
M)£j4 kaule arb ~ffcitgit Utread.

plaîtcd, on tlie Coast of Afrira, ond is con-
etaîîtlv a(t'èeting, riviliziîig, and cvangelizing
the truc-es of tlic inf crier. God lias lîroitîiq-
cd flint ltîiopia shall stretclî eut lier ltaîds
te huin ; lias îîreparcd tlic iicked cupîdity
of tan ; lias tiaîisportcd thie.se tigeits te
thse lielul, and is there givitig teus a constant
blessinc.

Ohxist'a teaching w-ith res;pect to
the Sabbath.

Principal CANDLIsII thus lnCidly eX-
ponds tic reaching of Christ ivith regard
tte fourtît conmoandmcnt. Tue agitation
cf lost ycar isover, bit the enemy of the
Sabbathi only slumbers; and it is vel tîtat
our people should bo thcronghîly v'çrbed iu
flic truth rcspecting tlic Leca!egîîe ant ict
Lord's day

I suppose I may assumne, as what, vili
flot now be eailed la question, that in al
lus teacliing with regard te it lie is inter-
preting and neot modifying tlic existii£r Sai.
bath law. lc is viuicarning it, os lie vin-
dicated otîter conimandments, as for in-
stance t tîtird, the fifth, tlie si\ti, tlie
seventît, ogainst tho false giosses put upen
it and flic uisapplcation made cf it by tic
Phiariscs. hIce iï net aitering or relea.sing
it. As tUi Messiahi, the Son ci Man, lie
had ne commission, ne authority-to spcak
ivitls roverence-no riglht te do se. nie
dees itîdccd, inftinat character, demii te bo
lord cf tlie Sabbath; but itot inaeny other
sense titan that wltich David ivas lord cf
the Shewbtcad wlicu ho uscul it frein noces-
sity for common food, and tue pricst s ivere
lords cf the Sabbatlî wlicn for the higlier
servics cf the temple thcy did %vork that in
ordinary circumstances woui have been
accounted a profanation cf flic hely day.-
The Lord dlaims for liiinseif, aiîd for al
nien, a lerdsliip over flie Sabbath to fltc
effect of be&îtg entitled, and indced beîînd,
te make what is Matter cf positive institu.
tien about it give way, Mhlen a more para-
tîtount duty of te sanie sort-stilli mvie
whiea a daty cf a purely moral nature, or
the dnty of meeting a case cf neccssiy-
coînes inâto collision with. it. Tiiere is liera
ne setting aside cf the Sabh law, but a
niagnifyjing cf it and inalzing it htonourable.
Aud it is %vith flic ?Josuic laîv tat lie das
tie law cf tlie fourth commaument;. pic-
ingr ie on its righut footing; expoanding its
fte mnîing. For one fliuiîg, ho ncgativos
the idea cf there heing(., any virtue or sane-
tity iii mere hodily resting on flitc Sabbotlî;
thus cutring aîvay the ground, as I thinik,

rfrom, unu.er Calvin arui othcrs who hid
tiiit to ho one eleicint of flic Jewhi Soi>-
bath. The rest enjoycd hie ,liovq f0 hc
Compatible with activisy in scrving God aud

idoing; good to nten.
But 1 (lo flot dwcell ou flic Lor(l's tcaelh-

ig as to iihat flic Sailbath of the fourtli
commnandmcnt rcaliy was, and how it ivno
to be kcpt. 'Nor (Io 1 insist on tie argu-
tuient for the. iinivenrýality of thic Sabhath,
fouiideî ot flic great maxilii, flic charter of
moral liberty-', T1le Sabliath 'vas modec
for man, and not man for flic Sabbah."-
NotNwitlhstinding flic objection that tîtat is
flot the precise p)oinlt of the tord's teachiiig,
sinco it is siinply the relation betwcen thc
Sabbatii andi whoevcr mav ho bounid te
kiccp it, I stili tltink lus ptitting is pithy
apiotiogitn zo iidely and gctîcradly incaris
something. Oflierwise, -%vly mliglit lie not
have said-'< Thc Sabbath wvas made for
you, and flot you for the Sahhath ?" 1
consider 1dmi to hiave the -wliîle Itunan la-
ntiiy in lus view iwlien lie utturb lus wvide
and broad prorlaniation-<The Sabbath
wvas mno for man, and flot mon for flic
Sabbath." I wish to point out again ano-
ther noticcable foot about bis teaching.-
Often as lIe is obiigcd to speak of tlie Sab-
bath, le neyer once drops a hint as to its
boing abolishied or supprsedcd. On the con-
trary, lie assures its continuonce;. et least
lus languagu is far more easily recoucilable
nih that idea titan wvith the otlier. And
ti argument %viii ho gicatly streiigtli.,iied
ifwe look at his teachiig on anotiier suiijcct.

Bce lias occasion te speak of tîto place of
worslip-the temple-not se often as the
day of M'orsli p-tue Sahhath-but vetmore
than once. In convcrsing with flic Samo-
rîtan ivoman ho docs so. And howv does lie
do so ? First, lie states and applies the
exibtiiig law about the place of worship.-
But iniicriately aftcr lic takes care te an-
nounce tho comaing change, flie abrogation
of tlie ordinance conferring sanctity on one
place more titan on another. How mueh.
pains also does ho take wo ptepare flic idsii1
of the disciples for the destruction of tie
ITemple, virtually ia Iiis death, oied ye-ally
soine time afier, and tlie substitution of
liimseif ien risea as coning instead of it
and of ail its services? J)oes flot thue
an.%ious pulaini spcaking about the supcrsed-
ing of the place cf worship eoietrast straunge-
ly iith tlie ntiie silence about the super-
sedingr cf the day of worsiiip, 3 floes i not
gve w tlint silence ameauing and force not
te bc resisted 3 le vcry especially aîîd

'vor carnesijy ann*Qunces that ttie ordinance
Of tuie plce cf ivorsliip is to be snperscdled,
but, often as ho is calcd to explaiti the ordi-
natice cf flic day of worship, lie never once
utters a single syllable pointing ia the direc-
tien cf its ceasing or being superseded. In
any teachier, awore cf the Mo2ale Sabbath
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