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Samuel, when the Sabbath must be observed, we Lhave no record mention of
it. Thenas {o heathen authors, the very oldest of them cannat be consider-
.ed ag anything but a baby beside these sacred authors ; Herodotus, the father
‘of profane history, ar.d Socrates, the great reformer of philosophy, being pto-
bly both contemporaries ot Malachi, the last of the writers of the Old Testa-
ment.

In the Decalozue, the Lord constituted Israel the special guardians of, and
witnesses for,hig holy dey ; besinning with the word—¢¢ Remember’ 1t. Qther
nations were forgetling and forsaking it, to their own injury and to God's dis-
honour; Israel was to receive, guard, and transmit it to the times to come.
Hence the siternation in the Decalogue, as given in Deuteconomy to Israel,
from that given ot Sinai to mankind.

On this period of its history we need not dwell. The Jewisn Sabbz.h was
not a day of austerity and gloom. It was completely the opposite of this:a
day of rest of gladness, of merey, of worship, and of family re-union (Nehem,
viil. 9 ; Issiah Iviii. 5, 7, 13, 14). He whose day it was, was the God of sal-
vation, not bloloch or Jugeernaut. These might be gratified by their
worshippers walking mournfully before them ; God protests against this as
being defsmation of his character (Malachi iii. 13, 14).

We come toa period more interesting and practically important to our-
gelves—that of the Christian Saboath. We ate quite aware that the growl
against our calling the first day of the week Sabbath is teriific. Anditisso
far justifiable in that the word of God never once calls the Lord’s-day, Sab-
-bath. At least, we hope it doesnot; it would be a serious matter if it did,
for our principle, for Paul spurns Sabbath away: of that there can be no
possible doubt (Coloss. ii. 16). What harm can there be in_calling our
weekly rest Sabb.ath, more than there would have been in the Jews calling
their weekly rest the Lord'sday? Why dispute about the name 2 First.
day, Sunday, Lord'sday, Sabbath, we know what day is meant ; and for com-
mon purposes we may use any of the nanes, or lump them together in one if
any body should prefer that course.

The question about the name, howerver, is well known to belong to the con-
troversy concerning the thing ; like allar and fable in another controversy.
The pith of the matter in question is— Are we warranted to put our weekly
day of rest tully and completely in the position of the Sabbath of the Old
Testament ? 1f we are, why not call it Sabbath 2 If we are not, then it is
very wrong to call it by that name. The Puritans persisted in the use of the
name, mearing to maintain, without ceasing, their protest, that to the Lord’s.
day is to be applied what the Fourth Commandment in particular, and the
whole law, the prophets, and also the Lawgiver, the Lord of Prophets, Jesns
Chiist, have taught concerning the right observance of the Sabbath-day.
Therefore do we also retain the name Sabbath. It is a handy shibbeleth, and
it is an-intelligible profest jand we mean to ahide by the custom, though we
eanuot justify it by Seripture. °
.. "The New Testameat speaks of ¢“the Lord's day.” What is the meaning of
that phrase ? © The Lord's Table” means_that which Christ, fnstitu'ed.and
Separated ; does thig exactly similar phrase imply, that the Lord sanctuied for
us.the first 'day of the week ? Nothing s imore probable; for we find. It
observed from on the VéE{. day on.which the eventit commymorates occurred.
Qn iheé very day of our_Lard’s resurrection, he. appeared. to the assembied
disciples; 1hat day week they were azgin’ assefbled, and aguin blassed with
Hig presence ; an Pentégogt, which fell on the 'Lora's-day; they were agaiu. as.
&embled, and weTe blessed with the descent of the Holy Ghist. Bat whethar
ont'Loid d1d actually “¢et apart the first day ot the week’ ‘as His holy day or
fiof; ¢ertain it 35 that tlie "Apostles ealled it # The Lords-day” {Rev. i. 10);



