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prus—Gratis, unless the ;nder desi i |
Lard its publication. esires to contribute “
foall desiring THE VOICE OF THE TRUTH, who fecl
erest enongh to inform ux ot their desi = o
Jling to send it by mail. U4 We BHAllDe \
@~ All orders and contributions for the “ Voi
wth,” should be directed to 94° Yoloeat tha

J. H. LONSDALE, Providence, R.I.

p. 8. Any person who is anxious to pa
4 remit to us the sum of 50 cents per m?x:gn‘\?r he paper,

«THE CHRISTIAN SABBATH.”

Under the above heading, we find in the
Vatchman and Reflector, of March T7th,
in answer to “ A correspondent,” who has
sked, if ““ the Bible ordains the first Day of ‘K

h? week,” for “the weekly sabb:\th?”-——()rlfhis_ changg; but yet there is enough, when all the
it 0“]‘\- as Neander says, “a Festival of“ indirect evidence is combined, to justify the almost

juman appointment 2’ And as the answer |

lite, on the question of Sunday keeping,
that is, the most smoothly written, the most
Ikely to deceive those who are not well in-
firmed on this question, we have concluded
o give it a place in our little paper, that
wr readers may compare the assumptions
aade in this answer; with-the=testithony of
the New Testament and see if we can find
in the Bible, that “the first day of the week,”
s called, “ the Christian Sabbath.” If not,
then “We have no right to add to the words

of God,” by saying, that “the first day of | tionat the outset. We have no right to add to the

the week” is “the Christian Sabbath.” For
we have no evidence in the Bible, that
Christ, or his disciples, kept “the first day

be kept, for the Sabbath. ~How can we,
who {ake * the Scriptures alone to settle all
questions of religious faith and practice”
all Sunday ¢ the Christian Sabbath.” We
lave in the New Testament good evidence,
that our LORD kept “ the seventh day” for
“the sabbath.”  For he says, “Even as I
lave kept my Father's commandments, and
whide in his love,” (John xv : 10.) Now if
we believe these words of Christ, that he
kept his Father's commandments, we must
150 believe, that he kept “ the seventh day”
#ijoined by the Fourth commandment, as
the [Chnistian] Sabbath. ~ And as there is
It only ONE WAY to be Christ-like, or
W be a ‘Christian, and that one way, 18 to
r'J}l‘)‘\"Clu‘ist: and as Christ kept his Fath-
S law, when I shall become Christ-like, I
‘all also keep his Father's commandments,
d wien I do keep them, I shall keep the
“enth day, for the Sabbath.
o Ut as the author of the inquiries, sent
" publication a reply, we shall let his re-
ln{i follow the answer of the Wi at‘c“hman
bt Reflector as it was given in the Sab-
ecorder.”

THE CHRISTIAN SABBATH.
nﬁfﬁ"‘”mndent from Alleghmiy county, N. Y.,
an @ following questions :
Ve he Bible ordain the First Day of the
“ be the day of the weekly Sabbath ?”
Wl of "0t Neander right when he calls it 8 Festi-

i one of the best articles we have seen o iearhest T

Prol ' most intell;

e fglat.b:?n,tnf}ic x”te“y:gent Protestant Christians
WAL pok ]‘ he question of the Christim Sabbath
ol ot P,Tl?flng one.  On the one hand, they have
nads “”f g to swerve from their fundamental
L setae ,ﬁ the sufficiency of the Scriptures alone
i wh"f questions of religious fuith and prac-
exp’rem lweuf)r‘l the other, they have not found the
i arrant which they desired for transferring
g gl;flillloﬁn of the weekly Sabbath from the sev-
serl, ] frx;t day of the week.  The perpetual
iz Yzf lon of the weekly Sabbath is inferred, not
o )r rom the fourth commandmeut, but from the
c Press mention of the Sabbath as a Divine institu-
xz:n, s‘en before the iving of the law by Moses.
i(mxo = 1f3 i 25-31.) Indeed, the division of time
0 weeks is repeatedly recognized in the ages an-
terior to Moses.  See Gen. 7:4;8:10,12;29:
27,28;50: 10.  But where is the authority we
are frequently asked, for changing the day of this
Divinely appointed weekly observance from the
seventh day of the week to the first?  Certainly
there is no plain and direct scriptural authority for

universal practice of the Christian world from the

In the first place, it should be observed, that the
‘orlgmal command does not, as is commonly as-
| sumed, set apart a particular day of the week as holy
llto the Lord. It only hallows and sanctifies the
| seventh day, that is, as explained in the command
| itself, the day that follows six days of labor.  The
| fourth commandment is just as literally obeyed by
| the Christian who hallows theirst duy of the. weel,
| as it is by the Jew who hallows the seventh day of
the week. The question has been made to appear
more formidable than it really is, and an unjust bur-
den of proof has been thrown upon the observers of
the first day of the week, by a groundless assump-

words of God, by inserting ¢ of the week,” after the
word “ day” in the fourth commandment.

This stumbling block being removed, our way be-
comes much plainer and easier.  Jesus declared
that he was Lord even of the Sabbath day. ~ Mark
2:28; Luke 6: 5. He honored the first day of
the week, by rising from the dead on that day. On
the first day of the week he entered into his rest,
after having finished the work of redemption, just
as God entered into his rest on the seventh day,
after having finished his work of creation. _This is
not a mere fanciful analogy, but a pararellel which
Lias the sanction of the Scripture. ~ In the fourth
chapter of the Epistle to the Hebrews, Christ’s work
and rest, as the Author and Finisher of the new
spiritual creation, are distinctly compared with the
work and rest of the Almighty Father of the first
patural creation. And it is to be particularly no-
ted, that it is in precisely this connection that  the
inspired writer of that Epistle draws this conclusion
from his premises : ¢ There remaineth therefore a
Sabbath-keeping (Sabbatismes) to the people of
God.” (v. 9.)

Kight times in the immediate context he uses
an entirely different word to designate the rest of
which he is speaking ; but in this verse, as if on
purpose to make, once for all, a link of connection
Detween the old seventh day of the Father’s rest
and the new first day rest of the Son, he uses
this explicit and significant word, found no where

The abolition of the Jewish observance is suffi-
ciently intimated in Coloss. 2: 16.  What is there
said cannot be referred to the Christian Sabbath ;
for the name is never applied in the New Testa-
ment to the first day of the week, but always, as in
the Greek and other oriental languages, to the pres-
ent time, to the seventh day. Tn these languages
the Sabbath and the Lord’s day are justas comuon
and well understood names for the seventh and first
days of the week as Saturday and Sunday are with
us. And the last name is just as much of Divine
origin as the first, See Rev. 1: 10 This passage
adds a striking confirmationito the intimation of the
change of the day conveyed in Hebrews, 4th chap-
ter. Just as, under the former dispensation, Je-
hovah calls the seventh day # My holy day,” (Isa.
58: 13,) so now the Lord of the new dispensation
claims the first day of the week as His holy dy.
John speaks of it as the already well-known day
which was set apart to the Lord, and marked with
His name ; ax:d it has rightfully borne that appella-
tion ever since. On that day the Lord rose from
the dead, and showed himself repeatedly to his
disciples ; eight days after, (John 20: 26,) that is
according to the known Jewish method of reckon-
ing time, on the fint day of the following week, he
appeared to them aguin, not h=ving been seen by
tnem, as it appears, during the interval. And six
weeks later, when they wereall assembled with one
accord on the day of Pentecost, which coincided in
that year with the first day of the week, he sent
down upon them the promised gift of the Spirit.
On the first day of the week the disciples at Troas
came tegether ta bresk'.wads and on the first day
of the week the members of the churches in Gala-
tia, in Corinth, and in fine “ all that in every place
call on the name of the Lord” (1 Cor, 1: 2,) were
ordered by the Apostle Paul to lay aside tneir char-
itable contributions, as God had prospered them
during the preceding week.

All these intimations of a change in the day of the
weekly Sabbath, and all these explicit rotices of the
observance of the first day of the week as a_holy
day, by the primitive disciples, under apostolic di-
rections, and with such practical expressions of
Chuist’s approval, seem sufficient to satisfy a rever-
ent, docile and conscientious disciple, as to the Di-
vine warrant for observing the first day of the week
as holy unto the Lerd. g:t is not a festival of mere-
ly human appointment.  The first meddling of hu-
man authority withit, of wtich we have any record,
was in the eatly part of the fourth century, when
the Council of Nice decreed that Christians should
not kneel on thas day, but pray standing.  1f God
had seen fit to give us more direct and explicit evi-
dence of the transfer of the Divine authority and ob-
ligation of the weekly Sabbath from the seventh to
the first day of the week, we should have reason to
welcome it with thankfulness.  But we think that
the combined force of the considerations here men-
tioned ought to relieve every Christian of any doubts
as to his duty to hallow the first day of the week,
as the only day which has now any peculiar Divine
sacredness, any claim to be regarded as the holy
day of the Lord, the best of all the seven. .

In fine, there is all this scriptural evidence to es-

tablish the Divine obligation to observe th> hg’_

day of the week as the Sabbath of the Lord.
was, in apostolic times, and in accordance with
toli hing the day of bling for

in the New Testament. Tbe word is translated
5l§aixb:th-rest,” in the new version of the Bible
Union. 1 have preferred to translate it * Sabbath-
keeping,” as more closely to the or.lgmal. 1t is
then as if the inspived writer had said, thouch we
do not observe any longer the Jewish Sabbath,
which commemorates God's rest from the work of
creation, yet we have not abandoned Sabbath ot!l:
ot ol

i n
keeping, even the commemora e

from the work of redePIIC “ing foretaste of

o voriis geiirioutie 0}, TR
f presenting offerings to the Lo e ]
:"hep l'le,;rd mfnifkswdshimselfwhit ‘Aiﬁél’piﬁ in 3
extraordinary minner, when he bestowed 1
them the richest gift of his Spirit, and when
were more filled with the Spirit at :lﬁq J

Rev. 1: 10;) the when the
k‘_;v&nh) e B

the former, is now to us

% humaq appointment P

the saint’s ever: yest in heaven.
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teachable mind only aske, * Lord what wilt Thou
have me to do?” Much corroborative evidence
might be added from the early ages of the Christian
church ; but we have no space for it and it is hard-

ly needful, after such a summary of Scripture evi-
ence. LANDOR.

REPLY TO THE FOREGOING.

Immediately after the appearance of the
foregoing in the Watchman § Reflector, the
author of the inquiries sent to that paper for
publication, a reply, intended to be “re-
spectful in manner, Christian in spirit, and
seriptural in statement.”  As it has not yet
appeared, the presumption is that it will not
appear. Hence it is deemed proper to print
it in the SaBBaTi RECORDER :

To the Editor of the Watchman & Reflector:

Dear Sir,—Will you allow me through
the columns of your excellent paper, to ex-
plain in part why I think ¢ Landor” hasuot
answered with sufficient care the questions,

to wit: “Does the Bible ordain the First!

Day of the Week to be the day of the
weekly Sabbath?” “Isnot Neander right
when he calls it a ‘Festival of human ap-
pointment ¥

1. In your answer, you admit the perpe-
tuity of the Sabbath, dating it from the
creation. Right.

2. Yousay, * The original command does
not, as is commonly assumed, set apart a
particular day of the week as holy time.” 1
grant the phrase “of the week” is not in
the command. But is it not a fact, that the
seventh day of the first week of time was
the day on which Jehovah rested, and the
day which he blessed and sanctified ? Gen-
esis 2 : 2, 3— And on the seventh day God
ended his work whichhe had made; and he
rested on the seventh day from all his work
which he had made. And God blessed the
seventh day and sanctified it ; because that
in it he had rested from all his work which
God created and made.” Now, this is the
day commanded to be observed, Ex. 20: 8-
11— Remember the Sabbath-day, to keep
it holy. Six days shalt thou labor, and do
all thy work ; but the seventh day is the
Sabbath of the Lord thy God; in it thou
shalt do no work, thou, nor thy son, nor th
daughter, thy man-servant, nor thy maid-
servant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger
that is within thy gates ; for in six days the
Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, and
all that in them is, and rested on the sev-
enth day; wherefore the Lord blessed the
Sabbath-day and hallowed it.” Tt was, then,
the first seventh day of time that God rest-
ed. Upon this day he pronounced the di-
vine blessing. This day he sanctified. Up-
on this day no manna fell in the wilderness.
Ex. 16 : 25, 26— And Moses said, Eat that
to-day, for to-day is a Sabbath unto the
Lord ; to-day ye shall notfind itin the field.
Six days shall ye gather it ; but on the sey-
enth day, which is the Sabbath, in it there
shall be nonme.” Again, in Luke 23; 56,
and 24 : 1, we read, “And they returned
and prepared spices and ointments, and
rested the Sabbath-day, according to the

Priest. Howg(;rcr, :‘he Scépttl},l'es_are n
R y od into his, at the |lent as to the idea of rest, so at any con.
:;?glszgo;'nctx?e:tlisox’fss;h?nie rested on the |clusion we may arrive at is merely an in.
seventh day. But do the Scriptures say ference. ~ You attempt to fortify your po.
that Christ arose on the first day of tl}e sition by, as it seems to me, an unnatural
week 7 Matthew’s statement, 28 : 1-6, is, and wholly unwarranted interpretation of
«Tn the end of the Sabbath, as it began |a portion of the fourth chapter of Hebreys_
to dawn toward the first day of the week, You apply to Christ words that I think
came Mary Magdalene and theother Mary |refer to the thslwn, where he is exhort-
to see the sepulchre. And behold there ed to see to it that hedoesnot fail through
carthquake, for the angel of unbelief of entering i'mq the ¢ g}'@m
the Lord descended from heaven, andrest. Mr. Barnes says, on the ninth ,
came and rolled back the stone from the|* It cannot mean the Christian bahb!\k}';,
door, and sat upon it.  His countenance for the object is not to prove that fhere is
was like lightning, and his raiment white such a day to be observed ; ‘andi RUCES:
as snow. And for fear of him the keep-|soning about being excl’u({egf .;M it
ers did shake, and became as dead men. unbelief, 'and by ?l’:’xrdml ¥ %‘
And the angel answered and said unto the would be lrrelev?.nt. w"Dg,ﬂ
women, Fear not ye, for I know that ye|verse tem, says, "The % v
seek Josus, which was crucified.  He is hgved in Christ Jesus b \
not here, for he has risen, as he said. res’c,‘the state of hap .il m
| Come see the place where the Lord lay.” and which !
By this it will be seen, that Christ had etemqlb 'ybm‘. - See
visen before the Sabbath had ended. The | Baptist edition of the
other Evangelists speak of a visit, or of vis- Commentary. =
its, made to the sepulchre e'it]rlyc}c;n ﬁ;;«fl- hf elik?mo‘ Col. 2:16, T2
day morning, but they say that Christ the we fﬂdbhal:z' ‘as well as to
already risen. The egzmc)tr time of Christ’s nual Sabbaths of tl Jews, cla
rising, I think, is not revealed; and see-|ureats and drinks i nstit
ing it is a secret, let it remain a_ secret.* | t00 much for y !Eb'
But you further say, that the work of mit the Bfﬁdig)g:‘ y
redemption was finished on the first day |col ﬂia’ndﬁi;é?rﬁ !
of the week by the resurrection of Jesus. [Sabbaths men
Are you right in this? Do the Script- | the meats, d:
ures anywhere ascribe the work of re- ished ;
demption to the resurrection ?  Rather,
do they not ascribe redemption to Chris’s | -
death ? See Eph. 1: 7—¢ In whom we fye
Lave redemption through his blood, the|disciples
forgiveness of sins, according to the riches |js t
of his grace.” 1 Peter 1: 18, 19— For-
asmuch as ye know that ye were not re-
deemed with corruptible things, “S&%% C
and gold, from your vain conversation,
received by tradition from your fathers,
Lut with the preeious blm&-iﬁ'g@iﬁ.?m
of a lamb without spot.”” Rev.5: 9—|
“ For thou wast slain, gnd_ﬁe?; e
us to God by thy blood, out of e
dred, and tongue, and people,
But the words of Jesus, wher
the cross, (John 19 : 30,)
matter. He said, *“It is fin
this, the Baptist edition
prehensive Commentary say
of man’s redemption is c
Dr. A. Clark says, ¢
cal death God is r
the kingdom of hea

pleting the work of redemption, and en-

was a great

believing soul.””
demm%z?:m is
~Precisely wh

entering into

commandment. Now upon the first day of | SO0

came unto the sepulchre.” &e.

the above, where is the chance to

that the commandment meant the

d og“ t}::: week ?

~That Christ was Lord of
«.IQdmi& 4,»n‘ as U

the week, very early in the mﬂngh@_e -

upon
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put Luke when speaking of
event, says, * And about o]
&e. Now 'lt ‘¢ after six ‘_hl_ys,’ accordipe
to Matthew and Mark, s docorinll
Luke, ¢ about an eight Jays. hoir'](c . =
after eight days, by Jon, .l)e, only . c-an
days, or a_week ? syt
7. Agdin you say, when they were all
assembled on the day of Pentecost, whic]
coincided that year with the fipst ’duynco;.
e AR
()l;gr:]‘i;:’(li7"ifflklb(t: tSlf;l?t gdo_\j:n,}lpon them the
S © Opirit, But is it
1-@;’(;1}111. tlmf I entecost fell that year upon
the (t:rst day of the week ? Hackett, in
\is Commentary o g i
?rcnemllv supp(;\sud nthé}cttsi Mo it
signalized by the outp iy Pentec.og,
Iy Y the outpouring of the Spirit,
fell on the Jewish Sabbath, our Saturday.”
See also Olshausen to the same effect.
'3. Again you say, “ On the first day
of the week, the disciples at  Troas St
togctlil)er to break bread.”  You refer to
Acts 20 : 7. _Bu.t if you turn to the text,
and read it with its context, you will see
that the meeting was held in the nioht
part of the first day of the week, and that
the bread was not broken until after mid-
night.  After the breaking of the bread,
Paul resuimed his speech, which le con-
tinued until break of day, ¢ and so he de-
parted.’’ But commentators, vou are
aware, are not agreed as to whether this
meeting was held on the evening of the
seventh day, or rather the evening follow-
ing the seventh day, or the evening fol-
lowing the first day.  Hackett says this
meeting might have been held “on - Satus-
day night, in which case Paul pursued his
journey on the first day of the week. But,
at least, it is certain that the meeting was
held in the night, and for altogether an-
other purpose than that of Sabbathizing.
Besides, the time of bread-breaking is not
fixed in the Scriptures, and therefore is
not a necessary part of the duties of the
Sabbath.  Indeed, unless I am misin-
formed, the breaking of bread, in many
instances, was with the early Christians a
daily habit, as in Acts 2: 4246, where
the daily breaking of bread is menti(,:ned.
See also this subject as treated by Nean-
der, in his ¢ Planting and Training of
the Church,” pages 28 and 29. Nothing,
therefore, appears here of the idea of a
Christian Sabbath.”’

the same

9. The collections ordered. (1 Cor. 16:| © "% enactments, from the year A
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o N the Sabbath- | cs )
RS  Phescidt e, i abbath- | came down from th afte .
hese eXpressions approach the |es had spoke g Rt EE Dl e

D to the children of Israel air
WoRrbs which the Lorp “proclair 10‘(11’"
Dou'l)tle-SS’ if fi“ him in the mount. It r;nhtllhcﬁ b(lz evi-
Sabbs ; ant, it is the|dent that Paul, in 2d Corinthians, iij C :
;1 llbbdtlmla}. If the Sabbat’h—dav is not | did not refer (0. “the law of (lu‘mdt" r:; ({fgie,
tl]];a.:t, t!len thc. day (season or ti;nu) of"; gospel as proclaimed to Moses in the mount,
wh ;AI)_‘L(‘MRI manifestation of Christ to John, | $1uce they were given to the children of Is-
A ercin glorious things are revealed rael without the VEIL, or before the VEIL
things affecting the nations and the churel | 1S Pu on the face of Moses, but rather to
to the end of time, is meant [ “the _ministration,” which was given with
4N Y B o e . fitas llhe A" I}IL on the face of Moses.
it P 5} gty oo ‘x mp 0 prove | : :}gum, as it has been shown from the
) T N 1~ ements in I‘A‘('lefms-i‘ Seriptures of trath, that there was a VEIL
5 g c]_“,lrc]; d \.k ma'n_y years :ltFor, |on 1110_ face of :\Insos at the time he gave
. L 1s nown to have gncv_‘the children of Israel in commandment,
tﬁygepar?edfrom t]leSlm])li(‘it_V of ill){)g.{“l:ll which was spoken to them when he
olic tllmes, IS to me matter of Surprise‘,lf‘:“”(’ out from the worldly tabernacle, (Heb.
In this way, what departure of the churel| 1%+ 1,2) which words were spoken with
{from purity could not be sustained? But| the VEIL on the face of Moses. Exodus
'fl’(?m Lanisey statement,  one would | XXXV ¢ 2.’)41.').' (See Douay Bible.) It s
think that from the time of John onward [cf“h‘m‘ therefore that Paul in 2d Cor, jii
5 ¢ eferre “the ministration” whie
T day ot e T t: ’ Chap. 1« ferred to ““ the ministration” which
ediy designoted be the htads L P | was delivered to the children of Israel by
| }” gnated by the phrase Lord’s f Moses with the VEIL on his face. (2d Cor.
1(13)'., whereas, the phrase does not oceur | jii : 12-15.)
{until the year of our Lord 200. Again,| And more yet, for as Moses gave “in
{can it be unknown to Landor, that in the | commandment all that the Loro had spok-
learly celebration of Sunday in the church, | en with him in mount Sinai ” before he put
 the idea of the Sabbath never attached to |the VEIL on his face, it is evident that
it? Its only character was that of a fes-| “the miuistg‘:\mon & whichnwas.s given :Etgcr—
tival, like the other festivals appointed, or! “"’“;1 frot*ithe-fabernmelefi withi thie ¥ Bl
| rather that grew up, along with it. These |2 Moses's face, was the added law or *the
| . e B YR {law of Moses,” which “was added because
{festivals had their origin in the Church,"of thé) tuansgressions dek(Eial. Hiails ek
| L .S @y - 2 of sgressions. . Tesrik8,
‘and at tlh(" .tlxr{?lclaltllttll n(’llni}qu au;h(ln |xiii: 39,) added by Moses, (to the words
‘ 1&\ . ’I;‘ICC‘IX .SAEStCI;‘C];: W o thle “’"tvo,l_t 1€ which had been spoken to him in the mount
{1deas of Christian liberty then prevai Ing. |by our Lorp.) It was added as “a school-
| Neander (Rose’s tl'a"?l“‘“‘ms page 186,) imz\stex'" to instruct them by “the ministra-
'says, ¢ The festival of Sunday, like all|tion of death,” which was ministered by the
‘says, « TI |to by
lother festivals, was always only a human | priests before them, day by day continually
|ordinance, and it was far from the inten-|(which was a mimst{'ntion of thg .ﬁrst cove-
| tions of the apostles to establish a Divine nant.) But E’he object and spirit of * the
command in this respect—far from them,g]““’ of Moses” was ‘to pomt-_ or bring "rhem
and the early apostolic church, to transfer | 0 Christ. For as the_law of Moses” was
‘a shadow of good things to come. wnd

! 2 S s Sunday .. Per-| - : y _come,
 the laws of the Sabbath to Sunday. Per | NOT the very image of the. thine,” for i

 baps at the end of the second century a o " NOT POSSIBLE that the BLOOD
| false application of this kind had begun to g bulls, and of goats should take away
take place, for men appear by that time i\ " « Wherefore, when he [ Christ ]
to have considered laboring on Sunday a ' cometh into the world, he said, Sacrifice
sin.”. B. P., in Kitto, says, “ Chx;vso?'—; and offerings thou wouldest not, but a body
tom (A. D. 360) concludes one of his hast thou prepared me, “In burnt offerings
homilies by dismissing his audleuce. to|and sztcmﬁces, for sin th«in ].]ast had no plea:%-
their resi)cctive ordinary occupations. | ure. ¢Then said I [Christ] Lo I come (in
The Council of Laodicea, (A.D. 364,);?1«!(1"03;;'“ ot ok xt(ﬁ(‘gnt\en;t_x;xe)
R stians eS » o do 7 Will, oa. WX § 41,
howe:«' 2% enjolrled Clmstlan}tf) : Qib‘t:llll tllrlf "W'he)\'oforc then serveth the law ? It was
Lord’s day. To the same effec ] i Vi | added because of transgressions, till the seed
|junction n the ffn'gery._called the Apo%| chould come to whom the promise was
[tolical Constitution, (vii. 24,) and VAl jnade ; and it was ordained by angels in the
- | hands of a mediator.

nearest in fopy i

v to the one in Rev

st n e evila THD
of any in the Secriptares. :
any day of the week is mes

;'?’) were not on the occasion of any pub"ﬁOO to A. D, 1100, though by no means| «Now a mediator is not a mediator of one;

: i y PRSI 35
It gathering on the first day of the week, "extendmg to all secular business.’

fhedircction being, that ¢ cach one shoul
4y by him (Chimself) in store.” If, then,
liere were any public gatherings, they
%ere gntirely another matter, andy'not
Wentioned in the text.  B. P., in Kitto,
&iele « Lord’s day,” says, **The regu-
Ution addressed to the church of Cormj;h,
Cor. 16 : 2,) with respect to charita-
% contribations on the *first day of t_h@
Yeek,” is not connected with any mention
“ public assemblies on that day. :
]‘]0' The last passage you quote‘:s Rt:i"(s
& 0, assuming that the plrase LOl‘k
" refers to the first day of the week.
\lol“ “'lmf evidence of this is there from
ourls]'t.““‘ ! This phrase nowhere else oc-
5510 the Bible. It is indeed said, (Isa.

»“hi,]“’) that the Sabbath-day is God's

| but God is one. 1

S ne, dear brother, that the| - «7s the law then against the promises of

b seuils EOLI;;(’JM is weak, ilaving in ! God? God forbid: for if there had been a

FEymems law given which could have given life, ver-
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VOICE OF THE COMING ONE.
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«There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is
neither bond nor free, there is neither male
nor female: for ye are all one in Christ
Jesus.

« And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abra-
ham’s seed, and heirs according to the
promise.” (Gal. iii : 19-29.

Now, from the above scripture, (Exodus
xxxiv: 34, 35,) we have learned that both
“the glory” and “the veil” were on the face
of Moses when he gave his ministration
from the tabernacle. And as Paul speaks
of a ministration which was given with “a
veil” over his [Moses] face. (2 Cor. iii:
13.) And as the scripture do not give to
us any other “ministration” which was given
by Moses with “the glory” and “the veil,”
but the one given by him from the taberna-
cle, how then canany ONE believe that he
referred to any other ““ministration” but the
ONE with “the glory” and the veil,” up-
on Moses face, when it was given,” which
was given from- the “worldly sanctuary.”

But here it may be said, that Paul speaks
of ¢ the ministration of death, written and
engraven in stones”” But “the law of
God,” was “graven upon the tables,” (Exo.
xxxii: 15. 16.) not “in stones.”

But it will be said again, as Paul has
used the word “engraven,” he must have
referred to the tables of stone, on which

“the law of God” was “graven.” We
have said before, if we believed, that this
verse as it is rendered in our own version,
was a correct translation from the Greek
Testament, we should be led to believe that
Paul referred to the “two stones,” which
were *engraven” spoken of in Exodus,
xxviii. 2:9-12 (see “ Voice of the Truth,”
Page 16th, 2d column, No. 4, Vol. iii.) But

by referring to the Greek Testament (2 Cor. | M

i11:7.), we have learned, that the Greek
word " EvtDzdw, *,” rendered “engraven,”
should be rendered, “stamped,” or mould-
ed,” And first, we will give this verse as
translated in the Douay Bible. “Now if
the ministration of death, engraven,”
[stamped or moulded,] *with letters upon
stones, was glorious, so that the children of
Israel could not steadfastly behold the face
of Moses, for the glory of his countenance
which is done away: * How shall not the
ministration of the Spirit be rather in Glory?”
(2 Cor. iii: 7. 8.) :

_But by translating the Greek word *Fy-
tU760,” stamped or moulded, it would
then read, “Now if the ministration of
death” stamped “ with letters upon stones,
was glorious, or, “ But if the ministration of
death” moulded in “lJetters upon stones,
was glorious.”  And here it will be said,
how can any one “stamp” or “mould” * Jet-
ters upon stones,”—Answer, no doubt our
translators ask the same question, and
they could not see how the *stones,” cmn‘f
be stamped or moulded  with letters,” they

graverh’: Fandm théil: they rendered the G
word “'Lytizéw, ," not according to t
Greek, to their

concluded that Paul must have meant % +- | i
3

tration given by Mos

from the tabernacle.

part of it, which referred to the sacrifices,

and the beasts for the sacrifice,
was certainly A ministration of death.
And although the service of the pri

the altar in ]
called a ministration, yet in the New

the course of Abia.”

ple of the Lorp.”

TRATION were accomplished, he depart-
ed to his own house.”

who has examined this question ?
we see no other consistent way for us, b

away,) referred to that part of *“the

oses,” commanded to be

which by the death of Christ, was a
or done away. o1 pike gt s
And in the first place, Moses com
ed, that when the children of Israel p:
ed into the Jand given to their fath
that they should build an al
stones, and that they should ¢
over with plasterd® i s
¢¢ That thou ma; v
the words of this law.”
be well for us to ing
The law which
the law, ** writtq

i the children of Israel, with the
:’Veal? g‘ll‘:‘nﬁfgsesef;Ce, and the onl’y minis- | on the stones was ca]]ed,“ the Dellteronomy

es, with the veil upon|of the law of Mases” or. theiseconid las
his face,” was at the time when he came out | of Moses.—But Why ok $hi Jaw.
! If SO, * the ministra-| ,,led, the second law of Moses #—First,
tion of death,” here spoken of by Paul, can
only refer to *the law of Moses,” or to that

- 1¢ rer d .
and the burnt offerings which were offere sdidd $hat (hisnotvenint. i At

illi the lambs )
upon the altar, and the killing ng e aitar, | covenant,” which he says was dedicated

ests at | law ”? (Heb. 11):; 18720,) And ,ﬁ,,;:;d
t, is not when the tabernacle was set up, Panl
e Tes- | says, ¢ Moreover he sprinkled with’mb]M,

tament, Luke calls the office of the priest,
“his ministration,” as we learn from the 1st.
Chapter of Luke, 3, 9, 23rd. verses. “'I:here 1. 21.) And thus we see tl
was in the days of Herod, the King of Ju-|ynited the words spoken and
dea, a certain priest named Za{:harlas, of
- According to the |y mac]e and all the  ves
CUSTOM of the priest’s office his lot was thinistration, of the. pri
to burn incense when he went into the tem- thém all toretlo il R
« And it came to pass, gether, calling.

that, as soon as the days of HIS MINIS-

Again, if the best |time before the tabe
evidence we have in the Seriptures of Truth, the ministration thej
on this question, show that, “the law of| (Exo. xxiv. 3-8. E
Moses,” or that part of it, which was a min-
istration of death, was stamped, moulded, or
“ engraven upon stones” about forty years
after Moses began to deliver in command-
ments his law, with the veil upon his face!® | *1¢
Ought not, such evidence satisfy every one, L
If‘g](_);

to believe, that Paul, (when he referred to
¢ the ministration of death,” which is done |

“In burnt offerings and Sacrifices for sin,” |

But ¢ thislaw,” which Joshua wrote up-

Paul in referring ® Exodus xxiv, 3-8
where we find it recorded, that Moses |
wrote the words of the covenant, has

with blood by Moses ¢ according to the

both the tabernacle, and all the vessels of
the ministry 7’ or ministration  (H

the covenant, written by M

covenant, although thes
covenant, were spoken




