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Oalvln M to how Sunday rtiotild be
kcipt.

Dr. Hevlln (chaplaan to Charle* I.).

In hia "Hlstdry of th« SabbaAh," says:

"T>a.ke which you wlU, either the

fathers or the moderne, and we sliaU

nnd no Liord's Day Inotltuted by an
apostoUo mandate, no SaJbbath aet on
foot by them upon the flnrt day of the

week."
Taylor, an eminent prelaAe, says (In

bis works, vol. xH.):—"The Lord's Day
did not succeed in the place of the

Sabbath, but the Sabbaith was wboUy
abro«a>ted." Acaln (In his "Ductor
DuWtantlum." Bk, II., ch. 2):—"The
primitive Christiainfl did all manner of

• works upon the Lord's Day, even In

time of persecution, when they were
the strictest observers of all the com-
mandiments; but In this rnatter they
knew there was no commandment.
And therefore, when Conatantlne bad
m&de an edict a^alnsrt working on
Sunday, he still pemtitted to agrrlcul-

ture the labors of the husbandman.
Ittiat we are free from Saibbath obser-
vance Sit. Paul expressly amnms In

Colosslans."

Mander, an emJment historian and
professor of theolocy. In his "Church
History" says:—"The fartlval of run-
day, like all other festivals, was al-
ways only a human ordinance, and it

was far from the Intention of the Apos-
tles to establish a divine coanraand In
^t!hki respect; far, from them and far
from the early apoistollc Churdi to
transfer the laws of the SaAVbath to
Sunday."
Paley, author of "Bvldienoes of Chris-

tianity," In his "Moral PhMosophy"
says: "If the comananid by which the
Sabbath is Instituted be binding on
Christians, It must be binding as to
the day, the duties and tAie penalty:
In none of which It Is received. . . .

xiK ulMiUoa XitSLl Christ; and His apos-
tles meant to r«tiUn the duties of tli«

Jewish Sabbath, shifting only the day
from the seventh to the nrs^, seems
to pi-evall without sufflolent reasons."

Canon Barry, of Worcester, presi-

dent of King's College, London, says:
"The notion of a formal substitution
by Bpostollc authority of the Lord's
Day for the Jewish Sabbath, has no
basis whatever In Holy Scripture or
In Christian antiquity."

Bishop Warburton, in "Divine Lega-
tion" (Bk. rv., sec. 6.) says:— 'The ob-
servance of the Sabbath is no more a
natural duty than cJncumclslon."

Whateley. Protestant archbishop of
Dublin, and an eminent writer, says:
'"The dogma of the Assembly of Di-
vines ^t Westminister that the ob-
servance of the Sabbath is a part of
the moral law Is to me utiterly unin-
telligible. ... It will he plainly
seen on careful examination of the
accounts given by the evangelists, that
Jesus diid decidedHy and avoweddy vio-
late the Sabbath. ... It Is not
merely that the" apostles left us no
command pertaining to the observance
of the Sabbath, and tiun*ferrln« the
day fron. the seventh to the first, there
is not even any tradition of their hav-
ing made any such change; nay, more,
it is abundantly plain that they made
no chancre."

Penin, the eminent Quaker, says: "To
call any day of the week a Christian
Sabbath Is not Christian but Jewish."

Milton, eminent theologian as well
as poet, says (In his "Christian Doc-
trine," Bib II., chap. 7): "The Sab-
bath was originally an ordinance of
the Mosiac law^ and given to the
Israelites alone. . . The law of
the Sabbath being repealed, that no
particular day of worship has been
appointed In fts place is evident. . .

Under the Oospel no oab day is ap'
pomtigd fur divine worship in prefer-

ence to another."


