
pliysirnl boneHts. (Ilrar, hcMi. ) The Sabbath, as
we all iM'Iicvc, has iimiicnsc rcoiioniic value, iiii-

mciiso sanitary iinixn'laiicc, and certainly no a<ie-

(puite dihcussion ot" this subject would overlook
these facts; but we do not know the strenpjth of
t lie forces that are against us the power of avarice
and the j)ower of pleasure- unless w<' recognize
that considerations such as these would be (piite
overborne, apart fioni a clear conviction that we
iiave divine authority foi* keeping holy one day to
the L(M<1. (Hear, bear.) Now, it is this position
that I would like very l)rief1y to su[)i)ort. T can,
of course, do little more than bring forward heads,
so to speak, main prop*) itions, tx'cause there is

not time within the limits necessarily prescribed
to this address for an ade(j[uate development of the
sid>ject

There are weighty considerations, then, in sup-
port of the position, that the Sabbath was insti-
tuteil for all nations and for all time. Some of the
principal arguments in support of this view I shall
now seek to adduce.

The first is: That the weekly Sabbath, as already
said, was instituted at the beginning. Now, I ain
(pute aware of what is said by Dr. Paley and other
theologi nis, that the passage read today from the
second chapter of Genesis does not institute the
Sabbalh. but simply notices a historical fact which,
many centm-ies after, became the basis of Sabbath
legislation. I have to say al)out this exegesis that
it is entirely unnatnral. The statement is, that
the liord rested on the seventh day, and that He
blessed and sanctified it. And why did He sanctify
it y To commemorate His w^ork of creation. Then,
pray, why, if the Sabbath commemorates God's
work of creation, should the institution of it be
held in abeyance imtil at least twenty-live cen-
turies had passed ? Is that probable ? It is not in
accordance with the plain meaning of the words,
and it has every consideration against it. I dis-
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