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RELIGIOUS LIBERTY ENDANGERED
BY LEGISLATIVE ENACTMENTS.

An appeal to the Friends of Equal Rights and
Religious Freedom, in the United States, from
the Seventh-day Baptist General Conference,

Ferrow Crrizexs i—

We fully agree with you in the popular senti-
ment of our nation, that liberty is sweet—to men
of noble minds, much more precious than estates,
or treasures of silver and gold—dearer than our
reputation and honor among the despots of the
world, Was it wot this sentiment, firmly rooted
in the minds of the Fathers of our National Inde-
pendence, which led them to stake their * lives,
+their fortunes, aud their sacred honor,” rather than
be the serfs of a British king and his aristocratic
Lords? Applauding their spirit, we know that
you will agree with us in the sentiment, that the
preservation of that liberty which they achieved
and perpetuated in our ever-glorious Constitution,
is the highest civil duty which we owe to our-
selves, to our posterity, and to our nation. All
but coercionists will agree with us, that the pres-
ervation of our religious liberty is a sacred duty,
which we owe alike to the cause of truth and our
political happiness.

Give us your-candid attention, then, while we
,present & brief statement of the wrongs we are
\suffering in  these United States, despite the
* principles of the National Declaration of Indepen-
*dence, and the guarautees of our National Consti-
“‘tution.

Believing in the integrity of the provisional
_Government which made the Declaration of Inde-
,pendence, our fathers and predecessors in faith,
‘fought side by side with yours for the liberty which

that instrumeut declares to be the inalienuble right
ol all men. They were equally zealous parties to
s the adoption of the Constitution of the United
States—that Consticution which says there shall
be “no law respecting-an establishment of religion,
-or prohibiting the free exercise thereof;” “and the
-'Ju(@ in every State shall be bound thereby, any
,thing in the constitution or Jaws of any State to
“the contrary notwithstanding.”  Although our
brethren at” Ephrata, in Pennsylvania, regarded
warfare and the shedding of b{ood as incoosist-
‘ent with the Christian profession, yet they wereno
Jess ardent admirers of those national instruinents
by which American liberties were asserted and es-
tablished. Of this they gave ample proof, in the
Aawavering support whivh they ever voluntarily
readered tothe National Government and its troops,
by all the peaceable means at their command.
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History records an act of patriotism and piety,
which reflects everlasting honor on their names.
They voluntarily and compassionately received, at
their establishment, between four and five hundred
wounded Americans who had fallen in the battle
of Brandywine, fed them from their own stores, and
nursed them with their own hands, for which they
vever received nor asked a recompense of the
American Government or people. It was enough
for them, that they were their fellow men. But it
stirred their hearts the deeper, that they knew they
were bleeding in the cause of sacred liberty,

We are the descendants and successors in faith
of these parties. We hold the same sentiments,
and cherish the same principles, which they did at
that time. Is it not surprising, then, that within
seventy years after the sfl%ning of that Declaration,
and in little more than half a century after the
adoption of the Constitution, the lineal descendants
of these parties, and their successors in faith and

rinciples, should have their liberties so abridged
ﬁy state authorities, as to give occasion for an ap-
peal to the citizens of the whole nation, froin
whom the sovereign power emanates, for a redress
of their wrongs? DBut so it is. Religious zealots,
in our State Legislatures and on the Judicial Bench,
have violated the Constitution of the nation, estab-
lished an article of their religious creed, and made
it penal for others of different sentiments to follow
out their own honest convictions of duty to God.
The consequence is, that eight of our Lrethren are
at this moment under judicial sentence for their re
ligious sentiments, and condemued to pay four dol-
lars each, with costs of “prosecution, or suffer im-
prisonment in the common jail. It is not pretend-
ed that they have injured the persons, or wronged
the estates or interests of any of their fellow-citizens.
Neither is it pretended that they are lewd or in-
teinperale persons, or profaners of churches. The
only pretense is, that they bave injured the reli-
gious feelings of some others by peaceably work-
ing upon their own farms on the first day of the
week, in obedience to the dictates of their own con-
sciences and the law of God. And this is the sec-
ond time, within the space of one year, that the per-
secution of these otherwise uuotfending men, has
been approved by the courts of Pennsylvania. In
four otiier States of the Union, in defiance of the
National Constitution, onr fellow-citizens have
suffered prosecutions, fines, and imprisonment,
within the past year, upon similar charges. Be-
side this, in the States where toleration is provided
for Jabor ou our own farms, and in our own work-
shops on the first day of the week, all contracts,
legal and commercial transactions, if done even
amon% oursglves, are declared null and void by the
State Statutes. So tbat, even in these States, we
are deprived of our constitutional and inalienablo
right to use one-sixth part of our time for com-
mercial, legal, and judicial transactions; and then
are tied up to our own premises, as though we were
as dangerous to the religious interests of our fel-
low-citizens, as rabid animals are to their persons.

Applications were made to three State isla-
tures auring the Winter of 1845-6, for relief from
these odious statutes. But those applications were
all repulsed with supercilious denials. Forbear-
ance is no longer a virtue, A succession of abus-
es and usurpations of our rights, has compelled ue
to take measures to resist, with all the legal means
in our power, and with all that we can honorably-
acquire, whatever laws abridge the rights or co-
erce the consciences of ourselves or our fellow-citizens

on religlous or sectarian considerations. Appeal-
ing to Jehovab and bis holy law for the rectitude

of our principles and the righteousness of our cause,
we have iinplored, and shall continue to implore,
the interposition of his Providence to succeed our
efforts,

Without wishing to disturb the peace of society,
or wantonly to overturn the existing order of things,
but actuated solely by a sense of duty to main-
tain the integrity of God's law, and preserve unim-
pared our rehigious privileges, we appeal to you,
fellow-citizens, in defense of the justice of our de-
mands, by a fair representation of our Constitution-
al Rights.

The sixth article of the Constitation of the Uni-
ted States, section 2d, says, “This Constitution,
and the laws of the United States which shall be
made in parsuance thereof, shall be the
supreme law of the land ; and the judges in every
State shall be bound thereby, any thing in the con-
stitution or laws of any State to the contrary not-
withstanding.”

Section 3d, says, “ The members of the several
State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial
officers, both of the United States and of the sev-
eral States, shall be bound by ocath or affirmation
to support this Constitution ; but no religious test
shall ever be required as a qualification to office or
public trust under the United States.”

In the amendments to the Counstitution, article
1st, it is written, * Congress shall make no law
respecting an establishment of religion, or prohib-
iting the free exercise thereof.”

In view of these sections of the fundamental law
of the nation, what can be more palpably uncon-
stitutional than those State statutes which are so
framed as to declare and establish the first day of
the week as “the Christian Sabbath,” or holy day.
The State statutes which subject any citizen to
fine or imprisonment for labor, or any legal trans-
action, on the first day of the week, as far as their
influence extends, make void God’s everlasting
law, and subject the conscientiousservant thereof to
punishment for a strict conformity to it. The
State statutes violate the Constitution of the Uni-
ted States in two respects. 1st. Thay violate that
part of the Constitution which forbids the enact-
ment of any “law respecting an establishment of
religion ;” because by them the religious observ-
ance of the first day is made a State establishment
of religion as really and arbitrarily as the Jaw of
Constantine made it a part of the re{igion of the Ro-
man Empire. 2d. They violate that part of the
Constitution which forbids the making of ray law
“ prohibiting the free exercise” of religion; because,
by forbidding labor on the first day of the week,
they prohibit a strict conformity to the law of God
which says, “Six days shalt thou labor and do all
thy work, but the seveuth day is the Sabbath of the
Lord thy God.” With this view of the subject,
we submit it to the common-sense of candid men to
say, if every judicial officer who convicts or passes
sentence upon his fellow-citizens for disobeying these
arbitrary statutes on a charge of Sabbath-breaking,
isnot a perjured man. He swears or affirms to
“support the Constitution of the United States, any
thing in the Constitution or laws of any State to the
contrary notwithstanding;” yet he administers a law
which establishes a sectarian article of religion, and
puuishes ¢inscientiocus men for a free exercise of their
own religions opinions, and for doing what they es-
teem to be their duty to God.

Heretofore we have asked only for exemptions
from these odious statutes for all such as observe
the seventh day of the week as the Sabbath, and we
have generally been permitted to pass peaceably along.
But of late our growing numbers, and our increasing
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influence in the nation, together with the use of the| Judge Herttell's ook, “The Rights of the People

public press in defense of our sentiments, have seem-
ingly made us tco odious m the eyes of some of our
fellow-citizens to be suffered peacesbly to enjoy our
rights, Powerful efforts are being made to inflame
the public mind against us, to influence the magis-
tracy to enforce the Sunday laws now existing, and
if possible to procure the enactment of others more
stringent and restrictive, These things have thrown
us unavoidably upon our counstitutional rights. Ex-
perience teaches us that our peace and liberty are
continually jeopardized by the existence of statutes
which can be so construed as to coerce us contrary
to our consciences, to do reverence to the first day of
the week as a holy day. We therefore demand the
entire repeal of all laws for coercing the observance
of the first day, as bcing contrary to the spirit and
the letter of the Constitution of the United States.

The view which we take of this subject is not
from a partial construction of the Constitution.
That instrument has been so construed by impartial
and competent authority. The following extract from
a letter written by Georce Wasnixgron, while Pres-
ident of the United States, and who was President
of the Convention for framing the Constitution,
10 a committee of a Baptist Society in Virginia, in
answer to an application to him for his views of the
meaning and efliciency of that instrument to protect
the rights of conscience, decides the intent of the
framers of the Constitution, and consequently the in-
tent of the Constitution itself. The letter 18 dated
August 4, 1789, and reads as follows:—

«If I had the least idea of any difficulty resulting
from the Constitution adopted by the Convention of which
[ had the honor to be President when it wus formed, so
a8 to endanger 1he rights of any religious denomination,
then 1 never should bave attached my name to that in-
strument. If I had any idea that the General Govern-
ment was so administered that liberty of conscience was
cndangered, I pray you be assured that no man would be
more willing than my«elf to revise and alter that part of
it, so as to avoid all religious persecudion.  Youcan, with-
out doubt, remember that I have often expressed my
opinion, that every man who conduets himselt as a good
citizen is accountable-alone to God for his religious faith,
and should be protected in worshiping God aceording to
the dictates of his own conscienvce.

[Signed,] “GEORGE WASHINGTON.”

The Congressional Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, to whom were referred certain memori-
als for prohibiting the transportation of mails and the
opening of post offices on Sunday, in the 43d session
of Congress, A. p. 1830, reported unfavorably to the
prayer of the memorialists, Their report was adopt-
ed and printed by order of the Senate of the Uni-
ted States, and the Committee was discharged from
the farther consideration of the subject. That Com-
mittee take the same view of the intent of the Con-
stitution as did General Washington. They say :—

“We look in vain to that instrument for authority to
say whether first day, or reventh day, or whether any day,
has been made holy by the Almighty.” . . ., «The Con-
atitution regards the conscience of the Jew as racred as
that of the Christian; and gives no more authority to
adopt a measure affccling the conscience of a solitary in-
dividual, than that of a whole community. 7That repre-
gentative who would violate this principle, whould lose
his delegated character, and forfeit the confidence of his
constituents. -If Congress should declare the first day of
the week holy, it would not convince the Jew nor ‘the
Sabbatarian. It would dissatisfy botb, and eonsequently
eonvert neitber.” . . .. “Ifa solemn act of legislation
shall in one point define the law of God, or point out to
the eitizen one religious duty, it may with equal propri-
ety define every part of revelation, and enforce every re-
ligions obligation, even f{o the forms and ceremonies of
worship the endowments of the church, and the support
of the clergy.” “The framers of the Constitution
recognized the eternal principle, that man’s relation to
his god is above human legislation, and bis rights of con-
seience inalienable. R ing was not ¥ to es-
tablisk this truth; we are conscious of it in our own bo-
soms. It isthis consciousness which, in defiance of hu-
man Jaws, has sustained 80 many martyrs in tortures and
flames. They felt that their duty to God was superior
to human enactments, and that man could exercise no
autbority over their consciences. It is an inborn princi-
?]e, which nothing can grtl!dicate.;; «Tt js also a

act, that counter memoriuls, equally respectable, e
the interference of Congress, on lheygroumc that it wm;d
he legixlnﬁnz upon a religious subject, and therefore uu-
constitutional.””

Impartial Judiciaries have taken the same view
of these provisions of the Constitution, and have de-
cdared the laws enforcing the observance of the first
day of the week unconstitutional, as may be seen in

Reclaimed;” also in “ An Essay on Constitutional
Reform, by Hiram P. Hastings, Counselor at law.”

Ou the 2d of October, 1799, at New Mills, Bur-
lington County, New Jersey, a Seventh-day Baptist
being indicted befove a Justice of the Peace for work-
ing on Sunday, and fined, he appealed. At the tri-
al in Court, the foregoing letter tProm General Wash-
ington was procured by the Judge, and read in his
charge to the Jury. The result was acquittal by the
Jury.

In the year 1845, the Court of Hamilton County,
Obio, made a similar decision in a like case, and on
similar considerations,

A committee of the Common Hall of the City of
Richimond, Virginia, to whom was referred the case
of certain persecuted Jews, have made a like decis-
ion on the municipal Jaws of that City, which have
been constiuied to enforce keeping the first day.

The Post Office Laws ave framed in accordance
with these provisions of the Constitution. The Act
of March 3d, 1825, section 1st, authorizes the Post-
masters to “provide for the carriage of the mail on ali
post roads that are or may be established by law,
and as often as lie, having regard to the productive-
ness thereof, and other circumstances, shall think
proper.”  Section 17th provides, “that every Post
master shall keep an office, in which one or more
persons shall attend on every day on which a mail
shall anive by land or water, as well as on other
days, at such hours as the Postmaster General shall
direct, for the purpose of performing the duties there-
of; and it shall be the duty of the Postmaster, at all
reasonable hours, on every day of the week, to deliv-
er on demnnd, any letter, paper or packet, to the
Fl'son entitled to, or authorized to receive the same.

he laws against labor on the first day, in each State
where they exist, ave obliged to except the mail-car-
ri€rs and the postmasters, But we ask our fellow-
citizens to consider by what show of justice, auy Jo-
cal tribunal can punish a privata citizen for doing
that on his own account, which the servants and of-
ficers of the United States are doing at the same
time, for the use of the people, and by a law of the
same Government? Suppose a carriage conveying
the United States Mail, should enter the City of
Philadelphia on Sanday; and another carriage, con-
taining goods or wares for the next day's market,
should enter at the same time and by the same
vonte; with what show of justice shall the driver of
the market carriage be put under arrest and fined,
and the driver of the mail carriage go free? Or
suppose there should be a postmaster assorting his
letters on the first day, and a fellow-citizen selling
pens, ink, paper and wafers, to write the same let-
ters, in another part of tho same building; with
what show of justice shall the tradesman be fined and
the postmaster go free? The officers of the United
States Government have no national rights above
the humblest citizen. The transgression of law by
them is as really & crime as in the case of any other
citizen. Our Government knows nothing of those
kingly rights which set emperors, monarchs, and
their servants, above law. If, therefore, there is no
transgression of constitutional law in carrying the
United States Mail on the first day, then there is
none in aprivate citizen’s following his otherwise law-
ful and peaceable occupation on the same day.

In some quarters during the last year, our mo-
tives and designs were grossly misrepresented by
prejudiced persons, in our legislatures and elsewhere.
We were represented as ¢ wishing the legislature to
change the gabbath from the first to the seventh day
of the week;" and were accused of “covertly wish-
ing to compel our fellow-citizens to keep our Sab-
bath day.” No insinuation could be more grossly
deceptive—no accusation more flagitiously unjust to
us as a people. We declare unequivocally, that we
do mot desire any such thing. We believe that
keeping the Sabbath day is purely a religious duty.
All we ask is, that our State Legislatures leave the
matter where the Constitution of the United States
and the laws of the General Government have plac-
ed it. They bave no more right to determine this
religious duty, than they bave to determine the rites of
Christian worship. We believe our fellow-citizens
ought to be protected in the peaceableobservation of
their day of religious rest, as in the observance of

every other religions institution, except where such
observance is made a sanctuary for crime. We ask
the same protection for ourselves on the seventh day
of the week, and notking more,

If the Constitution may be infringed wpon to put
down the observers of the seventh day, 10 one can
say how long it will be before other minor denomi-
nations may be put down too. Already attempts
are making to exact a confession of fuith, unknown to
the Constitution, as a qualification for a legal oath.
If the religions sanctification of the first day of the
week may be enforced by statutory requirements, so
may the forms and hous of worship. He who says,
that there is no dunger of the latter being enforced,
while statutory regulations violate two ot the inost
sacred provisions of the National Constitution, knows
bat little of the history of mankind, or pays but lit-
tle attention to the tendencies of human nature. A
single atanding violation of the Constitution is an
example and an authority for others to follow.  One
religions observance established by law, is the admis-
sion of the main principle of national hierarchy, and
will comne in time to be referred to as authority for
similar infractions of the Coustitution. The laws for
the observance of the first day are in fact a union of
Church and State. It is not pretended that they
are designed to subserve directly a rolilicnl or civil
object. It is altogether a religious object which they
subserve. It becomes every friend of equal rights,
as he Joves the Constitution of his country, to op-
pose these infiactions of jts just principles, until equal
liberty is secured to all citizens by statutory provis-
jons, as by the fundamental Jaws of the nation.

Our opponents often remind us of their pretence,
that we are under no more restrictions than other
citizens; we may do as we please about keeping the
seventh day. To this we reply, that the tyrants of
the Roman people deprived the Republic of its lib-
erties by professing themselves the guardians of their
inTERESTS. 4 By declaring themselves the protec-
tors of the people, Marius and C.zsar had subverted
the Constitution of their country.” Augustus estab-
lished a despotisin by artfully affecting to be govern-
ed himself by the same laws which he procured to
he enacted to take away the rights of the people.
These are the same principles upon which religions
coercionists conjure us to be quiet under the loss of
our constitutional rights. Tlie progress of these
things towards despotism is as daugerous in the
American Republic as in that of Rome, and may be
as rapid. Their success would be as deadly to hu-
man prpines, and all the best interests of mankind,
in the nineteenth century, as they were in the decline
and fall of the Roman Empire. Human nature now
affords no better guaranty for the safety of our na-
tional rights, than it did to the Romans at the sum-
mit of their greatness, Liberty can be preserved
only at the expense of perpetual vigilance, and by
popular support of individual rights. If ever the
doctrine which has been urged before one of our leg-
islative bodies, “The greatest good of the greatest
number,” should become a popular political axiom,
to justify the course of many in taking away the
rights of the few, the halls of legislation will become
scaffolds for the execution of liberty, and that odious
principle will be the shroud in which it will bo bu-
ried. Despots may establish a round of religious ob-
servances, and exact an unwilling and insincere con-
formity to their arbitrary prescriptions; butthey can
never convince the understanding nor win the hemt
of one who knows the voice of truth.  They can on-
ly make him a slave, while the effects of their arlii-
trary prescriptions on the popular mind will be to
wither up all interest in the religious tendencies of
an observance sustained only by the enactments of
heartless politicians. Al that makes religion vital
and effective for its own holy objects, expires when
the sword is drawn to enforce it. ~ Liberty, humanity,
religion, and our National Constitution, then, require
that the laws enforcing the observance of the first
day of the week should be repealed.

As Awmerican Citizens, as independent Freemen,
and as yesponsible Stewards of the glorious heritage
bequeathed to us by the Fathers of the Revolution,
we shall, with the aid of the Majesty of Heaven,
maintain unimpaired the high privileges secured to
us by the Charter of our Liberties. We ask for no
exclusive immunities. We disclaim all right of hu-
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main government to exercise over, or fetter in the
lewst, the religious rights of any being.  Might is not
right, neither does the accident of being a majority
give any, claim to trample on the rights of (he mi-
nority. Itis a usurpation of authority, to oppress
the ruinority, or set at naught their indefeasible
rights.  In civil affairs we respect the authorities that
be, but in relizious service, resont being forced to
keep the commandments of men. We recognize the
Jaws of the land in all secular matters, anil the laws of
God, and of God alone, in religious faith and practice.
Theso are the inalienable rights of all the members
of a Republic. These are rights reserved by the
people to themselves, in the formation of our Gov-
ernment, which no power can legitimately wrest
from us, and with the help of Ged none shall.
{Note. We have given this appeal from the Sev-
enth-day Baptists a place in the Review, not be.
canse we approve of their purpose to resist by le-
gal means the injustice and vppression, to which the
observers of the Sabbath are snbjected, but because
it is an able exposure of the unjust character of those
laws which enforce the observance of Sunday. As
sucl, we request attention to it Eb.]

Spcaking Things not Understood,

We have been repeatedly impressed with the want
of acquaintance with the things of wlich they speak,
which is manifested in the conversation and writings
of those who contend for specific points of time. As
a case in point, we conversed lately with one who is
justly reckoned by the timeists as one of, if not their
most intelligent and respectable preacher, who was

tending for the com ment of the seventy
weeks B. ¢, 446, when said,

Ie. Commencing the 70 weeks so late as that,
where do you reckon the epoch of the crucifixion 7

ile. In A, 0. 37,

We. Have you authority of any kind for assigning
80 late a date for that event ?

Ile. Dr. Jarvis gives that as the date of the cruci-
fixion.

We. Does he? You are mistaken ; for he gives
A. D. 28 as the date of that event!

Ife. Dr. Jarvis states that Christ was in his thir-
ty-seventh year when he was crucified.

We. Did you understand me to inquire what was
the age of Christ at his crucifixion 7 If so, you did
not apprchend my question, which was, not the year
of Ins age, but the year of our vulgar era in which it
ocenrred,  Does Dr, Jarvis alford you any authori-
ty for placing it in a. p. 377

He. 1f he says he was crucitied in the 37th year of
his age. is not that authority 7

We. You don’t mean that you are awaro of no dif-
ference between the year of his nge, and the year of
our era in which Christ suflered ?

He. 1 know that you make a distinction that is not
very perceptible to the common people,

i¥e. The ditference has been plainly shown in the
Tlerald too often for any intelligent reader to be left
confuxed on that point.

[ Yex.” smid & third person present, whom we had
never before xeen, but who we understand is limitediy
known by the sobriquet of the ** learned blacksmith ;”
“uand every timo you write on it, you leave it darker
than it was before”  “That,” sad we, ““depends on
the intelligence of those swho read.”  Resuming. we
continued as before the interruption. |

You will not say that you are not aware of the jus-
tice of Lhat distinction ?

Ile. “ A. D.” weans the year of our Lord; and if
it don’t mean the year of his age, then you give a
diflerent meaning to it than the common one.

IVe. No; [ attach to it the commwon mcaning and
that only. No chronologer uses it differently, nor
does any person who understands its import.  Our
common A. p. is called the * Vulgar Era” because
reckoned, not from the actual birth of Christ, Lnt
from the place in the Julian Period where his birth
was at first incorrectly placed—at the end of A. J. ».,
4713. And when any chronologer, or any intelli-
gent person. speaks of an cvent in any given year A.
., he reckons not from the actual birth of the Sa-
viour, but from the commencement of our commmon
era.  The question is whether Dr. Jarvis gives you
any authority for giving a.p. 37 as the date of the
crucifixion 2 And he does not; for he places it in
A.p. 28, Therefore are you justified in giving him
ay authority for A, p. 37 to those who, hearing you
from the pulpit, take it for fmutcd that you are pro-
foundly Camiliar with the whole question?

He. I dou’t tell the:n that Dr. Jarvis places the

cracifixion in o. p. 37: but I quote his words, that
Christ was crucified in his 37th ycar.

We. But is it just to your hearers to quote that
from Dr. Jarvis, for the purpose of proving to them
that A, p. 37 was the year of the crucifixion. without
also informing them that the Doctor places thatevent
nine ycars before the date to which you assign it?
Have you any right to quoto him respecting the Sa-
viour’s age, without also showing to the nninformed
the difference which the Doctor makes between the
birth of Christ and the Vulgar Era? placing it siv
years before the commencement of that era. You
are aware, | suppose, that he gives . ¢. 0, as the date
of Christ’s birth?

He. T know that he says something about six years;
but does he say B. ¢. 67 Does not B. ¢. mean before
Christ’s birth ?

IVe. Tt means before the Vulgar Era of his birth,
B. C. ends with the year 4713 of the Julian Period ;
and A. p. beging with 4714, Dr. Jarvis reckons the
birth of Christ gix years befere that.epoch. And
therefore when you quote him for the age of Clrist
at his crucifixion, does not justice demand that you
show where he places Christ’s birth, that it may be
apparent where he dates his death ?

He It would be proper to explain that.

We. But you are also mistaken when you quote
him as to the age of Christ.  For as Dr. Jarvis pla-
ces Christ’s birth B. ¢. 6, and his death in A, p. 28
he makes the latter in his 34th and not in his 37th

ear,
’ He. T am very confident that he says 37, for I cop-
ied it from his work, and [ have the page among iy

papers.

We. Will you show the place of this statement in
his writings 7 for here are all hischironological works,
(taying them before him.) )

This he was unable to do; and we showed him, p.
475 of s 1st vol. of * Church of the Redeemed,”
when speaking of the passover at which Christ suf-
fered, that Dr. Jarvis says: “ The Passover, in the
thirty-fonrth year of onr Lord’s life, began on Thurs-
day. the 25th of March,” &e. Then said

I¥%2. Thus you have no authority whatever, from
Dr. Jarvis, either for placing the crucifixion in A. .
37, or for giving that as his age when crucitied !
Ilave you any other authority for placing the cruci-
fixion in A. n. 377

He. Yes, there was a passover full moon on Fri-
day in that ycar, the same as in A, p. 33,

I¥e. -So has there been a Paschal full moon on Fri-
day in many other years, without affording any evi-
dence that the crucifixion wasin either of those years.
The dispute respecting that event does not extend be-
yond the years a. p, 28 to A. n. 34, The event must
be found within that disputed period ; for no writer,
ancient or modern, places it this side of a. p. 34,

i1z, Do not some of the ancient writers place it in
A.D. 407

We. Some ancient wrilers surmised that the Say-
iour might be 40 or 50 years of age; but nonc of
them pluced his crucifixion in their chronological reck-
onings, this side of the year that synchronizes with
our A. n. 35, Al it was impossible for then to;
for in a. . 36 Caligula sneceeded Tiberius in the era-
pire : and it was in the reign of Tiberius that the ern-
efixion ocenrred.  Therefore a paschal full moon on
Friday in A. p. 37, would be no evidence of the eru-
cifixion in that ycar—lacking as it would other ele-
ments neeessary to its demonstration.  But in this
case as in the other, you are mistaken § for no Pas-
chal full moon occurred on Friday in that year, as
any one can sce who is able to caleulate the time ef
its full.  And therefore that could not be the yesr of
the crucifixion.

He, Well, I rest more on the 20th of Artaxerxes
for the commencement of the 70 weeks, and that 1
am satisfied was in B, . 440,

T¥e. You cannot commence the 70 weeks so late
as that, nnless the date .of the crucifixion will har-
wonize with it in its appropriate place in the last
week, Commencing there, the last week does not
begin till several years alter the crucifixion wust have
taken place, which fact alone wakes it impossible for
the 70 weeks to have commenced at g0 fate a date.
Besides, no chronologer who reckons them (rom the
20th of Artaxerxes, places that year in 8. c. 446, or
later than the year 42060 of the Julian Period, which
corresponds with our B. ¢, 434,  Usher, and all who
reckon from the 20th, place the crucifixion in a. b.
33, and end the 70 wecks in A. p. 37—where you end
the 69! Thus yon inconsistently refnse to follow
any of those you quote as authority. Yet the man-
ner in which you refer to them wonld convey the
idea to your hearers that they sustain you in the
commencement of the 70 weeks. And thus your
hearers are deceived by your not showing wherein
you depart from the teachings of those you quote.—
Ad. Herald.

[ From the Springfield Daily Republican }
Proofs of Immortality.~-“Spiritualism.”

To the-Editors of the Republican :

PeryiT me, through your paper, to make public
the following account of seme very extraoydinary ve-
currences which happened™to we personally during
the week passed.  Before commencing my narrative,
let me say that 1 do not come before the public froa
love of notoriety, nor beecause 1 am over fond of ridi-
cule, but because, knowing what [ siate to be true,
I am wiiling to take up my cross for the sake of
trutly, and avow the facts without fesy or favor,

On Monday last, Sept. 25, 1 called afier tea at the
house of my friend, Rofus Elmer, for the purpose of
returning a book I had horrowed. Unexpectedly, I
wet there D. D. Hume, the “mediom.” who had
just arrived from Boston.,  After conversing an hour
or two, Mr. Elmer having to leave on the worrow
on business, proposed a *“circle” that evening. We
accordingly sat down—D>Mpr. E.s family, Mr. Hume
and myself being the only ones present. The oc-
currences. though very extraordinary, were similar
to those already published, consistmg of rappings
and all manner of tippings, &e.  We were all touched
by unsecn hands, (the room being well lighted with
gas,) o large bell was passed into our bands, &e.
These things were not new to me, and are not to the
public. I will therefore pass them by,

Knowing that still more extraordinary *‘ manjfes-
tations” at times ocenrred to Mr. llume during the
night, I incidentally mentioned that I would hke to
witness some of them. They urged me (0 stay and
spend the vight, and [ did so.

After Icisurcly undressing, potting the light out
and retiring, Hume =aid to me, * Now let’s wish for
them.”  Whether wishing helped the matter or not,
we soon began to hear faint raps, which rapidly in-
creased in power and winnber, I the walls, floor
and bedstead seemed teeming with life.  They came
hke a shower.  Soon came other noises, and then the
bed began to move across the floor. This seemed
rather dangerous Jocomotion. It was the ouly thing
that gave me any uncasiness.  IHaving befare wit-
nexsed so many wonders, I was not at all frightened.
Hume scéewmed more scared than 1, holding on to wme
with both hands, and hegging with all his wmight that
the bedstead should be stopped.  They complied with
his request, only to come in a more tungible form.

Soou I hegan to feel some one stepping on my
feot and ankles, over the bed-clothes, but with a
pressure diflerent from that produced by any hard
substance.  Dircetly after eame a hund on my head
and forehead, as much like flesh and blood as any 1
ever felt, only somewhat cold. 1 Legan to ask ques-
tions, the fingers spatting me on my forehead in an-
swer.  Several hands, tonehing me at the same time
claimed to be those of relatives of mine. OFf this 1
lmve nothing to say. 1 merely state the factsas they
occurred,

A strong hand claiming to be my grandfuther, T
agked, how am [ to know that thisis my grandfuth-
cr? The hand moved from my forchead to my tem-
ple, over my eyebrow and eye. and then passed down
over my face—the fingers patting me in the most
gentle manner possibie. At another time, at my re-
quest, they patted my forchead with such foree that
the sound could be heard, T am confident, in any
part of the roow. I would like to state more and
fuller particulars of what occurred, but my space

| does not allow me,

L wixsh, before T close, to add a few words, thongh
[ regret occupying so much room. To religious
minds (strangely the most skeptical in this matter,)
L have this o say : By what process of reasoning
can you bring yourselves to disbelicve my testimony
of what 1 Jouow and have seen, and to believe the
testimony of what John, Peter or Paul saw? 1
speak with all reverence—Jf doubt not their testimo-
ny ; on the contray 1 believe it now more than ever.
But 1 know of no reason (my veracity being unim-
peached ) why my testimony of what [ know and see
1 not us good as that of any other man. hiving or
dead. And there arc thousands who know these
to be so, as well as 1.

To our wise men, whose hobby is scientific investi-
gation, [ would say : OF what use is it for those who
have gone through what I have, to yead Dr. Dodd’s
book. Dr. Rogers’ theory, to marvel over Prof, Fara-
day’s discoveries 2 (le proved that when he push-
ed, he pushed!)  Or how often shall we listen to the
humbugs who lecture to hundred dollar houscs, and
where may be scen delighted groups of gentlemen
with less than half a dozen capital D’s and L’s at-
tached to their names ?

M s s Editors—during the past week I have wit-
ucssed wary “ manifestatons” (I do not like the
word) as wonderful and more intelligible thau thése
1 have re'ated.  Others did the same. [ may write
You an account of them in u future article, if you
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think best. To me it is immaterial. ¥ know what I
have-written. and the public will have to “acknowl-
edge the corn” sooner or later. It is but a question
of time. F. C. Anprev.

THE REVIEW AND HERALD
**Sanctify them through thy truth; thy word is truth.”
ROCHESTER THIRD.DAY, OCT, I0,1854.

“THERE I8 ONE LAW-GIVER.”

I'r is commonly supposed that Christ is the Chris-
tian’s law-giver, and from this erreneous supposition
grow incorrect views relative to the weekly Sabbath,
1t is first assumed that Christ is the law-giver, and
has given, in person, or by the inspired Apostles, a
perfect code of laws for the gospel vispensation ; then
it is asserted, that as the Sabbath law is not in the
New Testament, the seventh-day Sabbath is not bind-
ing on Christians. We regard the assumption that
Christ is our law-giver as one of the most danger-
ous errors of the times, as it leads men to trample
on the authority of God ; therefore shall expose it by
the light of revealed truth.

Said Moses to the people, “ The Lord thy God will
Taise up unto thee a Yrophet from the midst of thee,
of thy brethren, like unto me; unte him ye shall
hearken:” Deut. xviii, 15.

Said God to Moses, “ I will raise them upa Proph-
et from among their hrethren, like unto thee, and will
put my werds in his mouth ; and he shall speak un-
to them all that I shall command him.” Verse 18.

Peter speaking of Christ, says, * For Moses truly
#1id unto the fathers, A Prophet shall the Lord your
God raise up usto you, of your brethren, like unto
me ; him shall ye hear in all things whatsoever he
shall say unto you.” Aects iii, 22,

We will now inquire, Did Moses legislate? Did
he make laws for the people? He did not. Neither
did Christ. Moses received words from the mouth
of God, and spake them to the people as snch ; so did
our Lord Jesas Christ. * Hear him ,”—

“ Jesus answered them, and said, My doctrine is
not mine, but his that sent me.” John vii, 16,

“Then said Jesus unto them, When ye have lifted
up the Son of man. then shall ye know that I am he,
and that I do flothing of myself; but as my Father
hath taught me, I speak these things.” John viii, 28,

“For I have not spoken of myself; but the Futher
which sent me, he gave me a commandment, what I
should say, and what I should speak. And I know
that his commandment is life everlasting : whatsoev-
er I'speak therefore, even as the Father said unto me,
%0 I speak.” John xii, 49, 50.

“ He that Joveth me not, keepeth not my sayings:
and the word which ye hear is not mine, but the
Father’s which sent me.” John xiv, 24.

Says the Father, [ Deut. xviii, 18,] " Ife shall speak
unto them all that I shall command him.” Says
the Son, [John xii, 49,] “The Father which sent
me, he gave me a commandment, what I should say,
and what I should speak.” By these testimonies
from the Father and Son we learn that it was not
the work of our Lord Jesus Christ to legislate; but
he received the doctrines which he taught from the
mouth of the Father, and spake them to the people.
Tn thisr t, as a prophet, or teacher, he was like
Moses. In both cases the Father is the law-giver.

The transfiguration is referrsd to as proof that
Christ is the law-giver in the gospel age. It is said
that the presence of both Moses and Christ, (the
teachers of both dispensations,) and Moses being
placed upon the back-ground by the voice from hieay-
en, “ This is my beloved Son, in whomn I am well
pleased, hear him,” shows that Christ is the law-giv-
er in the present age.

But & very important personage in this scene is
overlooked. Itis the Father. Peter, referring to
the occasion, says, * For he received from God the

Father honor and elore ¥ 24 9 Pat § 17

It is also said, that to keep the ten commandments
is going back from Christ to Moses.

Not so. Jehovah (not Moses) spoke the ten com-
mandments in the audience of all the people, then
wrote them in stone with his finger. He (not Moses)
was the law-giver, e also appears at the mount
of transfiguration as the commander and law-giver.
His voice is heard, as the highest authority, “Iear
Him!” He is the law-giver of both dispensations;
while the Scriptures represent Moses and Christ as
prophets, or teachers. True, we are to hear Christ;
but what does he say of his doctrine? “My doc-
trine is not mine, bat his that sent me.”

If Christ be our law-giver, who is our advocate?
We have none. But the New Testament definition
of sin, is, “ the transgression of the law.” 1 John

1

iii, 4. And the Apostle says, “1f any man sin, we |

have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the
righteous.” Chap. ii, 1. Here are three parties in-
troduced, (1) the sinner, or transgressor of the law,
(2) the Advocate. and (3) the Father, whose law
the sinner transgresses. Itis perfectly plain, then,
that in the dispensation of the gospel, the Father is
the law-giver, and Jesus is the advocate or mediator
between the offending sinner, and an offended God.

But let us take the view of this subject with Christ
for the Christian’s law-giver. *Sin is the transgres-
sion of the law” of Christ. **And if any wman sin,
we have an advocate with” Jesus Christ. But who
is this advocate? The Papist can answer, The Pope,
while the Protestant has no reply.

All agree that nine of the ten commandments are
binding on men in the gospel age. But if Christ be
our law-giver, instead of the Father, how is it that
nine of the former law-giver’s precepts are binding
on Christians? Is it replied that the new law-giver
commanded nine of the old commandments over
again? This we deny.

Christ has never given one of ihe ten command-
ments on & new account, as resting on his authority.
Never. He quotes from the law of his Father, and
leaves each precept resting on its original base. In
proof of this position, we turn to Matt. xix, 16-23.
“Good Master,” says the young man, * what good
thing shall I do that I may have eternal life 27 ¢ 1f
thou wilt enter into life,”” says the Master, ““keep the
commandments,” The young mun saith unto him,
Which ? Then our Lord quotes five precepts from
the decalogue. Certainly there is nothing in all this
that presents the least idea that our Lord js giving a
new law, or that he is giving mnine precepts of the
Father’s law over again, He mentions but five pre-
cepts.

But it may be said that Jesus gave two new and
great commandnients to take the place of the ten, as
recorded in Matt. xxii, 35-40. “ Then one of them.
which was a lawyer, asked him a question, tempting
him, and saying, Master, which is the great command-
ment in the law ?

Jesus said unto him, Thou shalt love the Lord thy
God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and
with all thy mind. (This is the first and great
commandment. And the second is like unto it, Thou
shalt Jove thy neighbor as thyself. On these two
commandments hang all the Jaw and the prophets.”

These two commandments are claimed to be new,
and to take the place of the ten. But how new?
What is the age of the first? “Hear, O Israel,”
said Moses, “ The Lord our God is one Lord. And
thou shalt love the Lord thy (God with all thine heart,
and with all thy soul, and with all thy might.”
Dent. vi,4, 5. This commandment wasat least 1400
years old when repeated by our Lord.

What is the age of the second ? “Thon shalt not
avenge, not bear any grudge against the children of
thy people, but thou shalt love thy neighbor as thy-
self” Lev. xix, 18. This was also 1400 years old
when quoted by our Lord; yet modern theologians
talk of these two commandwents being something
new. and taking the place of the ten. We would in-

quire, If all the law hangs on the two, how is it that
the two have taken the place of the ten? If all the
law hangs om the two, then we have it all, and not
nine-tenths of it only.

Turn to the “ Revelation of Jesus Christ, which
God gave unto him, to show unto his servants &c.
And mark: Jesus is the Revelator, and not John.
“Hear him” ‘*And the dragon was wroth with
the womnan, and went to make war with the remnant
of her seed, which keep the commandments of God,
and have the testimony of Jesus Christ.”” Rev. xii,
17, The testimony of Jesus Christ embraces all the
sayings of Christ and his inspired Apostles, peculiar
to the gospel. The commandments of God are the ten,
spoken by the Father and engraven in the tables of
stone, and taught by Christ and the Apostles. Sce
Rev. xiv, 12.

Hear the Revelator, as recorded in the last chapter
of the Book of God. * He that is unjust, lethim be
unjust still : and he which is filthy, let him be filthy
still: and he that is righteous, let him be righteous
still : and he that is holy, let him be holy still. And
behold, T come quickly ; and my reward is with me,
to give every man according as his work shall be. I
am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end, the
first and the last, Blessed are they that do hiscom-
mandments, that they may have right to the tree of
life, and muy enter in through the gates into the
city.” Rev. xxii, 11-14.

Ifere are most solemn declarations from the Son of
God, which apply to that short period just prior to
the Second Advent, when there shall be no “ Inter-
cessor,” when Christ is tocome quickly, O dread-
ful day of keenest anguish and black despair, to those
who have broken the commandments of God. * He
that is unjust, let him be unjust stiil.”

But to the just it is said at that time, “ Blessed
are they that do his commandments, that they may
have right to the tree of life, and may cuter in through
the gates into the city.” Iere are three parties in-
troduced : (1) the commandment-keepers, (2) the
author of the commandments, and (3) the speaker,
which is the Lord Jesus Christ. Christ, then, is
speaking of Ins Father's commandments, and pro-
nounces & blessing on those who shall keep them.
When the unjust take up the lamentation, that ** The
harvest is past, the summer is ended, and we are not
saved,” then those who keep the Father's command-
ments will be “ blessed.”

Reader, have you ever thought that this blessing,
pronounced by the Son of God upon those who should
“do his [the Father’s | commandments,” had & spe-
cial application to the last days? Read carefully
Rev. xxii, 11-14, and mark the conneéction of the
sentences. and we think you will agree with us that
it does. Is not the fourth commandment one of the
Father's 7 Itis. Canit be said that a man does* his”
commandments, while he disregards the fourth? It
cannot. Have those, then, who do not obey the
fourth commandment any reason to clain the bless-
ing promised by the Sonof God in Rev. xxii, 147
And if they continue to tread under foot one of the
commandments of God, have they not reason to ex-
pect to be finally classed with those commandment-
breakers mentioned in verse 157 The reader will
please answer the last two questions.

If it be said that the Apostles in their writing have
given a code of laws for the gospel age, we reply,
that this view makes twelve law-givers, whereas
James says, *“ There is one law-giver.”

Notice the commission to the eleven: * Go ye there-
fore and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost ;
teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I
have commanded you.” Matt. xxviii, 19,20. Christ
taught them what he had received of the Father,
and this they were to teach meu to observe; there-
fore gospel truth proceeds from the Father.

Notice also the work of the Holy Spirit, and from

whom it proceeds. *“ But the Cowmforter, whieh i4
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the Holy Ghost, whowm the Father will send in my
name, be shall teach you all things, and bring all
things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have
said unto you.” John xiv, 26, “And [ will pray
the Father, and e ghall give you another Comforter.
that he may abide ‘with you forever.” Verse 16.
The Holy Spirit came from the Father, and one ob-
Ject for which it was sent was to call to the disci-
ples’ memory the words of divine truth which the
Son had received of the Father and had spoken to
them. We have, then, the plainest testimony that
all reyealed light and truth proceeds from the Fath-
er, who is the Christian’s law-giver.

TRADITION.

Tuae traditions of the fathers have now become
venerable in the eyes of thousands, Their words
can be quoted to sustain a multitude of favorite doc-
trines and practices which the Bible does not sanc-
tion. Hence it is that the advocates of those respeet-
ive doctrines, find the tradition of the clders an in-
valuable treasure. The fact that many of the most
conscientions and upright persons have been bewil-
dered by this fog of the enemy of truth, makes it
important that we look into this subject with care.

What weight then should be allowed the traditions
of the fathers? What degree of authority should
be attached to their decisions respecting religious du-
fies? Perhaps the following remarks will throw
some light on this question.

1. A doctrine does not become truth by becoming
A4ncient. Satan’s lie to our first parents, is six thou-
sand years old, and has not yet become truth.

2, Every doctrive or tradition had a commence-
ment ; and when it began it was either truth or false-
‘hood, according as it dgreed with or contradicted the
Bible.

3. We have the Bible in our own hands and may
bring these traditions to its test, and examine them
in its light. If they agreo with the word of God,
they are truth: if they do not agree with its teach-
ing, they are worthless fables.

The soundness of this reasoning cannot, we think,
suv invalidated. And were it not that men are natu-
rally inclined to love darkness rather than Jight, we
should hope that this would lead them to the Bible
ag their only standard.

Tradition does not rest satisfied with being equal
to the Scriptures, but exalts itself above them. Men

egin by adding tradition to the written word of in-
,piration, and end by correcting the written word by
the added tradition. The following remarks will
msake this plain : The absence of any testimony that
the Lord’s Sabbath has been changed, is accounted
for by many of its warmest advocates as follows :

There were many things that Jesus did which
were not recorded, as the world could not have held
the books, had all been written. John xxi, 25.—
The change of the Sabbath was one of those acts, the
record of which was unfortunately crowded out of
the written word for want of room ; hence it is prop-
er, a3 well as necessary, that we should add to the
records of inspiration, the traditions of the fathers,
who have kindly preserved for us this important and
valuable truth.

In reply to such reasoning as this, we state a few
facts: 1. The foregoing reasoning is in direct contra-
diction to 2 Tim. iii, 16, 17, which affirms that the
Holy Scriptures were given by inspiration of ' God,
and are able to thoroughly furnish the man of God
unto all good works. 1f this word is true, itows foll
that no necessity exists for adding tradition to the
Bible, in order to obtain a perfect rule of faith and
practice. And it further follows that as the Bible
thoroughly furnishes men to ALL good works, that
is not & good work for which the Bible furnishes
nothing. 2. But men do not merely add tradition
to the Bible: they correct the Bible by it. The
word of God plainly says, “Remember the Sabbath
day to keep it holy,” “ the seventh day is the Sab-
bath of the Lord thy God.” These plain statements
of the word of inspiration, men correct by the tradi-
tion of the elders: thus placing tradition above the
word and commandment of Jehovah.

And what an humiliating confession do the advo-
cates of the Sunday-Sabbath make, when they place
the change of the Sabbath among the things that
were not written. Jesus said, even to his trusting
disciples, “ O fools and slow of heart to believe all
that the prophets have spoken.” But were he now
on carth, would he not add to that pointed rebuke,
another equally strong: O fools and ready of heart
to belicve what the prophets never have written !

But why was the change of the Sabbath never re-
corded? Would a single verse stating that Sunday
had become the Sabbath and requiring us to remem-
ber that day to keep it holy, have enlarged the Bible
5o much that the world would not have been able to
hold so vast a book ? The simple reason is that nei-
ther God the Father, nor his Son Jesus Christ, ever
yet changed the holy Sabbath. The Bible was just
large enough to contain all revealed truth: to have
added a single error would have made it too Jarge.
This is the reason why the commandment to keep
Sunday holy as a Sabbath unto the Lord was omit-
ted.

But were the fathers, who furnish this lacking
part of the Bible, inspired ? No, they did not cven
claim it themselves. And those who virtually claim
it for them would be ashamed to confess their faith
in one tenth part of what these fathers have written.
If the fathers, then, were fallible mortals Jike our-
selves, even their advocates being judges, is it not
reasonable to say that we will receive the word of
the fathers just so far as it agrees with the word of
Jehovah, and beyond that we will not go? If their
testimony agrees with that which is infallible, we
may safely receive it: if it contradicts that which
came from Jehovah by the pen of inspiration, we
may rest assured that it is rank poison.

Does the antiquity of certain fathers who have
spoken in favor of Sunday, make them very venera-
ble and sacred in your eyes? Ifso, please to take
into the account the antiquity of the grand-fathers,
the apostles, and the great grand-fathers, the proph-
ets, all of whom have obeyed and taught the com-
mandments of Jehovah. Antiquity and the ancients
are on the side of the Lord’s Sabbath; and it is an
important consideration that those most ancient and
veperable men to whom we have referred as bearing
testimony in favor of the Sabbath, were divinely in-
spired, and hence infallible in their testimony ; while
not one person who has ever spoken in favor of the
change of the Sabbath, had the least ground to claim
divine inspiration. The Saviour’s contrast between
day and night, may without violence be applied to
the Bible and tradition. Said Jesus, “If a man walk
in the day, he stumbleth not, because he sceth the
light of this world. But if a man walk in the night,
he stumbleth, because there is no light in him.”
John xi, 9, 10. The man who feels competent to il-
luminate noon-day with the darkness of midnight, is
the very person who should correct the Bible by the
tradition of the fathers.

None are more exceedingly zealous of the traditions
of the fathers in support of Sunday, than the Pres-
byterians. But the following extract will indicate
their feelings when the fathers are used against the
Presbyterians:

“They [Episcopalians | contend that bishops, in the
gense in which they use the term, certainly existed
in the churches as early as A. o. 160. They lay
great stroes on the writings of the Christian Fathers
on this point, and in particular on Clement, and the
epistles of St. Ignatius, The Jatter, in his epistle to
the Smyrneans, calls apon Christians *to obey their
bishop, even as Christ obeyed the Father; to vener-
ate the presbyters, as the néwstles; and the deacons,
as the commandments of God.! Presbytenaus, and
other Dissenters, however, demur as to this authori-
ty. and appeal to Scripture. 'T'hey plead the great
dissimilarity between this language and that of the
apostles ; and strongly suspect that these Ignatian
epistles have either gcen torged, or greatly corrupted
by the church of Rome, in order to Jay a foundation
for the authprity assumed by the clergy, on the es-
tablishment of “Christianity under Constantine.”’—
Goodrich's History of the Church.—p. 230,

That the testimony of the carly Christians has
been corrupted by the church of Rome, and many
shiameful forgeries palmed off as their genuine teach-

ing, there can be no donbt. As an example, we will
cite the epistle of Barnabas, the earliest father quoted
to sustain the first-day Sabbath. Whoever will care-
fully read the ninth chapter of that epistle, cannot
fail to satisfy himself, that that epistle is a wicked
forgery. They would at least be prepared to appre-
ciate the following from the “ History of the Sab-
bath :”

“To this epistle it is objected, that there is no evi-
dence of its genui Fusebius, who lived near
the time when it was writlen, mentions it as a spuri-
ous writing, entitled to no credit. Dr. Milnor says
it is an injury to St. Barnabas, to ascribe this epistle
to him. idosheim says it is the work of some sn-
perstitious Jew of mean abilities.”

Those who add tradition to the Bible, do so be-
cause they are not able to prove from the : criptnres
all the doctrines which they choose to cherish. This
is the case with the advocates of Sunday. Not be-
ing able to bring any testimony in its favor, but
weak inferences, they resort to the authority of the
fathers, and ¢o the traditions of the elders. They
leave the rule of the Protestants, viz., the Bible
alone, and adopt that of the Papist, viz., the Bible
and tradition. As proof read the following rules :—

Tae RuLe or Prorestants.—" All scripture is
given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doc-
trine. for reproof, for correction, for instruction in
righteonsness : that the man of God may be peifect,
gpoi(‘)su;zli_}ly furnished unto all good works.” 2 Tim.
iii, 16, 17,

‘Tue Rore or Parists.—¢ All scripture, &e.  Ev-
ery part of divine scripture is certainly l{;rqfilable for
all these ends. But if we would have the whole rule
of Christian faith and practice, we must not be content
with those scriptures which Timothy knew from his
infancy, that is, with the Old Testament alone ; nor
yet with the New Testament, without taking along
with it the traditions of the apostles, and the inter-
pretation of the church, to which the aposties deliv-
cred both the book, and the true meaning of it.”
i‘%ouls_’of the Douay (Catholic) Bible on 2 Tim. iii,

, 17,

In a word, Protestant Sunday-keopers are obliged
to fight under the banner of the church of Rome.
They cannot take the divinely inspired, ali-sofficient
book of God and sustain Sunday-keeping; hence
they leave the ground of Protestants, and take that
of the Papists—the Bible and the fathers. Roinan-
ists point to such conduct on the part of Protesants
as & tacit confession that the Bible is not sufficient,
and an acknowledgment that they are correct in join-
ing the fathers to the Bible in order to supply what
is lacking in that book, and to make it a perfect rule
of faith. No stronger evidence need be adduced that
Sunday-keeping comes from the Romish apostasy,
than the fact that those who advocate it are obliged
to adopt the Romist’s rule of faith.

The apostate Jewish church, in the days of the
Saviour, occupied the same position that the Rom-
ish church now occupies, and which every Protes-
tant is obliged to adopt when he undertakes to prove
the change of the Lord’s Sabbath. They had buried
the word of God beneath a vast pile of tradition.
They had exalted their traditions to a place with the
words of inspiration. They had taken their tradi-
tions and corrected the truths of inspiration by them.
They had virtually annulled the fifth commandment,
not to mention & multitude of like acts; and all of
this they did under the appearance of the greatest
godliness. Those who took the lead, and who em-
boldened the nation to sach a course, were the very
men who made the greatest pretension to religion.

Under the name of religion and zeal for the Lord,
they added to s pure words a vast mwultitude of
burdenson.e and rigorous ceremonics. The Sabbath
of the Lord which was made for man before the fail,
and which God designed as a delight, they had Joad-
ed down with numberless traditions, all of which
were considered of equal authority with the com-
mandments of Gad, or rather as forming parts of his
commandments. These made the holy Sabbath in
effect what its opponents now represent it, viz., a
yoke of bondage. Our Lord who kept his Father’s
commandments, never sanctioned their traditions Ly
paying them the least reverence. On the contrary,
he evidently designed to teach them that the most
profound reverence for the words of his Father, was
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consistent with the total disregard of their traditions ;
nay, that reverence for the word of Jehovah forbid
him to honor as its equal the words of fallible men.

Ilence it was that our Lord was regurded as a
Sabbath breaker and a sinner by those who acknowl-
edged the anthority of tradition. Their unjust accu-
sation led him to make that remarkable . defense.
which is recorded, Matt. xv, 1-0. Yhe charaster of
their treditions was there uncovered. The fact that
by following them, they were openly violating the
ten commandments was exposed heforeall.  And the
solemu sentence of him who shall judge mankind at
the last day was pronounced: * In vain they do wor-
ship me, teaching for doctrine the commandments of
men.’’  Ax the Protestant church at the present day
makes void the fonrth commandment on the anthori-
ty of tradition, just as the Jewish church then made
void the fifth, perhaps the following extract. show-
ing the source from which the Jews claimed to de-
rive their traditions may be of interest :

“T'he Jews believe that all the precepts of the
law, given o Moses, were accompanied with an inter-
pretation.  They say, that God first dictated the
text as it is written in the Pentateuch. and then
gave Moses an explication of every part of it. It was
commanded that the text should be put in writing,
and the explanation committed to memory, to be
communicated to that generation, and transmitted to
posterity by word of mouth. llenee the former is
called the written law, and the latter the oral law.
‘When Moses came down from the mount, he deliv-
ercd both these laws to the people.  As soon as he
was returned to his tent. ho was attended by Aaron,
who sat at his feet. and to whom he recited  the text
and taught the interpretation which he received from
God in the mount.  Then Aaron rising and scating
himself on the vight hand of Moses, Eleazar and 1th-
amar entered, and Moses repeated to them all that
he had communicated to their father; after which
they arose and seated themselves, one on the left
hand of Moses, and the other on the right hand of
Aaron. Then went in the seventy elders, and Moses
tanght them in the same manner as he had taught
Aaron and his sons. Afterwards entered the congre-
ﬁntion at large, or all of them who were desirous of

nowing the Divine will; and to them also Moses
reeited the text and the interpretation, in the same
manner as before.  These two laws, as delivered by
Moses, had now been heard by Aaron four times, by
his sons three times, by the seventy clders twice,
and by the rest of the people once.  After this, Mo-
ses withdrawing, Aaron repeated the whole that he
had heard from Moses, and withdrew: then Elcazar
and Ithamar did the same ; and on their withdrawing,
the same was done by the seventy elders: so that
each of them, Liaving heard both these laws repeated

four times, they all had them firmly fixed in their |

* memories. Towards the end of the fortieth year af-
ter the departure from Egypt. Moses assembled the
people, announced the titne of his death to be near,
dirceted those who had forgotten any tradition he
had delivered, to come to him, that he might repeat
it to them anew, and invited them to apply to him
for a solution of all questions in which they found
any ditficnlty. The Jast month of his life was cm-
ployed in giving these repetitions and explications to
the people, and cspecially to Joshua, his successor.
Before Joshua died, all the interpretations which he
had reccived from Mexes were transmitted by him
to the elders who survived him. These clders con-
veyed them to the prophets, and by one prophet
they were delivered to another.”  History of the
Jews—pp. 29, 30.

The difference between Jewish and Protestant fol-
lowers of tradition is simply this: the Jews clained
that their traditions were handed down to them from
Moses ; the Protestants claim that their traditions
have been handed down from Christ. Both parties,
while mutually condemning, cach the other, agree
in exalting tradition above the ten- commandments.
The Protestant acknowledges the wickedness of the
Jew in violating through tradition the fifth com-
mandinent ; yet takes the same course with the fourth
commandment, and for the same reason.

If a son made a formal devotion tosacred purposes
of those goods which he could afford for the relief of
a parent, the Jews considered lum as exempt from
the duty of succoring his parent: thus encouraging a
direct violation of the fifth commandment, and in so
doing destroying morality at its very source. Their
authority for thus openly violating the command-
ments of God, we have just read. Protestants no
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less openly violate the fourth commandment; and
this they do withont any other license than tradition.
The Jews incarred the fearful rebuke of the Son of
(iod ; yet the Jews conld present a far more venera-
ble and imposing tradition than Protestants are able
to show. What then shall we say respecting these
professed followers of Christ? They acknowledge
the authority of him who exposed the wickedness of
the Jew’s tradition, and yct with less reason, and
against far greater light, they obstinately continue
to make void the commandment that they may keep
their own traditions. Would to Gad that men might
realize the sinfulness of sueh conduct, and show the
sincerity of their repentance by turning to God with
full pnrpose of heart, J. N. AL
Ruchester, N. Y.
———————

Tent Meeting at Shelby, Mich.

This meeting was one of interest, from the com-
mencement to the close,  Our tent was pitched in a
beantiful place, and the weather was very favorable;
so that on First-day about fifteen hundred came out
to hiear the testimony. .\ good interest was mani-
fested during the day, and order was ohserved.  Af-
ter the last discourse, the tent was taken down, and
we continued our testimony during the week, in the
Academy near by.  The interest was such, and the
weather so fair, it was thought best to pitch the tent
again, for meetings on the following Sabbath and
First-day, and we advertised accordingly, and called
upon the professed watchmen in that vicinity to come
out and acknowledge our testimony true, or try to
show it false, and point ont the better way : giving
any minister the privilege of preaching a sermon in
the tent, and presenting the opposite of any of onr|
positions. A Baptist minister consented to give his
opinion of what he lad heard, Said he had beew
much interested in the subjects presented 5 that he
believed in  the Jiteral. personal; second advent of
Christ ; that lis coming was near; that the saints
would all receive immortality at his coming, and all
the living wicked be destroyed, and live not again
| until after the onc thousand years, when they would
!be resurrected and punished according to their deeds,
!and receive their doom which is death. Concerning
| the Spirit Manifestations, he had not given them an
investigation ; but if there was any spirits about
them, he belicved they were all of the Devil. Con-
cerning the Sabbath, if there is any Sabbath in this
I dispensation, one day more than another, it must be
the original seventh day. He regarded the cfiorts of
Protestants to show divine authorvity for Sunday-
kecping, “one universal quibble” e  believed
that in the former dispensation, God had bnt one
law, and that was nailed to the cross, &e. In our
review we contrasted the two laws, and showed clear-
ly that Christ destroyed one, but the other ¥ he came
not to destroy,” &c. At the close of the disconrse,
the Elder reminded the people of the fact that Jesus
was that Prophet like unto Moses, and we should
listen to him, &e. ; that if we could show from the
New Testament a definite Sabbath or Lord’s day,
one day more than another, he would keep it. This
was done by reading Matt, xxiv, 20, and Rev. i, 10,
If there was not o definite day. in the year A. v, 96,
known as the “Lord’s day,” and every day was
known to be alike, John certainly must have been
ignorant of the fact, and his statement that he was
in the Spirit on ** the Lord’s day,” was ecutirely su-
perfluons.  This we canuot believe,

This public investigation beforo the people was
conducted in such & manner that no cvil can result
from it. Each party presented thewr views in a can-
did manner, with a manifest desire to have the truth
found out, and understood by all. We expect to sce
this watchman, together with many others like him,
engazed ere long with us in calling God's people out
of Babylon, for the following reasons: 1. The truth
i 50 plain that & man of his ability cannot fail to
see it when he has once investigated. 2. He has
been in the habit of changing his position when con-
vinced of error. 3. He, professing to be an honest,
independent, free man, for the Lord, will stand bold-

ly for the truth when he sees it. 4. An honest man

- R e in e e
will no sooner hold on to an ervor in regard to the
Sabbath, in order to be popular, than in regard to
Baptism. 5. Any man, after a candid. thorough in-
vestigation, withont prejudice, cannot fail to sce that
Sunday-keeping, sprinkling for Luptism, and infant
sprinkling. all came from the same source, viz., tho
Catholic church.

The truth has taken decp root in Shelby. About
$20,00 worth of books were sokl at this meeting:
making in all about $70,00 worth xold in that town.
Operations with the tent are now closed for the sca-
son.  God's blessing has attended onr efforts with
the tent, for which we praise his name.  We beheve
that mueh prejudice has been removed, and the way
preparcd for a good work to be done the coming
Winter. M. . ConNeir,

J.N. Lovcunonovcn.
—— ————

Death by Crucifixionn.

. In various countries crucifixion has been a mode
of inflicting capital punishment upon transgicessors.
Among the Jews it was sometimes spoken of as hang-
ing. Tt was & ernel and disgracefn] death to die, as
Cicero says in his oration against Verres, “The
worst possible punishment,” Ulpian calls it; and
other ancient writers speak of it in the same terms.
It was in practice among the . Pursians, and the
Greeks, and the Romans with peenliar refinement of
torture, according to the taste of the people, or the de-
gree of puilt for which the victim suflered.  Kitto
has compiled a great many facts respecting this dread-
ful punishiment, which caunot be read without deep
emotion, when we remether that this was the death
of the Lord Jesus. Ilerodotus says that Darius cru-
cified three hundred persons after the siege of Baby-
lon.  Alexander nailed two thousand captives to as
many crosses, by the sea-side, after the eapture of
Tyre. The Romans scourged the eriminal before they
crucified him. “Chus they treated our Master.

The Hfebrews derived the punishment from the Ro-
mans, The upright beam was let into the ground,
and the criminal bring raised up, was fastened to the
transverse picee by nails driven through his hands,
sometimes through his feet also 3 and often the feet
were crossed, and one nail driven through loth.
The feot were sometimes bound to the cross by cords.
A small tablet, declaring the crime, was placed on
the top of the cross. The vietim died under the most
frightful suflerings ; so great, that even amid the rag-
ing passions of war, pity was sonctimes excited. The
wounds were not in themselves futal. A raging fever
soon sets in, and the vietim complains of throbbing
headache, intense thirst, and pain.—When mortitica-
tion ensnes, as is sometimes the case, the suflerer rap-
Wly sinks. e is no longer sensible of pain, but his
anxiety and sense of prostration are excessive ; hic-
cup supervenes, his skin is moistened with a cold
claminy sweat, and death ensues. The duration cf life
under these agonies varied with the constitution of
the sullerer; aud the state of the weather. Death
was hastened by the heat of the Sun and the ex-
posure to the cold night air, but it did not ordinarily
come to end the wretchedness of the victim until he
had hung for thirty-six or forty-cight weary hours !
Ricliter states that some survive on the cross for
three, four, and even for nine days.

Qur blessed Lord is believed to have died in about
six hours from the tinie of Leing nailed to the cross,
1le gave vp the ghost.  1le laid down his life, The
hislorians speak of him as if he yielded wp his bhreath
when his work was done.  But a dreadful death it
was to die.  And for us!

**Was it for erivses that I had dono
He groaned npon the tree ?
Awnziug pity, grace wianown,
And love beyoond degree "
Ch. Penny. Mag,

——————— ..

As long as the waters of persecutions are upon the
earth, 0 Yung we dwell in the ark; but where the
land is dry, the dove itself will Le tempted to a wan-
dering course of life, aud never to return to the house
of her safety.

e ———————

Live not <0 much upon the comforts of God, as
upon the God of comforts,
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Important Extracts,

“ We aro aware of that system of theologzy, which
regards the New Testament as furnishing the only
code of Jaws by which men are hound since the death
of Christ. We have looked at this doctrine with at-
tention ; and o far as the order, government, and
ordinances of the church are concerned, we admit its
trath, As the laws and ordinances of the Jewish
church were determined by the Old Testament, so
the laws and ordinances of the Christian church are
determined solely by the New Testament. There-
fore, we should say at once, the argument is yours,
if the Sabbath were a church ordinance. In such
case, however, none but the church has a Sabbath.
But the question is not concerning church ordinances,
In these we follow the New Testament as closely as
yourselves. The question is concerning an institu-
tion which has respect to mankind at large—to man
as man; for the Saviour teaches us that the Sabbath
was made for man, Now it will be a very hard mat-
ter to prove, that when men as rational creatures’are
concerned. the only code of laws by which they are
bound, is the New Testament. Let us pat the mat-
ter to the test. How will you prove that it is un-
Jawful for & man to marry his sister, his daughter,
or any other of near kin? The New Testament ut-
ters not & word on the subject. It is not enough to
say, it is implied in the law which forbids adultery ;
for it inust first be proved to be a species of adulte-
ry. Nor will it do to say, the common sense of man-
kind is a suflicient Jaw on the subject. For the mo-
ment we suppose, that its unlawfulness is to be de-
termined in this way, we abandon the argument that
the New Testament is the onty code of laws. and re-
sort to the coinmon sense of mankind as furnishing a

rt of the code. But if the common sense of man-

ind shall furnish & part of the code by which we
are bound, who shall undertake to say how ldrge a
part? Besides, on this principle, the book of divine
revelation is not complete and perfect. It is a lamp
to our feet only in part, and the common sense of
mankind makes out the deficiency ! You are, there-
fore, driven to take your stand again upon the New
Testament.  Finding you there again, we repeat
the question, How do you prove by your code that a
man may not marry his sister? 1t is impossible.
You must, of necessity, look to that division of the
scriptures nsual'y called the Old Testament ; for the
New says not onc word about it.”

“We think you lhave fullen into error concerning
the natare and design of ghat division of the Serip-
tores commonly calied the New Testament. We re-
gird it not as the Law Book of mankind, in the
strict and proper sense ; but rather as a Z'reatiseon
Justification, in which are contained such references
to the law, and such quotations from it, as are neces-
sary to the complete elucidation of the subject.”

“ Now. if the New Testament is to be regarded as
as treatise on justification, with such references to
the old as are necessary for the elucidation of the
subject, rather than as the Law-Book for mankind
at larg: ; the idea that the Sabbath ought not to be
looked for in the Old Testament, falls to the ground.
Nevertheless, to some minds it appears strange, that
while the New Testament writers mention alt the
other duties of the Decalogue, this is apparently
omitted,

In speaking of the sins of which Christians were
guilty before their conversion, not one word is said
about Sabbath-breaking, though upon other sins they
dwel] with emphasis. But this admits of a very
easy solution. Those writers addressed two classes
of converts ; those from among the Jews, and those
from among the Gentiles. As to the former, they
were a!reag mgid to an extreme in keeping the
Sabbath. Al that was necessa?' to do in ther case,
was to vindicate the institution from Pharisaic aus-
terities, and determine what was lawful to be done,
and what was not lawful. This was done by Christ.
But as for the Gentile converts, to charge them
with having been guilty of the sin of Sabbath-break-
ing in their state of heathenism, would lave been
manifest impropriety. KFor the Sabbath being for
the most part & positive rather than a moral pre-
cept, it could not be known without a revelation,
But as the Gentiles had no revelation, this is a good
reason why the apostie dwelt not upon this sin to
charge it upon them, but only upon those which
were more obviously breaches of the Moral Law,
Thus it appears, there was no necessity for any more

riicular mention of the Sabbath to be made in the

ew Testament, than what is made.”
e —————

“He that is content with just grace enough to get
to hieaven, and escape hell, and desires no moro, may
be sure he hath none at all; and is far from beinF
made partaker of the Divine nature,” Ps. li, 6; x1,
8; 1 John iij, 3. Jno, Jaueway.

JERUSALEM MY HAPPY HOME.

Jerusalem! my happy home!
When shall I come to thee ?

When shall my sorrows have an end 7
“Thy joys when shalt I see?

O Happy harbor of the saints,
Oh sweet and pleasant soil,

In thee no sorrow may be found,
No grief, no care, no toil.

No dampish mist is seen in thee,
No cold nor darksome night;
There every soul shines as the sun—
There God himself gives light.

There lust and Incre cannot dwetl,
There envy bears no sway :

There is no hunger, heat, nor cold,
But plessure every way.

Jernsalem ! Jerusalem!
God grant | once may scc

Thy endless joy. and of the same,
Partaker aye to be.

Th{ walls are made of precious stone,
Thy bulwarks diamonds square,
Thé gates are of right orient pearls,
xceeding rich and rave,

Thy turrets and thy pinnacles
With carbuncles do shine;

Thy very streets are paved with gold,
Surpassing clear and fine.

Thy houses are of ivor{.
Thy windows crystal clear,

Thy tiles are made of beaten gold—
Would God, that I were there!

Ah. my sweet liome, Jerusalem !
Would God I were in thee,

Would God my woes were at an end,
Thy joys that I might see.

Thy saints are crowned with glory great,
They see God face to face;

They triumph still, they still rejoice—
Most happy is their case.

We that are here in banishment
Continually do moan ;

We sigh and sob. we weep and wail,
Perpetually we groan.

Our sweet is mixed with bitter[gall,
Our pleasure i8 but pain,

Our joys scarce last the lookinggon,
Our sorrows still remain.

But there they live in such delights,
Such pleasures and sach play.

As that to them a thousand years
Doth seem as yesterday,

Thy vineyards and thy orchards are
Most beautifu! and fair,

And furnished full with trees and fruit,
Most wonderful and rare.

'I‘hz- gardens and thy pleasant walks

Continually are green;

There grow such sweet and pleasant flow-
As nowhere else are seen. [ers

Quite thro' the streets, with silver sound,
The flood of life doth flow,

Upon whose banks, on either side,
The tree of life doth grow.

The trees forevermore bear fruit,
And evermore do spring ;

There evermore the angels sit,
And evermore do sing.

There David stands with harp in hand,
As master of the choir;

Ten thousand times that man were blest
That might this music hear,

There Magdalene hath left her moan,
And cheerfully doth sing
With blessed saints, whose harmony

In-every street doth ring.

Jerusalem, my happy home!
Would God I were in thee;
Would God my woes were at an end,
Thy joys that I might see!
We suppose the writer was Jooking forward and
bringing the future into the present, otherwise he is
not in harmony with the Scriptures. Ep.

Recognitions at the Judgment,

ALL will be ineffably solemn. Many will be full of
joy and others full of bitterness. Think of Cain. the
first murderer, meeting the martyred Abel; and all
murderers and the victims of their cupidi ty or hatred ;
heroes and despots meeting the millions who were
slain in their battles or on whose neck they forged the
yoke of oppression ; popes and inquisitors confront-
mg those whom they had murdered in the dark dun-
geon, on the rack, at the stake and elsewhere ; iron-
hearted oppressors standing by the side of the slave,
on whom they had inflicted every injury that pride,
anger and Just. conld invent or perpetrate ; rumsel-
lers staring their slaughtered victims and the long
train of widows and orphans; seducers and the vic-
tims of their falsehood, treachery and crime; falxe
teachers and the souls they had led down to perdi-
tion ; ungodly parcents, and the children whom they
ruined forever. Alas! what recognitions of woe will
occur on that day.

But there will also be recognitions of gladness,
The pious parent will meet with the redeemed
child. The godiy wife will there recognize her saint-
ed husband.  'The emancipated from slavery, pover-
ty, sorrow and sin, will there mect and bless those
who prayed and lahoured in their behalf. The Sab-
bath advocates, the watchmen in Zion, will thero
meet with immortal gems which they by God’s bles-
sing plucked from the mire of ignorance and crime.
The missionary and the redeemed from paganism ; the
faithful pastor and the blood-washed flock: all the
chosen ones of God who have been instrumerty) in
turning souls to righteousness. will there recognize
those saved ones. But how soon will all eyes be
turned away from each other to look without & glass
between, on the adorable Judge and Saviour.

Yours, knowing that by strict obedience we
shal] receive a crown. E. Harrs.

Vernon, Vt, Sept, 1854.

COMMUNICATIONS.
From Bro. Bates.

Dear Bro. Warre :—Since the 16th Sept., T have
been holding meetings in Margarett, Green Springs,
Ballsville, Green Creek, Fremont, Rollersville, and
Muskertunge, principally in Sanduskey County,
Northern Ohio. School-houses, and in some places
Meeting-houses, are freely opened to hear the third
ange)’s message. The most of these are new places
where the message has never been explained. The
people listened attentively. Some say ** This is new
doctrine, but they have got the riiht day ; forif thero
is any holy day to be kept it is the seventh day, and
not the first.” Some say, “I want to hear more
about this Sabbath question, T am not 5o clear. How
is it that a few men know so much more than all
christendom ?”” while others say, * The seventh day
Sabbath is the right day to be kept, and I have won-
dered why it was not kept. I mean to examine this
subject.” They want the books that will enlighten
them on this great question; also the Review, that
thg may learn weekly how the cause is progressing.

ome others have resolved to commence immedi-
ately ; and thus Sabbath-keepers are increasing, and
will continue to increase until Jesus leaves the medi-
atorial seat. There need be no misgiving on this all-
absorbing subject of the work of God. In this great
work, © %lis going forth is prepared as the morning.””
Victory is sure to all commandment-keepers that en-
list under the banner of the third angel. Who that
has been three, five, seven or nine years in this bless-
ed cause, does not know without a doubt that this
message has been, and is still increasing, and is des-
tined to move all its votaries with power and strength,
to a glorious immortality, and everlasting inheritance
in the earth made new.

Bro. Hawkins, formerly & Methedist preacher in
this place, has accompanied me to the last two meun-
tioned places, and nided me in the work. I hope he
will be a help to his brethren in this region.

Josern Bares.

Fremont, Sandusky Co , Ohio, Oet. 5th, 1854.

From Sister Shoudy.

Dear Bro. WaiTe:—Certainly we should be up
and doing at present if ever. The world is noticing
our conduct very closely; and we should endeavor to
set an example before them which wil) be in accordance
with our creed—the Bible. Precept without example
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is of very little value. Brethren and sisters. let us set
a yood example before the world, that it may be said
of us, “Well done, thou good and faithful servant."
Yours. R. A. Suouny.
Pompey. Sept. 2Tth, 1854

From Bro, Loughhead.

Dear Bro. Watte:—I still love the present sanc-
tifying truths of tho third angel’s message, and the
people that are keeping the commandments of God
and the faith of Jesus; and by the assisting grace of
God, T am determined to be nuwbered with them,
and get the victory over the beast and over his image,
and over his mark and over the number of his name,
and sing the glad song of deliverance and praise to
the Lamb. I feel that God is with the remnant pre-
paring them for the final conflict with the powers of
darkness. May the Lord belp each and all of us to
realize the time in which we live, and enable us to do
those things that are pleasing in his sight.

Your unworthy brother striving to keep the
commandments of God aud the faith of Jesus.
J. A, LouGHHEAD.

Elmira, N. Y, Oct,, lst, 1854.

—————— e
From Bro. Day.

Dear Bro. Warte :—There seems to be quite an
interest on the part of some in tius place to read on
the subject of the Sabbath, also an inquiry in many

thinking minds to know what these things mean,

white they see the nations of the carth in commo-
tion, preparing for the last conflict. Men’s hearts
are truly failing thew for fear, and for looking after
those things that are coming on the earth; and it
would seem that God is preparing many minds for
the loud cry of the third angel, so that they may
take their stand with the children of God. All class-
es seem to be fitling up for the last great drama.
Wickedness stalks in the strcet, The magician spirit
has entered, and is entering, into every place. Yes,
it may truly be said that Babylon is fallen, and is
becoming the habitation of devils-and the hold of ev-
ery foul spirit and a cage of every unclean and hate-
ful bird. How ought we to live who can sec the
state of the world, and what is coming upon the
earth. O Lord awaken an interest in all our hearts,
is my prayer. Joun C. Dav.
Rock Boltum, Mass , Oct, lst, 1854.

From Bro. Cornell.

Dear BRETHREN AND Sisters 1N CamisrT:—We
“have now passed by the great prophetic way-marks,
until we can see clearly that the loud cry of the last
.message, must soon go forth. So many lines of
prophecy centre right here, that thereis no chance for
doubt. When tms last loud blast of the gosp.l
trumpet is given, probation will end, and the eternal
decree go forth, * He that isunjust,let him be unjust
still; he that is rightcous let Inm be righteous sull.”
The destiny of all will then be irrevocably fixed !
Satan knows this; and of course he will devisc every
means to deceive and draw away the elect. before
they get beyond lis reach.  The church have watch-
men set, and the Lord says, © Let him declare what
fie seeth!” Welook! and behold Satan busily en-
aged with his agents. Ile seemsintent upon deceiv-
ing the elect if possible. Iis only hope of success
now, is to divide the body ; Therefore he now puts
forth every effort to adcomplish this object.  As God’s
watchman, we give you the warnmg. While we see

this sword (division) coniing, we must give the alarm. |

Therefore we now say in the name of our Master,
Watch! Guard against this futal snare.

The Lord’s hand has been set to the work of gath-
ering the remnant, and it has been done right.  Glo-
vy be to his name! While God’s fuithful servants
Thave toiled vn year after year, with all patience, Sa-
tan has tried all the way along to stop the work;
bat it cannol be done; for it is of God. And now
as the light of present truth is set on the mountain-
top, and the attention of all is about to bo called by
the loud cry of the third angel, Satan is rallying for
the flnal conflict. He watches the little remmnant
while they are preparing to confront the world. IHe
hears the command to them, “* Set yourselves in or-
der for battle I  These words strike him with dread;
for he knows that if this little army once get into or-
der, and are united, he cannot break their ranks.
Therefore he determines that he will hinder the work.
He says toone, *Thereis noneed of order 3 to
another, “ The work is all wrong from the beginning
and you had better begin anew;” to another, The time
has not come to draw the line of Gospel Order.” If
these suggestions will take effect, he knows he will
gain the time; but let the watchman cry. Order/
Gospel Order! Union! Gospel Unton ! until the
rewnant stand firmly united, and prepared for the fi-
nal struggle, having every door closed against Satan.

He.now works through agents. O then be united'

and be decided! *And seemng ye know these things
before, beware ! lest ye also beiig led away with the
error of the wicked, fall from your own stcadfast-
ness.,” But grow in grace, and in the knowledge of
the truth asitisin Jesus; * and the God of peace
shall bruise Satan under your feet shortly.”

% Now wnay the Lord of peace himself give you
peace always by all means. The Lord be with you
all.” Amen!

Your servant in Christ for the truth’s sake.

M. E. CogNELL.
Bat!le Creek, Mich., Oct. 2d, 1854.

FOREIGN NEWS.,

The news possesses foitures of considerable interest—the
most important of which is the announcement of the departure
of the expedition sgainst the Crimea. 1t sailed from Varnu
on the 4th inst , and wus composed of 74,000 troops and sbout
700 ships, which would be before Sevastopol ou the 10th,
News of the landiog may be expected to reach Varns on the
16tb, and would be looked for with the greatest interest.

THE EXPEDITION TO EEVASTOPOLa

The armament ¢onsists of 26,000 French and nearly as ma-
ny English. To these must be added a force of about 15,000
Turks or Tunisians, excellent troops, and likely to be most
useful ia & country whero the spoken languagoe bears much
resemblance to their own. It is probable that, should events

roquire it, an sdditional force of French will be directed to |

the seat of war, from the other points where they are at pres-
ent stationed. The smallness of the French contingent is to
some extent the effect of the terriblo ordeal through which
the army of the Marshal St. Arnaud bas passed. Qhe troops
who left France and Algeria ave stated tu have attained the
nowmber of 73,000 men. Of these 7,000 are dead, and some
6,000 more are unfit for servico. There are detachwents at
Athens, Gallipoli, and a few at Adrianople, and 26,000 will
in afew days sail to meet the enemy. ~Those which remain
In the country will, bowever, form a considerable furce, from
which re-inforcoments may bo drawn as the enterprise may
requiro them. The spot intended for debarkution isstill a
secret. Supposing the army landed and unopposed, it remains
to consider what it will attempt. Should an immediate at-
tack on Sevastopol be the object of the commanders, it will
be necessary at once tc Jund the beavysiege train, which will
bo a work of perhaps a week., The Medway, which arrived
on the 26th, and is now in Beicos Bay, brings out 10-inch
mortars and large guns at the bottom of her bold. These
heavy pieses occupied eight or nine duys in the embarkation
at Woolwich, and an equnl length of time will probably be
necessary for the more difficult operativn of raising them
from their present position But from many incidents it
seems likely thut the first operutions of the allies will be di-
rected against the detachments or garrisons in the vicinity of
Sevastopol, if any such aro to be found, and that a regular
attack on the fortress will not be attempted while the enemy
is able to keep the fiold. The probability of the Rus<iuns op-
pesing the landing is, of course, very groat. Itisof much im-
portance that the expedition should huve gained its destina-
tion before the great equinoctinl gales sweop the Black Sea
Between the 15th wnd 25th of Seplember these regions are an-
nuelly vigited by tempests of the most destructive kind.

Tue Barric.—The total destruction of the forts at Bom-
barsund and the departure of the French troops for France is
confirmed.

The fleet had gone from Ledsund to Narga.

Marshul Baraguay d'Hilliers had gone to Berlin.

It was reported that the Baltio fleet would return to Eng-
land, and that Sir Cbarles Napier would resign the command.
These rumors were considered very doubtful.

An Anglo-French detachmont bud landed at Ubricasborg,
nen; Swenborg, destroyed some gun-boats, and eet the town
on fire.

Tur Danvee.—Count Coronini entered Bucharest on the
6th inst. wt the bead of 4,000 Austrian troops. They were
well received by tbe population.

Dervisn Pasha bas established a Provisional Admlinistra-
tive Council, and d Prince C; the president.

On the Ist Scpt. the Russians completely evacuated Galatz
and Ibrail.

The navigation of the Danube is free.

On tho 4th inst. Gen. Luders romoved his head-quartors
from Galatch to Reni, Belforo leaving he blew up the fortifi-
cations And strand hatteries.

It is reported that the Turks have entered Foskchamy.

Asta.—The accounts from Erzermwn. dated tho 17th, state
that the Russians having abandoned Bajazid it was again oc-
cupied by the Turks,

Seatn.~The intelligence from Madrid is important. The
republican party is extremely uneasy, and a new outbreak is
considered near. It has been discovered that republicanism
is extensively organized and almost ready for aotion through-
out Spain,

GaeaT Britanw.—The cholora continued its ravages in
London, the deuths from that disease during the three weeks
ending un the Sth inst, reaching four thousand.

Fraxce,—Military exorcises continue at Boulogne. On
the 13th inst, the Emperor reviewed ten thousand troops in
camp at Ambletense.
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Appolntments.
Providence permitting, Bro. J. N. Lo

with tbe church in Barre, Sabbath and
and 15th.

bborough will mre*
irst day, Oct. 14th

Tent Meeting.

PRrovIDENCE permitting, there will be a Tont meeting ot
Topsham Mo., vear the house of Stockbridge Ilowland, baif o
mite from Topsbam depot, tocommence Oct. 20th, at 5 o’clack
P. M., and hold over the Subbath and First-day, and’longer if
thought best. Brn. \Whoeler and Hart will be present. Oth-

er preaching brethren are expected to attend. A general at-
tendance is expeoted. 8. HowLAND,

Business.
59" H. H. Sedgwick :—We did not enter your name on
tho books~—a mistake on our part.

R —

To Correspondents.

1. Ix writing to this Office, let everything of & businessna«
ture be put on & part of the sbeet by itself, or on a separate
sboet, 50 as not to be mixed up with other matters.

2. Bo caroful to write all names of persons and places,
plainly and distinetly.

3. In all cases give the name of the Poet Office, County and
State. When a Town or Village is called by one name, and
the Post Office by another, be sure 10 give the name of the
Post Office
4. When the direction of a paper is to be changed, do not
forget to mention the Office to which it has been gent.

B, Let everything be stated explicitly, and in as fow words
as will expressthe writer's moaning.

6. In writing toxts of scripture, be sure to copy from the
Bible correctly, It is no small sin to carelessly mangle the
Word of God az somedo,

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

I —————
Publications.
Sabbath Tracts, Nos, 1, 2,3 & 4—152 pp, 12} cts.—post-

age 1 ot

Tho Law of God: Testimony of Both Testaments:—132
pp 10 cts.—postage 1 ct.

Why Don’t you Keep the Sabbath-day? Extracts from
Catholic works =-36 pp —4 ots.

Twe Sanctuary and Twenty-three Hundred Duays—76
pp.—8 ets.—postage 1 cent,

Review of 0. R. L. Crozier—tbe Sabbath—48 pp.—b5 cts

The Signs of the Times; Spirit Manifestations a sign that the
do’y of wrath basteth greatly—124 pp.—10 ota —postage 1 ct.

The Two-hborned beast, the United States—52 pp.—5 cents

Advent and Sabbath Hymns—30 cts.~postage b cts.

Supplemont to Advent and Sabbath Hymns—5 centx.

Time and Propbhecy—a Poem—25 cents—postage 5 cents

A Word for the SBabbath—a Poem—6 cents.

History of the Subbatb—40 pp.—4 cents.

The 2300 days and the Sanctuary—32 pp.—3 cents.

Christian Experience and Views—6 cents.

Supplement to Experience and Views—6 cents.

Solemn Appeal—Speedy Coming of Christ— 32 pp.—3 ots

True Picturo—state of tbe Churcbhes—16 pp.

The Sabbath by Elibu—16 pp.

Both Sides—on the Sabbatb—16 gp.

The Sabbath by P. Miller Jr—16 pp.

First-day of the week not the Sabbath—16 pp.

Roview of Objections to the Sabbath—16 pp.

Tracts of 16 pages each can be sent by mail for one half
cent an ounoe, in packages of not less than 8 ounces.

Sabbath and Advent Miscellany—seven of the above Tracts
bound with paper covors—10 conts—postage 1 cent.

Volumes I—1V of the Review, bound in paper covers, Vols.
Iand X1, 40 cents; Vols. III and IV, 75 cents.

Youth’s Instructor, Vol. I, in paper covers—25 cents.
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AGENTS.
MAINE, RHODE ISLAND.
N. N. Lont, Portland. | Ransom Hicks, Providence.
S. W. Flanders, " Canaan. | INEWgzﬁxb
rian Stevens, aris. | J. Bylngton, s Bridge.
S. Howland, Topsham. | A. Ross, Caughdenoy.
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Lotters.

R. F. Cottrell, J. B, Grems, E. Green,
Recelpts.

E. Sanford, Wm. Bates, A J Rawlins, E E. Sanfurd Geo.
W. Sanford, A. Tabor, F. Handy, L. Johnson, a Friend, 8.
Miller, C. Sheldon, P Brigham, H. Bortholf, J. Bennot, J.
Giles, M. Cartwright, E. Harris, C. Corwin, II. Spencer, R.
Coggesball, N. P. Huatbaway, J. C. Parker, T 8. Ilawkins,
E. Bearoes, H. Simmons, each 81. S. A. Soyder, I. D.
Hough, each $0,60.

To pay Arrears on Vol. V.,
G. S. Miles 82. H. Lyon 80,50. C. Sheldon, C. Corwin,

each, §1. W. Porry 82.



