no where else. Therefore to change the date from
where it has been indisputably fixed, is all wrong.

2. If the preaching of time is right now, it follows
that the preaching of time in 1843-4 was wrong. If
the preaching of time was wrong then, and nothing
accomplished by it, it follows that the first and sec-
ond angels’ messages were wrongly applied. 1f they
were misapplied, or were not fulfilled in the great
work which then took place, it follows that the whole
Advent movement was a complete failure and the
work of man. This, no one who was a partaker in
it, or even a witness of its mighty power, should be
willing to admit. If the two first messages were
wrong, or have not been given, we cannot of course
now be having the third ; consequently onr position
in this respect is all false.

Thus by taking for a moment this gronnd, and fol-
lowing out the conclusions to which it leads, we find
the whole system of the Advent faith completely de-
molished. And what have we in itsstead ? We have
a theory in which the main pillar in prophetic chro-
nology is wrested from its true fonndation, and placed
where there is no warrant for placingit ; placed where
it will not agree with the conditions of the prophecy, or
harmonize with events along the stream of time.
And why is all this? Simply that it may terminate
yet futnre, and that people may hold the unnatural,
and nnscriptnral view, that this sin-cursed earth is
God’s Sanctuary, that it will be cleansed by fire, and
Christ will come at the end of the 2300 days; which
views we have no warrant in the Word of God for
believing. Infinitely better it would be to heed the
harmonious and plain teachings of the Scriptures on
these points ; to believe that the purposes of God are
fulfilling all abont us; that his plans are moving on,
and his work progressing to its final accomplish-
ment ; that what he has done is well done, and will
stand forever. The mighty angel with one foot on
the land and the other on the sea, [Rev. x, ] has lifted
up his hand to heaven, and sworn by him that liveth
forever and ever, that there should be (prophetic)
time no longer; and it is not for us to presumptuous-
ly array ourselves against his testimony, or reckless-
ly exclaim, The days are prolonged and every vision
faileth. Eze. xi, 22.

‘We consider our first proposition sufficiently dem-
onstrated : that it is utterly impossible for those who
believe in ¢ present truth,” to believe in the new time.
We cannot hold one position and at the same time
believe another, which directly contradicts and de-
stroys it. We cannot serve G'od and mammon.

It has been asked if it was not “time” that roused
the world in 1843-4 ; and, “ What would have been
accomplished without the preaching of time?” We
admit that it wasthe preaching of time that accomplish-
ed the work then ; and why ? Becanse it was ordained
of God and came in its appointed time and place ; and
as sure as it is that the preaching of time did the
work then, so sure it is that it will never again rouse
the world. Its mission is accomplished ; and one ful-
fillment, only, to prophecy, is the order of an un-
changeable God.

1t has also been suggested that *the third angel’s
message when rightly understood stands intimately
connected with definite time.,”” 'We think not: the
first angel, only, proclaims time: The Aour of his
judgment is come. The third brings to view the
saints in the patient waiting time, keeping the com-
mandments of God and the faith of Jesus.

The mighty move that roused the world in 18434,
is not over yet. The Advent doctrine is not a doc-
trine to claim attention for a while and then pass off
and be forgotten. People may think the past a fail-
nre, and that whatever theories are advocated now
must be something distinct and separate from that;
bnt not so. The position we occupy is no new posi-
tion disconnected with the past. It is only a further
development of that true Advent faith which has its
immovable foundation on the Word of God—further
developed as we have been led along down the track

of prophecy. And while we can trace toour joyfulsatis=
faction every step through which we have been gnided
thus far, and see by the light of truth where we stand
in the prophetic and moral history of the world, we
are prepared to remain steadfast a little longer till
the atoning work of our great High Priest shall be
accomplished ; till we see the end of the race, the
close of the warfare, and receive our palms of victory
and our crowns of life. u. 8.
—_—————
The Hour of His Judgment Come.
BY J. N. LOUGHDOROUGH.

[We shall be pardoned for inserting the following
in the Review, though not written for pnblication ;
as it meets inquiries which have been presented to us. |

I shall dissent from the view taken by some, that
the judgment referred to here, is the session of judg-
ment on Papacy ; and for so doing I will assign my
reasons.

1. The three messages of Rev. xiv, are warnings of
great events. God’s order is to give the warning be-
fore the event comes; if it is not so in this instance
then we have one inconsistent exception to the great
general rule, and that exception one of the most im-
portant warnings this world was ever to hear, inas-
much as it heralded the great event which was to seal
the destiny of thousands: “The hour of judgment
come.” If the judgment referred to,is the deadly
wounding of the Papacy, then that message we seo
must necessarily have gone forth prior to 1798 ; for
that is the point where the deadly wound was given,
But we find upon close investigation, that the first
angel’s message could not go while the bovk was
sealed, which that message was founded on, which
was to be sealed until the time of the end. 1798.
See Dan, xi; xii.

Again: If we should take the position that the
first angel’s message was to be given prior to 1798,
when we look for its fulfillment we find no such mes-
sage given there, Some of the Advent people have
tried to claiin that the reformers give that message;
but they gave no such message. The first angel’s
message is a definite one. Take the definiteness from it,
and it would herald no new idea, but wonld only be
“Fear God, . . for the judgment is coming.” Nei-
ther Luther, Wesley, or any of the reformers gave a
definite proclamation in regard to the judgment.
Said Martin Lather, “The judgment is not far off. I
am persnaded the Lord will not be absent above 300
years longer.” Let us see if he gave it.—* Fear God ;"
for the judgment is coming in 300 years. Is that the
message ? No. *The hour of his judgment is come.”’
Wesley thought the Lord would come about 1836:
not in his day. He did not give that message; nei-
ther did any one give it until the Advent proclamation
of 1843~4 came out, claiming that the Lord was com-
ing at the end of the 2300 days. Although they made
& mistake in the event for which they looked, yet they
gave that message. They supposed that judgment
did not sct until Jesus’ second advent; and they
preached that his second advent would take place in
1844. They gave a definite message. Not long since
T was talking with an Adventist who said, * The first
angel’s message was only the agitation of the subject
of the judgment, by the reformers.” I asked, Was not
that to be a definite message? Ile said no more on
that point.

According to Panl, [2 Thess. ii, 3,] Christ’s coming
could not be until the man of sin had performed his
work ; and they were charged to let no man deceive
them. Then if any man should come while Papacy
was working and say, “ The honr of God’s judgment
(or Jesus’ coming) had come,” it would be a decep-
tion, for Papacy was performing its work. But these
are only incidental arguments. I will now try and
come to the point.

What is meant by the hour of God’s judgment?
(first angel’s message.) In order to ascertain this
point, I shall claim that the Advent proclamation was
the true first angel’s message, and inquire, What
great event was truly heralded by that proclamation ?
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The foundation stone which gave definiteness to that
message, was the 2300 days, the great prophetic peri-
od of Dan. viii, which period ended 1844, as all just
and true reckoning will show ; and the event which
took place at the end of that period was the cleans-
ing of the Sanctuary, which was to be cleansed at the
end of 2300 days from the going forth of the com-
mandment to restore and build Jerusalem, 457 . ¢.
the seventh of Artaxerxes. The Sanctuary to be
cleansed we at once sce is not the earth, but the one
that our great High Pricst ministers in. Tn the type
the priest did not work 364 days in the first apart-
ment of the Sanctuary, and then go off 1000 miles
and clear the rubbish off of some patch of ground,
(which would have been a type, we should think of
cleansing the earth, if anything,) but he goes into the
same building he has performed his 364 days’ service
in, and performs the work called cleansing. But our
Advent brethren all admit that our great High Priest
has been performing his ministerial office since he en-
tered heaven: but when the time comes to cleanse the
Sanctnary, he must leave heaven and come to this
dark, sublunary globe, to cleanse the earth. Nay,
verily, he will cleanse the Sanctuary he ministers in,
if' he carries out the type. O woll, says the brother,
it needs no cleansing. Strange wisdom, whence s it.
Paul says, | Heb. ix, 23.] “It was necessary that the
patterns of things in heaven should be purified”
or cleansed. It is strange, that the patterns need
cleansing, if the original does not. Yes; but Paul
says they were to be cleansed with better sacrifices.
Then it is necessary that the heavenly Sanctuary
should be cleansed ; and we proceed to inquire,

What was that work ofcleansing? Is the work of
cleansing the Sanctuary fitly heralded by the first an-
gel's message ? in other words, Isita work of judg-
ment? For light on this subject. we shall be obliged
to go to the type. Let us look at the type. See the
high priest preparing himself to cleanse the Sanctuary;
almost the first thing he did was to gird upon him
the breast plate of judgment. For what does he put
that on? 1t certainly looks as though he was going
to do a judgment work:
~ Again: his work was an atonement for the blotting
ont of sins. I often use the expression, “It is not
common to blot out accounts until they are settled ;”
80 our sins are not blotted out until the time of re-
freshing comes, which is when Jesus leaves the Sanc-
tuary, and lays the blotted-out sins on the head of
the scape-goat.

Again : it was a day of decision. On the morning
of the day of atonement the trumpet was sounded
which called the attention of the people to the sanctu-
ary. They were required to gather around the sanc-
tuary and afflict their souls; every one that afflicted
his soul received the blessing of the high priest when
hé came out: those who did not afflict themselves,
were to be put to death. The antitypical day of
atonement has come. The third angel is commissioned
to perform his work of measuring the temple of God
and them that worship in it. His golden recd is the
commandments of God, *‘ better than gold, yea, more
to he desired than much fine gold.” As it was in
the type, so now. Every one that did not heed the
call on the day of atonement must die. So it is now -
every one that hears distinctly the call and does not
ohey, there is no more mercy for them. In the type,
men were not condemned because they were not
around the sanctuary on the sixth or eighth days of
the seventh month, because the time had not come.
So in the antitypical work: we are not condemned
for not having the light of the third angel’s message,
before that message comes ; but when it comes, if we
do not heed it, we must sufler the consequences.

Again : it was said to Daniel that he should “rest
and stand in his lot at the end of the days,” or pro-
phetic periods. T can find none that extend beyond
1844. The periods of 1290 and 1335 days commence
at the downfall of Paganism, 508: adding the 1200
years, they carry us to 1798, and 1335 full years
would carry us to 1844, the last period. I know of
no period that can be so reckoned as to come this side
of 1844 ; so that the time Daniel was to stand in his
lot at the end of the days was 1844. The word which
is rendered Jot, does not signify his redeemed state,

but, chance. Daniel should stand his chance, Why ?
Because his sins had been confessed, and on the day
of atonement those sins which have been confessed
are opened before-hand to judgment. Now read 1 Pet,
iv. Verse 5 declares that Christ is ready to judge the
quick and the dead. Verse 7. “But the end of all
things is at hand.” Verse 11. “If any man speak
let him speak as the oracles of God.” (Oracles—ten
commandments, See Acts vii, 38.) Why speak as
the oracles of God? Because the oracles are the duty
brought out by the third angel’s message. Verse 17.
*The time is come that judgment must begin at the
house of God: and if it first begin at us, what shall
the end be of them that obey not the gospel of God.”
Verse 19. Commit the keeping of your souls to God.
1 Tim. v, 24. “ Some men’s sins are open before-hand
going before to judgment.” We see by this what the
judgment is that the first angel of Rev. xiv, refers to.

Communiecation from Bro. Waggoner.

Dear Bro. Waite :—On my return West, T stop.
ped at Cold Spring Prairie, Illinois, and gave eight
lectures. Some were much interested, and I hope
good to the cause will be the result. Some of those
calling themselves Adventists, refused to hear ; they
had a summary way of disposing of the whole mat-
ter, which was this: they knew the * Age to Come”
was right, and that my lectures wonld contradict that
theory ; and of course they would be wrong. There-
fore it was no use to hear. Babylon never gave &
more arbitrary or unreasonable opposition to the doc-
trine of the Second Advent than this. But the god of
this world has blinded their minds, and it is to be
feared they will never awake to a sense of their con-
dition until our High Priest has cleansed the Sanctu-
ary, and comes to take vengeance on them that know
not God, and obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus

Christ.
Thinking that a more extended notice of my visit

to Saleru, Ind., might be of interest, I will mention
some particulars. T arrived there on Fifth-day, Nov.
3d, and was informed that the next First-day was the
tinie of the regular appointment of Eld. E. Miller Jr.,
that at his last meeting he had preached against the
Sabbath, and had given notice that at his next ap-
pointment he intended to overthrow the whole theo-
ry by presenting positive testimony that the Sabbath
was abolished. Being anxious to know what would
Le considered  positive testimony®’ on that point, I
attended his meeting ; hut so far from redeeming his
promise, he did not attemapt fo offer any * positive
testimony” to that effect, but rested it on the sweep-
ing declaration that ** The whole code of laws from
Sinai, moral, civil and cercmonial, went by the board.”
He made quite an effort to narrow down and contract
that which the Word says, is “exceeding broad.”
Ps. cxix, 96. In order to show that the command-
ments of God do not include all moral duties he said
that restoring four-fold was a moral duty not found
in the Decalogue. But does the duty of restoring
four-fold grow out of any proper or natural relation
which we sustain to once another? We read in Ex.
xxii, 1, thus: “If a man shall steal an ox or asheep,
and kill it or scll it, he shall restore five oxen for an
ox, and four sheep for a sheep.” The obligation to
restore four-fold arises from the t(ransgression of
the commandment. It is truly singular that men
will not seo a difference between obedience to a law,
and the restitution for disobedience. To avoid the
necessary conclusion from a comparison of Gen. xxvi,
3~5; 1 Chrom. xvi, 14-18, and Deut. iv, 12, 13, to
wit: that the ten commandments existed as a law
before given from Mount Sinai, he affirmed and re-
affirmed that the covenant, (law) spoken of in 1
Chron. xvi, was the promise of the land of Canaan !
Again, in commenting on Paul’s epistle to the Ro-
mans, he said that Chaps. v and vi, were a digression
from the main argument. The fallacy of such a po-
sition must be evident to every one who reads the
first seven chapters. But he was under the necessi-
ty of muking ont a digression, or admit what the
Apostle shows, that the transgression of “the law”

of which he is all along speaking, was the introduc-

tion of sin into the world. In Chap. vii, he said that
Paul, by a figure of speech, threw himself back nn-
der the law, to illustrate how the law worked when
it was yet in force. Then when he said he delighted
in the law of God, he must have meant that he would
have delighted in it if there had been any snch thing,
and that the law would be holy, just, good and spir-
itual, if it had not “ all gone by the board.”

But the most strange and untemable views were
held forth in his exposition of the New Testament
law. To fill up the “ gap” between the resurrection
and day of Pentecost, he qnoted 2 Thess. iii, 6, with-
out, however, attempting to show what traditions
Paul, or any of the apostles, delivered during the
period in question. After stating that we were at
liherty to do whatever is not prohibited by the apos-
tles, he made usc of the second commandment, as it
stands in the Decalogue, to prove that it is wrong to
make or worship graven images ; and after repelling
the charge, (said to have been made by some) that he
advocated a “no-law’ theory, hemadethefollowing sin-
gular declaration : “ Christ never proclaimed a code of
laws for the government oftheworld, either in personor
by his apostles. At the present time he has no code
of laws for the government of the world; saving
this, to repent. He dont tell the world to do this or
that, but to repent and become members of his body,
and then fall in with a rule for Christians.” This,
it secms to me, is a bold and dangerous stroke at the
authority of revelation. If this is true, the world can
have no sin, for where no law is there is no trans-
gression.  If Christ has no code of laws for the gov-
ernment of the world, then the world is in greater
safety than the chnrch, because the church may lose
some, but the world can Jose none ; the Christian may
“fall from grace” and be condemned by the law for
Christians, but the world cannot be condewmned, for
“Sin is not imputed when there is no law.”

The investigation at this place was attended with
the happiest results; as many hy it were confirmed
in the truth of our position, thinking truly that noth-
ing but an extremity to save a sinking cause would
lead any sane man to deny the plain distinetion be-
tween a law and a promise, or aflirm that a digres-
sion from an arguinent on justification by faith,
should commence with, “ THEREFORE being justified
by faith,” &c., or, again, that all the law, moral, civ-
il, and ceremonial went by the hoard at the death of
Christ, leaving ns entirely dependent on the apostles
for a rule of moral obligation, and that their first
commandment inculeated repentance! If such are
the strongholdsof our opponents, surely “ their rock is
not as our rock.” Many around us are laboring un-
der equally erroneous impressions ; and let us, dear
brethren, awake to the importance of diligence in
placing the true light before them, and ever praying
that God may open their eyes to see the danger of
their position.

Yours in hope,

Metomen, Wis., Jan. 22d, 1854,

THE ADVENT FAITH.

Wrirnour faith it is impossible to please God, or to
receive his truth.  The doctrine of the speedy coming
of our blessed Lord is of God. Itisa fundamental
part of the Scriptures, and it cannot be received ex-
cept through living rarrs in His word. Itis not
perceived nor retained by sight, or by the will or wis-
dom of man, but by implicit confidence in every word
which God has spoken. Through prayerful and pa-
tient examination of the Bible, we find a REasoN for
our faith immutable as the promise of the Father, and
sure as the elernal councils of his throne.

The traditions and opinions of men are alike con-
flicting and nnsafe, but the word of the Lord abideth
forever. The Son has said, “I will come again,” and
““surely I come quickly,” and has given us data and
signs by which we may know assuredly that he is
near even at the doors. Al these way-marks of the
inspired text, and the increasing signs in our moral,
political, and- natural heavens, demonstrate the honr
at hand, when we shall “see the Son of Man coming
on a cloud with power and great glory.” Having
this confidence, we are not easily shaken inmind, nor
discouraged by the sEeMING darkness or latehess of

J. H, WaceoNER.
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the hour. We have placed ourselves upon the word
of (Rod and we are willing to abide theissue. Though
the mountains pass on each side, the sea yawn before,
and the scoffing enemy press behind, we fear not. IHe
that is with us is mighty, Jehovah is his name, and
at the sppointed time he will surely deliver.

How te avold Fretfulness,
[ Aw esteemed brother has sent us thefollowing for
publication, from the Golden Rule. We shall do
well to make an application ofit, at home and abroad. )

“ Christian | walk carefully—danger is near,
‘Work ou the journey with trembling and fear;
Snares from without, and temptations within
Beck to entice thee again into sin,

Fretfulness or & spirit of complaining is & sin ofall
sins the most frequent, and destructive to domestic
happiness. Indeed, we have known whole families ren-
dered miserable from this source. Peevishness ora
disposition to fret, even at little things is truly and
emphatically the mischief maker, the apple of discord.
‘Behold, how great 8 matter a little fire kindleth !’

Any rules, or antidote, remedying this prevalent
evil will be considered & desideratum, more valuable
than the philosopher’s stone.

First, then, stop ! stop short, the very instant you
feel any risings of irritability or pecvishness ; stop,and
reficct, how useless, unlovely, unavajlable, nnprofita-
ble, yes, how hateful and very wicked it is to indulge
in this habit. Think, how much it gratifies Satan,
destroys your own peace and comfort, grieves the
IIoly Spirit and diShonors Christ.

Even one word, while in a fretful, angry frame, will
“seton fire the course of nature, and it is set on fire of
hell? Stop! stap ! ‘leave off contention before it be
meddled with,’ ‘If a man offend not in word, the
same is a perfect man.” Therefore, again:

2. Wesay stop! The very moment you feel any
disposition to fret—stop ! keep silence, keep your
mouth as with a bridle, seta double guard at your
lips, bar them, lock them up, utter not a syllable, a
single thought, till there is a cooling off, time for re-
flection and prayer—raise your heart to God, for
conquest.

3. Besides this profound silence and cjaculatory
prayer, plead the promises. ¢ Blessed is the man that
endureth temptation,” &c. See James i, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6. Alsol Cor. x, 13.

4. Endeavor, at all times to cullivate a spirit of
calmness and sclf possession under all circunmstances
of provocation, and trial. ‘Let your moderation be
known to all men; the Lord is at hand.’

5. Think of your own misdoings, how much you
cause others to be displeased at your behavior. No
one that duly considers his own faults and aberrations
will be likely to frot at the misconduet of others.

6. Consider the Provideuces of God. Nothing does
or can occur except under the direct or indirect con-
trol of infinite wisdom and benevolence.

7. Think, much on the goodness and forbearance of
God, his infinite patience and long suffering under the
most atrocious and aggravating insults,

8. Let the example of Christ be vividly and con-
stantly before your mind.

¢ Consider Him who endured such contradiction of
sinners against himself lest.ye also be. wearied and
faint in your minds.’

Especially remember, that while enduring the agon-
ies of the cross, He prayed, ¢ Father, forgive them.” &c.

9. Accustom yoursglf to look chiefly on the bright
side of things, not on the dark. Dwell mostly on the
zo0d qualities of those with whom you associate, not
on the bad. Make due allowances also, for the va-
ried temperaments, circumstances, education, &ec., of
il doers.. :

10. Pray for those tempters and evil doers, with
whom you come in contact. You can vever fret
against those, for whom your soul is burdened, for
whose salvation you feel a deep, longing, prayerful
interest.

11. Finally: seek earnestly for & baptism of the
Holy Spirit, a holy, sanctified soul, a deep and lasting
iympathy with Cbrist. This entiro consecration to

God, praying always,in the Spirit.,“iai. the only sure
safeguard against fretfulness and all other sins.

Christian ! walk prayerfully—oft wilt thou fall,
If thou forget on the Saviour to call,

Sufe shaltthou walk through each trial and care,
If thou art clad in the armor of prayer.”’

THE ADVENT CROWN.

Tre sight of those who gaze with an unwavering
heart on the glory and brightness of our coming Lord,
becomes strangely dim to the fascinations of earth.
They lose much of themselves, that they once valued,
and the love of sense and self vanishes in the sunlight
of his perfections. They feel poor in spirit, and hun-
ger aud thirst after greater conformity to his image.
They begin to cry from the heart, “Let they kingdom
come ;” aud they are looking for and hasting unto
the day of the Lord. Paul once said. “There is Jaid
up for me a crown of RIGHTEOUSNESS, which the Lord
the righteous Judge shall give me in that day, and
not to me only but to all them who love his appearing.”
By these words the humble and confiding areencour-
aged, and though they feel most unworthy of a crown,
they know that they love the doctrine of his appearing,
and therefore hope to receive it, for it is RieaTEOUS-
~ess. They long for the glorious hour, when with
the elders, they shall cast their crowns at the feet of
him who sitteth on the throne, saying, “Thou art wor-
thy, O Lord, to receive glory, and honor, and power,
for thou hast created all things, and for thy pleasure
they are and were created. ”

Let us then be diligent, and comfort our hearts
with one of his last jnjunctions— “Behold I come
quickly, hold that fast which thou hast, that no man
take thy crown. Him that overcometh will I make
a pillar in the temple of my God, and he shall go no
more out, and I will write upon him the name of my
God, and the name of the city of my God, which is
New Jerusalem, which cometh down out of heaven
from my God, and I will write upon him my new
name, ”  Amen, even so come, Lord Jesus,

COMMUNICATIONS.

As C of est d Brethren sometimes con-
tain expressions which we choose not to use, and sentiments
which we would not advance, we would say, that we are not
responsible for what appears under this head.

From Bro. Tollman.,

Dear Bro. WaiTe:—Bro Waggoner came last
Fall into our neigbborhood and gave usa course of
lectnres on the prophecies, the commandments, and
the present truth of the third angel’s message ; and
we feel to rejoice and praise the Lord for the light
that shines so bright. Four of us immediately em-
braced the truth; and since that time two more have
joined us in the faith, and another has commenced
keeping the Sabbath.

As the Review and Herald comes to us richly la-
den with blessings, we bail it with joy, not only for
the truth it contains, but also to learn the position
of those who are looking for Jesus the se¢ond time
without sin'unto salvation to all those that love his
appearing, and to reward them with a crown of right-
eouspess that fadeth not away-; also to give unto those
who by patient continuance in well-doing seek for
glory honor and immortality—eternal life.

As we meet from Sabbath to Sabbath, our faith
grows stronger in the Lord, and in the Scriptures of
divine truth, which are given by inspiration of God,
and are profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correc-
tion, for instrnction in righteousness; that the man
of God may be perfect, thoronghly furnished unto all

good works.
The publication on the Sanctuary and 2300 days

we have carefully read, and think it affords the right
explanation of the mistake in the past. We believe
that Jesusisin the Most Holy Place of the heavenly
Sanctuary, and will soon come out to bless his people,
that where he is, there they may be also, and behold
his glory. -

Jesus said, Then shall the kingdom of heaven be
likened unto ten virgins, which took their lamps and
went forth to meet the bridegroom ; and five were
wise and flve were foolish, &, Did he say that they

would not be disappointed ? No: he said that they
would be disappointed, in consequence of which they
would slumber and sleep. Neither did he say that
the bridegroom would come, when the cry was made,
Behold he cometh !

Babylon seems to be getting angry as we talk of
the third angel’s message, and of keeping the Sabhath
of the Lord our God, and of the literal signs, the ful-
fillment of prophecy. The signsin the religious mor-
al and political world show beyond controversy that
Christ is near even at the door.

When we present these important truths in some of

the First-day meetings in order to avoid hearing on
these subjects they will close their meetings. Now
in so doing, do they not fulfill the saying that is writ-
ten: They have eyes, but they see not; ears haye
they but they hear not; hearts, but they understand not

Not long since I was talkiug with a Baptist minis-
ter on the snbject of the Sabbath. He being a Latin,
Greek and Hcbrew scholar, undertook to support
the Christian Sabbath ; and when he failed to do so,
at last said, before some six or eight, that he did not
believe in keeping auy Sabbath. Now is he not giv-
ing the lie to his own profession ? or how can they
who hear him make such denials of the Sabbath, have
confidence in him? But this is come to pass, which
is spoken, They are willingly ignorant.

As we are living in perilous times iu which false
teachers and their false doctrines shall abound, in
whom shall we pat our trust ? In the arm of flesh ?
Noj; but in God who made the heavons, the earth,
the sea, and the fountains of waters, and rested the
seventh day from all his work.

I often fear for the danger I am in with the rest of
my fellow-creatures, of being overtaken with our sing
upon us when Jesus shall make his appearance in the
clonds of heaven. Awful day to a wicked world !
Then he which is filthy will be filthy still ; he that
is righteous will be righteons still. If we arc of the
righteons, with what joy shall we hail his appear-
ing, when he shall descend in all his grandeur and
power, with all his holy angels, taking vengeance on

.| them that know.not God and obey not the gospel,

who shall be punished with cverlasting destruction
from the presence of the Lord and from the glory of
his power. O who would not embrace the truths of
the gospel, and be able to stand before the Son of man

Yours in the blessed hope, striviug to keep the pa:
tience of the saiuts, the commandments of God and

the faith of Jesus. LeEBBEUS TOLLMAN.
Dellona, Sauk Co., Wis., Jan. 22d, 1854.

——— e ———— e
From Bro, Bates,

DeArR Bro. WaiTE :—I have been laboring in this
North-west corner of Ill., since the 17th of Jan. last,
The interest of the last message of mercy is deepen-
ing and widening all around. Souls are embracing
the Sabbath of the Lord our God, saying it is- the
truth. Others are inquiring and calfing for books,
and you will see by the names I send that these in-
quirers after truth, are anxious to have the Review
and Herald, and the Youth’s Instructor for their
families. The district school houses are open for the
message, and when the weather is mild enough to at-
tend, the people hear, and many are anxious to have
more meetings.

I had quite a large box of books, but I already be-
gin to fear I shall not have enough to supply half
the demand. Work enough in the western field.
The harvest is ripening. God speed the messengers
to fill their stations in his wide-spread harvest-field.
How evident that God is gathering his army for the
battle of the great day. Joserr BaTes.

Green Vale, Jo Daviess Co., Ill., Feb. 2d, 1854,

———e
From Bro. Paine.

Dear Bro. Waire:—While we yet remain in this
world of trial and peril we love the truth better and
better, and are more fully established that we are on
the direct way to the city of God where the pure in
heart will have admittance. [ have attended meet-
ings some seven or eight Sabbaths at Springfield with
the brethren since conference. They are giving evi-
deuce that rock bottom of truth is their foundation.
Two or three bave been added to the church here
since the conference. Several have embraced the truth
in Brookfield, Mass., where Brn. Daniels and Hunt
have been presenting the truth.

Yours in love,
Ware, Mass., Jan 3lst, 1854,

Lureer PAINE.
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Thoughts for Consideration.

[Tue following was received from II. Barringer
with the accompanying note :—

Bro. Wurte :—With your permission I will sug-
gest through the Review the following thoughts for
consideration, and sce what conclusions they will
lead to. |

1. If the seventh day is stillin force, is not the first
also? and are not two days in the wecek therefore
set apart for religious exercises by divine command
and apostolic example?

2. If the seventh day was still in force after Pente-
cost, why was the first day only mentioned in the
epistles as a day for congregational duties ?

3. If the Lord’s supper, and other congregational
duties, were attended to on the seventh day, would
Paul have chosen that day to reason with the Jews
in the synagogues ?

4. In the transition period between the full cnd of
the Mosaic, and complete beginning of the Christian
dispensation, were not both days observed or cliosen
more or less for religious exercises, preaching, &c.;
and did not the first day, later in timne, become the
only day for congregational religious exercises ?

Yours in the gospel hope, H. BARRINGER.

Troy, N. Y., Feb. 2d. 1854,

Conclusions whieh they Lead to.

1. It is a declaration of the Prophet, [ Amos iii, 7.]
that the Lord God will do nothing, bnt he revealeth
his sceret unto his servants the prophets. Where has
it ever been revealed that two days would ever be
enjoined upon men by divine command, or apostolic
example ? There was one definite day set apart by
the great Creator, to be observed and kept holy by
men ; and for a definite purpose : but we know of no
passage that teaches that the first or any other day
would ever be raised to equal honor with it; much
Jess be established in its stead.

The objection under consideration, assnmes that
we have “divine command and apostolic exam-
ple” for the religious observance of the first day ; and
hence if the original seventh day is still binding, we
must keep them both. DBut we find no such com-
mand or such First-day-observance. On this point
our opponents seem not well to understand the po-
sition they occupy and what devolves upon them to
be proved. When a point is indisputably established
and fixed forever, it should be considered as settled
and not be again called in question, Since, there-
for it has been repcatedly and abundantly proved
that there is no divine command, and no apostolic
example for Sunday-kecping, it is not for our oppo-
nents to assume these points and then build their in-
ferences thercon. Let them first produce the com-
mand or the example, and then will their deductions
be entitled to our consideration.

2. One would infer from reading the book of Acts
that the Sabbath or seventh day was still in force,
after the day of Pentecost, and not that ¥ the first
day only,” was observed for congregational duties.
We find that they had Moses and the prophets read
every Sabbath-day. Acts xiii, 27; xv, 21. We find Paw;
entering into the synagogue and preaching on the
Sabbath-day, and the Gentiles beseeching him that
the same words might be preached to them the next
Sabbath. Acts xii, 14, 42, 44. We find him abid-
ing in one place a year and six months, reasoning in
the synagogue every Sabbath and persuading the Jows
and Grecks; [Acts xviii, 4, 11;] while we cannot
gather either from the writings or practices of the
apostles, that the first day was devoted to religious
exercises.

3. Paul did reason with the Jews in the synagogue
on the seventh day ; and it is a significant fuct that
this day and this only is called the Sabbath through-
out the Scriptures. Now why did Luke, the writer
of the Acts, a preacher of the gospel, so long after the
seventh-day Sabbath ceased, if it ceased at all, call
this day the Sabbath, and thus throw us who live un-
der the gospel in suspense and doubt in regard to
what day we should observe in honor of Him who
made heaven and earth, and thns render obedience
to one of his express commandments? Why, 1 say,

did he thus speak of it, if the seventh day was not the
Sabbath for Christians then ?

Provided the * Lord’s supper and other congrega-
tional duties” were not attended to on the seventh
day, what difference would that make? It matters
not if Paul was engaged in such duties day and night
from one week to another, that would not make a
Sabbath. That institution must come from higher
authority. There never has been bnt one Sabbath:
that was made in the beginning by the King eternal,
and man cannot annul it.

4. In the “ transition period,” as it is termed, we
are satisfied of one thing, that the seventh day re-
mained in all its original force, and was observed by
Christ and his disciples ; hence this cannot be true of
the first day. We will nevertheless admit that at a
later period that became the day generally observed
for *congregational religious exercises;” but it was
not until that man of sin had heen revealed, the son
of perdition, who opposeth and exalteth himself above
all that is called God, or that is worshiped; not un-
til he, in his presumptuous exaltation, had seized the
law of God, robbed the fourth commandment of its
glory and sanctity, and palmed off upon the world
his counterfeit substitute. U. 8.

e —
DISHONESTY.

It is a singular spectacle to observe the course
which the advocates of the first day Sabbath are com-
pelled to adopt. After having proved the change of
the Sabbath from the seventh to the first day of the
week, by a number of absurd inferences, which appar-
ently settle that question to their satisfaction, they
find themselves in an exceedingly awkward position.
Sunday has now hecome the Sabbath, but where is
the commandment that obliges men to keep it holy ?
Where is the precept which teaches men kow to ob-
serve this new Sabbath 2 It will do very well for the
advocates of Sunday to resort to the fathers for proof
that the Sabbath has been changed to that day, but
to produce from the fathers, the commandment for
Sunday-keeping is rather too hazardous an imposi-
tion to be attempted.

What then shall be done? To acknowledge with
frankness that God has never given any precepi or
commandment for the observance of this new Sab-
bath, would also be acknowledging that its observance
isnot a part of man’s duty. Eeel. xii, 13. This
thercfore will not do. In this emergency a lucky ex-
pedient secms to have suggested itself. It was this:
“Sunday has become th: Sabbath, and as it lacks a
commandment to enforce its observance, and must
have one, we will employ the fourth comnandment
for this purpose. There can be no harm in this, for
the commandment says ¢ Remember the Sabbath-day
to keep it holy,” and the seventh day has ceased to be
the Sabbath, and therefore needs this commandment
no longer while the first day of the week has be-
come the Sabbath, and is in perishing need of some-
thing of this kind.”

Whetber the advocates of Sunday-observance held
any of this plausible reasoning with their own con-
sciences or not, we are unable to determine with cer-
tainty. But with regard to the acts which they have
performed, or rather attempted to perform, we are
able to speak without hesitation. They have seized
the Lord’s Sabbath, which is the seventh day of the
week, and stripped it of the fourth commandment, as
the soldiers stripped Christ of his robe when they
were about to crucify him. Having done this they
consign the Sabbath of the Lord to destruction, and
choosing in its stead the firat day of the week, as the
Jews chose Barabbas the robber, instead of Christ
the Lord of the Sabbath, they array their new Sab-
bath in the stolen fourth commandment.

This conduct may enable Sunday-keepers to deceive
those who employ their ministers to do their read-
ing of the Bible, and their thinking for them. But
God, let it be remembered, is not deceived by all this;
and the day of judgment will show that men cannot
mock God with impunity. Ministers of the gospel,
and religious teachers, have so long and 80 generally

taught men that Sunday was the Sabbath, and have

repeated with so much assurance, the fourth com-

mandment in support of the observance of that day,

that the deception seems almost complete in the case

of thousands. Take heed that no man deceive you.
J.N. A.

———————
Appointments.

ProvIDENCE permitting there will be a Conference of four
days at the hou-e of Bro. 8. Gillett, in Green Vale, Jo Da-
viess Co., I1l., to commence on Thursday, March 2d, at 2
o'clock P. M., and continue to the evening of the 5th. Also
2 Conference of three days at Plumb River, Jo Daviess Co.,
I1l., commencing March 10th, at 2 o’clock P. M., and continue
over the Sabbath into the evening of the 12th. The brethren
coming on the Galena and Chicago Union R. R., will stop at
Nora, four miles east of the terminus of the road, and six miles
north-east of Bra. S, Gillett and W. Bates', via Green Vale
P. 0. Nora is sixteen miles north-east of Plumb River.

If any of the Sabbath brethren in this region wish for a gen-
eral meeting, if they will give me notice by the 10th of March,
I will endeavor to serve them if it is practicable.

My Post Office address for the present will be Green Vale,
Jo Daviess Co., Ill., care of Wm. Bates. Joseru BaTEs,

To Correspondents.

1. In writing to this Office, let everything of a busincssna-
ture be put on & part of the sheet by itself, or on a separate
sheet, so as not to be mixed up with other matters.

2. Be careful to write all names of persons and places,
plainly and distinctly.

3. In all cases give the name of the Post Office, County and
State. When a Town or Village is ealled by one name, and
the Post Office by another, be sure to give the name of the
Post Office.

4. When the direction of a paper is to be changed, do not
forget to name the Office to which it has been sent.

b. Let everything be stated explicitly, and in as few words
as will éxpress the writer's meaning.

6. In writing texts of scripture, be sure to copy from the
Bible correctly. It is no small sin to carelessly mangle the
Word of God, as some do.

If the above directions are complied with, we shall be saved
much time and perplexity, and be less liable to mistakes in
transacting the business of the Office.

Business,

J. HarrouN.—Your money is receipted in No. 2. Webave
forwarded the paper according to direction,

A. 8. Hurcuixs,—The books were forwarded the 9th inst.,
to Ulysses, as ordered.

A. M, Cuntis.—In answer to your inquiries we wonld refer
you to the article in this No. entitled, The Hour of His Judg-
ment Come.

C. A. 0sGoon.—We have not had time yet-te notice your
questions. They shall be examined at our eacliest convenience

Letters.
L. Drow, 8. Willey, H. Barringer 3, J. B. Frisbie, J. Har-
roun, A. 8. Hutchins, B. M, Adu:as, J. Bates, J. Daker, J.
N. Andrews, J. Marsh, E. Nash.

Receipts.

L. Glover, W. 8. Lane, S. Griggs, J. Locke, C. Davis, C,
Wasehburn, L. A, Washburn, M. Ricker, J. Benson, A, Heald
G. Widrick, H. Patch, 0. Benson, T Snow, eaoh $1. !

E. 8. Lane, Geo. Mayhew, U. Bucklin, A. Wilsy, O. Nichols,
N. Davyis, C. P. Finch, A. Ross, cach 82,

C. G. Cramor, 83; o Bro. in Conn. $10. J. P. Kellogg 82
—75 cts, for cach of the following names: J. Kellogg, D.
Kellogg, S. Rice, J. Kellogg, Jr., N. Chapin, G. Kellogg, M.
8. Kellogg, P. R. Chapin, A. Call, M. Owen, C. Riche, E
Perkins.

J. Noyes, 84.50; D. C. Demerest, 83.50; H.G. S. Rathbun
81.91; B. Tichnor, A, Sanders, B. Landon, 8. T. Cranson, 1.
Lillis, Sr. Hunt, each 81.50. C. 3. Glover, H S. Wells, each
8090. S.Sncw, 80.86; P. W. Green, P. Burdick each $0.75;
T. Finch, $68; E. A. Poole, 0.D. Eastman, 8. Rogs, cach
80,50; E. L. Bond, 80.25; ’
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