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vante;' ‘save Thy pecple;' ‘lift thom up for
ever.

The tone of triumph breaks forth once again,
«Day by day,’ adopting the words of Psalm
esiv. 2, ¢ We bless Thee, and praise [worship]
Thy N&:ne for ever and ever.’

But even our highest tribute of praise and of
prayer is most apt to be mingled with sin, our
lower prture marring our best efforts, so that
we cannot do the things that we wounld. And
therefors we, the toiling and struggling portion
of the Church, pray to be kept without sin,
pray for morcy, such as was extended to the
storm-tcseed disciples, for our faith and trust is
like to by as little as theirs,

And it is not without significance that the
Just ver:e isin the singular pumber. For overy
body of worshippers i8 made up of units, and
cach must enter into the worship of the whole,
and the lifo and faith of each goes to make up
tho life und faith of the whole.

Thus. as we have seen, the ‘Te Deum’ unites
us to ths whole body of the Church in heaven
and car-h, and to Him in whom they are all
named, 0 that the Apostle’s words receive an
ever-fresh significance. ¢ All things are yours,
and ye are Christ’s, and Christ is God's’.*
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MAN AND THE SABBATH.

[By Rev, Joun Lockwarp, Rector of Port
Medway, N.8.]

Among the minor events of our Blessed Lord's
life on carth, ss recorded in the Gospels, weo
might yluce the journey of Iimself and His
Aposties through the corn-fields on the Subbath
Day, But, even if we be right in thus classing
that event a8 a minor incident, it nevertheless
has been written for our instruction, and is as
much an inspired Scripture as the Scripture
account of our Lord’s Passion and Death and
Resarrcetion and Ascension. Thus there must
be, yea, there certainly are, blessed lessons,
gospel arinciples, 1o be learned from this Sub-
buth-day journey with its special incident and
the circumstances which follow from it.

When onr Lord and His disciples (Apostles)
pusred through the corn-fields on a certuin
Sabbath day, * His disciples began to pluck the
ears i eorn and to eat.” St. Matthew, who
was one of tho disciples, also adds to this the
reason of their doing so on the Sabbath Day,
suying they " were an hungred.” St. Mark tells
us, “they began as they went, to pluck the ears
ot corn ™ ; and St. Luke adds yet another slight
cireumstance, namely, ‘“they did eat, rubbing
thau (the ears of corn) in their hands.”

.Lis ot necessary to our purpose to refer to
the purticular Sabbath Day on which this cir-
cumstance took place, for tho objection seems
to havi been made merely because it was a
Sabbath Day, and not becanso it was ¢ an high
duy," or any partienlar Sabbath Day. Yet, be-
eruse 8i, Luke seems to specify some cerlain
Stubatn day, if not a special and ¢ high day,’ we
will briefly refer to the ma‘ter,

St. Luke says, ‘And iv eame to pass on the
second Sabbath after the first, that He went
through the corn fields.” It was on ‘the
sccond Sabbath after the first.’ Certainly, ‘the
Bible, nnd the Bible only ' ut lesst in the Iinglish
version, will not settle the meaning cf this des-
cription for us, The Revised Verrion has in
the text sjimply, it came to pass on a Sabbath,’
but in ihe margin we are told *Many ancient
authorities insert sccond-first.” Now as ‘the
Bible caly ' does not make clear whai this ex-
pression means, 80 neither do our chiefest ex-
positors and commentators agree as to its mean-
ing, ‘Chere are two ver: probable suggestions
offered; the one that the Jows classed their

Sabbuths as we do our Festivals as greater and
Lesser Sabbaths, or as First and Sccond Sab-
baths; under which theory this particulur Sub-
cath would be the Pentecostal Sabbath, the

second of their chief Sabbaths or first-class -

Sabbaths, the first of that order being the Pass-
over Subbath. The other theory referred tu is
thut this particular Sabbath was the second
Sabbath after the second day of unleavened
bread, or the second Sabbath in their Passover
octave, on which day as well us ou the first day,
thero was to be an holy convocation,

Whon it beeame known that our Lord's dis-
ciples had on that day pluckea the ears of corn
us they puassed through the corn ficlds, the
Pharisces ut once took the matter up and began
to question our Lord and ]lis disciples as to
the lawfulness of the act. Accordirg to S, S.
Matthew and Mark they put their question to
our Lord, but according o St. Luke they asked
the question of the disciples themselves, Thero
can be no doubt about the meaning of the ques-
tion as found in St. Matthew and in St. Luke,
but might not be so clearly understood from St
Mavk's sccount, The fuct of the disciples
plucking the euars of corn under the circam-
stances, apart from the day being w Subbuth
day, was not an unlawful act; but the Phuri
sees held that it was an unlawiul to do so onthe
Subbath day. It was not, then, in their cyos,
an act of stealing, but an act of Sabhath-break-
ing. In Deut, xxiil. 25, we read : * When thou
comest into the standing corn of thy neighbur,
then thou mayest pluck the curs with thine
hand ; but thou shalt not move a sickie unto
thy neighbour's stunding corn.” But here no
mention is made that such an act was not to be
done on the Sabbuth Day, und by connecting
this verse with the former we arc forced to infer
that such a privilege was only to be exercised
under the pressure of hunger.  Thus, sinceour
Lord’s disciples did this when they ¢ were un
hungered,” they had not exceoded their privi-
lege, nor-had they breken the strict command-
monts regarding the keeping of the Subbath duy
holy. The Pharisces on the other hand had
imposed many new commandments, and under
the plea that to pluck with the hand was only a
lesser way of reaping the corn, which was un-
lawful to do on the Sabbath day, woull make
tho act of the Aposties an nct of Subbath breuk-
ing.

In answering theiv question onr Lord referred
them to two incidents or fact= of their Serip-
tures, the one that which David once did, the
other what the Priests in the Temple do every
Sabbath day. David, when hungry, had en-
tered into the Tabernacle and camen the shew-
bread, which was not Inwful for any one to eat,
but the Priests only, and was guiltless; while
the Priests in the temple, in the exercise of their
duties, from a fiteral and exact interpretation
of the law, * profane the Sabbath and are blame.
less.” In this way our Liord shows them that
in the matter of breaking the Sabbuth there
were possible circumstances under which ex-
ceptions must be permitted.

But without a doubt, the mostimportunt part
of our Lords answer, us regurds ourselves, is
that given us so fully by St. Murk: ¢ And lle
said unto them, the Subbath was made for
man, and not man for the Sabbath : therefore
the Son of Man is Lord of the Subluth.’

In these words we have two very importunt
fucts clearly revealed unto us: first, that ‘the
Sahbath was made for man ’; and, second, that
“the Son of Mun 18 Lord also of the Sabbath.
Let us try to learn something definite and help-
ful for these times from cach of these important
fucts., It would seem now that the truth of the
first fact ought to have been clear to the mindy
of all as the account of the Creation tells us that
man wus made before the Sabbath was ap-
pointed, and hence most reasonably the Sabbath
must be made for man.

In the first place the Sabbath was made ag u

day of physical rest both for man and for benst.
XNo lubor may bo dono on that day, excopt that
overy one must eat. ¢ Whosoever dooth any
work in the Sabbath day ho shzll surely be put
to death,” Ex. xxxv, 13, Again, ‘ Yo shail kin-
dlo no fire throughout your habitations upon
the Sabbath day.! Ex. xxxv. 3. Then, too, it
would seem from Aets i. 12, that only a journey
of a certain length or distance could be made on
the Subbath day, and which was known as ‘a
Sabbath day's journey.’ This journey is sup-
posed to have been limied by the distance
which ench camp of the childron of Israel ocou-
died, or was stationed, from the Tubernacle, ns
from a contre, and which the Israclites must
travel to go to tho Tabernacle on tho Sabbath
day. Bul tho Sabbath was not only u duy of
physical rest tor the Jows, it was also a toach-
ing factor in their God-given roligion. It was
part of that dispensation, which consisted of
typos and shadows.  And in this respect it was
amony thoso thing s of the law which our Lord
eame to fulfil. I am not como to destroy, but
to iulfiis Thus, whatever be tho strictures
guarding the Sabbath day, neither it nor them
have any peculinr binding character upon us,
For just as thoe sacrifices of the Jews woere ful-
filled Ly the sucrifice of the true Lamb of God
upon the Altirof the Cross, 50 the Subbath day
of the Jews was fulfilled by the rest of our
Lord’s Body in the Tomb on that high Sabbnth
Day. Henco it and them have passed away ;
and it gan bo only in ignorance or cunt that so
many Christians still speak of the Lord's Day
as the Subbath day, and of the Sunday-school
as the Sabbath school.  Wo have done with the
duy, and we should emphasizo the fuct by dis-
carding the name.

[ might mention in this connection that I
have known a very old school Prosbyteran
minister who wus indeed a true Christian Sub-
batariun, e would not allow a fire 1o ba kin-
dled in his house on o Sunday, nor allow a dish
or plate or any such like article to be washed,
nor water to be drawn from his well or spring
on that day. | know n member of his own con-
gregation who, when  walking past the said
minister's house, aned in whose grounds there
was a clear, cool spring of water, wenl to
the house and asked for a cup to dip a drink
from the spring, but instead of gotting w cup
he received a sovere reproof for thus thinking
of breaking the Subbath duy. This stift old
Calvinist hived about two thousund years too
late.  Me would have been un exemplary jow,
and o would many more! Thus one grand
principle to remember is thnt * tho Subbath was
made for man, and not man for the Sabbath.’

(To he Continued.)

ST, PATRICK'S LITURGY,

Muny of us have been accustomed to havoe St.
Patrick always presented to us a8 a sort of mis-
cellaneous or motiwscous popular Protestant—I
believe the Presbyterians say he certainly be-
longs to them, and whether uny others on lower
roundg of the ecclesinstical ladder luy claim Lo
him as o mere Bible Chiristian, I cannot venture
o say. Very probably, if' they did not
ultogether despise and ignore Church history,
they would. But this erroneous estimate of St,
Patrick. now referred to, has arisen in this way,
Certain people have taken his “ Confossion " uy
if it were u full and complote systematic state.
ment of his belief, which it most assuredly is
notund have argued, in consequence, that he
believed nothing but what is specified in jt,
The people referred to have, as a rule, little or
no acquaintance with the belief and ritual of the
Church of the fifth contury, and they therefore,
forget, or rathsr fail to recognise, that 8t
Patrick naturally believed and worshipped ra
his fellow-Churchmen of his own time believed



