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PREFACE.

Tae speech of which I now publish the substance, was not written,
but was delivered extempore from a few brief notes indicating my line of
argument. Though spoken very rapidly, it occupied three hours in its
delivery. I was placed in a difficult position, having to reply to long
and carefully written speeches’'by my learned and excellent friends on
the other side. I was thus obliged to take up the whole question, and to
discuss it with regard to the state of feeling in Glasgow and in Scotland,
as well as in the Presbytery, both with reference to the Sabbath, and
to a tendency manifesting itself, in some quarters, to lose all faith in
the Lord’s-day, because losing faith in the only ground on which it had
generally been put in Scotland. My sincere desire was not to destroy,
but to build up; and my belief is, that what I have said will have this
effect on the minds of very many who will give my words their candid
consideration.

I call this pamphlet, treatise, sermon,—for it partakes of the character
of all,—the substance of my speech, because I have had to write it; and
while embodying every principle, every doctrine, every fact, every argu-
ment contained in the original speech, with every anecdote even which
may, at the moment, have escaped from my tongue, I have expanded
many portions of it, re-adjusted others, lengthened here, or added there,
to explain more fully what I meant and mean. A great part of the latter
portion was not reported in the newspapers. I am very sensible of the
unartistic form in which it appears—I cannot help it now. I leave it to

be fairly judged of as a whole.

* Unless I had, to a large extent, anticipated the results of thls discus-
sion,—so far, at least, as they have been personal to myself,—I should
not have engaged in it with such a feeling of pain, and such a solemn
sense of my responsibility to God as I did.

But having been enabled to accept the duty, which I believed, and
now believe more than ever, God, in His providence, had imposed on me,
I accept, in perfect peace, all the consequences, however deeply painful
to me, which the performance of that duty has involved.

Some of these results I much lament for the sake of others, more even
than for my own. I lament the spirit in which I have been everywhere
in Scotland criticized, and spoken of, and writlen of, by some who are
opposed to me, from the pulpit, the platform, and the press. A meaning
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has been given—studiedly, I fear, in some cases—to the exprassions
regarding the Decalogue, which my words might possibly be made to
bear to a mind not willing to understand them; but which, even had i
been true and unmistakeable, might, in charity, have been pardoned or
left unnoticed, as simply bearing evidence of my insanity! Strange to
say, the same words were quite understood in England, and by all who
sympathized with me in Scotland. I beg those who wish to do me
justice, to read the extracts from Baxter, quoted in my speech, and to
remember that these were read by me, as a part of that speech, at the
first meeting of Presbytery, and as expressing what I meant by the
abrogation of the Decalogue; and that, though not published then, they
were again read at the second meeting of the Presbytery, and thereafter
published in all the Glasgow newspapers,—and then let them say,
whether, with these passages as an exponent of my meaning, I have been
dealt with in the spirit of fair play, or of Christian charity, by very
many of my eritics ?

I refrain from further alluding to all that has been uttered against me.
There is One who fully understands the sorrow which must be endured
by those who, seeking to do His will, are yet the occasion of creating
doubt in the hearts of those they love, regarding their own character, or
of adding, in any case, to the most intolerable burden that can weigh
down the spirit of man—that of dislike or of hate to a brother.

But I should be very ungrateful unless I acknowledged different results
from these—such as the Christian treatment I received from my brethren
opposed to me in the Presbytery, and from many Christian gentlemen
who, whether with me or against me, have spoken from the platform, or
written in the press, with justice and fairness on this subject, as well as
the letters of kind sympathy and of cordial agreement in my views which
have come to me, every day, from both clergy and laity of every deno-
mination;—most of all, as might be expected, from those of my own
Church. As it has been impossible for me otherwise to reply to these,
I take this opportunity of thankfully acknowledging them. But I hope
for results of more importance, and less personal to myself, from this
discussion. One of these I pray may be, and I believe will be, a Lord's-
day, in the slow, perhaps, but sure progress of Christian opinion, kept
on sounder grounds, with less of the spirit of bondage, and more of
the spirit of that true liberty of faith and love with which Christ has
set us free—a liberty which, the more it is understood and believed, can
never be used as a cloak for licentiousness.

I must, before concluding this long Preface, allude to some objections

-to my speech, or rather to my speaking at all on such a question, or my
venturing to open it up in Scotland.

(1.) It has been urged against me that, after all, my opponents and
T, though starting from different points, come at last, practically, to the
same point—that of a holy keeping of the Lord’s day;—why, then, it is
asked, moot the speculative difference, and not be satisfied with the prac-
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tical agreement? I reply, that if I and those who think with me—a
vast number in the Protestant Churches in this and other countries—
cordially give our brethren liberty to keep the Lord's-day in their way,
and to spend it -in such a spirit, and for such reasons, as they believe
to be according to God's will; why should not the same liberty be
extended to us? Is this a point of difference in which there is to
be no mutual forbearance? Must we alone be silent, or be reviled, and
our names associated with infidels, and put down as opposed to the
keeping & holy day to the Lord; nay, in some extreme cases, be spoken
against with as fierce a spirit as the Master was, when accused of
“having a devil,” because He broke the Sabbath? It is full time, I
think, for such liberty being demanded, on our part, as our right.

(2.) “Bat it will give a handle to the ungodly, who will abuse and
pervert the Christian liberty you speak of, and which Christians only can
use aright. For the sake of the ungodly there must be a fixed law of the
Fourth Commandment.” T am not aware of any gift of God, or of any
truth of God, which ungodly men have not abused and perverted since the
days of the Apostle Paul, and none more than the doctrine of Christian
liberty. But I am really not hopeful of the success of any effort to make
the Fourth Commandment respected by ungodly men, who, in spirit
or deed, break one or more of the other nine. Many, alas! who. profess
to reverence the Fourth, seem to have little regard for the Ninth.

(3.) “But it will give offence to many of the godly, and weaken your
influence; and we know how St. Paul, while teaching Christian tolera-
tion, warns us to beware how we offend even a weak brother.” As to my
influence, I leave that in God’s hands. All I have to do with is His
truth. As to offending weak brethren, there are, I think, few things
more grievously misunderstood than the principles and conduct of St. Paul
with reference to weak brethren,—while in his practics he yielded to
prejudice, he never by silence strengthened that prejudice, but ever in
his speech protested against it. If he did not condemn the weak brother,
who, esteeming certain things to be unclean, acted according to his belief,
but commended him for so doing; yet, at the same time, he testified
against that weak belief, and said, “I know, and am persuaded of the
Lord, that there isnothing unclean of itself.” He became, indeed, as aJew
to the Jew, complying in love with many of his old religious customs and
prejudices. But why?—to lift the Jew out of the bondage of that very
Judaism, and to wean him from those very customs; for in the same
spirit of love he never failed, by unmistakeable, frank, and open speech,
to protest against the Judaism, teaching that those customs were, in
Christ, done away, and that the Jewish “ principles” of his brother were
prejudices. And so should it be with every Christian. Let us, in
actton, and from love, come down as far as possible to meet our weak
brethren, and not cause them to offend by what we do in things in-
different; but from the same love, and in order to lift them up into a
truer spirit, let us speak out the truth regarding the very points in which



6 Proface.

we think them weak, and to which, on that account, they may oling with
great tenacity and passion. Otherwise the fear of giving offence by our
" speech will degenerate into all that is mean, cowardly, and dishonest,
False impressions as to our real convictions will be given by our silence.
Every species of prejudice will be strengthened by those who should
remove them, and a better state of things made impossible, unless it
comes from without the Church, instead of from within. The weak
will not only be tolerated, but govern; and the strong will not be tolerated,
but, if possible, be crushed in the name of truth and of piety.

I have done ;—

¢That which I have done
May He within himself make pure.”

As far as in me lies, I will not be dragged into any further contro-
versy on this subject. I leave the battle to younger men. I have spoken
in my place in the Church Court to which I have the honour to belong,
and I have spoken on a single point only of religious practice. I will
henceforth, as heretofore, give myself, not to this or to that point,
however true, within the whole range of Christian truth or practice;
but will preach Jesus Christ and Him crucified; and seek, with God's
blessing, to make those whom I teach true believers in Him ; and in
this way only, secure obedience to all His commandments,—which verily
are not grievous.

An apology is due to the reader for the length of this Preface and for its
egotistical character. But, in the whole circumstances of the case, I could
hardly help myself. The delay in the publication of the Speech has been
occasioned partly by my unavoidable absence from home, and partly by
the preparation of the Appendix. I beg to acknowledge my manifold
obligations to Dr. Hessey’s Bampton Lectures, for both argument and
authorities; and also to the ample collection of the latter by Mr. Cox,
in his lately published volumes on The Literature of the Sabbath
Question,



SUBSTANCE OF SPEECH.

MoperaTor,—I crave the kind indulgence of my brethren—their
charitable interpretation of my words, and of the spirit in which I
now address them. I rely, and I am sure not in vain, on your
brotherly sympathy while I address you upon this most important
topic.

Believe me, Moderator, that nothing but an overwhelming sense
of duty could induce me to bring this subject before any Court of
our Church. It is always a great pain to me—far greater, perhaps,
than those who do not know me will give me credit for—to differ from
my brethren of this Church or Presbytery, and from none more than
from the friends who have now addressed you. It is & very great
pain, indeed, to differ from Christian men anywhere. To suppose
that T am indifferent to the opinion of my brethren—that I do not
care what they think of me, or what they say of me—would be
extremely false to the deepest, truest feelings of my heart. The
more I love my brethren, the more I desire them to love me; the
more I respect their judgment, and confide in the truth and
sincerity with which they utter their opinions, the more I crave with
my whole heart that they should give me the same credit. And
believe me, Moderator and friends, not the fear, but the certainty of
being misunderstood,—in some cases, perhaps, of being misrepre-
gented,—of hard words being spoken against me, of hard thoughts
being entertained of me by those whom I love and respect,—fills me at
this moment with great pain, and I might say nervous anxiety. At
the same time, sir, there are other things which I fear still more.
There is an awful danger to a man from being entangled by any
circumstances on earth to speak that which is false to himself, or
to be silent about that which he holds true before God. There
ig danger, in this respect, not only from the irreligious world, but also
from what is called the religious world; and danger to every Christian
minister, more especially to young brethren in the ministry, from
their characters or beliefs being suspected by those whom they
respect and love within the Church. There are dangers from true
disciples, and dangers from false disciples; dangers from Pharisees,
Sadducees, and Scribes; dangers besetting us as Christian men and
Christian ministers from every side, and from ourselves most of all,
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None of us are free from them; and our duty, therefore, is to carry
one another’s burdens; to sympathize with one another; and, as we
shall answer to God, to do all we can to lay no stumbling-block in the
way of a brother’s searching for and speaking out the truth,—nay, to
help him to do so before God. We should all fear lest our eye be
turned aside from the truth by influences of any kind, ¢¢ orthodox ”
or ¢ heterodox;” remembering our Master’s solemn warning, ¢ How
can ye believe who seek honour one of another, and seek not the
honour that cometh from God only?”” There are two things to which
we must ever be true—conscience within and Christ above. When
these are lost, all is lost !

" I regret very much, indeed, a word that escaped my respected
brother, in his introductory speech—he, I daresay, from hig goodness,
not attaching so much weight to it as I do—when he spoke of my
dragging this subject before the Court. He did not know me, or did
not think, perhaps, at the moment, or he would not have spoken thus.
During the eight-and-twenty years I have had the honour and privi-
lege—an honour and privilege for which I am every day more thank-
ful to God, and never more thankful than at this moment, when I feel
the freedom with which I can address my brethren, though in a
minority—I say during the eight-and-twenty years I have had the
honour of being a minister of the Church of Scotland, I do not think
I ever brought forward before a Church Court anything contro-
versial, or that could possibly divide them. I have brought forward
many practical questions,—not speculative ones, or questions
of no practical value. You know this is true. But when others
have introduced questions of a different kind, I may have had the
unhappiness of opposing them. I would have you remember the
peculiar circumstances in which the present distracting question has
been ¢ dragged "’ by me before you. I have made it a rule never to
discuss questions of doctrine in public meetings. I do not blame
brethren for doing so in the City Hall, or anywhere else, if
such be their judgment. There are two places only where I have
done so,—from the pulpit and in Church Courts. I have always
preached to my own people that which I solemnly believed at the
time, willing rather, in six weeks afterwards, if necessary, to confess
from the pulpit that I was wrong, and mistaken in what I had said,
than to be untrue at the time; and ever resolved that I should
never be in that pulpit, for any consideration under heaven,
ag a mere telegraphic wire, to communicate that in which I did not
myself believe, and with which I did not sympathize. The other place
in which I have spoken, when called upon to do so, in questions of
doctrine, has been in the Church Courts; and there, with whatever
pain I have differed from brethren, I have always stated the opinions
which I honestly held. Well, in what circumstances am I placed here ?
For years I have preached to my people, not your view of the Lord’s-
day, but another—one not based on the Sabbath law of the Decalogue,
as to the origin; but based on the necessities of Christian worship,
and the authority of Christ and His apostles. I came here to hear
this Pastoral, Had there been nothing in it contradictory to my own
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convictions, or to the teachmg I have glven from the pulpit, I should
never have said a word on the subject. But I was placed in this posi-
tion: either not to read your Pastoral,—which would, in my opinion,
have been hlghly disrespectful to the Presbytery,—or to read that Pas-
toral mlmstena.lly, and say, ‘“Iread these things, but I do not believe
in some of them ;"' —or, as my only other alternative, to come and state
to the Presbytery frankly why I did not assent to these points, or
acquiesce in them; and then, with that explanation, to request the
Presbytery to let me be free to express my dissent from these points.
These were the circumstances, sir, in which I brought forward this
question the last day that we met here. Nay, further, I beg you to
remember—and I do think you will give me credit for it—that though
quite ready then to have addressed you, I moved an adjournment, as
most of our members had gone to hear Mr. Gladstone, and I thought
the question too important to be discussed at & thin meeting, and when
those best acquainted with it were either not present, or not prepared
to oppose me with all the might of their knowledge and convictions.
The elaborate and eloquent orations we have been privileged to listen
to to-day, prove how much you have gained by delay, though they
add to my personal difficulties while arguing against them. Such
conduct on my part, I submit, was not ‘‘dragging” the question before
the Court, as if I were actuated by vanity, inconsiderate rashness, or
selfish ambition.

Now, while there are points on which I differ from you, still I am
thankful to say that there are many more points in your Address,
and in all that has been said, in which I most heartily agree.
‘We are all agreed in this Court, I am sure, in wishing, with simple
and sincere hearts, to know the will of Jesus Christ. I should hope
there is not one man here who would not, as far as he knows, die,
rather than do anything he felt to be against the will of his Master.
‘We are agreed also on another point,—that there is, and ever will be
in the Church, a Lord’s-day. Nor do I think there has been any-
thing said, so far as I could catch, either in the Address, or in what
has been spoken, regarding the mode of keeping the Lord’s-day, in
its right observance, in which I do not agree with you; nay, I may,
in some respects, possibly go further in my estimate of our duties
and privileges on that day. The points on which we disagree are
the historical origin of the Lord’s-day, and the grounds on which
its observance is binding upon the Christian Church. I think that
your position is an inconsistent onme. I think you are basing a
number of duties upon the Sabbath law of the Fourth Commandment,
and taking liberties with it, as contained in the Decalogue, which you
have no right to do. I at once state, therefore, that I cannot, as a
Christian, accept of the continued obligation of the Sabbath law of
the Fourth Commandment; while, at the same time, I have perfect
faith in the Lord’s-day.

But let us suppose, brethren, that we could not, in the end, agree
in our views regarding the Bible ¢law” as to this day, while we
might agree as to Christian practice on it ;—that you, on the one hand,
should maintain,—what, I am quite sure, you do most firmly and

B
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earnestly believe,—that your present position is the only sure and
right one; nay, even that you were persuaded that the Sabbath
should fall upon the seventh day of the week; while I, on the
other hand, maintained with equal sincerity and good conscience my
belief that the Sabbath of the Old dispensation was abrogated, or had
been lost or absorbed into something far better, because belonging
to the New,—and that too upon apostolic authority ;—then, even
with such a difference of opinion as this, I would confidently ask if
there is a single case that could conceivably occur in the Christian
Church in which we might be more clearly guided in our relative duties
by what the Apostle said in reference to the keeping of days in the
Epistle to the Romans ? If his principles, evolved from the very nature
of the New dispensation, cannot apply to our case, they cannot, as
far as I see, apply to any. Hear what he said, and hear it, believing,
a8 you truly say you do, that the Fourth Commandment was then bind-
ing on Christians:—¢¢ One man esteemeth one day above another;
another esteemeth every day alike. Let every man be fully per-
suaded in his own mind. He that regardeth the day, regardeth it
unto the Lord ; and he that regardeth not the day, to the Lord he
doth not regard it. He that eateth, eateth to the Lord, for he giveth
God thanks ; and he that eateth not, to the Lord he eateth not, and
giveth God thanks.” And if any of us imagines, that because he
is right in his views of this or of that day, therefore his brother,
who differs from him' on such outside details, is necessarily wrong,
what said the inspired Apostle—who was ¢¢ persuaded of the
Lord " that there was nothing unclean of itself? Did he say, If
I am right, you must be wrong, and therefore you must act as I com-
mand you? No; but in the charity of Christ he said, ‘“To him who
thinketh it is unclean, to him it is unclean.” Oh! blessed liberty of
the spirit of truth, which we must strive to see and learn! I remind
you of this now, dear brethren, that you may bear with my difference
of opinion, as I seek to bear with yours; and that you may hear me
at least with kindly feelings, though what I am about to say may
probably pain you. Forin thus freely speaking my mind, I am speak-
ing in defence of at least fair Christian liberty, and demand, therefore,
in Christ’s name, and under the Magna Charta of our common
liberties, bestowed by Him on His Church, that you do not, in this
matter, either despise or judge me, were even the dayI ‘‘regard unto
the Lord " different, in its origin, character, and objects, from yours.

Let me, then, proceed with my argument. Now, I admit that
upon this Sabbath question nothing original can be said. I do not
profess to say anything original. If I did, it would be a strong
presumption that I was wrong. Our sober duty, however, is to
weigh the already complete and exhaustive evidence, to judge fairly
of what can be said and has been said on both sides, and to endea-
vour wisely to apply whatever principles we thus arrive at to the
solution of the complex practical problems to which our -every-day life
and the present condition of the Church and of society give rise. We
are bound to be persuaded in our own minds, and not becnuse
others are persnaded.
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Let us, then, briefly inquire as to the nature of the Fourth Com-
mandment. What is it ? Under what obligations does it really
place us, for the discharge of which we are responsible to God ?
As to its letter, it is clear, for example, that it authoritatively
binds us to keep the seventh day holy.* It is not a seventh—that
is, in my opinion, not fair criticism. Indeed, I am not aware that
this has ever been seriously questioned, except perhaps by those who,
judging from their line of argument, fear that the elasticity of a day”
is required to make the commandment applicable to the whole world,
while ““the day’ would seem to favour the conclusion to which they
object, that it was for a limited portion of the globe only. Further,
the Sabbath of the Fourth Commandment was from evening to even-
ing.} It began upon—what we should call—the Friday evening, and
ended upon the Saturday evening. This fact is of some importance as
telling on social habits. You remember, doubtless, what Michaelis
makes of this, shewing the much more favourable position in which
the Jew was placed in the fine climate of Palestine, as compared

. with the Christian, especially the poor Christian, in the cold, damp
climate of Northern Europe. The Jew, he reminds us, might, for
example, have his hot dinner on the Friday afternoon before the
Sabbath began. In the delicious climate of Palestine he might have
on the Sabbath his milk, his grapes,~—all, in fact, that he could desire
in hot weather; and then, when the evening of Saturday closed, he
might have his hot dinner again. This, as a fact, bears very
materially upon the question of breaking the Fourth Commandment,
as it has been hitherto explained in Scotland, where men seriously
talk of the sin of cooking a hot dinner on Sunday!

Then, consider further, the objects of the Fourth Commandment.
The Sabbath was, no doubt, a grand witness for Jehovah as the
Creator of the world, but especially for that Creator as being the very
game God who had brought the children of Israel out of Egypt.
It was also a blessed day of rest, and I doubt not, to the spiritnally
seeing Jew, was a shadow of better things to come. If is a fair ques- .
tion, indeed, how far the blessed rest secured by the Jewish Sabbath
was at all connected with public worship.! I certainly am very much
inclined to think that it was more of an end in itself than a means
of attaining anything higher, beyond that of individual worship and
social instruction—not necessarily by Levites—on Divine things.
For let us recollect the circumstances of the country. How, for
example, could there have been any united worship upon that day ?
You may force the word ¢ sanctify” to mean that, though it may
also mean simply ¢ separate,” or ¢ set apart.” But if you mean
public worship—where could that worship have been performed,
according to the Mosaic law ? Synagogues did not exist for a long
time after the giving of the law. The question of their origin is a
difficult one. They were not Mosaic, but began probably about
the time of Ezra. The convocations that are spoken of up to
that time were connected with the sacrifice at the Tabernacle or
Temple; for social worship was then connected so much with a place,

* See Appendix A. + See Appendix B. I 8ee Appendix C.
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either at Gilgal, or Gibeon, or Shiloh, or in the Temple, or wher-
ever the Ark was, that to enjoy it in Palestine every ¢ Sabbath,” as
we do now in Scotland, was for ages physically and ¢ ecclesiastically”’
impossible. There was of course on that, as on every other day,
individual worship; but when you are running a parallel between
the Sabbath of the Fourth Commandment as observed by the Jews
in Palestine, and the Lord’s-day as enjoyed by Christians, you can-
not prove that there was anything among the former corresponding
to our worship in our churches.

But I beg to call your attention to the Sabbath as it has commonly
been described and enforced in this country. Not content with the
character of its employments as described in the commandment itself,
we have habitually explained the day, by the light of all the comments
in the Pentateuch and Prophets on it, as the Jewish Sabbath ; and then
we have said to our people, this is the Christian Sabbath, which is
of perpetual obligation. Now, we must keep in mind that there
are not two Sabbaths described in the Old dispensation;—one that
was comparatively easy; and another which could not be relaxed, but
was binding in jot and tittle like a moral law, and to the breaking of
which many pains and penalties were annexed. We have one law
in the Decalogue, and out of it; one law, which, if it laid men under
a moral obligation to keep it at all, obliged them to keep every jot
and tittle of it. There can be no trifling with it either as a moral
law, or as a positive command given by God.

. If this account is correct, then I dare to affirm, without fear of
contradiction, that we do not practically acknowledge ourselves bound
by this commandment. It is not to the point to say that we keep it in
spirit. We have no right, I repeat, thus to tamper with it, or to
let “ one jot or tittle” of this law pass away, if it be of ¢ perpetual
obligation,” until it is all, and in every point fulfilled by us. The
day of the week ; the hours and measure of the day; what may, and
what may not be done on that day; each and every point as defined
in the commandment itself, or as explained by what we assume to
be its authoritative comments, must be kept. We dare not alter a
letter of what has been written by God’s finger on tables of stome, if
what He has written is for us. Now, in this sense the command-
ment is, I allege, not kept by any of us. One Christian man only
that I know of in this city—I mean Mr. Begg*—seems to me to carry
out logically the premises which have been here assumed as true, for -
he has kept the seventh day from evening to evening for thirty years. .

‘We do not keep the day; and in a hundred things we do on Sun-
day what it would have been unlawful for the pious Jew to have
done on his Sabbath.t Our servants do servile work,—light fires,
make beds, clean out our rooms, cook our dinners, &e., and probably
drive those to church who have carriages. This is too notorious to
be insisted upon; and so, many men feel themselves to be in an
inconsistent position, and try to get out of it, just like my excellent
friend Dr. Macduff, who, while he holds so firmly to this Fourth Com-
mandment, would allow to be done upon his Sabbath what would

* See Appendix D, + See Appendix E.
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have horrified any pious Israelite of any age or time. Dr. Macduff
does it because he cannot see any ill in it. He uses his own good
Christian common sense, walks in the spirit—but yet, unfortunately,
as I think, for my friend’s consistency. I maintain that, whatever
we clergy may say to the contrary, unprejudiced laymen see in our
conduct a manifest inconsistency. I was very often inconsistent on
this point, I admit, when I believed as you did. But should any
man try to be consistent, and to keep the commandment as it has
been described from the pulpit and in tracts by those who lay burdens
on men’s shoulders which they, perhaps, do not carry themselves—
then what follows? Asceticism does. Not, however, that I am one
who would despise an ascetic for conscience-sake. It is often a grand
visible triumph of spirit over sense, from conviction, however
erroneous. And this asceticism, or Judaism, I cannot help seeing
in the old Covenanters—noble men, who, if they did not fight for
the liberty of others, fought at least for their own, and have preserved
the independence of our country. These men had a strength and
backbone in them which was grand. They would have been chief
among the tribes of Israel. I read, for instance, of James Howie
of Lochgoin, who, when passing along the moor bogs, and just
as he was treading on the moss, saw a broken jar full of coins,
(still preserved in his family); and when some of his boys—as I
suppose we should have done ourselves, even under the Fourth
Commandment—rushed to possess themselves of them, the old man
said, ¢ No don't touch them; it is the Sabbath of the Lord;
pass on.” I say he was a grand Christian Jew, that. I admire
him. I am not prepared to say that I should not have been tempted
to secure the gold on Sunday, had it come my way; but I am sure
I should have given it to the old man on Monday morning—every
farthing of it—from sheer admiration of his grand self-denial.
But there have been other results than mere asceticism from the
views I am comparing and combating. I think that the tone of
teaching, in general, throughout Scotland, which has logically sprung
from this view regarding the Sabbath law of the Fourth Com-
mandment, has produced in our country a Judaical spirit, which
I think is to be deplored, and ought to be kindly, but firmly
exposed, in order to be changed into the true freedom of the
Christian life of faith and love through God’s Spirit. Look, for
example, at the state of most districts in the North of Scotland
where this teaching has had full and uncontrolled sway. I might,
without any unkindly feeling, challenge any Free Church Minister,
—and perhaps I might extend the challenge to those who, in my
opinion, are still freer—to some of the Established clergy also in
those districts,—whether he would dare to shave on Sunday morning,
and let his people know it ? Would not his influence be weakened,
and his piety suspected? Take another illustration of what I
mean. A friend of mine, a deacon of my church, went with a
party to fish, the other summer, in one of the outer Hebrides.
He was living with a good man, but an out-and-out Jew. My friend
had a nice ham, a few slices of which he wished to cook for breakfast
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on Sunday morning. His host did not refuse to cook the ham, for a
Highland Jew, as well as a Palestine one, likes his food. 8o John
began to slice the ham until he came to the bone, when he put down the
knife and said, ““I would rather not!” *Why, John 2" ¢ Because it is
the Sabbath.” 8o my deacon had to saw the bone, when -John con-
tinued the cutting of the ham. I don’t ‘‘despise’” John at all for his
scruples. He acted according to his light. I state the fact only as it
illustrates the feelings and practices of thousands in the North
regarding the Lord’s-day;* and only by such facts, however trifling
they appear to some, can the state of feeling in a country be
understood. I could give innumerable illustrations of the same
sort, to shew how hide-bound people are by the letter. And, alas!
many of the clergy themselves have become slaves, and have conscien-
tiously forged the very chains from which they cannot now escape,
even while feeling their bondage. To the best of their knowledge, I
believe, and with perfect honesty, but not seeing a more excellent way,
they have been so drilling their people into the Jewish Sabbath
and all its Jewish details, that they are now in a position from
which they can hardly emancipate themselves, without such an
apparent inconsistency on their own part, and such a shaking
of the faith or prejudices of their people, as they fear to encounter,
—a very painful position, in which I heartily sympathize with
many a brother. )
But is this Judaism confined to one part of the country only ?
I grant that our freedom has been immensely increased. Senti-
ments to-day even have been uttered that no minister would have
dared to have spoken a few years ago. I think we owe much of
this liberty, not to the clergy, but to Christian laymen, who have
not been so much bound by their position as we have been, and
also to the leaders of opinion beyond our country who have uncon-
sciously fought for us. But there is even now in Glasgow a vast deal
of Judaism; while things have been done, within our memories, by
clergy, magistrates, and police, in the way of interfering with others,
- which, thanks to public opinion, would not be tolerated now.t Yet
even now, for example, some will worship with an instrument in
Church, and yet will not do so in their own houses. They will train
up little children to keep the Lord’s-day as if they were old apostles.
And in regard to walking on Sunday by those who need it for health,
or for recreation,—about which I rejoice to hear the sentiments
of my friend, Dr. Macduff,—I ask you, sir, whether Christian men—
whether from the effects of long teaching or mere prejudice, I do
not know—would not have been, a few years or even months ago,
very much shocked at his sentiments? I myself having incidentally
mentioned, in a speech about a North-End Park, that I thought on the
Sunday evening working-men might enjoy God’s fair world with their
families, was publicly spoken against, and of course impeached
a8 exhorting men to spend the evening in that way only, when I had
an extra service in Church for them! There was a howl got up
immediately for my daring to say this. But, with the exception of
*Bee Appendix F. +See Appendix G.
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my friend Mr. M‘Gregor, who was present at that meeting, I never,
until now, heard another clergyman speak out in my support.
I can assure you I was horrified at such gross Judaism. It made
me, I might say, almost tremble for the condition we were in
in Scotland, and feel that we were standing on the edge of a
slippery precipice, over which many might suddenly fall into utter
disregard of the Lord’s-day. It revealed a state of matters that
might induce a terrific reaction as a protest against such ignorance
and such cruelty; and all in the name of our Father in heaven!
Only think of it! 'We get parks for those working-men—men
who rise at five o’clock in the morning, and drudge through life dur-
ing the day, and come home weary at night—and we have, hitherto,
practically said to these men, in the name of the Sabbath of the
Lord, ¢ Kennel up into your wretched abodes!” Who dares deny
it ? For what else was I blamed, I should like to know ? Against
what else was the cry raised ? And let Dr. Macduff beware, or he will
have the cry against him too. And to put our Judaism beyond a doubt
in this respect, let me remind writers of kind and sensible Pastorals,
that our own General Assembly, as late as 1884—1I quote second-hand
—in a Pastoral addressed to our churches, declared walking on Sunday
to be ‘‘ an impious encroachment on one of the inalienable prerogatives
of the Lord’s-day.” * That is what I call clerical Judaism. The
same thing comes constantly into play. It comes in contact with
the merest trifles as ¢ an everlasting No.” Wet or dry, can we take
a cab —No. Why ?—The Fourth Commandment. Dare we have
a hot joint for dinner on Sunday ?—No. Why ?—The Fourth
Commandment. Can we walk out with our children on Sunday?
—No. Why 2—The Fourth Commandment. Can we let young
children amuse themselves in any way on Sunday ?—No. Why?
—The Fourth Commandment!4 And so on in innumerable trifles,
in a way, the reasonableness of which no man can see or feel. In
this spirit have I heard a person lamenting the passing away of
religion. “In my day,” he said, ¢ we walked to the kirk on the
top of the causeway, and never boo’'d an e’e; and sat in the kirk
and durstna tak’ our e’en aff the minister; and then cam’ hame;
and then we were chasteesed’—he meant catechized—¢* chasteesed
8’ nicht on the carritch.” And can we, until such a state of things
ag this is boldly and firmly exposed and denounced by us clergy, as
ignorance of the will of our gracious Father, go to the people and
say, “ You are to be cheerful; very cheerful on this day?” I grant
you that our Pastoral expresses on the whole a different spirit; but it is
difficult to discover it as a legitimate consequence of a belief in the Sab-
bath of the Old dispensation as of perpetual obligation. What more
remarkable proof could I give of the presence and influence of this spirit
with which our habits of mind are imbued, than what was said at the
recent public meeting in our City Hall about Sabbath trains? A clergy-
man from England, of our own city,—for whose Christian character I
have the highest respect,—stood up, without one single person to
dissent from him, not even my friend Dr. Jamieson, who was present,

* See Appendix H, + See Appendix I.
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and said, as a proof of how strictly he had been accustomed to keep
the Sabbath, that he had never seen a hot joint of meat on Sunday
till he came to Scotland ; and never had been in a carriage on Sunday;
and then, speaking of Snnday travelling, pronounced the Judgment

that any man who travelled on a railway on the Lord’s-day could not
have in him the love of Christ! What Sabbath-breaking could be
80 bad as the utterance of such a sentiment? And this is just one
of the dangers of enslaving people to the letter, instead of 1

them up to a spirit and life in Christ; that we get a style of religion
which strains at gnats, and swallows camels which tithes mint, anise,
and cummin, and omits the weightier maﬂers of the law—;udgment

mercy, and faith; and which has a constant tendency to substitute
outward forms, shibboleths, phrases, even tones of voice and
peculiarities of manner, for the genuine life which is in and by Jesus
Christ,—yea, alas! in many cases, the hate of the old Pharisees
at the alleged breaking of an outward rule, for that Christian love
which is the fulfilling of the law. With unfeigned sorrow, God knows,
I utter this; and greater sorrow must I, or any man, endure, who will
dare expose it, though with no other wish than to lead.brethren
to a truer and nobler position.

It strikes me, again, that this same ‘¢ Scottish Sabbath” of ours is,
in some respects, more rigid than even the Sabbath of the Phari-
sees in our Lord’s time. Let me illustrate what I mean. When
the late Lord Palmerston was here, I had the honour of being asked,
with others, by the Lord Provost of the day, to meet him at dinner on
Sunday. A most excellent lady, whom I very much love and respeet,
came to me in great anxiety afterwards, saying, ¢ I have to ask you
one question: Did you dine with Lord Palmerston on Sunday?” I
said, “ No, my friend, I did not.” ¢ I am so thankful to hearit,” she
replied; ¢I was sure, however, you would not have done so.” I said,
¢ Pray do not mistake my principles. That evening happened to be
one for my preaching to the working-classes, and I thought it would
be, to say the least of it, in wretchedly bad taste if I gave up my
lecture even to meet so agreeable and distinguished a person as Lord
Palmerston; but otherwise I would have gone with pleasure and a
good conscience. Remember,” I added, ¢ that our Lord dined with
a Pharisee on Sabbath.” ]

.Dr. Jamreson—Was it on Sabbath ?

Dr. MacLeop—1I have never heard it doubted.

Dr. Jamreson—1I rather think not. It was after sunset on the
Sabbath.

Dr. Macr.eop—Well, it was after sunset I was asked to dine with
Lord Palmerston! My friend exclaimed, ¢ Oh, surely not!”
¢t Saint Luke mentions it,” I said; ‘ yet do not infer from this
that we are all to have dmner-pa.rties on Sunday. We maust
obey the spirit, not the letter.”

Without illustrating my position further, it does humbly appear to
me, that our attempting to combine the perpetual obligation of the
Sabbath law with the Christian liberty of the Lord’s-day,—to im-
press men, on the one hand, with the strictness of the letter, instead




Some Bad Results from Attempting to do so. 17

-of lifting them up into the spirit of obedient love, and then, ever
and anon, to relax that letter when convenient—produces confusion
and doubt. Men are wavering between a rule and a spirit,—some-
times following the one, sometimes the other; hardly knowing, or
guessing in darkness, what God's will is. I am quite sure, also,
that very many are induced to do many things which, although quite
innocent, they have yet been taught to believe are wrong, and
that morality is thus weakened. Things which God hath cleansed
.are called unclean. Heavy burdens are laid on weak and uninformed
-consciences which God has removed; and all this tends to weaken
the authority of conscience, and the reverence due to it in regard to
what is moral law, or eternal right and wrong. An excellent elder of
another church in Glasgow once asked me, ¢ Did you preach in
your church that a man might, if he pleased, walk on Sunday ?”
I said, “Yes, I did; and I confess it to the whole world.” ¢ Well,”
he said, “ T am thankfal for it. I always walked,—but I went out at
the back-door.” As another example, I was told by an English
barrister, that on one of the English circuits, when a very stringent
assize discourse had been preached on the breach of the Sabbath as a
great source of crime, the presiding judge remarked to the preacher,
that he quite agreed with him, but on very different grounds from
those adduced in his discourse, inasmuch as, in- his own ex-
perience, he traced the beginning of much crime to the fact of the
young being trained up in the habit of doing many things
-on Sunday which they believed to be sins, though in themselves quite
allowable, in forgetfulness of what the Apostle says, ¢“ When I was
a child I spake as a child, I understood as a child, I thought as
a child.” These illustrations may be sneered at as unbecoming
-devity and mere trifles; but they shew how the wind has been
steadily blowing; and every man can add to them evidences of the
:same breeze—sometimes a gale—from his own observation.

Another result of our teaching is not without danger, espe-
<cially to our people when abroad, who have not learned the real
spirit in which the Lord’s-day should be kept; and that is, the idea
-of a Seottish Sabbath being, as it were, an institution peculiar to Scot-
land, and sacred only within her borders, and to be kept on grounds
that are not suited to every country under heaven. For myself,
I have never seen any reason for keeping the Lord’s-day when
- .abroad, differently from what I do when at home. But, I regret
to say, this has not been my experience of many Scotchmen
who have, in Scotland, held rigidly to the Sabbath law,—a fact
avhich, if it were necessary, I might illustrate by notable examples.
I have never yeot met abroad that minister or man who did not,
even after preaching a sermon, take a walk—a sober, pleasant walk ;
in Switzerland, for instance, to enjoy its scenery; or on ship-board,
for hours on the deck, enjoying society and the sea. I never met a
-countryman in Jerusalem, or Moscow, or anywhere else, who did not
-do s0; and yet, in an Edinburgh Presbytery—recollect, in the nine-
teenth century—a most respected and intelligent clergyman, a few
_years ago, expressed his amazement at the state of religion in Stras-
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burg, because, when he called with a letter of introduction on a
clergyman, he found him—doing what ? Dancing, or drunk ?—No ;
but walking on the ramparts on Sunday! Once more, suppose I were
to open schools in Glasgow on the Sunday morning, for wretched
outcasts,—boys who work to support their widowed mothers from
geven in the morning till eight at night; who cannot get education
unless the pale-faced creatures sit half-asleep at a desk after their
heavy work is done, to learn to read and write until nine or ten,
—a torment which you and I would never think of inflicting
upon our own boys and girls,—were I to take these creatures,
playing in the kennel; going about the streets, and perhaps tempted
to steal; growing up in ignorance of all religious truth, and the means.
of attaining or communicating it by reading or writing; and if, along
with religion, I were to teach them these branches, adding the comforts
of a warm fire, and possibly some food,—are there not hundreds who,
believing they did God a service, would protest equally against the chil--
dren learning to read or write as against their ¢ playing” on Sunday,.
and denounce me as a dangerous revolutionist, who wished to destroy
the day of holy rest and worship ? If not, a marvellous revolution .
has come over us! Well, Dr. Thomson, Dr. Chalmers, Dr. Guthrie,.
preached for such schools, and I have had the honour of doing
the same, at- Stockport,—and we did right in this. But how
many would be disposed to think, ‘“Oh! that was only the Sabbath.
on the other side of the Tweed!” Is there no temptation, therefore,
I ask, from this constant talk about a Scottish Sabbath, to make men
think that what might be very wrong in Glasgow, is quite innocent,
or even right, in Liondon or Paris? Is there no danger here ?

The conclusion to which I have been forced to come is, that the
Sabbath of the Fourth Commandment is not binding upon the.
Christian Church. The answer to this is,—that it must be so, be-
cause it is contained in the Deca.logue, and that the Decalogue is
the moral law, and as such is necessarily of perpetual obligation.
This might be conclusive if no distinetion could be made between the
Decalogue and the moral law, and both were identical. But this.
assumption, if carefully considered, might involve serious difficulties
when endeavouring to reconcile the change of any portion whatever,
and on any authority whatever, of a moral law, and one, conse-
quently, of perpetual obligation. The more you describe the cireum-
stances in which the Decalogue was given' and received, in order to-
impress its binding character upon men, the more solemn awe you
. cast around the ¢ Ten Words,”"—the more puzzling must it appear
how any one of these words could, in any degree, or to any extent, be
modified by changing the day or anything else, unless by an au-
thority as undoubted as that by which it was at first promulgated.
But on the supposition that there is a real distinction between the
moral law as contained in the Decalogue, and the Decalogue itself”
as a covenant between God and Israel, no such difficulty will be
felt; but harmony only perceived between the authority of the Old
and New, and in our duty in relation to every portion of God’s.
revealed will. We can easily understand such a distinction as.
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this in the case of a marriage contract, which might impose, under
heavy penalties, certain duties on a husband, such as, to pro-
tect, shelter, and support his wife,—never to strike her, never to
starve her, never to desert her, &c. These very same duties,
while binding on the husband because in the contract, would
be felt to be binding on him also becanse he was a man, not
a brute—a Christian, not a heathen; and would remain in full force
were the contract abrogated which contained them. Now, it does
seem to me that such a distinction as I have alluded to is re-
cognized in Scripture. The Decalogue, or the Ten Words, was the
sum and substance—the essence, so to speak—of the ‘¢ covenant”
which God made with Israel. Hence it is said, ‘* And the Lord
said unto Moses, Write thou these words: for after the tenor of these
words I have made a covenant with thee and with Israel. And he
was there with the Lord forty days and forty nights; he did neither
eat bread, nor drink water: and He wrote upon the tables the
words of the covenant, the Ten Commandments.” Hence, also,
these tables are called, in the Epistle to the Hebrews, ¢ the
tables of the covenant;”’ and the chest which contained them,
is named ¢“the ark of the covenant.” This supposition sufficiently
accounts for the fact, that there are in the Decalogue, viewed as the
“words of the covenant,” allusions peculiar to the past history and
future prospects of the people with whom that covenant was made:
such, for example, as, ‘I am the Lord thy God, which have brought
thee out of the land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage,”—a
blessed deliverance indeed, but which does not apply to us as Gen-
tiles.* I was never brought out of Egypt, nor out of bondage, for
I am not of the Jews according to the flesh; nor am I, like the
member of a ¢ caste,” virtually descended from them, for I am born °
of God. In like manner, the promise annexed to the Fifth Com-
mandment is local and temporal.}

Dr. JamiesoNn—1t is repeated in the Gospel.

Dr. MacLEop—Yes, it 18, indeed, quoted in the Epistles as the first
commandment*with promise; and this shews its importance for all
time, But the promise itself is one which, from its very nature, can-
not be literally fulfilled to us, but is evidently local and temporal.
There are also many Christian duties which might, without due
consideration, seem to be based on Old Testament commands, when
there is yet no connection between them, except that of some inner
abiding truth,—as, for example, when the duty of supporting the
ministry is, by the Apostle, enforced by ¢ the law,” ¢ For,” he says,
it is written in the law of Moses, Thou shalt not muzzle the
mouth of the ox that treadeth out the corn.” But is this the .
¢“law,” therefore, of the Christian Church for the support of the
clergy? )

Now, it is the Decalogue, viewed in this aspect, as written on
‘‘the tables of the covenant,” and including necessarily its Sab-
bath law as the sign of the covenant, which I presume to think
has been abrogated by being nailed to Christ’s cross,} with the

* See Appendix K. + See Appendix L. I See Appendix M.
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whole Mosaic economy, and buried in the grave with Jesus.
Hence, as the Apostle says, with reference to this whole ¢ covenant,”
including, consequently, the law of the Sabbath, ¢ Blotting out
the hand-writing of ordinances that was against us, which was con-
trary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to His cross; and,
having spoiled principalities and powers, He made a show of them
openly, triumphing over them init. Let no man, therefore, judge you
in meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holiday, or of the new moon,
or of the Sabbath-days: which are a shadow of things t6 come; but
the body is of Christ.” But the moral law, on the other hand,
obviously rests on a totally different basis from the ¢ ten words” of
the ¢ covenant.” Its precepts, as moral duties, are binding on
us, because they are true and right in themselves; and they are
not trme and right because they are in the Decalogue, but they
are in the Decalogue because they are true and right. All moral
law is, moreover, discoverable by the moral nature of man, so that
Gentiles who have not ¢ the law,” as written on tables of stone
by the finger of God for the Jews, have, nevertheless, the same law,
in so far as it is moral, written on their spirits by the finger of the
same God. Surely on this ground we may affirm, without doubt or
offence, that the law of the Fourth Commandment, from its very nature,
is not moral. To worship God, and to set apart a fixed time for that
worship, may indeed, with some truth, be called moral; but, to
say the least of it, it is doubtful whether even the duty of worship
can be found in the Fourth Commandment, though possibly it may
be inferred from -it; for it must be admitted that there is not one
hint in it about worship, but only of sanctifying the day, or of setting
it apart for rest. And in regard to what really is contained in it—
even though rest were a moral duty, because a physical and social
necessity, yet a command to rest on the seventh day, with children,
cattle, strangers, &c., is obviously not a moral law, but a positive
enactment, binding only on those to whom it is given. To abrogate
a positive command by competent authority, is possible; but to abro-
gate a moral law, is impossible by any authority whatever. The Sab-
bath may be abrogated, and the covenant of which it was a sign; but
who can abrogate a moral duty, or make right and wrong exchange
places? The Decalogue, as a marriage contract, may pass away;
but Decalogue or no Decalogue, every commandment in it, in so far
as it is moral, must be of as perpetual obligation as the law of dusy
to God and man.

I therefore do not believe in the continued obligation of the
Fourth Commandment.

But should we come to the conclusion, that the Decalogue, as
God’s covenant with Israel, has been abrogated, while we, as
Christians, have still to do with it as an expression of moral law in
the true sense of the term, the practical question remains, What
use are we to make of it ? and how do we stand related to it ? For
example,—is this, we ask, “the law” by which all of us must now
reach, or by which any of us have ever reached, a knowledge of sin ?
If any man who has never known or realized the evil in his own
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heart; its fearful corruption, and the results and evidence of this in
thought, word, and deed ; his want of love to God and man; his dire
opposition to God’s holy will; his base selfishness, pride, and unbe-
lief ; his hatred, malice, and uncharitableness; his unprofitableness
as a servant; his abuse of his talents; and most of all, that which
is very sin itself, and of which the Spirit specially convinces us,—the
not believing in Jesus, and the consequent unlikeness to Him ;—if
such a man, I say, is to be taught to know what he is, and to feel
his evil condition by geeing his guilt in a broken law, whither, for
this end, are we to send him? To Exodus, or to the Gospels and
Epistles? To Sinai and the Decalogue, or to Calvary and Christ ?
‘Which will most enlighten and convince the conscience? Let the
experiment be made by any earnest man. For myself, I should
be ashamed not to declare before the world, that one intelligent
look, by faith, of the holy and loving Christ, would crush me to
the dust with a sense of sin, which the Decalogue, heard even from
Sinai, could never produce. Never by the Ten Commandments could
I be so convinced and humbled, even when perceiving their spiritu-
ality, as I should be in seeing law, or God’s holy will, expressed
in what Christ was and was not.

Must I go to the Decalogue for justification? No Christian
asserts this. Jesus is my justifier. I am justified by faith. He
is the end of the law for righteousness to all who believe.

Must I go, then, to the Decalogue for a rule of life? Am I
obliged, by any moral necessity, to pass by the teaching of the
Apostles on every duby, with all that is described by them as life
in the flesh and in the spirit?—and must I go to the Decalogue,
saying, There is no rule full enough and spiritual enough for me
in Apostolic teaching, so I must find it here? Must I pass also
Jesus Christ and His life as a revelation of duty, and His laws
as its expression, and say, there is no rule sufficiently explicit, search-
ing, and directing, revealed for me even in Him ?—and must I travel
upward until I search the Decalogue to find rules of life clearer,
fuller, and more able to guide me than all I have left behind ? If
any man means to assert this, or anything like this, or anything ap-
proaching to this, then I can only say, that I cannot understand him!
Christ’s life is itself a sufficient rule;—in Him all God’s moral law,as a
rule of life, is summarily comprehended. If men must have it evolved
into principles of conduct expressed in words, they will find it in such
as these :—* All things whatsoever ye would that men should do unto
you, do ye even unto them ; for this is the Law and the Prophets.”
* Love is the fulfilling of the law.” ¢ All the law is fulfilled in
one point, Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself.” If we wish
a fuller exposition of the law of duty to God anL{ man, we shall find
it in the Sermon on the Mount, and in all the Gospels and Epistles.
If this will not suffice, I fear the Ten Commandments will prove still
more insufficient; and that conscience, as the last resort, and the
reflection of the moral law, will not be more clear or full. To go
from Christ, then, to the “law” for a rule of life, would be to
me like going from the sun at noon-day to the moon at night, for
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light to guide me on my journey. It does not seem to me to be
true Gospel teaching, to send me first from Moses to Christ for par-
don and grace, and then to send me back again to Moses for a rule
of life. Moses was the servant, Christ alone is the Master. In the
presence of Moses and Elias, God said, “ This is my beloved Son;
hear Him !”

But after all, what is ¢ the rule of life’’ to a believer? Is it a
series of rules? No, it is life itself; it is that which is the true life
of the soul; the right condition of the spirit toward God and man, out
of which all right thought, right feeling, right action, must come;
that life which is derived from, and sustained by Christ. And what
is that? What but love to God and man. All rules are but channels
cut out by our wise and gracious Master, along which the water of
this divine life in the spirit ought to flow, and will flow.

To the believer Christ is all in all. Through Christ he finds
peace with God, being reconciled to Him by His atoning death, and,
receiving the adoption of sons through His Spirit, he cries with the
spirit of freedom and of love shed abroad in his heart, ¢ Father!”
He abides through faith in Christ, and as a disciple, is diseiplined
to “learn Christ;”’—and to put off the old man, with his affections
and lusts, and to be renewed ¢n the spirit of his mind; and to put on
the new man, which, after God, is renewed in righteousness and true
holiness. In one sense the Christian is above law as mere rule;
inasmuch as he walks according to  the spirit of life which is in
Christ Jesus;’’ and as he has received the Lord Jesus, ¢ so he walks
in Him,” *“rooted and builb up in Him.” He can say, “I am
crucified with Christ, nevertheless I live; yet, not I, but Christ
liveth in me; and the life I live in the flesh, I live by faith
in the Son of God, who loved me, and gave himself for me.”
To such a man, as living in the Spirit and following Jesus, it
would make no possible practical difference if he never saw the
Ten Commandments. Leb us beware, then, of giving them =a
place which the Lord alone and His Spirit should ocecupy.
But “do we then make void the law? God forbid! Yeas,
we establish the law.” “The law was given by Moses, but grace
and truth came by Jesus Christ.”

If you ask me, then, to keep the Sabbath law, you must prove to
me, as being under law to Christ, that I am to keep it as con-
tained in the law of life which is in Christ, or as sanctioned or
enacted by the Master. 'What precept, what duty imposed on me
as a Christian, do I fail to find in Christ, that I must go back to an
earlier stage of His kingdom and government in order to find it ?
‘Where, then, is His authority for keeping the Sabbath law of the
Fourth Commandment after His resurrection? In vain I ask!
It has died out with the old economy. The Passover has gone,
without even formal abrogation, and we have the Lord’s Supper;
circumeision has died out, and we have baptism; the Sabbath has
died out, and we have the Lord’s-day. So, too, Jerusalem has died
out, and we have the worship everywhere in spirit and in truth.
Palestine has vanished as the Holy Land, and we have the world
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as our field, and the hope that the kingdoms of this world will be-
come the kingdoms of the Lord. A religion of mere rules, forms, and
outward restraints has been lost in a religion of holy principles,
working in freedom to the sure result of holy practice, perfect peace,
and exceeding joy. The Sabbath has sunk gradually beneath the
horizon, as His worship and the first day of the week have risen with
‘himself from the grave; while high above all times and seasons, all
days, weeks, months, and years, rises Jesus Christ himself as my
life,—its source, its expression, its end, its all and in all!

But let us turn once more to the Decalogue, whether as a
covenant with Israel, or as an epitome of moral duties, and see how
it looks to us in the light of Christ. We Christians not only know
that the Lord our God is the Creator of the heavens and of the
earth, but we know also—what no man of God living under the Old
dispensation ever dreamt of—that the eternal Son of God was that
Creator; “For all things were made by Him and for Him, and
without Him was not anything made that was made.” Though we
have never been brought out of the land of Egypt, nor out of
the house of bondage, we have yet been redeemed by the precious
blood of Jesus, and delivered from the bondage of guilt and of sin,
and have become the servants of Him, our Redeemer. We not only
know the folly of worshipping dumb idols, but we know the glory
and blessedness of worshipping Jesus Christ as our Lord and God.

. 'We do not, verily, take the name of the Lord our God in vain ; but
we know His name as it was never known before, and rejoice in it as
that of our Father in Heaven, the God and Father of our Lord and
Saviour, whose nameis Love. If we are free fromany obligation tokeep
the Sabbath of the Fourth Commandment, we nevertheless enjoy the
substance of which that was the shadow;—we enjoy Christ; and by
ceasing from our own works and believing in Him, we enter into
His rest in God; and we enjoy the spiritual rest of commemorating
Him, and of worshipping, with the whole Catholic Church, on the
day of His resurrection; and thus link the law of the Old with
the life and privileges of the New covenant. We honour our
father and our mother; but these holy words have, to us, a mean-
ing higher than the pious Jew could understand, when we see
them in the light of a Divine Father and a Divine Son, and of that
Son as born of woman, and as having been subject to His parents.
“Thou shalt not kill,” is in Christ lifted up to the loving of my
brother; as Christ, the Brother of us all, hasloved me, and has taught
me s0 to love my brother as to give my life for him, if needs
be. In Jesus Christ I see my body as the temple of the Holy
Ghost, which if any man defile, him will God destroy; and I see
Jesus as the Lord of the body; and I see His sister as my sister,
whom I am bound to respect and honour; and I see marriage
elevated in Christ on the ground that we are members of His
body, of His flesh, and of His bones. As a believer in the Lord,
it is not enough that I do not steal, but that I labour with my
own hands in the thing that is good, so that I may give to him
that needeth; and that my brother’s goods be as secure with me



24 The Moral Law and the Gospel.

as with him, because I love him as myself. It is not enough that.
I do not bear false witness against my neighbour, but that I love
and cherish his character and name as I do my own, because we are-
members one of another. In Christ, eovetousness is an idolatry which
shute men out of the kingdom of God—while all the children of the
kingdom rejoice to give themselves and all they have to the Lord.
I do not deny that there are harmonies between the letter even
of the Old, and the spirit of the New covenant, more varied and
deep than we can discover, until we sing that song of Moses and
the Lamb, in which they will ultimately blend. Bat here we
can see a glory in the New that never was in the Old. “If
the ministration of death, written and engraven in stones, was
glorious, so that the children of Israel could not stedfastly behold
the face of Moses for the glory of his countenance ; which glory was
to be done away; how shall not the ministration of the Spirit be
rather glorious ?  For if the ministration of condemnation be glory,
much more doth the ministration of righteousness exceed in glory.
For even that which was made glorious had no glory in this respect,
by reason of the glory that excelleth. For if that which was done
away was glorious, much more that which remaineth is gloriouns!”

[At this stage of the debate the Presbytery, having to preside
at an ordination, unavoidably adjourned. On their meeting again
Dz. MacreoD resumed his speech.]

In resuming this debate, Moderator, I need not ocenpy. your time
by going over the ground already traversed. But let me read to
you one or two passages from this volume of Richard Baxter’s,
which contains a treatise with which I have long been familiar, on
the divine appointment of the Lord’s-day,* not as proving, but as
expressing the views on the Decalogue which I have endeavoured to-
state, and with an authority which none of us, I suppose, profess
to have.

¢¢ Moses's law never bound any to it but the Jews, and those proeelytes-
that made themselves inhabitants of their land, or voluntarily subjected
themselves to their policy. For Moses was ruler of none but the Jews,
nor a legislator or deputed officer from God to any other nation. The
Decalogue was but part of the Jewish law, if you consider it not as it is
written in naiure, but in tables of stone ; and the Jewish law was given as
a law to no other people but to them. It was a national law, as they were
a peculiar people and holy nation. So that even in Moses’s days it bound
no other nations of the world. Therefore it needed not any abrogation to-
the Gentiles, but a declaration that it did ot bind them. The whole law

Object. *This is the doctrine of the Antinomians, that the law is abrogated,
even the moral law.’ —Answ. Ttis the doctrine of the true Antinomians that-
we are under no Divine law, neither of nature nor of Christ; but it is the
doctrine of Paul and all Christians, that the Jewish Mosaical law, as such,

* The Divine Appointment of the Lord’ s-day Proved. Baxter's Practical Works,
vol. xiii., pp. 417-420. Lond. 1830.
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is abolished. Object. ‘But do not all divines say that the moral law is of
perpetual obligation ?’—Answ. Yes; because it is God’s law of nature, and
also the law of Christ. Object. ‘But do not most say that the Decalogue
written in stone, is the moral law, and of perpetual obligation ?’—Answ. Yes;
for by the word moral they mean natural, and so take moral, not in the
large sense as it signifieth a law ¢de moribus,’ as all laws are whatsoever,
but in a narrower sense, as signifying, that which by nature is of universal
and perpetual obligation. So that they mean not that it is perpetual as it is
Moses’s law, and written in stone formally, but as it is moral, that is natural ;
and they mean that materially the Decalogue containeth the same law which
is the law of nature, and therefore is materially still in force: but they still
except certain points and circumstances in it, as the prefatory reason, ‘Iam
the Lord that brought thee out of the land of Egypt,” &c. And especially
this of the seventh-day Sabbath. . . . ... The law of Christ bindeth us
not to the observation of the seventh-day Sabbath. Proved. Because it is
proved that Christ abrogated Moses’s law, as such; and it is nowhere proved
that He re-assumed this as a part of His own law. For it is no part of the
law of nature (as is proved), which we confess now to be part of His law.”

Before leaving the negative side of m, ment, and passing to
the consideratilgf of theelg:stitution of thz i‘:t-)gr‘(;.’s-day, I mpust advert
to several arguments which have been adduced in support of the
perpetual obligation of the Sabbath law of the Fourth Command-
ment. One of these is founded on the alleged fact, that the
Sabbath was a primeval institution, appointed by God for Adam
in Paradise. Now, if my learned friends attempt to prove, that
for several reasons—amongst others, the necessities of man’s spi-
ritual nature, and the goodness of God in ever revealing what man
required to know for his present and eternal well-being—it is
highly probable that the human race, in the earliest ages, may have
had holy times, seasons—probably even every seventh day—conse-
crated to Divine worship, I should not be disposed to challenge
their opinion. But when, not contented with such an admission,
my friends are determined to build upon the theory of a primeval
Sabbath the immense superstructure of the perpetual obligation
of the same Sabbath on all men, because represented in Adam, I
am compelled, however briefly, to examine this argument. Many
of our greatest thinkers and best commentators have been unable to
find any evidence for this primeval Sabbath.#* The argument for
it is founded almost exclusively upon the reasons assigned for
keeping the Sabbath contained in the commandment itself: “ For
in six days,” &e., “wherefore,”’ &c. It is admitted that God
revealed to Moses the facts connected with the creation of the world
2700 years after its creation ; and amongst these facts, this one, of
His working six days, and resting on the seventh. But is it as cer-
tain that this fact was revealed Z0 Adam? I can see no proof of
this. Then, again, it is by no means so very certain, as it is as-
sumed by many to be, that the purpose of sanctifying the seventh
day, grounded on the rest after creation, was actually carried info

*See Appendix N, '
C
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. gfffect from. the beginning. of time—any more than,las| Bishep Bra
-hall has. remarked, that the purpese.of God regarding the Apast
Paul was earried into effect until many long. years after, though he
-veas conggerated to Ged from hismother's womb.. ‘¥ou have 1theras-
foxe-to, suppose. Moses; as. the inspired historian, revealing, for i the
first. time, the fact. of the six days’ work of:God,ard of the.seventh
- dag.rest, and addmg-—— wherefore God blessed the seventh.day,and
‘sanchified- it.””. Bub blessed it when ? : In - Paradise, i2700 ;yeats
before, -or now in the wildermess, at: this moment;-in the histary. of
‘His Church ? I.agree with Paley in his argument: Ido.not think
it an unfair one. . But if it is mot conelusive, far less .are thoseon
the. opposite side: and any argument would require to be very ﬁm
indeed, in order to bear all that is laid upon this one... . .. -
The support which my friends attempt to give to the pmmeval
Sabbath from; the septennial division of ‘time, is. not convineing.
No person knows better than Dr,.Jamieson how the septennial diyi-
sion of time—one, too, by no means universal—has beer otherwise
accounted for. He knows very well how. some writers on: this
subject have asserted that it arosefrom:the naturel divisions of the
lunar month;. and: others,: from: the seven ! planets observed‘vfnom
. the earhest tupes : Corvds
Nor is. it -easy to. accmmt for the marked sﬂenoe -of 2700\ years
-8 %o this primeval institution; nor .or its neglect, necessarily, by
‘the slaves of Israel in Egypt fot fcentunes, thhout a;word sald as
to its suspension.. R
.. .But. with all this dowbt regardmg-a pmneval Sa.bbabh las ms-tl-
. tuted by. God himself, what would 1y learned friends: make of: the
. fagt if praved P They imsist on:establishing neothing less,than
this :-—that; a law, supposed. to be given-to- Adam while inhis un-
. fallen state, and under the covenant of werks, without sin 'or sotrow,
without bodily or mental weakness, or fatigue;of any kind, withont
 sickness or: death, not even while eariing: his/bread in the sweat of
-, his hrow that. a law given . to ‘#uch,an ' one, in-such cireumstances,
. being given to Adam as man’s representative, whs of perpetual obli-
.gation upon the whole humian rage; Jew: and Gentile; Barbarian and
_.Seythian, band .and free ; wpon: men : degraded; -sinful, -and’ subject
to every infirmity; -on-men,.who,. if heathen;never heard of. it ;
. and -who,. if- Christian, were. under. the. covenant of 1 gracel- slwﬂl
- _.not trust myself to say what I think: of such argumentsiand:eén-
. clusions, should thaynge a hundred .times stromger than-they . are.
It seems-to me,if I may. dare to'say so, thet the only annlagy
- :in this. respect bstween :Adam and' his) descendantsis -the-only
- wone practically ignored—that wherens i Adam, without labonn or
. fatigue,” could. walk. in an earthly Paradise-ot the Sabbath, kis
. wearied children have'beeni h:thertb forblddennto walk even,in' a
© City Parks - - EE PRI L Gl
. What has.been sald by my reverend fmend; regﬁnding' the fallihg
~ of the manna as & praof of an: earlier :Sabbath, wat very ingeniots,
_though he wisely did.ngt pin his ewn faith to it. - 1t bas,; asihe. well
knows, received a different, and, in.my opinion, a more probable inter-
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‘pretation.#:iIt'has heen asked, whether; when the manma felll on ‘the
sixth day in"a very lange ‘quantity; and the pebple ‘could’ o miake
out/ the rbasodi; bt were all astonished and pérplexed; they’ would
-have'been ko/if the Sabbath! had been fatititar to’ them P~ Bt Moses
Hells them ithe redson for thisgift from: leavén : 4 Toimotrow)’
‘he says, “is the Sabbath,””— s though he had: said,;  * To-morrow
dsrthe day God hath set: apatt-as a holy- festival; and -therefore
Jearn, for $he first'time,: that ‘this provision has been made forit:?’
‘T ath- astonished that so uch’ hiis been'made of the word'*remem-
‘oer,”’+ as if' it ‘necéssavily ‘applied: to' past time, rather thanto
spresent attention. The-very fact of the Sabbath law being & posi-
“$ive gormmand, arid not a wmoral lavw writter on the conscience, made
it the more necessary ‘to-have atténtion called torit. Besides, it'is
-motorious;'that the sameé emphatic word ‘“remember,”is, in' the
original, used. in regard to the Passover, which was' admittedly'a
mew ingtitution ; and in several portions of Scripture, where atténtion
is‘direeted, not to! the past ab all; but only to the future. Co
- . A# to-the argumentsfrom the prophetical writings abotit the con-
‘tinuanes 'of ‘aiSabbath, Dr. Jamieson passed them over, feeling
:pheir weakwess; and : Dt -Maedaff; - I: think; alluded to them bub
slightly. These passages prove too much. Reference was made to
- the 68th of Isaiaki, and the 17th and 28rd chaptets of Jeremiah, I
- think' §t-is not. possible o read: these: without seeinig that they would
“prove new: moons-as-well a5 Sabbaths: to continue till :Gospel times.
They are clearly declarations made to the Jews, and to ‘the Jeiws
ionly. I believe in theirspirit-—namely; that as long as the Church
exists on earth; there must be ‘public workhip. - ‘Bub they teach e
-mo! move. © Then; again; I-think you-introduced into your Pastoral
~the passage supposed to'refer to the'Sabbath rest in Hebrews.
o Dr. MYPagaasT<-1t was merely an allusion to the reading inthe
fmapg&n’,‘hﬂ)q_keepi of a: Sabbath. ~ i nwe LT e
I 1 Dre MaorEbp—Well, I believe you wilt net differ: from me when
21 say-thas thab interpretation is:-given @p. = Dr. Lirdsay Alexander,
~in bis ' Life' of Wardlaw,~who, in His: Sabbath- treatite; adopted
‘Owen’s eriticistn,~~iiay given'it up, 't wefers ‘obviously not to’ the
. 'rest. of ‘ereation, nor to-the rest of:‘Ganaan, but to ‘a‘higher rest in
God, which they who believe in Jesus enterinto. =~ =~ v.-» -~
=+ Another argatment in proof of the same position has beén adddéed
~from :the fact that the §abbaths acdording- to 'Christ’s prediction,
~should continue after His: death; when He zaid, *Pray that your
< flights be-motin ‘wirite; neithei on:ithe Sabbath-day.”’f ' But His
- ¢'warning only assamed the' fact; thiad the Jewish Christians would
wkeep bheir: Sabbath: artil- the 1 destrabtion of the: Templs, We
- know: that the Christians. fled to' Pella from Jerusalemn wher the
: Temple was~abbut: o 'be destroyed: In-His compassion #nd
mercy, He therefore says, “ Pray that it be not in the winter.”
-How thoughtful -that 'was | Pray “4liat it be in a-good season.
-Pray-that- it be’not: on-the Sabbath, - for He knew that' that
Jewish : institubion: would:' thren - exist; 'and that-thie being so,
* *8ee AppendiZ G. - }'See Appendix P, J See Appendix Q.
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the cotitingéney was & mdbter of imihense importance 3o therd.
‘We know "that ‘the Jews, while they resisted, always refused: te
‘ghtack the enemy om:the Sabbath. What was the consequence P+
‘the Romans'took advantage of thab day to arrauge all their treops
and battering:rams quietly and peacesbly under their very walls, for
the attack next day.: No Jewish Christian; seeking to flea from
‘Jerusalem at that time, could have earried a burden; nor have béeh
"E;e:tﬂitted to leave the town withit., 1t wastantamount to his losing
his life, therefore, to have attempted to fly from Jerusalem on the
.Sabbath., Then, again, it has been strongly urged that the phrase,
% The Sabbath was made for man,” 'proves it to have been for man
‘as man, or for humanity.* I.think it is a gift of God to man, but
that this text does not prove it to'beso. It is remarkable that such
:accurate divines as my friends should -misquote Scripture, for there
is no such verse in the Bible. ' It is but half averse. It is like the
‘quotation, “Judas went out and hanged himself: go thou and

~do likewise.” These may be words of Scripture, but you are not

to put them together; as little: should you separate those which
are united. Had a drowning than a bag of gold about him, and
did the practical question ariée, whether he should save his gold or
his life? it might be said, in sueh a case, either * the gold was made .
“for man,” so you must keep it and lose your life; or, “ the gold was
made for man, not ‘man for the-gold,”” and 8o lose the gold, but save
your life. The text is, * The Sabbath was made for man, not man
for the Sabbath;” and it proves, it strikes me, the very reverse of
what our respected friends and others allege it does. It proves,

that when the claims of the Sabbath in any respect come into

conflict with the claims of man as man, the Sabbath must yield.
The institution was made for man—for man’s good, and net
man for the institution. This is not what would be said
of any part of the moral law, which cannot mould itself to man,

-but demands that man should-mould his character and ways to its

obligations. Lastly, the fact that our Lord himself always kept

" the Sabbath of the Fourth Commandment, proves only what no one

calls in question, that, being born under the law,” He fulfilled all
righteousness. The New dispensation did not eommence until after
His death and resurrection. P e ot
T am, theérefors, not convineed that the Sabbath law, as revealed
in ‘the Fourth Coromandment, is binding on Christians, yet I
cordially admit that it was a gift from God ;—that it was a witness
for great facts in the history of the world and of the Chureh ; that .
it consecrated labour and rest to God; and that we might expect
that, in some way or other, its blessings would be rescued from the
ruins of the Mosaical economy, and be reproduced in a still more
free and beautiful form, in harmony with the spirit of the new
economy. We shall not, therefore, be surprised to find that the
Lord’s-day is in harmony with the old Sabbath, and has, under God,

-grown up within the bosom of the Christian Church..

.y

But I must approach the positive part of my alguméht.
' * See Appendix R. : S
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Now, suppose ‘we. assume that the Sabbath law, as an. ordinance
which - belonged “entirely to another economy, has passed away,
baying. done its noble work on the earth, and beep an immense
blesaing - to 'the- Church of God-in its infamcy. . What then?
4 ‘can well understand how many Christians should at first, and for
armioment, foel ‘alarmed at the coneclusiop, and exelaim, “ Do not
#aké it from us; explain it in any way yon please, to adapt it
to the times ; but:do not take it from us.,” Why? ¢ Because if
we let it go, we have no Sunday.”” Were it removed, they are dis-
posed. to say, as Mary sald at the empty sepulchre of Christ, * They
have taken away my Lord, and I know not where they have laid
Him.” Yet, as she got something better than the old human
form, when she found her risen Lord, so I hope we. shall also
get, in- Christ, a day better than the Sabbath. How well I
remember this feeling ‘myself, when, a long time ago, I preached
& course of sermonms on the Sabbath, following most sincerely
the very line of argument you have been pleased to follow to-day,
and - most heartily believing in it, as you most heartily believe
in it mow. * I do mot mean to allege whether I have advanced or
gone back—I pass no judgment in this respect on myself or upon
. you; but while I preached according to my belief, I felt myself
-constantly met Ly difficulties which I could not answer. I felt
in this way: “I believe as far as I see; I cannot disbelieve
it;- but I am not satisfied, and perhaps never can be.”” Pro-
foundly I felt, that if the old Sabbath law was given up, I did
not knotv what to lay hold of. The very passionate manner in
which men cling to it, often springs from nothing else than their
passionate love to a holy day consecrated to the Lord. There is in
the bosom of the Church a deep and undying conviction as to the
blessedness of such a day, as being essential for the existence of the
Ghurch, and part and parcel of its history; and so long as
Christians remain on earth, they will and shall have a holy day in
'seven. And most acutely do I feel the pain which I fear my argu-
ment must give to many humble and holy souls, at whose feet I
"'am not worthy to sit, when it seems. to them to lead necessarily to
- the conelusion, that it must end-in my giving up, or inducing others
to give up, that day which is to us so unspeakably precious. '
" " The argument must be wrong which necessarily leads to such a
- conclugsion. Let them believe, at least, that I would mourn such a
- vesult as much as any man on earth, and lot them in charity assume
.-that my sincere belief before God is, that the arguments by which
: men would, with most perfeet honesty, and with more ability
~than I pretend to, establish this day on the perpetual obligation of
the Fourth Commandment, are insufficient, and therefore destructive
~in thé end of what we alllove. If I, therefore, seem to destroy, it is
-only in order to build up. T may, of course, be mistaken. If so, I
. have faith in God that He will in merey destroy my work. Butif it is
good, He will protect it, whatever men may do or say to the contrary.
Let me, then, endeavour to shew yon the grounds on which I think
the Lord’s-day may be established as.an ordihance, which cannot
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but domiand! the approval «of évery Christéamenan; or'eflany many-
intleed, who has any respect for Giod;:or any . sénserof. his own re-|
spo}‘lsibﬂiw. 'vf-,, fi'rr;’.‘." - ’1,’ B TR R ol ;;(,f,zv.! PR A R S
Tn doing: 20, let ime, in the first: place, vemind you,-that there is.as
faet essential o Christianity; and that is, the existence of a: Church.
Theéte fis o ‘absolute nvcessity, ad/a part df seurs Christibnity, fof »
Christians to'nveot together for worehip, and ¢ remember Christi
atthe Lord's Supper,—an ordinahce. .giver us.as a synibol .of our
fellowship, not only with Christ, but with one another expressed and..
strenigthened by our- edting the oné. bread and drinking the one‘cup.
Christ has ‘established. sug s Chureh on ‘earth; and His will is not!
fulfiled by one who :only: professes; I ‘believe. in Christ; I stand.-
related to: Ghrist;* but refusss to'anite himself,.as a imember of the,
Church, with' those who profebs, andyes far as-he can judge, actually:.
possees, tho same living faith. - « Him that is weak n the faith-
receive ye,”’ says the Apostle ; thus intimpting: that faith, which:
aletie unites us’'to Christ; should ‘omite as to .one'another. Thus
bélievers should, as & socleby, meet:in! their dorporate capacity for.
inytrudtion; - for worsbip; and for partaking: of the.communion ; nay,.
did “the presesit ciréuinstances of society ‘admit of it in every
cage; not only to-assemble’thetselves together; but also to consider.
ond another; and to provoke to:love and good works. . This isas.
mneh' a part -of practical Christianity as .anything revealed hy-
Christ. © The whole social 'system: of ' the Gospel is: a . pros:
test against: the -individual':man . shrinking up :within  himself,.
of remaining ‘alone, 'saying, “I believe .in:Christ, that is enough.” .
The'-Christian, by his very faith: and obedience. to Christ, .dare
not do thisif he would; hnd I am sure he would not if he had
that love to- hiis brethren which necessirily sprihgs -ont of love
to the: Father and- Elder Brother. - The brotherhood of the Church-
is rooted 'in its  relationship. to ‘the Eternal Son. I maintain,
therefors, that- if ‘a ‘Christian' went to.« distant part of the world,
~to Indid, or-anywhere else,~heought toi find out other believers, :
if no Church'-already ‘existed in the place, and to: worship along.
with them on' Bunday, remembering - the promise, * Where two ox.
thres are met together in my- name, there:am I .in the.midst of
them.” - Nay, more, thoy would meet together to remember: Christ:.
at the Lord’s Supper, éven' wherd. there. was no ordained minister -
of theé Gospel to dispense: it. ‘For am I to be:told that Chris-
tians, thus meeting in the distant wilderness; are mever to- re-.
member Jesus: Christ till- some iolergyman - tomes amongst them ;
that they have:no liberty to eonstitarte: themselves into .a.church
for a time;" and that |fl, in suok peculiar cirbumstances, they said,dn.:
the presence of Géd, ¥ We revegnize this/bread and wine no longer:.
ad ordinary food, bub’ partake:of At in remesabrance -of Christ,”—:
this would not be recognized ad a holy sacrament? I cannot deny:
this ‘without ‘going ititd the Popish iden of the Eucharist, as-neces~:
sarily) requiring the: consecration of the priest. But for the sake:
of order,~beliéving, as I heartily do, in’a Christian..ministry:as the
rule, and in government of - dome kind- as necessary for every
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sqciety ax:. distinch: from.a:mob,—¢sueh ‘easks. ave exoéptionsk., Buf |
I-alludeto:them: as bearing out: the gveat)idea.of what I mighti call
~—if you will pardon the expression—the socialism of Christianity. -
Amnd: Lbave illiustrated, by an extkeme case, the importance whichiI’
huinhly $hink isattached. to. the;.sodial. Ghristian: fellowship of the."
Chitrch, - Bufif) what I bave alleged:regarding onr.duty on the'
Lozd’s«day, would bold trug, even, wheve there was. no organized
bramch of Christ’s Catholic: ijmh,'how mach mpwbmdmg is, then
doty: ina Christian conndry & .+ : - , ‘ '

‘But: supposing that, this first duty is, granted,-—;whwh; remember
I base..on the nevealked: will of. Christ, and the very existence and ;
néesssity of a Christian Church,—1 further afirm, that the duty and..
privilege: of..sach: Christian. fellumlnp -in;holy worship, neeessarily. .
iniolues the ;appointment of seme. fived day for the. perfermante of ,
such:Chistian duties, and for the enjoyment of auth Christian pnvw
leges. . This does. not requive any: proofs .

-:Now I find such-aday, as a.matter of fact; in, enstenoe 1 am botu
into it. Xmevermadeit; but: I awake and find myself,, as & baphized ;
nean and & Christian, in “the light:and glory of a day.of rest and wor-,.

ship.- I do notiat present speak of this ox that day of the week, or of-
the: day, whether it be. the seventh or the.first, buti.of 6 day in each .
waek; which, as. a fach, is set. apart, in the: pnomdence*qf God, for the..
soelal. wardup of: ﬂ:o.Chmtmn Ohurchi . Now, the: fact is a most -
marvellous- one, and ane the importance of which. can hardly be .
exaggented, that ‘@ day. is: consecrated: wherever - the  name of
Chuist is known and Christianity professed, -for - the . worship. of
God, Father, Son,.and Holy Ghast. Once arweek the sun, .dur-:
ing twenty-foun liours, sheds- its_light on Christian congregations in
prayér throughont the whole-earth.. Amnd letme here ask, in passing, -
wihether any Christiar objects to such & holy day as this?. Can he,:
dare he,do so? Is it. pessible for him to.allege that the Ohristian -
Church either need not, or ought net.thus to congearate any day of
therweek? And. if. dne; professing: Chrigtian were found capable of.
saying this, is it .eohceivable- that the Christian, Church will ever-

with him, and alber the usage of eighteen-epnturies ? . . -

' But. that we may more fully appreciate the singular: blessings of
a day such as that which, whatever be its arigin, we now, as a fact,
pessess; let me, for the saka of ‘othera—bhecause I speak to and for.
obhers mthoulr, more than. to -or: for.those thhm this hou.se——-
glaneent some of the benefits of this:day. = - g

- &b is, Arst of all, adapted .tp our.whole wants as,men and as‘
Christians ,—adapted to_our wants.physically.*: The great mass of
men, require rest. from labour:. I do not. allege -that; apy physical
law_makes one day in seven necessary, but I sm. .quite. sure that:
this pwportxnn of, rest to- hatd-wwught men; i8 3. felt, blessing,
and -is radapted to their wapts. . I will | %xe -an.illustration ,of:
this; :Some years ago, for oertam reagons; I wenf upon .a. prwate'
expedition to Paris, furnished with letbers not; easily got, to investi-,

' gatd mto tha state .of the worklng-nhsaet and some of thqse 90~

1 S . *BeAppmdix B 1. v e
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operative socigties which had begup- in, the time of the Republic.
In the course of my inguiry it was necegsaxy to come in contact
with many of the Socialists:in Paris. 1 mgt them in.their work-
sho 8;.and, .I found, & body.of wen the mostiptellentual and most

ent I almost ever met in. my life~~mest who had _utterly
broken away. from Boma.msm, but who were, mere :ehg:@us in their
feelings than most in that city. They believed in & (God, in a right.
and wrong, and.in a future stabe, and: led- comparahvely moral
lives. To these men I said, © Wel] what -ig- your :rule in regatd
to Sunday work?”’ -The repllywas “Wa once worked ~upon 1t as
on other days.” “How did you find that.succeed?”” I asked,
“Not at all;. very badly: we found at the end of the. month that
we had not tumed out more work; and that it.was best to rest on
Sunday.” I said to my friend, a Protestant clergyman, who was
with.me, ¢“ I had rather have tha:k testimony. from,these men, than
whole tons of pamphlets by ‘Sabbath. Alliances; :those might be
written with an unconscious bias, but: with these men it is not so.”
And you all know that infidel France, aftgt h&vmg bamshed the day.
of rest, restored it.as.a necessity, . .

Consider, farther, this day in éfs aoczal atpeot. What a fearful
breaking up this: busy commercial. life is of social ties ! Think of
the separation. among members of the same family; the merchant
going off in the morning, working all ‘day, -and returning in the
evening to dinner, hardly meeting ‘with his family at all. No:
person blames him for this: it is a .necessiby—a duty; yet it
18 socially a loss. He is hardly able. to meet his friends in a
quiet way, or—so busy is he-—-to visit' $hati old lonely. gentleman
or gentlewoman, or.even sick relation; or fo.cultivate mueh in-
timacy with his dear children, far less to visit the poor and needy.
But this day enables him to do this. He can cultivate all those-
sweet, tender, affections round the fireside, with wife; children, and
friend, and keep up a delightful intercourse with Christian acquaint-
ances., The importance of such.a day im this. respect to the working-
classes it is hardly posslble to exaggerate. Here is the father of
a family, who, in the morning, in pitch darkness, leaves his house:
at five or six o’clock,—leaves all his little children in bed, takes a
hurried meal, has. ha.rdly time to speak.to any one at home, and
trudges, amxdst the ¢langing of bells, or long before they begin to
sound, to & distant part of. the town., There you see him in the:
afternoon, sitting, perhaps on._a cold stone, taking his meal that is
carried to him in.a tin can by some little child. - He does not see
his. family .at .his .meals. He may, indeed, be supplied at one of
those .noble; refreshment rooms of Mr. Gorbet’s,——and what a
blessing they are to the town !—but there is no family life there!
At night he returns home, but the children he left in bed he finds in
bed. He sits.at his fireside; but there is no sweet and pleasant
intercourse between the wearied man and wife or child. He hardly
knows them. The children, even if not in bed, have probably
been out. working, and have come back wearied and sleepy. The
wife has been toiling all day, and is now busy .getting a little
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supper for her Busbatid.  'And then the night and oblivion come,
and. ity the - morning 'they rise o »pursue again the same routine of
labour; ' Uniless these men meeb their-fainilies on ‘the Lord's-day,
and ocultivate: fumily affdotion, T kriow not what will become of our
populution..: This ‘isthe  chief 'readon why you find; With xioble -
exceptions, indeed, o matty’ parents who prosecute their ‘¢hildren
for aliment ;--ahd fird' instances of ehildren taking their food at
oherend of the'room, and their mother taking hers at thé other.
There is & watit' of ‘that. ititereoutse by which the chjldren shall
know:and love their parents, and the parénts their children. Now,
this one day in the week is :admirably suited t6 meet those wants;
while there is alsé time given: upon it to visit this'sick neighbour,
or that old acquaintance; and to cultivate friendly intércourse
between man and man, - 1 ' o

I might dwell alse upen its intellectual advantages, as affording
opportuni? of eultare to thé mind; and Lhave nohesitation in saying
that, whilé much hds been rightty attributed -to the power of our
schools, in giving an edueational training to our working-classes,
far too little has been said about the training of our pulpits. I
hold that this has been, perhaps, the most powetful training of all.
Some eritics, who do not know us, affect to ridicule the argumen-
tative and logical germons that are preached to the people of Scotland
by the Presbytetrian clergy; but our people, in former days, at least,
understood these mermons, and grappled with their arguments.
This was at once a religious and an intellectual training. It may
be so'now, and often is; as nuch as-in any former age. And, besides,
this is almost the only day whieh men working hard during six days
can command for reading. And when we remember the stores of
rich intellectual thought and varied information which are placed
within the reach of the working-classes, and which even the most
scrupulous on the point of “Sunday reading” would not forbid
them' upon this day, we are more and more impressed with its
adaptation to the intellectual wants of man. :

But ‘there ‘is another end attained by this day, and that is,
the soope which it -affords for our aekive powers in a moral direc-
tion. There are an immense number of duties which Christian
people ought to discharge to the Eoor, the. needy, and ignorant,
that we have no time for during the week. ‘And this activity in
the ‘doing good unto all men as we have opportunity, espe-
cially unto them who are of the household of faith,” is'a true
rest for the affections. Rest is thus often but a change of labour;
and the Sunday affords a noble oppertuniby for such activity. Yet,
how selfishly is it neglected! How poorly is' the noble privilege
enjoyed ! e T : . o

But I have hardly alladed to the highest of all ends of this day-—
its spirdtual advantages. - Nothing has been said by anmy of my
respected brethren on this point with which I do not sympathize
most deeply. I pray God for the time when I shall see our wishes
more realized. ‘What would become of us if we had not its worship
and teaching? All men have to be reminded, that *“ Man doth
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not dive by bredd alone;” but needs the Bréadiof Life s shd nristibe:
dealt with:as an immortal being; and beled int6 the poace amd:
Hlessedweks. of his Father’s hamd.:. How ds: ibpossible:to estimats:
tba'rTobal.valué," to 'man, of duch s ddy as‘wié now possess-iiy eaeh:
wéek|-—a day when.all that can: qhickery the" consciencé, putify.thei
affectiions, ‘and elevate:the spirit of iimmortal man +is bbouglit-befors!
hifacin the word résd and.preached;—wheni he is taught all that cad!
guide, strengthen,-and .comfors. him induby; in: béwrptation; and in.:
sorrow;~when trne light iscdstien: this lifo, and on:that whieh: is°
to. comey—wheh, in one word, Jesus Chrisd as. the light; revealing’
Ged and man-aind all things, s he very eternal life of thewoul, the:
alliin-all, is preached to:smfnl men, and is remembered by all:whe:
know.and:love Him, while united wotship. from glad Learts ascends:
by Him to the:throne of: God. - The very silence of the.:day is.a
sbrmon of rest, in: Jésus, for all who-dre weary arid heavy laden:. .-
Geidoer i b “Oﬁ’sw.éetéttliiﬁﬁié marriage feast, ' - Serned v!
duc v oo "Ti sweetér far tame,i 0 o) - o S
K . . Towalktogetherto thekigk - .. . . .
... . Withagoodlycompany: ', '
TR I AlTolwg]ktogethﬂrmthe kil‘k, & 4‘1{4‘." - ol \"” RIS BT
Wl Do Wlﬁl':a'ae;‘t::ir:d %ﬁté‘fe‘u%’?,féﬁsr/mwx 8 RN
»ild ot 250 ¢ Old then, and babes; and loving ftieads;- . : . ..° .0 e
N ,And youths gnd maidens gays” ., ... . - .0 -
5We have thus, ‘you see, to:deal ‘withiaétual facts: - The Christian"
Church demands, from: its very nature and the ébnditions: of its
ekistence, & ‘day for soeial worship; and for the social feast -of ‘the
Lord's ‘Supper. -Buch 'a day now wexists, whatever be its' origin. -
This 'day, -moreover, is ‘also marvellotsly adapted to meet 4l our -
wants as wen- and invmortal beings.. This being adtuitted, I might/.
here again pausé in-my :argument, and sk’ those'who -demand 'a-
reasoft for ‘retaining this day, ea what grounds they- would abrogate '
ib<if ‘they: eotld? They.are not responsible in dny dégree - for:
having established such a remarkable day as this in the world'ss
history;—one -so rich ‘in blessings ;- but they are responsible for
attempting to-destroy it, and'must be-rendy to give & veason for this -
faith which is in them,—thatno such day shiould be kept on earth.
To thoe; therefore, who ask, Why keep it up P—I ask, with eonfi-
dence, in reply,-Who would dare-to put it downp « oo 0o
-»But not only have we such's day as I have desoribed, but we have’
emphatically the £retday of the week; being the:day: of our Lord’'s.
resurrection, consecrated -as  Zhe: day for- all those noble ends. Let:
us -glance-at the evidence for this. - Itiis.a fact, thut the first day of~
the-week has besn et apart by the whole Christian Church, up:to'
the days:of the Apostles, as a day:of worship,—a libly day-anto‘the:
Lord. - Moreovet, for three ot four “oenturies befére we roach apés::
tolic tiin¢s, a donstant and uniform’testimony is boreie by all’ the:
Fathérs, and-corroborated by heathen testimony, that Christians met-
forworship, and for partaking of the sacraments, on'the first :day of -
tho weel; dseause on that:day Jesus rose from '-t‘fe ‘dead ; white not-
one of the Fathers, in a single. ingfance, connects this sacred day

.-
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‘withthe Sabbath 6f the Fourkly €ommanddient;iand others protdst:
.against. the -Sabhath,, while vindieating | ¢ the. Lord’s-day.”. Bub
when: we examine.the. teaching of the Apestles : themselves; andl’
read ; the - histary.of the -sarly Charch,!its institutions: and rpraes
tices, what do.we find ? . We find; the:first' day. of the week greatly:
honoured by Jesuis Ghrist: after: He rose:from:the dead, bat newver.
the Sabbath . in.avhich, He lay in the:grave,. . We find the cearly:
-Christians evexywiere: mesting for: warship; mutual instruction, and.
Christian intercouwse, .oni theé. first1day of the week, but never; if:
Gentile. Ghristians;ion. the Sabhath, We. find 8t. Paul assuming,.
-everywhere;: the -exisbence . of soeial - worship. on /the: Lord's-day,:
but. never imentioning the Sabbath, except to. protest against its.
beéing imposed’ on Gentiles. - And when all this. is: taken in conmec-:
‘tion. with . the::glorious vabjeets! which - are gained by & day, ¥
-can come.to.no: dbher.eonclusion: thah: that - tkis.day is sanctiomed:.
by the Apostles, inspired by the Spirit. of God, and under the
-authority of Jesus Christ. It is not that:the day ¢tself is holy, but
the great ends and objects which are secured by the day are so.
These sanctify the day. And what other day could be selected by
-our Lord with more will and wisdom for the good of His Church
than the day of His, resurrection? The Sabbath witnessed for
-creation, but the Lord’s-day alone. witnesses for Jesus Christ, for His -
death, His resurrection, and for himself alive for evermore,—our
resurrection and our lifa, - The Babbath on whieh;Christ lay in the
“tomb ended the. Mosaie économy, The first day.of the week began:
the New. . The .one ended: a.week of six days work with a dead-
‘Christ; the other; with..a living Christ, began a week,—~a week in,
which I am every daytoi lahour in Christ’s Spirit and for His gloxy.i
And thus I thankful? acknowledge-the. day to be. divine, and of per-.
petual. obligatian. ..I; bless : God -alse for the old Sabbath, which,
‘thongh it has passed :away.@s. a, dommand of perpetwal ebligation,-
hes yet left. such undyjng traces of its. existence in $he, history. of
theﬁ C'h”iStian Ghmﬁhvﬁ L IR R P R P R N A
-So much, however, has,been said already by my friends on the other.
-side as.to the proofs;, from ;apestolic history, of the first day of the.
week. having, been keptiaa .a. day. of worship, that I need . mot e-:
-capitulate: them,, :For J gan,adopt every argnment, and accept of
-every fact, adduced in. favour of this part. of their wase. The only:
differénee between ya here. being, that whereas. they, adduce alk those
facts, in apostolia ihiskory, to prove that the seventh.day has been-
-chauged, by. Divine authority, into, the. first of the. week, -whila the-
Sabbath law or.Institution, remains the same as in the Old economy s
I, on theiother hand, adduce the very same:facts to prove.that. Jesus:
-and His apostles have sapctioned . different day, to be: kept from -
higher motives,;and in .a; higher .spirit than: the Babbath of the!
Faurth Commsndment.... To quota the language of Calvin ; “In this-:
way..we get quit.of the. trifling of the false praphets; whe, in later!
$imes, instilled Jewish .ideas into: the people; alleging that nething:
wasabrogated but what was ceremoninl in- the: Commandment, (this -
i fooe 3 e * Gee AppendiRT, . . o e wtE
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they term,-ih theif langiage,-the taxation: lof the teventh diy,)
while the. mordl part’remains,~-vi#., the rohservadce of ‘one day it
seven: - But- this' is’ nothing “else ‘thawte -insuit the Jews, by
changing itheday; ‘and yet mentally attributing: te it the same
sdnctity; thud retaining the same. typical distinetiom :of ;days:
as-had place among the Jews.: Ard;.of a'truth, wé 'see what profit
they have made by such a dootrine.: :Those whoeling to theiricont
stitutions ‘go. thrice as far ‘asi'thé’ Jews, 'in the gross ‘and carnal
superstition’ of Sabbatism;’ so that ‘the rebukesiwhich we: read in
Isaiah, (Isaiah i. 13y viii. 13;) apply as much tothose of the present:
day, as to these ‘to whom the prophet addressed them. = We must:
be careful, however, to observe the igeneral ‘doctrine-viz., in order-
that religion may neither be lost: nor languish ainong s, we must.
diligently' attend om our religious assemblies, and ‘duly aveil our
selves. of thdse external aids which tend to promote the worship of”
God.."" ' Lol L o IS L -
But. this leads me'to consider a little - further what has been said
by’ precelling ‘speakers regarding the Lord’s-day being the old' Sab-
bath revived.t Believing, as I do, that it is an origmal institution;
connected as mueh, but not more; with'the -Mosaic Babbath as the
Tord’s Supper is connected with' the - Passover, or Baptism with
Cireumecision; but each standing on' its own 'independent basis—I
confess that I' see no authority whatever, mot a vestige, for
what is described as being a * change of the day, but- mot of the
law.’? I find; indeed, that Jews worshipped ' on the -seventh, and
Jewish and Gentile Christians ion the first;—the one on the grounds
mentioned in the Decalogue, the other to-cemmemorate the Resur-
rection. I find, along with this, ‘such language as. that .already
alluded to; used by the Apostle in the:Hpistles to Galatians and
Romans—language which, in my opinidn, it would have been utterly
impeossible for him t6 have used had the Sabbath- been’ obligatory on
Christians. I do not find, moreover, that the Jerusalem Church, in
its first great Pasforal, imposed any such day upon the Gentiles; nor
ever even mentioned the Ten Commandments; nor ean I diseover one-
syllable in all the Epistles and all the Pastorals of the apostles against.
the sin of Sabbath-breaking; or about: the-special duties to6 be per-
. formed on the.Sabbath, or anything whatever to indicate that they
held the Sabbath of the Fourth Commandment,—a most unac--
countable’ fact for those who ‘not only. believe that the Fourth
Commandment is contained in the Moral Law, but seem to believe
that all the Moral Law is contained in the FourthCommandment,
such a prominent place do they give ib.in the circle of duty! Nay,
more, such an-alleged change cannot he reconciled with the very
natureé of the ‘ease, or the cir¢umstanees: of the early Church.
Theoretically, no doubt, the Sabbath -was abrogated; or ceased to.
exist ds. a law to Christians, on the morming when Christ rose
from the dead. But God, in Hisinfinite mercy, not putting new
wine into old: bottles, allowed the institution gradually to die
out, or pass into something much-bester, when the Church :was
. * Calvin's Tristituted, IL., chep. ¥iit:-§34 ~ - See Appendix U. -
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inthe transition: stete betwixt His death and the destruetion of
the: Fempld:. -Duringi these. forty .years, both- the Jewish and
the Qertile:: Christians :metiion: the first - day.of . fhe 'week,+the
Grentiles: .never: having had the :Sabbath of the seventh -day:ini-
posed “upon them.!: But the.Jewish. Christians kept their old
worship upon the Satunday, apd: kept- it for forby :years after our
Lord’s death ; -during, which periad; indeed, it remained still a patt
of 1the civil law of . Palestine. ;. We find 86, Paul, accordingly, com-
plying, as:a Jewish. citizen, with: many Jewish. customs, and meeting
the Jews in every way possible for ‘him, without ‘compromising: his
own fréédom as & Christian. -But.whenever the Jews dared o
tyrannize over the (Gehtiles, and tio impose upon the many one duty
or: ceremony which.they did not receive from Christ.and His Spirit,
he instantly defended the Gentile against the Jew; so that the great
battle foaght by: him for the Grentile Church against all ceremonies,
all laws of Moses, as distinet from Jesus Christ as all in all, was
to gain the freedom of the- Church for ever,and to make it Catholic,
and not Mosaio, for Jew and Gentile as one,—mot in Moses, but
in Christ: He could, therefore, as it were, say to the Jews, “ Yoa
and I may keep onr Sabbath if we please, for we are Jews by birth;
but let these' Gentiles alone, and foree not them to worship on our
day,.in our forms, and with our ceremonies. They worship with us
toremember Jesus on the first. day; it is enough. Let no one judge
them in respect to the Sabbath.” Thus, for nearly half a century,
Jews and Gentile Christians. met together, on the first day of the
wesk, to commemorate the one grand event on which their salvation
depended—Christ’s . Resurrection; and seme Christian Jews wor-
shipped on theseventh, as of ald. Now, can you or any man believe
it possible, if this liberty on the. part of the Gentiles continued
during the existéneo of the. Temple, that sosoon as it was destroyed,
the Jew could siy %o his brother Gentile, “ Brother, for years you
have had liberty to keep the first day of the week, simply as a
-eommemoration of Christ’s death and for the Lord’s Supper, but
were never forced o keep our Jewish Sabbath; now, however, that
Jerusalem is - in ruins, you must worship as we do, and keep the
-Lord’s-day on the authority of the Fourth Commandment, and for
‘the reasons stated in our law ! The thing is inconceivable—much
more 80 when the Gentile knew that, as a Gentile,  the law *’ had
never been promulgated to him, and that by so much less did he
require to be bound by it ; that he had now found Christ, who did
-not send him back -to' Moses for anything necessary for salvation,
‘bat was Himself all sufficient for principle and precept.

Now, Moderator, you may perhaps say, “ What would be the
application of these. principles?”” - I might reply, that I have
nothing to do with their application or consequences. If the prin-
eiples are good, they will produce goed consequences. My belief is,
however, that I shall find it' much easier to apply my principles
honestly to the actual state. of society, than you will, when attempt-
ing honestly to apply your rule of .the Sabbath law. You open
wider the back-door of “necessity and merey’ than I think the
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Babbath, as -the -*mbral -law’* will sdwmit: ofy # Necessity,” of
course,” is. easy, for it  has no-law; -if-if must:be, b must be;
And  thmerey . miay “be-idtevproted: to. meun’ anything by a mard
who hai a:rule only, net: a prinviple to guide him:. ™ Bub I vely on
a prineiple, not on a mere rule.- i1 - o Dol © e
*Let me illustrate the application of my principle. - If Christians,
for example, believe it:to ‘bt their-daty -and privilege to worship
God in spirit and in truth on the Lord’siday; dnd éither to ‘partake
of the eommunion, ‘or at-léast to profess that spirit ‘of feliowship
with ‘Jesas which is: eéxpressed in tommunion,—then: they " will,
for this reason, as ‘well :as' every other springing out of their
wants a8 human beings and as'‘Ghridtians; rest ‘on that day, ‘and
spedially: iz order to:worship. - They cannot] beeause they will ‘not)
as a-rule, spend the day in labour, far less in 1dle, foolish; dissipating
reécreation. It must, from the nature of .the: case,' by spent in
harmony with the tone and spirit of this or any other day set apart
for holy social worship ‘by  those who ' love ‘their: Father ‘and
Brother; while; also; on'the broad principle’ of : Christian love, they
‘will, though strong themselves'in faith towdrds'Ged, yet forego
much théy might - otherwise:do for-the good ' and -well-being " of
‘others who may be weak, and ieven superetitious;: We bave thus,
in addition to all that is pleasing- #nd -edifyidg it public worship,
the Christian conscience as ‘a'security for the right keeping: of ‘the
Lord’s-day. We-have a further security:in the- loving, wise; and
ténder diseipline of 'the' :Church,-~equatly - removéd; on the: one
hand, from the meddling of the detective, or the: tyranny of clerical
power;. and on the ether; from the idisorder: whick -wonld make &
eongregation ‘a mere mob, and: ledve. a goeciety: without -any law
40 save it from'confusion. ' Beyond this, and amongvery many
who -might net.-worship with .us, we ‘have i'the isecurity of that
justice, and respeet for the opinien and prejudices of others, much
more :for their religious convictions, which’ ¢charabterizes the intel-
ligent- members of & Cliristian- society. We-have; moreover, that
protection which:.a Christian - Government and: {ta laws gives
to its subjects, by which, as- much -as'possible, they 'are set free
from labour on the Lord’s:day; and thus enabled to -worship aceord-
ing to their eonscience; but. yet-with Hberby t6 - act -as ‘they: please,
short of interfering with the rights:of their’ fellow-subjeots. : There-
fore, if we 'can, by God’s' help;and/ with ali ouy grand moral and
Grospel appliances, imbue society with ‘s right spirft, we hate every
security that reasonable men oan: seek'for the  preservation of'the
Lord’s-day ashely and -blessed. - Ag for those who!are Christians,
weé know: that even if: the-State:were -againat-us, atid tried to put
down the Lord’s:day, we would suffer persecution rather than give it
up, knowing. that we would thereby :be practieslly giving up the
visible Church of Christ: - Christiams and the Liovd’s-day must, theré-
fore, cxist as long -as thre world lasts, or pevish together. = If ‘these
principles fail you, where will youfind betber seeurityfor otir retaining
aholyday? If neither the holy Christiant exercises of the Lord’s-day,
nor the -exaniple-of the Christian: Church, nor the wants:of mau as an
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imrtiorbal-being; mor:the: anthority-of Jesusiand His apostles, can'bind
mén, dges any mangin hisisober:senses, believe: that .the-iSabbath
law. of the -Fourth. Gommanidment Lwi}lwsudce,ed,'; were. ‘it::éven ds
binding as are thosei moral and religious eonsiderations which I haive
mentioned? If the flood of selfishness, ignorance, worldliness, vanity,
and self-indulgenée; cin: swedp awny the Lord’s:day,as esplaided,
even by mey do you believe that: the Sablath, as explained by you
will-stem -it? -: Wil anything in- the mére -authority ‘of -the Old
* covemant be a ‘pafeguard aghinst what has:destroyed' the aunthority
and, the moral:influenices. of the New? This, verily, is not my
opinion of the -Christian pedple, nor of the power of the-pulpit,- in
Beetland or dnywhere-else. ' To bslieve! it-would make:me despair of
Christianity! - - And &l this alarm, too; in:a-country in which, in
every patish, fast-days are kept as sbrictly -as-the Lord’siday, or
even a Jewish Sabbath, and ont no higher authority:than the kirk-
geasiony!. . o v oo i T o e o
Do you ask-me to apply my principle ‘morb in-detail; and to such

- praotical questions .as those of cibs and trains? In all such'ecases
¥ should be guided by this. consideration—Have thie men who ‘are
employed, time:on. the Lord’s-day t6 meet for worship ? If not, can
such time be’obtained; for them in:the present exigencies of soeiety ?
And the rule certainly shiould be to-obtain, in every case, a day of
rést ; because all men who labour require rest for the body, and in this
Christian eountty they-all eught, as a iule, to have/an opportunity
for worship. first; and- alohg with it all the bléessings which -can-bb
enjoyed on the Lord's-day. ' But ivhen we ask peddling questions.as
to whethér ik islawful ik itself 4o ride on-horseback, to walk five or
4en miles, to take a eab, tolangh or'falk about this or:that; to read
this book or that; weé.get into the cohfusion of minute Talmudieal
rules; .and .must - fall- badk . on -the :common: sense, right :spisit,
and manly principlei of Ch¥istians, ' Thus, because it is said in' the
Fourth. Commandmerit that- animals should:rest on the'Sabbath; is
that any reason why . well-fed bhorses, sufféring: from: plethora im
the stable, and a eonchman with: little to dd anyday-in the week,
should net drive: out.on a Sunday, provided iti does not interfere with
the other duties or privileges of the day ? ' Then, as to using cabs*
every man must feel, that 45 far as these poor hard-wrought men
.and horses are coneerned; they should . be: treated: with the greatest
tenderness and eonaiderhtion: - We. must endeavour to get them such
aday of rest.as will enable them to erijoy. a-day-of worship in spirit
andtruth. With them, asiwithnur domestio servants, “-day about ¥
might.at least. be the rules -But if employers refase some such liberty
Yo their servants, they aet unlovingly, and: therefore 'anchristianly.
‘With cabmen,/ag-with.all.we; eniploy, we'should #aké-hded how we
deény them the, privileges which we' ourselves -enjoy 'as Christians.
Buti both eabmen; and adl men, -are liable' to have their Satiday rest
saerificed for a more general gootl.. Merey to the-mahy, must often
involve suffering of some-sort -tothe-feir.  Hehce, when a.cabman
onge.came:hotne with me after preaehing, he said; “ Really we are
very ill used.’? = I said; “ Whao—you, yeur horse, or 12 becauge we
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have been all three working to-day. I have had,the whole of this
winter, three sermons every Sunday,—one being for working-men,—
besides having to meet a class for the young, with hardly one day of
rest which I can command during the week; and as I am thus
obliged to sacrifice my ease, and my comfort, and my rest, and my
family, for a public good, you must, perhaps, have this to sacrifice
also.” On this ground I would seek to act, not from an abstract horror
of riding in a cab on Sunday,~which is simple nonsense,—but on
the ground that the Sunday is a day set apart for rest and worship;
and that, therefore, men ought to be enabled, when possible, to have
rest from labour, to enjoy worship, if they please to do so.

On the same Ohristian intelligible principle I would act in re-
gard to railway travelling on Sunday,—a subject of the very gravest
importance. As to excursion trains, my principle would exclude
them ; but considering that the Jews had not only fifty-two Sab-
baths in their fine climate, bub thirty joyous festivals throughout
the year, our working-classes are sorely tempted, when deprived of
holidays, to make the Lord’s-day one,—and would be still more so
if they were tyrannically hindered from enjoying our parks and gar-
dens by any extreme and selfish, and so-called “religious” faction,
lay or clerical. But a day of social worship, and for the cultivation
chiefly of men’s highest and spiritual good, must preclude the idea
of thoughtful and considerate Christians spending it in mere re-
creation like this—to the country by steamers and excursion trains—
more especially when, by so doing, they must unnecessarily compel
others to sacrifice their best blessings to their selfish enjoyment.
But as to a train, morning and evening, along our great lines of
thoroughfare,—which does not needlessly deprive the employed
of their fair measure of rest, and of their Lord’s-day worship,—not
only do I not object to it, but I cannot see how railway- directors can
rightly avoid having one. I do not speak of goods trains, unless
they are proved to be necessary, which I cannot think possible; but
I speak of passenger trains. Suppose, for example, that a limited
liability company became possessed, by Act of Parliament, of all the
roads in Scotland. We will suppose their dividends to be derived
from the tolls, and that Dr. Gibson—and let me say that I
admire him for his bold, honest advocacy of his opinions—was chair-
man, or any other man firmly and conscientiously opposed, as
he is, to travelling on Sunday; and that the -directors and the
company were to resolve, that on the ground of travellers using
vehicles on that day being contrary to the Fourth Command-
ment as a moral law of perpetual and universal obligation, they
would lock all the toll-bars;—then I, for one, would join in having
them—the gates—knocked down, as preventing what was lawful,
and being a tyranny worse than Sabbath-breaking. And so in
regard to a railway. To me it is not an arrangement which ought
possibly to be permitted, but one which seems, in the present state
of society, to be almost a necessity for matters of police and of govern-
ment, and for matters of good, as well as for the sake of mercy,
and of good in very many ways ; and that you ought not to compare



The English and Continental Sunday. 41

the necessities of the little land of Palestine,—hardly more exten-
sive than between this and Perth,—with its simple peasantry, its
little intercourse and petty commerce; with those of a country and
state of society like ours, and far less go back to the beginning of
the world to determine our Sunday duties in Glasgow from any
Sabbath institution given to unfallen man in Eden! I take the
liberty of saying, however, that I think the chairman of the North
British Railway committed a great mistake, and put the running of
a train on the wrong ground, when he made it a mere matter of
pounds, shillings, and pence. Out of respect to the general religious
feelings of the most sober-minded in our country, not to speak of the
fair and righteous claims of the men employed, far less of higher con-

siderations, the arrangement should have been made an exceptional '
one, and upon the broad ground of justice to the community and the
merciful necessity of keeping open a communi¢ation between great
centres of population, which can be done by public conveyances only.
I could, therefore, on my principles, go to the directors and respect-
fully say, “I do not object to a morning and evening train; but I
do seriously object, that for the sake of mere pay, and without
a strong necessity, you should prevent large bodies of men from
worshipping God.” = I would appeal to them.on the ground of
sympathy with their fellow-men, whether they should not, by an
outlay of money, or by additional servants,-secure to those men
what we secure to our servants in our own houses? Let them
charge more, if necessary, to the public if this arrangement costs
more; but their dufy is, and so is ours, to do all in our power to
give those employed by us rest for worship; and let me add, to give
horses rest for the sake of the mercy due to the wearied brute
creation. But when we have thus secured, as far as possible, a
Lord’s-day rest for worship and communion on the Lord’s-day,
then each man must follow his own conscience as to how he spends
the day, I agree with all that has been said so well in the
Pastoral on this point. I detest that little petty meddling of
oue man with another, and gossipping inquiries whether he does
this or that, with everything like ecclesiastical espionage, which
every intelligent Christian man in these days will rise and
protest against. I would give every man his full liberty, as an-
swerable to God, until his liberty infringed upon the liberty of
others, and if a church member, until it was contrary to the re-
cognized morals of the Christian Church. These are my principles
applied regarding this question. Once more: you will say, perhapa,
that we will thus come to the English Sabbath, or the Continental
Sabbath. The fact is, that the Lord’s-day in England is, as a whole,
marvellously well kept, but neither better nor worse than in our own
city. As to the Continent, I am tolerably well acquainted with most
parts of it; and I lament the manner in which Sunday is gene-
rally kept in it. But why fear a Continental Sabbath in our country,
unless as a reaction from extreme teaching; more especially when
its habits have never taken possession of England since the days
of the Book of ‘Sports, though the country is so much nearer the

D
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{Continent than-ours,and the hotne:of tens of thousands of | Tews and
foreigners?: Why- compara :the; state of- feeling.in, Boman Catholic
-countries, and.i it othér countries thati shauld know better;where np
-(ospel is either preached bn believed, with ajcouniry likeours, whera,
in 4ll ibe trut, Chrigt’s Gospel.is preached: by. ministers; of evary
Chureh, and believed and, vead by tens. of thousands.gf pur. people ?
I%.i8 surely, I repeat-it, a.fearful confession. to,make, und nlmost p
Jibel on our minigfers and/peeple; $o.axpress alarm lest; if thie claims af
thefirst day of the week arp urged for:ib.as being-the Lerd's-day,
apart from. the authority of the.old Sabbathslaw, all public. worship
would -cease -and our conimunion..tables, become. empty, and,:instepd
of this; theatres and dancing'saleons :be/filled,1and onr rest; destroyed
by + excurdiopists .. -1, for, one, will newer. give the imprassion thep
we have nosolid ground, no,suffieient.reasons for keeping the Lord s
day holy, except on the ground of: the perpetual obligation of .the
law of the Fourth Commandment. <} have more faith than this in
the Lard Jesus, and in-the power: .of JHis resyrrection, snd: in;the
blessedness of ‘His day, as:recognized by every.onei who believes in
Hiﬂ-nﬁnﬂ.‘ , ot ',"‘ S ,"fj ' . "»; e R L LA PO BRI LRI
./ Buti:I cinnot tonclude this long;spedeh without saying that, there
is & more excellent way, by which we may come. at a right keep~
ing of the Lord’s-day, than that of mere speaches or pastorals abput
5. It seéms to-me.we are beginning ab.the. wrong .end: with' this
Sabbatly centroversy., We aire going forth-fo:the paople, saying; “De:
not do this: or.that; but keep: the Sabbath with cheexfulness and
réverence.” " But how, in their present. condition, can: you;expect 4.
Tesponse to.this' from the mass:of the popwlatien.of whem go many,
complain;'and : whose indifference to the Sunday they fear?: for. the
clergy:are not complaining-of the ladies and gentlemen—-although, I
daremay, if weé knew all about themy these would need a little stirritig,
up too-as to.Sunday-duties. - Attention is dirested chiefly,: if - tiot-
solely, o the--working-classes; ' INow, we ckngymen  kpow what;
hundreds iand thousands. of most aduitable Christiay men there:are,
amongst the working:classes. . But/as to.the multitudes who. crowd:
onr-lanes and conrts, or group. in idlentss.on’ eur steets; and neves +
think of éver entering a churgh.doar, I ask'yen;,in. the name df:
Him:who made them, o what! grounda-can they, in; their, predent:
statie;of ignorance, be-exipested: fio keep the Lord's-day ? .« Thousands
of them;da not kinow :what.you mean hy the.Lord’s-day, of by the::
resirrestion of -Christs -they have nok Jeen instrudted in. the.most |
siniple fabts of Christianity. .. Ngw, I widh to. knpw what: lis deing
by :us—the Established Church-~—ab. this- mement in forder:so to :
imbué them with the knowledge-of: Christ that we shall need laws :
beyond their own cotivictions -tq:make them vejoice' on $he. Lard’s- :
ddy'? . Without thé knowledge of Christ. as thelr awn, Saviour,.asi
their. resurrection and lifo, how can: they ke¢p the Liord’s-day:or
rejoige in. it:? - When, some years: ago, we spoke, hiere against the
Sunday steamers, with the patronage of which, even for the sake
ofrthe: werking.classes themselves, I had no sympathy; while yet,
wishing to"deal reasonably andtenderly with their supporters, I
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thtew: olit) as'now; the knrie idea):that we should begin’ab the. root
of the evil'by d moty vigorous Home Missign: ~Sotne of those.men,
who' took" it iht6 thelr heads: T was' @efending Sabbath -steammors
wersus churches; wilted: on tne: L gaid, « Men,’ you aré uttedy
¥irong’; bub ‘come’ next/ Sundiy to'my church;.and I will preach to
you. what T know:and' balieve ‘on the -duties and privileges of the
 Lordts-day.”? - Theéy-did-come: What ' was the result.? - Did: m
views wmake 'them ‘wiore -indifferent to'the  Lord’s-day ? - -1 sha
give - one-illustratich - of ' the practical-effeet of ‘my teaching:—
A wian’s ‘wife nfterwards eaine to e, and sgid; * I hope my husband
will not lose hisi‘seat; because el came o liear you with very loose
views of ' religion,’’-I./think ehie said o ‘was a- Deist~-“ but when
yotr preached He said therd wig ho’reasonable man- could object 46
that: ! He ‘began' family- worship ;and imstead of spending’ his
Suhdays; a5 k6 used'to do; in:asteamer, s wak mevér absent from
t.hqlc uj@hlmiday'wmaﬂ” WD T e s T Lt it
" “Whiat we need; 6o infor bld and yourig; it bhis city 'of .Glaas
gow; a8'bo thie'dutfes and privileges of (Chrigbians; td-insbrict the
masses, not with right views of the Lord’s-day only, but- first "of
all, and wicsb of all, with righb iviews of :ithe Tiord himself, and His
mlatibnsbipt’othem..n AN A :..‘.zli-’/ I ‘!",“"/ Loy H (AR
! "To aveorpplish’ this; I think we require for large- cities and popu~
lous districte in ‘Seotland, 'not what:‘are’ called;/in the' ecelesiastical
sexise of thie word; Okurdhess but mission-houses, built, iowever, like
dhurches, : commodious @nd comely; not having necessarily an or<
dained mindster and: kirk:session, but with 4 preacher of the Gospel;
under the goveriment of the parisk minister and his session; and
having: the: saoramenty regulatly-dispetised: ifi them’ by .$he parish:
niinister; - These: ¢hurchel. I would -call Sesgional :Churches, as. we.
call iour eongregational sehools 'Sessional Bchools.# /| But what,; as
a'Church; have we ‘done; during the last-thirby years, for the poor in
theEast of: Glasgow? - Leét me rot misrepresent: my - déar Churels
of Bcotland.  « Wie  iave opéned mady. Chupels,olosed in 1843, and
which are now well :attetlded. --'Wie ‘have: buflt:several churehes in:
the /South and - Westy wherethey weve yich needed; and our liberab
Christian merchants ' have both builtiand .endowed  the Park. and’
Sandyford -churches,~orie -good rogult: of which has. been, ‘that. we.
have;-as. members. of Présbytery,: our shnch respested: and walded
frierids,’ Dr, Macdoff ' and’ Mr.. Charorisi. In . the! East, too; we
have a Memobidl' Chuarch; now in- the cotrse ¢f erection /by ithe:
Mossrs. - Baird; whichwill:be i efidowed: alst: by them. - “Liirejaice:
to :acknowledge suehimmarks! 'of dove ‘by:the- membersiof the Hstax’
blished - Chureh: - Bub.:most heattily. ahd thankfully’ recopnizing i
this; I..have ‘yet very humbly.and ‘respectfully to- remind :you,i
that ‘we. have: yet done little, almbst siothing; in comphiisén with:
what ' we-could arid ghould-have:done;'and, with God’s help; may !
yet' ido; - fora ity whose' popalation issinareasiig it the rate:
Cae T ol e ol L e ot L Sl
*.1 must refer ta endix for what T shid in j and: TOT$
than I cxld saxg oﬁlﬁ%ﬁiﬁ]{q{s ,01}‘ gom??ngrgtyg?ﬂovﬁgb?m ?nmtg;}g: ,

Home Mission field. “(Sée "Appendix V.) °
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- Ottee ‘tiote; tiuch hiss 'yet 1o be donefoh the betber kiseping of #he:
Lord’s-day, both: by riek:and poeorjiin fHeir; own ifamilies. | The:
membery’ of -our ' congregations should: deinioreson. iBunday for: the!
instraetion: of their childeon: ThHewustom is,among even-intelligent
workingiinedl; ‘to- hand  thewy ovet~their eliildren—to .a Sunday:
School,  which, : possibly,: they-never. themselvés enteped,; amd. with:
whiose tedvhing * and ' diseiphine - ithel are ! iutterly: uhaequainted;
while® they' themselves tesch: thew nothihg, ..~ Thene ..ara -thus,.
Ivath voéivinced, -thousands of ' hjldrenof professing: : Christians,
who' never heard rdligivtis. rath oonfessed:or rhaught) hy- the i-lips-
of * futher ‘or’ ~mother: '+  Wiky! scantot; the r parests  teaoch : thedn ¥
They ‘are’ perhips’ neb! & leaened ;" ibut if> nobythey shonld ledrni
Yet; are they not: heprers 16f 4he ' Gospal? - Db ey vt dib at bhe
Lord’s %able; and vemdmber! Jesus?  Andtis it sposdible  that hhey
canifiot teack their children anythingrabout-the Mame -im which they:
havebde baptized; 2 Pather; Bon, and:Spirif? It ismot lesrming .
thitiis heeded, far 1osshad,] dy lessond ; bt doving) trize words, —:
féw,’ perliaps) but ‘shmple and chésrty; wol e to hdlp e:child 4o miser-
from the'knowlédge and love of thefathisroh earth $6 the: Fathér in
hesdven. ‘Now, jthis; s!ai swppletere ifo tanly-instiaction given : by -
paster or-teasher)! wowlds ba!ke lgodd swork: fo* the(Lordis-day, '
whether walking with the children, or talking with them amidstth
pleasant] frank, 'fe, atid natural] socis}! interedurse of -the fitesidd ;
so that thé Lords-duy wotild be in’ the vhildren’smemory;+-not-the.:
s&ﬂeh’v‘d«ay;bﬁt’ fifﬁemllyf%ﬁq\&ih:dk podfhtheowdek e ot it 77 Jore—

“'Wich ‘inen, L am Bisposedt to: , nbed o1 e stirredmp tothd :
performancé 'of “the sase ' dwtids:i! Some, Iiifear, who  profess to be
O?I'}'istidﬁé,l Hand tver tométhers, butoly, or govérnisses; the blessed !
ptivilége of inStruoting thoid childedts. ! They thus-give thé imptresw
sion;/itldohiéiotisty, ‘that! thel re wshathed td make any sably con-'

féé@foilji ‘bf iriterest’ n" Clifidt ‘and ‘His trigh. ~ Onaay” dther sub--
joat hicwever valh, “tHling, 6t woelalyytheyham €nd words th spebks

fully! eonhidelibially) wnit vasaestly] Butlof feligioné) “That seems's

sdlétn {é‘é@i‘ét-’."‘“m‘_*L%&’eﬁaayS;ﬁmhéffoﬁé"a;%lw a1l -others when,’ -
frofd its véry dedigit,’ a blested! 'opportuhity.is’ ‘ginnr fob- associnting'i
the name'6f father and mothbriin the mils of the boys and girls— :
thbdé'otiing, but! bififul shd' imifiottal Ibeigei|cLwith-what aldnd éan/

efidble’ thent o flY Ehbi etidh ofthiedr Beinigy 1dnl 'uike tHem-for. ever »
to- éack gthbr'ih God: T T6hie kel ones day, mobeovdr, witich  affords
tind6'ahd Bppbttdnity’ for 64 bridging-over the' fearfut gulph whick:
sephtates: thi riéh from the'pobwi ' This fact s one of the daddest; and »
oneé o the thdst mothdnteus it ‘the'soadition bf our great éities—the
separal ff)ﬂwpf Cﬁgﬁéﬁm THey @6 ot khow eavhlother; fany more thany
if"'the' A ttanltié “Hotwed (b * Ahiker 7 ahid ttherefore ‘thiere is; mon:
mutsl Fove) o’ uthal tespdcty sione Whatéver, bxcept what arfses:
fr:gn the accidental connection between' 'employers and 'employed. -
“éf B’!’.’&e&yﬂéﬂﬁw holyy ” “shiikh fetikbled the: vichidnd: poor to meet

:gg&h@i‘:"‘é Ot lofhiet dhyd buth dre ¢ tob bissy,” -Quithis day both, -
inl‘Giod* ptd videie) Ha¥b the Biven them for werks of good. - Can

w@&n’ééﬁre*é@tﬁé@l&ﬁé&:s{!‘éﬁxlis‘ t6iour ¢ity if:evenone:thousand!
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méinbersy gathiered: frtom! iall onr- shurehes of -every denomination,—
anfl T believe:ithey, conld essily afford mdny more of thonghtfal,
loving, bnd intelligens Christiahs; of goad steial. pasition,—iwho would
take eiioh, say; tem pemsons; among: thie more, ignorent and,.careless,:
orsthe sick, the-aged, itlie londly, frore om.ipoor. 5 rWhege aequaintance-
tlieyrwcdd beapectfully iand frendly-~noti p;oe tonisingly-rendeavonr-
tdmahr;lnndiwhoinmth goodsensewg ling; and the;humility
of-trise lowe, they ivould tayiand helprin say way,~and if in ne ofher,
veay, | &t loast: byp: bcoqhdrlyusyhiphthy) sy ifi. needad,  bratherly. or
sisferly instriiction and témpetal aidt-~would: not guch labour a5 this
of the ‘upper dne thousand. (equal to about.one congregation!) among
the:lower ten-thotsand do mdre ta.makd Christianity . reality to;
thém, its. life beamtiful; its lawe gloriotss, His day and worslup appres;
ciated, tHan ‘all-the ‘tracté ever printed; and meetmgs ever -held,,
and’ reioliions - evett passed, ‘on. this anbjeet?. This is one way;-
most tryimg and- difficulé- I -admit, but: most effectunl for. temch-:
ing otir. peaple! to: keep :thie, Lezd’stday boly, aud to change,a mere
doctrine, assbcimbed Wwith appsrent: gldomy as if wader the law, into-a.:
pmcmchl dusy; discharged withi a:joyous and free spirit, a8, becomes;
the Gospel.... If the veil-of Moses was. withdrawn, it weuld only, be:
toleb the light of tha glary of God shing a seen in. the, faceof Jesus
Ohhs"rl T TR R It R P TP ST TNt O DT R Rt e

: Winally, it :appesrs to.me; thaty before we can attraot ﬁhe massea to
out 'churohes; we-nmust - ldbonr t6; make ¢ur serviges. more aﬁtractwe,
—not by mere forms sdsiressid: to.the flesh, but by realities fo whic
the spirityof meivmay respond..  Wie tyan shorter, more frequent, v;?u,
moire simple: prayers ;  with pmwo that shall, aecording to God
bb reali misio, which.ie so plessing,: and not discord, which isse;
painful... We require: more!intelligible disconises, dealing with, the ;
felt wairisof -men, -and which men oan fsel tn be helpful to the,m m;
real life. ' No mere (nws, of -courde,; ¢an drive; men to. church ;.
truth and:goodness; snd.love and merey will, ander God, if anythmg ;
will, attract|retdin, and ‘blesss I never expect,. venly, to make ;
the: Hord’sdxy,lm' any. apmﬂsual duty, sgreeable to. ungodly men ;. “but
it may. be made) aocording to God’s will, more pleasing and edifying 1
to Christian men, and: o those sinerely- seeking to: hecome such. ;
And behetvng a3 we-do'in the Holy Spirit,.and in His :bxdmg w1th, .
and.in the Church. of Christs and that it is His work—FHis joy—to.,
glorify the Son, that the Son may. glorify thq Father, by His giving,,
cbernil lifo to Tems: Qb lot, us never.despair 1 but, work with Him;
and work, thertfore, with lie. strength and. joy that_spring..from, .
faith. -Ah! brethren, ‘the. Ssbbath question, if, we will only grasp ,
ity goes deeper dowrt, than we choose, perhaps; to think, . Tt implies
many weighty and practical.questions and duties, which it is.difficnlt:
catmiy: to-weigh-and meet: . (It oanmot be. solmi»bx words, mnless li'm
entls there; bhb‘byanrkpra!;)lg. /jﬁ;t,}i e d& toy.l}t t.h

* My prayer to Almighty. God igy maygm us m Ty
aud: the: performance "of all: daty! I the: esults st this great. dxs-
cussion thay-appeat: 4o some tof thresten the introduction, of more, of ;
thie: weel-tay anko-the: Liord’s-day, I1pray God thatr, this, may. nat.,
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happen, unless from more of the spirit of the Lord’s-day having been
first introduced into week-days by every day being made holy—the
first day most of all—unto the Lord. For he who sanctifies every
day of the week, regarding each day as holy unto the Lord, in its
ordinary labours and recreations, in its joys, and sorrows, will not
be less, but the more, disposed to keep holy ¢ the Lord’s-day,” and

to rejoice in all its Kpifit@hl jris{l J conclude by thanking
you c‘l)rdislly, my ver;j’ };@r%lrghrene,%iqyour extreme patience and
goodness in having listened to me so long on a question on which
—in some of its aspects—I have the misfortune to differ from

many of you.
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¢¢ It authoritatively binds us to keep THE seventh day holy.”

So Milton—T'reatise on Christian Doctrine, Book II. chap. 7:—

‘If, on the plea of a divine command, they impose upon us the observance
of a particular day, how do they presume, without the authority of a divine
command, to substitute another (Pay in its place? or, in other words, to pro-
nounce, that not merely the seventh. day, which was appointed for the
observation of the Israelites alone, but any one of the seven, may, even on
the authority of the Fourth Commandment itself, be kept holy; and that
this is to be accounted an article of moral duty among all nations.

‘“In the first place, I do not see how this assertion can be established, for
it is impossible to extort such a sense from the words of the commandment;
seeing that the reason for which the command itself was originally given—
namely, as a memorial of God’s having rested from the creation of the world
—cannot be transferred from the seventh day to the first; nor can any new
motive be substituted in its place, whether the resurrection of our Lord or
any other, without the sanction of a divine commandment. Since, then, it is
evident from more than one passage of Scripture, that the original Sabbath
is abrogated, and since we are nowhere told that it has been transferred
from one day to another, nor is any reason given why it should be so trans-
ferred, the Church, when she sanctioned a change in this matter, evinced,
not her obedience to God’s command, %ina.smuch as the command existed no
longer,) but her own rightful liberty; for in any other view it can only be
termed folly. To make any change whatever in a commandment of é’od,
whether we believe that commandment to be still in force or not, is equally
dangerous, and equally reprehensible; inasmuch as in so doing we are either
annulling what is not yet repealed, or re-enacting what is obsolete.”

Bishop Hopkins—An Ezposition of the Commandments, p. 134, (Ed. of
1710:)—

‘“We do not celebrate the Lord’s-day itself upon any obligation laid upon
us by the letter of this Fourth Commandment, (for that expressly enjoins
the seventh day from the creation, whereas ours is the eighth;) but only
from the analogy and perfection of moral reason, which requires that a due
and convenient Portion of our time should be separated to the service and
worship of God.”

Dr. Arnold—Sermons, vol. iii., Sermon 22:—

¢ Are we right in keeping the Sunday, or are we not right? The Fourth
Commandment does not answer this question by itself; no, not though it be
used every Sunday in our own service. For we do not keep the Fourth
Commandment, seeing that we do not keep holy the seventh day, but the
first; not the day on which God rested from all His works, but the day on
which He raised up Jesus Christ from the dead. And as to altering a com-
mand of the Law, he must know little of the obedience which the Law
requires who could think that men might alter it at their discretion.”
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7 Mchbhhop‘—umabely', On Me‘ 'of tﬁe ngﬂimdms ’iﬂ ’the Mmgs ,Qf\ﬂh

Paul; Essay V- f

; “In sa, at there is no mentxon the Lord’s-day i "Mpsalc law
Yuiwt th¢re 1; not gnly mgntm: of. b @ec&ﬁh e,zhva.l wh,xcl;}

gﬁmuans observe on t the first ay of the w m memor; our Lo
resurrection on the mornmg follo tfhe 3¢w1e§§8 'B{t that, t‘herp 1&
not anIX injunction to sanctify one ay in seven roughou the whole of;

the OId Testament, we mever hear oﬁ e;pm oly some one day in e
seven, 1’3},1(; the seventh day, as w‘hg God, xegted f;'om a}l
Wor. ‘,-',r,'x\,«r’;"l) ITTERT .

Dean A].ford—Secdnd,' Letter 0’37 Sperlmg, P, 12 ’l'.)‘ g T el

““If I were disposed to tum the tabfe:rwluch 1 am x fori as. Tittle
believe my Sabbatarian friends guilty of 1smgenuo?1§1es?’gs they me——'
might.I not fairly. sa K ko, which. Of th¢, two. does. ﬁhe. cha,rg mope, prope.rl ]

apply—+fo my: a; regarding, the o, k. a8 o in'i
literal sense, read r,t 28 interpreted. hy\the d the éhurq,h,—or to
them w. % g it as strictly and hterallj' oblxgato Ty on them, obey its
command t6° séwé one pmmbea ddyfor b définite assigned redson, and ‘i in
a strictly specified manner, by observing -another day for 4 totally:

reason, and in a manner entirely thetr oum,—ﬁrst ll:sraym g that the,

keep the law, then abrogating ¢ % it, sul tltutmg a new law of
theu' own, a.nd mvestmg 1t w1th e a.ut ority of t‘he other.”

l\ RO Wt + Aonid \ vy 11 Y ~“\.,:"!"‘ w3 ‘\v)
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5. The Sa«bbatlu qrtlm Rwr&b Commandment 10as frop.evening, ba eyening.,?”,

This is of course admitted by all parties, dnd: the Jews to. ‘this - dhy ikeept:
their Sabbath ¢/ from even to even.” Inour own city, this seems at one time
to have been the rule. Thus Wéddrow), extdacting from the records of the
kirk-session of Glasgow, in 1500, wribgs, that “Sthe bretheren interpret the
Sabbath; to be from sun to-qun; and aftqrwards Hhe session ex'g,lam it, that
no, work is o be done from light-to Jight in, wmﬁer, and betwixt sun 1;0k
sun msmnmer —Memorabilia, val. ij,, Rarp Il,\p 35

1594, < Presblte e of Glas tutw and ordenis that Mungo
Craxg sallpla;'l:ab:n his Pype?on the Sognvg ?:fm the sunne rymng 515713 duni
goinge to in ony placewithin the boundis of this Presbiterie, that inéostinent:
thairefter sal be summarlie excommupicat. Lykwise statutis that wpone the
Sondaye in the said tyme, nane m‘gameselﬁs"to p&stymes and profane ga;
within the said Boundik, wnder bhie pané of the ceksures of the kirk;; and 1] lus
to be intimat furth of. pnlpet the. nixt Soudaye evene ter w1th1n this
Presbiterie, and ecialie pe the minister of Ru Jen.”-— wcellany of the
Maitland Clib, i ? 871.: Iii 1608; the lclrkisession Gfasgowmm'e aft ofdér,
‘ﬁwhattthavliei no: buymgqﬁ tnnhavnn,Samdaymrhthe Iwaster-of Qlyd e, from.:
sun-rising to sqttmg n 1613, ordain the ¢ Litaters. ,yep) nob 39
big on their ﬁrea beneath their fats $ill after 4 on Sunday’s nig
they ordain “tha.t no fleshers slay flesh between ¥ight and llght 3 antl thlt

ordinanc 18 répeated tn'1622 and 1680.- But-in 1640, the “ muke a very
stiict act agams rofanirig the Sunday" ‘and deelare it to'be frorh 12 oni Satur::
diyes ni tb 1% o Sends ’s Woodrow, ut suprd. The same:rule.
seems to have prévailed i pﬁor /1650 Thas; ;iduring she plague-

in'1574, or Ttk Seytembér, the 'nﬁméters' elders; and descons-thought: puid:-
and ‘necesdar'to’ msﬁ“&tte ane Publict Fast and Humiliation, with be efnist
phayat adjimﬂ; ihairto,- within this burgh for the wpace of aucht dagis nixt!
t6 cym,’ got ”?on@ setberday the ferd day ofithis instant at aucle
Kouris at éwm ‘and sl 06 eontinew guhill sondey doms. duohs dayis s sex!
houris tt ngfht; ACCORDEN. G 'Té THR ORDOUR DALY, $uprsd PASTIS OBSERUIT!
IN TYMES BYSAST,’ eqiuhﬁ e Hast? futhitull of this: m%obsem.the
saniyn ' 411" poy ' bhé ‘mercies' of Gol: Hacellandy, ut



Sabbath was at all cannected boit AIPUBLIC worship ?”

Seb ‘a8 to this! Pisiny, De smymwmmmaum 1, ¥ 2,“0315
% wﬂhﬁchuhs, ‘wtonip., Atk 52 ., O
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See * An Biantination of 'the Authortty for ¢ Chdnge of the Weekly Sab-
-bath at the Resurkestion of (hrist, proving that' the pratice of the Church,
in Substituting the Fivst .Dag} o tke‘Weeh Jor the appointed Sevenﬂl, D&zy 15
unsanctioned by the New Teatament Scmplurea. "—By' James A. Begg G’l:i.s

gﬂw, 13504 PP- 156, e d i e
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“In a hwndred thi;gc mdo on&mday wMt ot wmdd Iuwc berm lmhwful
: T foft’hepimwlewtdhuﬁedbuemhw&bbath" o

This needs. no.proof; » but,.§_cannat, re.nsh«m,bhshmg the followmg very
-strilting letter; which 1 have received, aince! my Epeech: ,wag dolivered,; faom:
one who was for some tme a thigsionary in I‘ndh and which” wﬂ.! mumm
.some of the eﬁ'ect& of our practice in this respect:—

-SRev, Big,~1. havebeen. hstepmg,‘ wi¥h;some- in eai;, to the dlsc

in: which you have been engaged. i . thig mmxh talk of Sahbath-que; ?0 stxon, ,
and as k have had.&. pretty-good opportunity of i n;any,
years, in foreign law£ lnlt right, to &3, youwhth mktsfo
-effect of bmdmg;dowm the haathen, bien to,the Decalogpe, as sweh

"4 Take, for instance, the.natives of Indla, ?here( the Chu}‘ch of our faﬁhm
has been labouning for, many years. i I haye: bean myself, knowm&ny
others have been, likewise, \mnch ipuzz.led -with the. atrange inconsistency |
between the preespt. and practice of - our ministers aa&. mxsampaueg, and so.
have the natives; though they:. PW1 engugh of . *ahmr jental cupning,.
to \even their own mastery in the dark agto what th

n thety atejtold, \ Thus, spith. the. Lord, Thou. ;halt dono gk, &



) Anpendi.

¢“What, sir, I ask, in the na.n%q of reasongnd common-sense, do they know
of our intergretai_;ion of those two zfa.stic' oor-posts, necessity and mercy?
Do'they ndt spcevdry eedleriastis; from'the hiphiest to the dowent, Just stretth.
them out to answer‘themeglveal sHveryithing:idneseseary, in India, to coun-

teract the effecty of the cli ; it is necessary to live in an upper.roomed.
RS SO ST  Ea EIE AR Ere L Cabr

d&; and:all whiy essj-doikdep upgertooried Hotsel; syét hotw mhardy
thousands are there who cannot, and must live on the lower flogrs. and:just-
so with the punkali-hearef, twordrithree men are kept, night and day, Sab-
Pathy and Saturday,) skiwork; jush begause-if b condyicivksa/condort inw hot.
ﬁlljﬂmngw( frohiour an of #oofdre aid lo gewstdesllt wi Jevtor bl
dls £ Bud; ity whah haw b this ot 86 @bt ithe Poatlv Oémmahdment?
Tdvgives!ne licenss!fol al g s and the! pubadb ¥oithé natives is tidt they ade.
botd, Shad, thieso s o koepy 1t whill$hiy wes- thelr beaobbsibredk ibiovery
awleedey wot 5 el s Ll conhien Lferod—endd lqmiz 2o #0 Huos soo
yer b gwaveldirDifiat ik Jp&iplé ihaye repredentdd the nativls of iEhdix.
adia- dull;cskipids race, ahid-dnieethd: sedpeohe)tivs o tiuey bud Jast-sdkly.
lawrgeb, w tnekckans) ordbroker kot of tHe Thrgs towiiind@ndiay el dhey
silirtotlsyou that phey) thermiatiVes; dun wphit adiale whtlshnyofi themi1oAnd
sgakissiv/tloge bf tieniwho are faughd avotiis ndsdionaryischbolyare not kb
dnﬂ)oi)bl{nwuhaiiow'«he‘ #ble eontiddiotion betweenyourGonfession
of Pith dwhichi wdyal s D, 1 gart bk plates ity «o wdventliday,’ snd ub
thse. @atéchismi Has dt; ¢ the sssventlydaysh Foudd tomah 1ol wlil bisrow v i

yothAked sgui;o,;sif, what o thells Awllp d iﬂ;uyeey«lbﬂ"muﬁedﬁnmvwdt:z :

abehti the b Qomnmakditent-bs' to Ao voyager? Judtithis, thist
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S ebate-the Jock onlym 9t;dlmata¢ the feclings and.practices.of thausanss,in
(h' oot e bart e r3he-NoreRr: W{ugdﬁe Mﬁda""l RERTIRV IS THE vx.m‘

RN NI O R §
| e folty g et st Scotamainof November 25, 1865, sondime
thedruth, of; the abony eferned 405 while 3t the; same time it.gives a beﬂm
ngpgidu ofnw»u_. verol a3 o vl fata b dots odw oty o, 2bhaanon
st ash b gdunn g d Las manr o 1ﬂm IW 1895.
i kSRR D Maaeod;hm his grrost spobcilicfire thc»mngw P&:gz»téry
lately, referred, in illustration of his subject, to an incident rega;
dyamn, Jbighy £50mi: bis Monking et 45 know the mrmmanmfmnbechdmth
n,pmwngmlw w:szzgfmvelxmm»md.mprmquﬂub}yw smmczb?:n vhe
Pocasion Ok a i of - jieering:/ {0 epturyo: oFely 18 gaod
one, and it lmply this: ‘f-%:%%ral gentlemen had taken for a few ywieaks
gdrkdin. saleon: ansl] trouk, phings /in! the Laws; and, cbebnewpmeeding
thithen; they were given 4o undergband, ﬂaat, asithe inn at Colarpish—+the
-onlyiplace: oslnprwthng at -hiein, comw WA niserably. provided it
Bissortarof thinga in sthey womld, saquire; to takie rvibh
dhemr asupply of (bmad, Datates; baek, &ov; A,wmhpthwmc imathers
iWaa & large, ank«s m::oﬂ't Gl day,nlw W‘M -domis
Jreakfapt, thy innkeeper game. t%thqm and pat the»mwtwu 450,14 What
they would like for dmner that 7 whem-one of then Fepliady . Yiew had
: mﬂm nfitheham indwey- ﬂ-nd{bml ouerhalf dor.dinmew; the otther half.may
kepti for. hoilisg fox,. bmkia@ﬁ ot SO¥s  Rephied e hostd Shut hate



54 | Appondiv,

{au like it cuttif?” £.Oh,” replied the' spealer For the' party, “cut:
to ‘the bone with 'a knife, and ‘then “také b siw and saw the
bme A ¢ Well, gentlethén,! omed the inmkeopér, T hisive: no’ objection to.
wie a kwife on the Sabbath-day, but I could hot tee s daw.’ " * Have you
got 'a saw in the houge? ‘Yeu* 1‘Bring 4t7if 'youi'please” And so the
saw.was ‘brought, and ‘the Worth ‘innkeepet—£for ia ' worthy man he ig—s
cut the flesh with: & knife; and though he could ot conscienticusly saw
the ‘bone:thimself, he held the swo ends of the same, while the individual
who mentioned the eimumstance 1)0 ste! ‘d:d g0 to the satisfaction of all
parﬂxesﬂ—l a.m,'&o,"‘ Cie R ‘Dnnwmcmn Lrye.”

It would be a most 'angramons»task tm select inom:th reor.mis of norbha-nx
ptes'by‘teries, or of souihei'n ones eithier, the initimerable xammples of that:
spmt of Judaism whxch, 80 long 4g the Church had’ the power of "civil coer-
cion, made the’ Scott;sh Sabbath truly aday, of paing and penalties. . But L.
cannot refrain from referring to a confirmation of my remarks, faraished by-
the evidence of a witness,—a solicitor in ,Invemess, on an investigation before-
the Presbytery of Inverness of ‘& charge, to *which I will not further refer-
herée,—not, be it remembered, in the seventeenth, nor yet in the eighteenth.
century, but in the week following that in which' this’ speech was dehvered
T quote from the Glasgow Heruld of 24t November:—: +

“T meant,” said the witness, referring to a rematrk he had pre\nonsly
made, * that from my, long residence in. Inyerness, and being a native of
it, and oonsequently pretty well acquaj ted with the views o% the people, .
that inany have pecuhar notlons a.boutf wl at the conduct of a mmlster ought-

to be n

Do you mean on a Sa.turda,y night, as thls was 2"— % Not pa!twals.rly 80; -
but, I Icno;p of some people here, who shave ponscieniious ob,qectwm against a.
minister, gow.g to the. Post Office, ar_ even. ‘being outqzde m own door, on @
Saturday.”

Since my . speech was delwered, I ha.ve rmwed the follbwmg letter on .
one: of hhe ‘points as ié'which Thave'been accused of exaggéiaﬁon‘ ‘

T “Meliort, MDeoember 1863
“Mnann MAouéD, '

14 Shortly after your np;eveh'm the >Sabbuth qdestmn at the meetm
of /the. Glugow Pres J-1 wag i company with three West Highlan
ministers of the Establish Church to whom I e r:g)ressed my doubts as to-
the correctness of 'your 'assertion, that a considerable mumber of ministers.
abstained from shaving on ‘Sunduys, from : conscietitions motives. - Fo my
great surprise, I found that two.out of the three: themselves performed the-
operation overnight, for fear: iof breaking the. Sabbath ;'and: the third men-
tiomed, that wheén he was a studenty he wasfound fanlbwith for nos having a
close-shaven chim on Monday,+the inforende being, that ds hé had net sha.ved '
on $liat day; he probably:had done:so-od the one: mme&m«tely preeed.mg —
Yours sincerely, Cmrnnu

j AR IS BRSNS B IS MR RER Y LTI PO

b evnwdn e GT ?AGEJ{L
“ Tluugq have been -dome, within: eur memarics, by clargy,wmgiomm and
. Rolice,, i the- way: of. interfering with otlwrs, Iwhiak. thanks_to publw
mmm,muldpotbetolﬂrﬂte&mlv” TR RN I PR YRS VRT TS

In the west of Seotland, the ¢ustem of: pqmﬂmhtmg the stréets in quest
of Sabbath-breakers, seems to have continued to a later date than elsewhere -
in Seotland.! (See passigedicited in Oox's Subbath Lawe dnd Sabbath Duties,
P. 312, note.)) Thelate Rew. Dr::M Rarlane; of Renfraw; gave she'following:
evidénce as to this before Sir Andrew Agnew’s: Commitbee; (Question 8693): -
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-—“Itigan pld Socottish practice,” pays he, “‘which I have heard oféen

yby those.who Jived a, generajion before mg, and of which IThave also u‘d
nugh from the membars of my.own Church, when. L was a minister in one
of the suburbs of Glasgow. . Elders of our churches were, at the periad to
which I refer, accustomedto mlk the streets in towns, two and twoe in turns,
during the bours of divine servies, to.take motice of children or disorderly
persons strolling about, and to attempt, by moral sunsion, to induce them
to go to their houses, or.to. go to: ohumi; and if those means were inefficient;,
they were handed. over #o the civil magistrate, This practice continued till,
from an increase of popukation, an increase of vice, and a growing want of
support on the part of the magistrates, it was graduall given up; and I am
not aware‘at fns moment whethér any society of the description hew given
exists in Scotland; but I believe, from the accounts I have had, that the;
did continue to exist till within a dozen years ago. I ought to have add
that' this was not confined to the élders of the church, but that well-disposed
individuals associated w‘ith them, wok tum with them, a.nd cm‘n xhto
effect those ob;eals n i

—PAGE 15

“Our oum G'mezal Ammbly, as. Ia;e as 18,84-.-1 qu,ote ucond-lmd—m a
' ,Pastoral addressed to our churches, declared walking on Surday to be
‘an impious encroachment on one of the mahenable preroga,twea of tke

LPTd’&dq-y.”,‘ A ol . LR SEE SR B
Dr Hill writes to the G!asgorw '}I emld of 29th NovEmber that I am in error’
hefe, though t'he quotatmn he ‘hxmself gives from the’ Pastoral is, I submit,
proof that I am nght Here is the pa.ssage to wlnch I refen'ed,—Acta of the .
Qeneral desembly, p. 1164 2— i « . =0
>4 With deep concern we have leame& that in various' parts of the country
there has been, for'a number of yéars pasﬁ, a great increase’ of ‘whnecessary”
travelling on the Lord’s -day, bo fo:hg ses of business and amusement ;
that shops have been kiept.open. on ayfor thesale of provisions and
other articles of traffic; that multitudes, forgetfnlof thear mogt sac ‘;ed duties
and their immortal mterests have become accustomed fo wander in the
fields, to frequent scenes. of weereation, or to spend their time in not
and cirunkenness, and other immoralities. . Ag the Lord God hns ap)
priated the Sabbath to himgelf, it is an !mpmus encromhmnt on. His i en-
abl rerogatxve ta a-ttempt to conwert it either into-a day of business or a day
eness, and +-+ « Knowing: the tervors of the Lord, we would
persuade and nre the bardened, by;all: that:is bitter in ‘remorse, by alk
that is mtolerab e in an awakened and unpurified conscience, by all that is
fearful on the deathbed of impenitence, by all thab is scoxching in the frown:
of an unreoconciled Judge, by all that is repulaive in the fellowship of accursed

irits, by d]thatqufuﬂyagommgint o gnawing of the worm that
(Bl];eth not, and in the fire that is not quenched, to awakeit from the dream of

?u.lty insensibility, and baﬂee from the. wrath to .come to. the hope 8¢t be-
ore them. in the Goapel.” :
The above, it must be admi ives a sad ‘pwhure of the state of Seot-
land,—a state of things, be it rembmbeted, which (if it was actually as bad
as’here described) was produced in' this: country, notwithstanding the prevas °
lent! teaching as to Sabbath observance:: Byt may it not' be guestioned
whether any but bad results can follow.'front classing fogether ““wandering
in the fields” mth 4 speriding: tnma ;n nntand dtnnkanhen, and other im-
moralitiea?” . .; ivaois ' ST U s :
Thespeakmwho,ctook partagaimtme n ﬂn P&ubyh;-y apokérout s
generally ' againist ; this prokibition: of bredthing God’s air on God's: own
day, that, nothing need..be said .here’ on that. sibject now.: I add the
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words of one whose name is dear to all God’s eop}e gn Engla.nd and
Sdotland,—-charles Shneon,—-‘because they are wexghty, Tt qnly ‘on’ thig
head, but onotherstonchedupon inmy speachiy . 11 L. ldw

. “Ia habltlamaax sbmtu'mosb bwbinhy judgmeht)
a8 hefore. God, hink that many. relmgmns chuaabers—-mmsteufas well
others—are in error I think that many Judaise too mudh; snd thit they
would have joined the Pharisees in condemning our Lord on many dccasions!
But; I would have you remark this: I;donot rthm.k that théy err in acting up
to their own prineiples, (there; they ate. right) but that théy'err in makmg
their own standard a standand for all others, This is & prevailing evil amoug
religi ous 8. They will in effect argud $hue :—J do not wilk out on'a
Sab lqufore an artisan . may:not iwa}.k out into the fields for
an hour on that day.’ .They forget that the poor man is confined all the rest
of the week, which they are not: and-that they themselves: will wall h
thejr own garden when-the poor have no garden-to walk in.. Now:in thts T
do not think that they act: towards, ethers; as they, ina change 'of ciroum:
stanges, would think it right fon nftbcn to act towards :therh » "and ' if: your
brother will limit his refreshment to such 4 relaxation as is necessary for:
health, or materially conducive to ity I shall ag!melwnth him, and'shall rank:
thjs: amongst works of mecessity or. of chaxity./ Again, I. ain W
to. utter either anathemas or lamentations if Ministers of State
in a time of. presaure of public busihess, and in; h(gwt ‘way, avall \them-'
selves of an hour o, two for ,eonferenceiwith each ot] ‘that T do
not commend it; but I do not condenin it: . They ¢annot command eir own’
times. Public affairs may be full as ¥ressmg, and may.call for itrmedistd
conference, as much as an ox or an ass for deliverance from a pit into which

it has fallen; and I think that ld¥e 4o ohe’s dountry may justify a deviation
from a,ritual observance of the Sabbath,.as mich aa love: or l{lnty for a beast:
In fact; if the most ‘scrupulous will examine the f; rame, of their owm nﬂ.pds,
and'the real ‘spirituality of ‘their'own conversation for two or three
o}x: ao:dn;es part_of {:)he Sabbath, they will find ‘butlittle: 1:'1 ohit, ’fwlmﬁever
their osition be, to, cast a . ab, mpqm:, iith his. anulq or
at a me’;tei' of State with his c?;;on,e !?8& they may be,
but tHe others'who think and act'd i&ee are%i re orewrony. ”ﬂ
whoate, tind those who refused to ea lhea r P , Were both rng;t g
if they nobed ﬁoﬂhq!bd ‘a8 were é aflsb 12 ’o&‘rved and those whe,,
d;dr !no& obsérvie cdrtam #glgys Jewish'dispensation, werg,

mt nsider' the perfect Tulgs Jef i
a.lll ju for t‘henise e ‘b Qel’vance of such matters;
theatmn nob d ealg forbearing to s;t m indg: |
ment on the strong. ﬁe hé Euteé% and ‘,best dlscharge duf; ty'
of alll parties whet et §6 G’od or' ﬁian ¢ tp G4, Who has said wiﬁ have ,
mérsy and ot sicrifice)’ d' ‘to tga.n, who s}\pﬁl& be l)efi; 10 ’tand or fall t,
lnsown Mas‘:er -—W }i '

leu; ,ammyu. \§(1-~  dsd Blnoeda L
o )n H ",~ IIERIS Cfe s zeonh Bos Jdeinh Bt b bog :'l)m:;;m
geab o el ," 'l leBMDﬂf)”’ " adt b 9t ot ‘r
o ’ et LTS it
<O we et young children bmdise’ ?Izemqghqs u} qny ;pgylonﬁunfﬁy VB
D odd ,.,,y”{hﬂ?'—\ MEW&MMW\IMI‘ s b
(l‘l;giollovﬁng pusbigs is from 4 Qemdgfﬁy ‘D ’cﬁﬁ@era, j)teg.ched jul {;‘h.g“[
chmﬁhv}her%iﬁ&speé‘éhwas&éhvered ool el E 3T e e
¢ Certain it i thah the Sab snade, fowe mm of
great gloom b&é} d&%\: eacﬁbﬁmut‘ 7v-i§%:’;)0‘7m uk&?‘ Y
unctua.hty attac! edtoxt and when the weary formalist &:
tale and meapure of mﬁhm'mﬁoidlbhgwahbn i eit er

ipgelf, ini &
so?; \ﬁl ad, i3k the work iof ifilling up nviirfed botitine! o & sorely

mnnﬁenahqul&thmhawheﬂfﬁw teﬁcrétuﬂ:l ént’égtbf
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tha's of 1the, worshlp the one true Goﬂ, @:Mpﬁ nqu;- p.tentq(
he precepts for both of these are so o.the
chll ren of Israel exclusively: ‘I am the lm)uqht thee
alt have none

r a.nd )

outofthelandqug /pt, out.af the 0 eo
other gods but Me, ’y And again, g;? mother, that
#by, days may.be longmthe land ‘whic. ¢hq Lor yﬁa@gqe;hlﬂec "

- d oo “1.“4;[”.' . U /1JJIT!1|-

llt ',' : L'—-Pé'egigﬂi [ SN VO !

i “Mpzmmaﬁmedtoﬂu%Odwmmthxthd tempdral "

' So Join Selden’— Table-falk, p. 195, Teving's EAit; Bdin, 1854,
.t Why.should I think all the Fourth Gommandmtent, heongs to me, wben
all the Fifth does not?. Wha land will the Lerd give mdfor honouring my
fathﬂr? It was spoken to the Jews.with peference ‘toithe land of Canaan;
xﬂlﬂ mepning 15, if. I honoun my jparents, God will also bless me. We
ead the Commandments in the Chureh-servioe; s we: ‘do. David’s Psalms,

not that alk there concerns up; but a! gm&daal of themdoes.” .

f/ng "P"’ 'Doddndge—-Pnemndtoboyy, .41, 'p, 361,"Lécti 198, “Scholium 3

“Nevertheless we ' allow, that the pbservatwn of the Sa‘bbath is not to be
grged 38 of universal obli; ga?i;n,q:nqr qans Lﬁg o be found .in the

ewxs Decalogue. that its place. th e,o ly o . Jews ; since, in
grefape 0 those Ten Cor (ime l%e erange from Egypt is
urge ag a reason for o'bservmg them,, a’xjd, the )}‘ mma,n dment 18 en-
forced by promises peculiar to the Jews : ot to ‘g an the addition (Dent,
v. 15) which is probably to be consldered as the ‘words of Moses, not of God.
and a comment on the Fourth Commandm?nt, gather than a part of it.”

.+ Dn Whewellf-ﬂkmnk of  Moradity, B. 1Ik.;. ShimWh o
- “The Ten Corimandments are not'binding dfeti Christisnd beciuse they
are parts of the law of Moses, but’ bechuse they are part'of the moral law.
Thow shals ot steal; thow-shalé ot Zill> thon shalt“hot eommit adultery;
are precepts which do not derive their authotity fromi'an! #pecial command,
but from: the moral nsture God hus' given 'to man!' THlré are parts of ‘the
Tlen Commandments whith are: y 4rbitriry, orlotal, oF terhporary, and
;pply'otleg to the  anclent Jews.! Such’is tlié verson giveni in the fifth com- .
¢ thy days,i&e.; saeh is the commund of absolute abstinence from
hbou.r on the Sabbath'; sueh is'the selection of #he séventh day of the week
iw‘the rdsy ot md, 1f thubaeloohoﬁ in- reaﬁy mcluded in the command S

y

Pty [T .._Pnejm o J‘ Tt

“Ilw the, .Decaloguq, viewed in this aspeat, + v vy .o which 1 presume to
sy think has been Am(um byrbemg natled 40 kat’rmuﬁ’ .
thh has been sald of my" use pf “This’ exprqssxon 't i simply amazing
“40,me that my meaning could .have for.a moment been; misunderstood. by
#ny one. . I'have already quoted Baxter(who uses the same word, and in the
‘rety Bameé dense) in ‘the text, and ean add nothidy' to' his defencé against the
same’ Antmoml'uusm with Wlnch.I haveé been so qnspa;mgly charged, and
‘with whick Luther, for exactly the same. offence, (seq Appendix K;) was
‘charged before him. i.I may; howeter, quote the folidwing: fromr Archbishop
Whate!y, ‘who, ‘though I differ from Him o othér patts of the q'uestlon ably
,argues out this point, on which we are abone;—,. ., . .
T £ uentl: ‘a,n strongly,
of t ff: mmo%%w%h&cpﬁ, it;e; am g(?mptxoi of Chrlsh%ln{s
-from.its obligations, without ever limiting and ‘guslifying the asserfion,—

i withous even hinting af a distinetion. betwieen ond, port - which is abrogated,
‘and..another which vemping in. Ball foron,: K abmotberanid: that he had i
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Hly riind ‘tﬁ'&‘ﬂéﬁeﬁﬂmﬁ@i Vwalotie, atid was altuditig merely to the dbolition
of ‘that' for in'‘the verfy &agsage‘s in_qitestion, he makes such allasions te
3in, ‘as.'evidently 'shew’ that he had “the moral law'in his mind; as, for
jhigtance, where he says; ¢The law wag added because of transgressions :"—
“by the law was the knowledgé of 'sin ' with many other such expressions,
And it is remarkable, that éven' when he séems t6 féél Limself pressed with
the mischievous practical consequences which either had been, or he is
sensible might be, drawn from hik' doctrittes, he never attempts to t}ﬂmrd
against these: by Emiting his briginal assertion’; Z:iy declaring that though
part of the law wag at.an end, still, part continued to be binding; but_ he
always intulcatés the necessity of ‘moral conduct on some different ground :
Pol/instance; . ¢ What shdll we: say,: then? “8hall we continue in sin that
gm'r may sbound?: God forbid " ' Hé does hot then add, that a part of the
flossic Jaw remaini infores ; but urges thib cehsideration,  How shall we,
who are dead to sin, live imy longer therein? Khow ye not, that so many
of us'As- were! baptized -inte Jemus Ohrist, were baptized into His'death?
Therefore we sﬁ : bmf;éd v:;ihthnal&ui)by til::pﬁm ifnt&;l ‘d%:ttli; that Mke 1k
ist was raised, up frem. the de; of -the er,. even §0We
Slgczi should ‘walk inpnewnéss of eife.’ y .. SIOIX Knowing this, that our old
man is crucified with Him, that the bo%x of ai miﬁht destroyed, that
hbéw‘efbﬁh’w‘e“d 'ndt sefve ‘. Ani % - SHall'we sin becddse we
‘aré not under the law, but under grace? -God'torbid! Know ye not fhdt
o whom ye yield yourselves servants to obey, his' servants ye are to whomn
Ye'obey'? "whether of i nnto’ death, ‘or of obedience unto righteousness.’
G S VPeing then' inade 'fred” frdm' min, ye became' the servants ‘of
righfeousness.” ' And such also'is his toné in every passage relating to the
samb subject, 7 TS R R
¢“Now, let us but adopt the obvious interpretation of the Apostle’s words,
and admit the entire abrogatioh, dccording to him, of the Mogaic law ;' ¢on-
sluding. that it. was originally designed for the Iaraelites alome, and that its
domimion over them cessed when the: Gospel-system was espablished: and
we shall find that this conceasion does not go a step towards introducing the
Antinpmian conclugion, that:moral conduct: is. net required .of -Christiana.
For it is evident that the natural distinctions of right and wrong, which
mnsciﬂ}"%ﬁ:g‘]t? out, must remain where they were. -These: distinctions,
. mot having been introduced by the Mosaic law, cannet, it is evident, be over-
Athrown by its removal; any more than the destruction of the: Temple ab
Jerysalem implied the destruction of the Mount Zion whereon it was built.
The' Apestle: indeed: speak, in some passages, of the law as having been
a guide and instructor in matters of morality; as where he says, ‘I had not
known sin but by the law;’ bat: that this must not be understood, in the
fullest extent, as imglying that no moral obligation could exist, or could he
“understood, independent of the Mosaic revelation, is evident, not only from
the nature of the case, but from his ewn remarks in the same epistle, relative
_to ‘the Gentiles, which have not the law,’ being capable of *doing by najure
“the things contained in the law . . . . their conscience also bearing witness,
‘and thelr' thoughts accusing ot else ‘excusing one another;’ and of the
+fknowing’ {in. cases. where .they. committed ‘sin) .¢ that.they who do such
bhings are worthy of death.!, To say, thenefore, that no part of the Jewish
Jaw 15 binding on Christians, is very. far from leaving them at liberty to
"disregard all moral duties.” For, in fact, tilQ very definition of a moral (ﬁty,
“émplied its umiversal obligation independent 'of all enactment. - The precepts
(respecting sacrifices, for instance, Iq:dfothen ceremonijal observances, we.cail
Positive ordinances ; . meg ﬂia . the things in guestion begome .dutips
ecause they were commanded .—the ‘comm: nt to love one’s neighbour
as oneself, on the contrary, we 'cill'a moral preceEﬁ,' on the very ground that
Ahie was ‘a thing emmmanded -becausé it was right.  And it ig'evident, that
~what was right or wrong in itsélf before the law existed, must vemain such
after it is abrogated. ! Befohe the commandménts' to do no ‘murder, and to
honour one’s parents, had been delivéred from -Mount Sinai, Cain was cuised
-for killinig. his brother, ‘atid:Hain for dishonouring kis father ;- which crimes,
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people’s hardviess of heart,) took their rise fromMogef:; a0\ was.it: propes thab
gﬁege, things should;’ a.ccon;ing to the coumsel: df : the Fathen, caine to an. énd
in Him, ‘the Son of God, Jesus Christ—Iby p 2281 ;. i -l o . ..,
 Frenceus.—** Abraham, without ¢ircumoision,, and: without observance of
Sabbath, believed inGod, and it was ‘couhted: s, him for righteousness;
and he wad called thé friend 6f Godi¥-+COontra -Heeres, IV 16, . . - ..
© Pertullion.—**Since God ordained that'Adam should .bé peither cirqum-
eised nor an observer of the 8abbath, sa he commanded Adam’s son, Ahel;
7Hen' offering sacrifices to Him, though: Abeél was uncincumeiged, and not an
observer of the Sabbath ;” and then he;goes on to-shew that neither Noah,
Enoch, Melchizedek, Lot, nor Abraham, kept the Sabbath, and yet were
approved of by God.-~Contra Jdw®os, Rigault's edit., Paris, 1675, p. 185.
Eusebius.—*‘ As the name Christian'is intennded té indicate this very idea;
that a man, by the knowledge and doctrine of Christ, *is distinguished by
modesty and justice, by patierrce and a'virtious fortitude, and by a profession
of piety towards the one and ‘only tfué and supremeGod, all this was no less
studiously cultivated by them (the patriarchs, from Adam to Abraham) than
by us.” They did not, therefore, regard circumeision, nor observe the Sab:
bath; nor do we ; neither do we abstain from certain foods, nor regard other
injunctions which Moses subsequently delivered to be observéd in types and
gymbols, because such things as these do'not belong to Christians.”—Z&celes;
1543., Cruse’s transl., p. 46. "~ - Lo e pet S bl
Archbishop Branhall.—** We find (from Adam to Moses) oblations, and
priests, and sacrifices, and choirs, and oratories, and prayers, and thanks-
givings, and vows, and whatsoever nataral religion doth dictate abont the
service of God ; but we find not an instance of the execution of this suppoged
law of the seventh-day Sabbath.”—On the Sabbath apd Lord's-day, p. 20. .
John Bunyan.—‘ Question II.—Whether the seventh-day Sabbath, as to
man’s keeping of it holy, was ever made known to, or imposed by a positive
precept upon him until the time of Moses? . . .’ Ad to the imposing of
a seventllx)-oday Sabbath upon men from Adam to Moses, of that we find
nothing in Holy Writ, either £ tecept ot example. . . . The seventh
day, therefore, was not from Paradise, nor from nabure; nor from the Fathers,
but from the wilderness and from Sinai.”’—Questions about the Nature and
Perpetuity of the seventh-day Sabbath, and proof thar the first day of the week
ié 1:116 true Christian Sabbath.—Works, edited by Offer, vol. ii., pp. 363-5.
Glasgow, 1853. o B : Tt
_ John Milton.—* With regard to the Sabbath, it-is cdéar that God hallowed
it to himself, and dedicated it to rest, in‘remetnbraneé of the conswmmation
‘of His work, (Gen ii. 2, 3; Exod. xxxi. 17.) Whethér its institution was.ever
made known to Adam, or 'whether any comymandment relative to its obser-
vance was given previous to the delivery of the law on Mount Sinai, muoh
less whether any such was given before the fall of man, cannot be asoertained,
Scripture being silent on the subjéct. “The most able supposition is, that
Moses, who seems to have written the book of Genesis much later than the
promulgation of the law, inserted this sentence from' the Fourth Command-
ment, into what appeared a suitable glace for it; where an opportunity was
afforded for remind?mg the Israelites, by a natural and easy transition, of the
reason assigned by God, many ages after’ the event itself, for His command
-with regard to the observance of the Sabbath by the covenanted people.”—
. T'reatise on Christian Doctrine, Book I, ch, 10, S Co
' Archdeacon Paley.~—*In my opinion the transadtion i the 'wildernesk,
above recited, (Bxod. xvi.), was the first actual institution of the Sabbath.
For if the Sabbath had been instituted at the-time-of'the -ereation, as the
words in Cenesis may seem at first sigh't ‘to- import; ahd if it had besn
observed all along from that time to the departare of the Jews'out off‘%gt,
a period of about two thousand five hundred years; ‘it a unaceo le
. that no mentjon of if, no occasion of even the obsctirest allusion to it, should
“ogcur, either in the general history of the world before the call-of Abraham,
which eontaing, we admit, only a'few memoits ' of ity early ages, and those
extremely-abridged ; ‘or, which 18 more'to be wonderéd'at; in thatef the livis
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Thus John Milton.—*¢ The injunction /respecting the celebration of the
Sabbath in the wilderness, (Exod. xvi.,) a short time previous to the delive
of the law, namely, that no.one should go out to gather manna on the sevena:
morning, because God had said that he would not rain it from heaven on that
day, seems ratherto have been intended as a prepa.rat‘orly notice, the ground-
work, as it were; of a Jaw for the Israelites, to be delivered shortly after-
wards in a clearer manner; they having been preyiously ignorant of the
mode of observing the Sabbath, Compare ver. 5 with ver. 22-30. For the
rulers of the congregation, who ought to have been better acquainted than
the rest with the commandment of the Sabbath, if any such institution then
existed, wondered why the people gathered twice as much on the sixth day,
and appealed to Moses; who, then, as if announcing something new, pro-
clai to them that the morrqw: would be the Sabbath. After which, as if
he had already related in what manner the Sabbath was for the first time
obgerved, he proceeds, ver. 30; ‘sp the people rested on the séventh day.’
That the Israelites had not 80 much as heard of the Sabbat?: before this
time, seems to be confirmed by, several passages of the prophets. (Ezek. xx.
10-12;) ‘X -caused them to go forth out of the land of Egypt, and brought
them into the wilderness; and I gave them my statutes, and shewed them
.my judgments.. .: ..., Morgaver algo I gave them my Sabbaths .to be a sign
between me and them, that they, might know that I, am Jehovah that sanc-
-3ify them.” (Neb. ix. 13, 14;), ‘ thou camest down also upon Mount Sinai . .
and gavest them right judgments ... , and madest l?x‘xowh unto them thy
holy Sabbath, and commandedst them precepts, statutes, 4nd laws, by the

-hand.of Moses thy:servant.’ " Treatise gn Christian Doctrine, 1., chap. 10,
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de Pamiille et Be Owé; Paris; 1850, where the advaritages'of the predise pro-

portion of six days of work to ong of rest-are pointed out;” T hgte not geen’
this work, which was referred to by M., Chasteris, but the value,of such,
ategtiniomyzis.gmt.x: A e
P , ‘{rLPAGﬁ 435.”;.; ;”,;( A'Zf 2 '«.i", .‘1,./'“:1,
_The following quotations  are inten "shew the, views held by the

intended to'
early Reformers and other Protestani/divines. . Tt will be-observed that some
of these writérs gofar beyond my views:— - oo o 0 Dot
Luther.—* God set apart the seventh day, and appointed it to be observeda
and commanded that it should be consic'{ered o‘xl)y above all ‘others; and "
this command, as far as the oufward observance is concertied, was given to'
the Jews alone, that they should abstain from hard labour, and rest, in order
that both man and beast might be refreshed, and not be worn out by constant..
work. Therefore this commandment, literally understood, does not apply to
us Christians; for it is entirely outward, like other ordinances of the Old
Testament, bound to modes, and persons, and times and customs; all of
which are now left free by Christ. "' But in order that the simple may obtain '
a Christiani viéw of that which God requires of us in this commandment,
observe that we keep a festival, not for the sake of intelliggnt and advarnced.
Christiang, for thiese havé no neéd of it; but first for the sake of the body, -
because Nature teaches that the working-classes, servants and maids, wg'q '
have spent the whole week in their work and occupatipn, absclutely require
a day in EV ich’ they can leave. off work, and rest and refresh themselve',s;( )
and, chiefly, in order that men may, on such a day of rest, have time and '
opportunity, such as they ¢ould not otherwise have, to attend to the worship~
of God, that so they may come in crowds, jo hear the word of God and
practise it, to praise God, and sing, and pray. But this is not bound to'any
particular time, as with the Jews, so that 1t'must be this day or that; for-
no day is ip itself beter than any other, but it qught to.be performed daily;
only, because this would be impossible to the mass of the peo({)le, we must
at’ least devote one day to this purpoge. - And because Sunday has ‘been
appointed from the earliest times, ‘we ought’to lkeep té'this drrangement
that dll things may be done in harmony and order, ard no confusion be catised:
by untfiecessary novelties.”—Luthér’s Largér Odtechisn.—Mattin's trans-
lation of Hengstenberg On the Lord's-day; p.62:" - « - v« o v o e
And again—*‘ As for the Sabbath or Sunday, there is no necessity for its:
observance ; and if we do'so, the réason ought to be, not because Moses com~ °
manded it, but because Nature likewise teaches us to give ourselves, from time.
to time, a day’s rest, in order that man and beast may recruit their strength,
and that we may go and hear the ' Word of God preached.”— Werke, 11, 16+
illslzged in Hazlitt’s translation of Michelet's Life of Lutker, p. 271. ‘Lond., -
Calvin.—Commenting on Galatiins iv. 10, ‘“Yeobserve days, and months, -
and jears,” he remirks, ‘“When certain days are represented as holy in
themselves, When one dayis distinguished from another on feligious grounds, -
when holy days are reckoned ‘a part of divine worship, then days ‘are im--
properly observed. The Jewish Sabbath, new moons, and other festivals,
were- e'arnés’tl%egsed b{y the false apostles, ‘becduse they had been a.gpointed :
by the law. en We;'in the present age, make a distinction of days, we:
do not represent them ag necessary, and thus lay a snare for the conscience ;:
we' do not reckion one day to be more holy than’ another; we do not make.
ddys to be the same thing with relgion and the worship of God;' but merely
attend to the preservation of order'and harmony. The obsetvince of days
among us is a frée service, and vioid of dll superstition.” Andagain--‘‘TIé.
was not, however, wti({;honta reason that the éarly Cliristians substituted
what we call the Lord’s-day for the Sabbath, - The resutrection of our Lord
being the end and accomplishment of that tiue rest which ‘the antient.
Sabbath typified, this day, by which types were abolished, sérves'to warn.
Christians against adhering to a shadowy ceremony. I do-fiét.eling so to'the:
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- John Knox.—** We confess and acknoswledge, thatGrad,las given to nisan lighely
lafw in which not only are-forbidden all such, svorks which, pffend. ang: displeass his
God.ly Majesty, but also are eonvmanded. all such, as, pleage hiim, and as hip hath

romised td.reward. And these wdrks beiof two.soris ;. ithe one are done to_ the
gdmm' of Gdd, the other to-the profit of onr. meighbours,:and both hava. the res
vealed will of Gdd for their assurance.. .To-hayeone Gods; Ao, worship.and honoux
hime § -to pall upon him /in, all; owr troubdles . to revergnce. hid holy, name ; 4o hear
hisi Werd 5 to elieve the same ; to communicate with: his .holy;suoromente j—are
thei wmaks of the. First Table” To hononr father, .mother; pu rulers, and
superior powers ; to love them ; to support them, Yea,ito. obey their charges (nof
repugning to the commandment of Gody; bosave the lives of ianocents ; bo Tepress
tyranny ; to deferd the appressed ; to keep: oubadles iclean: and. holry.; to. live in
sdbrioty'and temmmm ; -to deal justly with all. men, both. in, word and in deed ;
and finally, to repress all appetite of our neighbour’s hatt ;—ara.the jgood works af
the Second Table, which ate most pleasing and.: aceeptable nnte; God, ps-those
works that are commanded by himseld."— Finst Confassion of Kaath of the Churoh
of Scotland, A:D. 1560, :chap. i 16.—Knox’si |Wonks, ii., p,;107. : (Edin.; 1848.) . §
quote this for the remarkable omission jqf any ngbealing/oa the. Faurth Gomy
mandmmt, except the duty of hearing:the word and communicating, ., 0

- Giothes, $645:— Referring 'to Busdbius for proof; tht Omllstanﬁue Besidet stUsh
hdig:gﬂlul&bﬁr ont Sinday; enacted that the' ‘zgdd’ ishould! not e"hrotxg‘ht’ ‘before
thié tribunals o8 Baturday, which-wab'long obsetvdd by the: p)iniitiva COhristiars for
religions meétings” He adds, thati this’ e réfutes 'those Who tHink that the Bord’s:
day was subsfituted for the Sabbuﬂi-—-a thing howhers méntionsd eithér by Christ
or his ‘apostles. -And the “Apostle, when' he' gdys tha¥ Christians ate’ not fo be
judged in respect’ of Sabbsths ot New Moons (Ool. ii. 16,)'shews them tb be/frek
from the law of festing frorn labdm" whioh freedom: would b ‘hone at sl if the law
ren;a?n’e& in fotce, with”nierely & change of tiie dﬁ)*';'h—OpUm’ f;t’mﬂz ms; von/;
P (TS [HE RN an vy AR T
N
my. Taglor,—*The pnmxtivq ch kcpt %)t];(the ganbith’ an@ ihe L ‘%{
(’lqy tﬂl the txme of the . odxcean oum;l -3bont three, hundred’ years a
Christ’s nativity, and aJmost.in ev ng my deffg 9 ‘ﬂél and, | prefore,
vot esteem the, Lard’s-day. to, be. sul é;tltutetl An the, pla he,ab tel‘ated
; but 8 feast celobrated by great reason and per) f,ua[ cansent, mthout pre-
cep’s or ngcessary Divine . 1mncuW., Bﬁ:s the liberfy of ,the Chumk was great,
\md t e.nwekves disobliged from that,mlct.and c swy, Test

ﬁlabmtw Fites: oqu $hey | weexesla g'* mda}ac qu
i B

m

l,c was qne

or 9 on, a ]
&?{g kL:;; :of toxf& ﬁ;;’*he f&&%:d:%a x:oux ing’ ofl ﬂyﬁ{‘ the ﬁfea“hg %E\p%
2}

father Jac ob,” osus, i , 10. Andng Jewx
M; g %ghe Cf;’nstmn liberty, like the. sun a’l

g dispérsion of
aﬂ &ppearqg in. its fall splendour: an l;lp ngl ox, of days censed, z
tgholy hq.n anpthez: lsputes in'hig Epistle to 9
xv. and from him Bt e.v;om,e w ww Looum. ;). and v(hei
g reprovcd the Car ians for goxpi to, law, ¢ nubelievers, whq epg
gir court-days vmnmqﬁrs; Jweers qmo n9t have °"‘£}f"'d 0 rm
pme them. by, so, e\ve a‘;cu;c stqmif,ba, gmofamn
day,in cgse i, ep p, g day, eif v; qg osto ;nstxtq;
tim for When, »fterwqrds x; grew into an ecpls and eifher by law o
fom ras ghearied fogatha o deyis 3* ﬂl O’Bt’&"'«! in (cpud. uiseb.y
made & favourablé ednct, t at thq t&? néf pléaded on' those twa
festivals. Of which I only make use to this purpose, tha an’long the Gentiles
these1wend lawidays ;:anik therpforsotherCorinthians shast-needs\have. been-qpro-
fhmers bf-thst- fwy by thedr law saifs;:ahd thevafore:have: beem, iupon.that accaumts
Qbnoziows: to e cktomal ¢6d;{if thal dry hed rihem, fn. purmsmof;@\\thonkm
buhuueméd tobn mabm,an jich. 2 Balef, 564005 - v o

I SRR 47 it {ai’ai aiir
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e ange!
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Church was with Moses, and heé’ wﬂ;

it Binal th ﬁié wilderhe;

Now dd whe wxmoval,mdiconolnda mtimmpnopb‘unded sh\\ﬂna@ﬂvﬁnth-day
Sabbath enjoined::! Put :in: that!law, 43 ﬂu&

alreadly ougof <déors)—we find a:saventhiday; that seve hM onmvg

-on whicly God rested fromy:all. Hiig warks, enjaihedic W liatiis! 14t en‘f Why the

‘wholarmigistzation:as wﬂﬂmnnﬂmgmmm atsinen being rembved; ‘the AKenthn
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‘nieither able, npr atterpt to substitute any other in ts place.””—Mordl Philosophj,
ehap. 6. And again—*The conclusion from the whole inquiry (for it is our
business to folow the arguments to whatever probability they conduct us), is this:
‘The assembling upon the first dz\‘{;of ' tbie week for th o}j_ulfpose'of public worship
and religlons instruction, is g law of' Christianity, of Divine appointment ; the
#esting on that day from our employments lcm%'ar an we are de&ined from them
by ‘attendance wupon these assemblies, is,’ o Christians, an ordihance’ of human
institution-binding, nevertheless, upon the coniscience of every individtal of
a country in which-a weekly Sabbath, is e,stablj;he?, dor the sake of. the beneficial
purposes,which the public and regular observance of it pramotes, and recommended
perhaps, in some degree, to.the Diving approbstion, by the resemblance it bears
1o what God was pleased to make a solemn part.of, the law.which He delivered to
_(;1111e people of Israel, and by its subserviency; to mauy of the same. uses,”—Jb,,
Chap. vaL. ... o TR P TSI TICE I AN TLF Pt ENDRPINDNIEIE IR RPN 3
- Dr. Gleorge Cank, Professor_of Moral Philosophy at:8t.: Andrews, speaking-of
the author -of the Homily. De Lempore; attributed by some to Bt Augustine,
says:— ‘It is: evident that the object of this distirigwished. theologian was to
‘rest the Lord's- upon. &' positive Divine appeintment; he endeavours to shew
that this may be ed from the events which Seripture records as having taken
place upon it ;. but not trusting altogether to such an inference, he introduces the
doctors of the Church as hwvu;ﬁldeoidcd‘ that the only ohange made by the Chris-
tian dis tion upon the Fourth Commandmeént was to transfer the rest which it
enjoins from the seventh day of the ‘week to the first, /. Assuming this, he imme-
diately holds it forth, or considers.it as a matter of Divitie’ appointment, that thie
Lord's-day ‘was-to he observed in all respects as the Jewish Sabbath had ‘been.
‘Chis is certainly proceeding much further ‘thdn.the New Testament seems to war-
rant; or even, ifwe may judge from their works, than'is warranted by the earliest
‘writers. of the Church : and it is difficalt %o conceiva, that when thé apostles vank
the Sabbath as amongst the Jewish rites abolished by Christianity, they should not
‘have given even the most distant intimation, that all which they meant by this
assertion was, that, on acdount of the resurrection of Christ, God was to be wot-
shipped on the first day of the week instead of the seventh.”—Gensral-and His-
tortcal View of Christianity, ii., 801. And again—¢*The amount of this' whole
‘disquisition is, that the observanée of thé first day of -thé wéck, as a4 day of wor-
ship, is.founded upon the law of naturs, conjoined with the fact, that it is plain,
from Seripture, that -this partioular day was, set aB:.rb' for that purpose by the
apostles, and -that in so far:it may be considered of Divine appointment ; but that
it'is met enforced, as- was. tha Jewish Sabbath, to which, in primitive times, it
‘was uniformly. set in opposition ; and that it is left very maueh to the discretion of
.particular Churches, or to the consciences of individuals, to° determine how large
a portion of the'day should be deveted to religious-services, and in what manner
the remainder of it is to be -occupied.”—1b., p.810. ... - . - ¢

Dr. Arnold.—*T believe that it is gonerally agreed amongst; Christians, that the
Jewish Law, so far as it was Jewish and not moral, is at an end ; and it is assum-
ing the whole point at issue to assume that the Ten Commandments are all moral.
If that Were so, it seems to me quite certain that the Sabbath would have been
kept on its own proper day; for if the Commandments were still binding, I do
not see where would be the power to make any alteration in its enactments, But
it is also true, no doubt, that the Lord's-day was kept from time immemorial in the
Church as a day of festival; and, connected with the notion of festival, the zbsti-
nence from. worldly business maturaily followed. A weekl{ religious festival, in
which worldly business was suspended, bore such a resemblance to the Sabbath,
that the analogy of the Jewish -was often urged-as a reason for its observance;
but asit was not considered to be the Babbath, ‘but only a day in some respects
like it, so the manner of its observance varied from time to time, and was made
more or less strict on grounds of.religions-expediesicy, without reference, in either
oase, to the suthority of the Fourth Commandment. . - ... And the clear lan-
guage of this Statute, (5 and ‘6 Edward VI., eap. 3,) together with the tofal
omission of the .duty of keeping the Sabbath in the.Catechism, although it pro-
fesses to collect our duty towards God from the four first commandments,
proves to. my mind, that in usini:;he Fourth Commandment in the Church service,
the Reformers meant it to be understood as 4n énforcing to us simply the duty of
worshipping God, and devoting some partion of time to His honour; the particular

ortion 8o devoted, and the manner of observing it, being points to be fixed by the
hurch. Itis on these grounds that I should prefer tly diminishing public
travelling on the Sunday to stopping it altogether ; as this seems to me to corres-
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pond. bettar with-the Christian .observayce of the Lord’s-day, which, while most
properly making rest from, ordinary. occupation the geheral rule, yet does not
Tegard 1t as a thing of absolute necessity, but to be waived on weighty grounda.
And syrely many very, weighty reasons for occasionally moving from place to place
on a Sunday are ocenxzing constantly, But if the only alternative be belween
stopping the trains on our railwnfys altogether, or having them gorfrei{uently, as
on other days, I cannot hesitate for an instant wlaich side to take, and I will send
you my. proxy without s moment’s hesitation.”—Life, vol. ii., p. 207-9. -

" :Dr. Alford, Dean of ‘Canterbiiry, and author of the Greek Testament, with a
Critical and Exegetiad;Cb#mmgz , who adopts the same view with Dr. Hook,
4n commenting on Romans xiv. 5, writes thus:*—*“It is hn interesting question,
what indication is hf_re’ found 'of the observance or non-observance of a day of obli-
gation in the apostolic timés.” The Apostle decidesnothing ; leaving everyman’s own
mind to guide him in the point. He classes the observance or non-observance of
sparticular days with Ahe eating or abstafiing fridn partienlar ineats.” In both cases
m is congerned with things’ which: he evidently treats as of absolute tndifference in
themselves. Now: the guestion is, spposing the Divine obligation -of dne -day in
seven 1o have besn racognized: by him-én. ehy form, could he have thus spoken?
The obvions inference from his strain of arguing is, that he kxew of na such. cbhiga-
Zdon, but believed all times and days to be, to the Christian strong in faith, ALIKE,
X.dg not ses how the passagd can be otherwise anderstood: If any one day in' the
wesk, were invested with the sacred chiaracter of the Skbbath, it would: have heen
awholly émpossible for the Apostle to: commend or: uphold the man who judged all
deys. werthy of equal honour, who, as in verse 6, paid no regard to the (any) day.
He must have vistted bim with his strongest disapprobation, as violating a com-
mand of God.: . I.thergfore Anfer, that Sabbatical obligation to keep any day,
whether severth.or firét; was not recognized i apostolic timess. - It-must be carefuily
remembered, that this inference does not doncern the question of the dbservance of
the Lond's-day as an.sustitwiton of the Christian Chwch, analogens fo the aucient
Sabhath, bindingien us from. considerations of humanily and religious expediency,
and by the mules of that branch of the Church in which Providencd has placed us,
but not in any way inheriting the divinely-sppointed obligation of the other, or
the'striet prohibitions bm}nc‘h its sanetity' was defended. The reply commonly
farnished to these considerations, viz., that the Apostle was. speaking here ‘only of
Jewish festiyals, and therefere cannot refer to Christian omes; is a quibble of the
poorest kind ; its assertprs themselves distinctly maintaining the bligation of one
wuch Jewish festival on.Christians, What I maintain is, that had the Apostle
Dbeliaved as they do, he could not by any possibility have written thus. -Besides,
4in the face of masav nudépar [‘ every day’} the assertion is altogether unfounded.”
And again, commenting on Colossians i, 16, 17, he writes :—‘* We may observe,
that if the ordinance of :the Sabbath had been; #n any form, of lasting obligation
on the Christian Church, it would have bgen ‘quite impossible for the Apostle to
have spoken thus, The fact of an obligatory rest of one day, whether the seventh
or the first, would havé beer ditectly in the teeth of his asserfion here : the hold-
4ng-of such would have been still to retain the shadow, while we possess the
substance. And no answetr can be givven to this by the transparent special
‘pleading, that he was speaking only of that which was Jewrsk in such observance:
thglwhole argument being 'general, and ‘the axiom of verse 17 universally appli-
ca e‘” N . H . N 3 kK] . Lt PAR A

Vo o i . D e T [
--.Dr. John Eadie, Professor of Biblical Literature, United Presbyterian Church,
Glasgow.—In his Commentary on the Calosstans, he remarks on chapter ii., verse
16 ;¢ ‘ Let no man therefore judge you' . - - . in the particular of Sabbath
days.” Some, indeed, such asi Neumann, suppose the allusion to be to the grand
Sabbatic periods of 'the s¢venth day, the seventh'year, and the fiftieth year. But
there is no. warrant or neeessity for such a reference here, tho'ugh the Apostle says,
to the Galatians, ¢ Ye observe days and months, and times and years,’ (Rom. xiv.
§.6.) The term odBBaror often oceurs in a plural form in the New Testament, as
‘if, as Winer supposes, the Syro-Chaldaic form hdd been transferred into the Greek
tongue. Matt. xii; 1; Luke iv. I6; Aets xiii.’14; xvi. 13.  Allusions to these
feasts, collectively, will be found in 1 Chron. xxiii. 31 2 Chroh. ii. 4§ xxxi. 8.
The observatices of the Jewisk rubric, whether in its oviginal form or-with the
‘multiplied and ascetic additions which it presentéd in those days, laid believers no
longer under obligation.. They belonged to an obsolete systeni, which had ‘de-
cayed and waxed lg:i.' Christianity inculeated no such' periodical holidays. For
it did pet bid men‘meet thrice a-year to feast themselves, but each day to ‘eat
their bread with gladness and singleness of heart’ It did not snmmon them to
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any tumultuous demonstration with ¢ trumpets at new moon,’ since every division-
of the month was a testimony of Divine goodness, and the whole kalendar was .
marked by Divine benefactions—every day alike a season of ﬂ]l)rayer and joy. Nor-
were they to hallow the ¢sabbaths,’ for these had served their purpose, and the
Lord’s-day was now to be a season of loftier joy, as it commemorates a more august
event than either the creation of the universe or the exodus from Egypt. Ever

eriod is sanctified—‘day unto day uttereth speech, and night unto night teachet

nowledge.” Sensations of spiritual joy are not to be restricted to holy days, for-
they thrill the spirit every moment, and need not wait for expression till there be
a solemn gathering, for every instant awakes to the claims and the raptures of reli-
gion. The new religion is too free and exuberant to be trained down to ‘times
and seasons,’ like its tame and rudimental predecessor. Its feast is daily, for:
every day is holy ; its moon never wanes, and 1ts serene tranquillity is an unbroken
Sabbath. The Jewish Sabbath was ke(Yt, however, by the early Christians along
with their own Lord’s-day for a considerable period ; till, at length, in 364, A.p.,
the Council of Laodicea condemned the practice as Judaizing.”

Lnoking back on the various opinions expressed in the passaies cited above and
in the previous articles of this Appendix, may not one’s thoughts find a fitting ex-
pression in the words of Dr. Watts, who, while he himself adhered to what it is
now the fashion to call the orthodox opinion on this much debated question, yet thus.
wrote (The Holiness of Times, Places, and People under the Jewish and Christian
Dispensations considered and compared— Works, ii., 501, l.ond., 1810) :—‘‘ Since all
Jewish festivals, New Moons, a.nc{) Sabbaths, are abolished by St. Paul’s authority,
in such express and unlimited language as may lead many sincere Christians to be-
lieve that all manner of distinction of days whatsoever, whether Jewish or Patri-
archal, is finished ; since the religious observation of days, in the 14th chapter to
the Romans, in general, is represented as a matter of doubtful disputation ; since-
the observation of the Lord’s-day is not built upon any express and plain institu-
tion by Christ or His Apostles in the New Testament, but rather on examples
and probable inferences, and on the reasons and relations of things, I can never
pronounce anything hard or severe upon any fellow-Christian who maintains real
picty in heart and life, though his opinion may be very different from mine on this-
subject. Nor does any man, who is humbly and sincerely studious of truth and
duty, and desirous to find it, deserve any reproach or censure upon the account of
different opinions about meats and days; unless he assume such haughty airs of
assurance as arise far beyond all his evidence and proof, or indulge a persecuting
spirit, and reproach his brethren who differ from him.”—Pp. 69, 70.

U.—Pace 36.

““ But this leads me to consider a little further what has been said by preceding:
speakers regarding the Lord’s-day being the old Sabbath revived.”

This point has been already illustrated in this Appendix. The following letter
furnishes a striking illustration of the view that I have maintained :—

‘““DEAR DR. MACLEOD, ¢ 86 Bath Street, 22d Nov., 1865.

““T agree with you that it is hardly possible to bring forward anything new
on the Sabbath question ; but there is one argument of great force, which, though
not new, is much less known than it deserves to be. In all the Romance lan-
guages the word for Sunday means the Lord’s-day—thus: Italian, Domenica ;
Spanish, Domingo ; Provengal, Dimenge ; French, Dimanche. On the other
hand, the words for Saturday, in the same languages, are all derived from Sab-
bath—as: Italian, Sabalo ; Spanish, Sabado; Provengal, Dissapte. Even the
French Samedi, though more corrupted, is from the same root, being derived from
Sabbati dies, as the Provengal form from dies Sabbaii. (See Diez, Etymolog-
tsches Worterbuch, sub voce Samedi.) The same phenomenon meets us in mo-
dern Greek still more decisively, as the ancient words Kuvpiaxf (Rev. i. 10) and
XdBBaroy are still retained. When we consider the extraordinary persistence of
words of this class—our own forms are of pre-Christian origin—this almost
amounts to a proof that, in the opinion of the early Latin and Greek speaking
Christians, the rd’s-da{ wag not the Sabbath; and that the modern theory of
a transference of the Sabbath from the seventh day to the first, for which na
tittle of evidence has ever been produced, is a mere baseless fiction.—I am, yours.
truly, JoBK D. CAMPBELL.”
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“fhe. only: reason why Ispeak at all of the Semonal Clmrch récently opened 'by
me, is, that from some’ ‘experiénce it 'ippeats ‘calculated to meet the wants of the,
working-classed in lai'ge citl,es, A t‘ew bnef statements regarding some of its-more:
leading objects :may-afford hints. andsave: i4rouble to other labourers in the saie
field, and who Tong with mie to make fhe Lord's-day s delight to those Who have
nét known the ’Lord. "he'church i is seated for 900 ; its -cost, with site, has beer:
about £3,000. ﬁpmrds of two thousand of .the woﬂ(mg-olassed subscribed for
the church. A free site was:giten by M». Stirling Crawfurd. Friénds subscribed’
for ‘“ornament,” as d.lstmc@ from their subscnpmns for, building, to. enable. me
to. add te jts beauty by stmned~glaas ‘windows; &e. One friend’ (Mrs, Blax:k
has herself added'a memorial ‘window, ‘exectited at” Dresden,—the objéct of
stch ornament being to {reat the working- cl;a,sses mth respect, by mkmg the
useful beautiful alsq, in their House of Prayer., -, - -

Among cur rulés f6r wotking the church are’ the following‘

18 I'g 1s sttperintetided by & Licéntiate of ‘the ‘Church, but who 15 not ordained.
His minimum splary, is, £100, , Heis q.ppomted, or removed by the kirk-sassion. :

2. There is a Gommittes of Maungement; consistingof elders’and deacons, who -
maniage the ondinary aﬂ'ﬁrs of ‘thie ¢huteh, angd i'epor.t tb ;he nioﬁthly meetmg Qf
kirksesson., P

8. There are. twov sevices on the Inrd’s-day«-one in the evenlng at soven .

o'eloeks, to which-tliess onlly wre adntitted who corie' il their ordinary working
clothes,” "No~ seaf,s are allocatbd, s,t t.hose ¢ evangehstm aemces,”, :The . day. !,
meeting is 8t 2,30, 50 that working-men oan; attend; in: theit. :ondinary. clothes,
if . they  have 1o 'better; without: vbemgl noticed' by the WeIl-dressed gomg o
worship at the usual-‘chirich hotrr' (tiwo ‘o'ctock); ‘but no “Hstinétion is' made a8 to’
dress at the usual day service. Seats are allocuted for this service to those in
communion with the church, or to amy ;others wishing to attend. No seat rents,

though allocated, are charged

,/“

4. The Bacramerits' wr dibpéntied i the cHurch, as th the Parish Church, by the

parish minister; -+ The" ‘Lfyr&‘s Sltppet fst &ispenéed thrbe times a-year, in the
evening. . ui i

6. The attendanee oﬁpenﬂm at ’che metmgslmld on: t.bez Lotd'a-day in any pm
of the parish by .the Mlssxpns,nea duly appointed by the sesswn, §s recognized as:
attendmg‘ ““ck urch ' 'J;‘hose found -qualified for commqmon /by the. M,uglqna.nes
receive it in the’ Mgssxon Ohureh,;,, and they: also. receive. Baptism: fbb'thm
children. - To prevént beouna.n pmsdynsm; nd one'in: wminuhian with aﬁy dther
chnmhisadthmed%o;; ersqu bl 1

6. The forencong ,6 ‘{He. Lqrd’s-dﬁi{ e o
tion, %o a.dults at; onp \hom';ra.nd the chn.ltbenv of the.

hour, ¢ i r 1. —r 2 ’ .
7. Elders or ﬁne ”‘Appi‘OVPa of \y(,fﬁe P 'h,minister, are penmtbod PI
address the evaning megling. ... . - . FAR R

The. churek. has. hitherbo. sucossded;. Tt is, always full timight; well atberided
during the day; and 250 pérsons fni their wmmg c!otheg et down at the ﬁnt

stsionams, botb maJe a.mi
The Iaoentute vuitstho eommnnionts, and: a.lwsﬁxeddismdtnedr the
church,
F

.
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A Penny Savings Bank, Clothing Society, Lecture Hall, &c., are connected with
it.

The parish minister preaches as frequently as possible in the evenings. '

An organ is used to lead the singing, in which all heartily join.

Week-day evening classes are held in a Sessional School, situated in the distriet,
for adults above sixteen, and for juniors below this age (meeting in a different
room), superintended by six certificated Government teachers, afford education to
men and women at the rate of 3g. a-quarter. These schools are attended by about
180, and have been most successful—the pu,pils varying from ten to fifty years
of age.

Such Sessional Clmrches, with the Mission and educational organization con-
nected with them, are more economical, and far more easily aﬁa;;ted to meet the
wants of poor localities, than ill paid chapels, allowed to gink or swim as they best
can. I strongly advocate the extension of Sessional Churches in conmctmn with,

and as parts of, the Parish Church,

6 MHG6

M‘LAREN & ERSKINE, PRINTERS, GLASGOW.
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