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The old institutionl'ad becon1e unspiritual and legyal, associated with a
thousand senseless rules in the Jewish mind as to tie mode of observance.
In fact, it had corne to be a'sort of fetishi, worshipped for its own sakce. It
would have been impossible to shakze it f ree f rom these associations if the
old day hiad been continued. [t wvas necessary to start afresh -'withi a neNw
day wvhjch lmad other associations, in order that it iniglit be developed along
Christian lines. The change *was made -%vith as littie friction as possible.
The two institutions existed side by side among Jewishi converts for at Ieast
a generation. But as the one gathered strengthi and sacredness, the other
faded away. The Apostie P'aul probably meant to hielp the change by
asserting the right to disregard the Jewyish Sabbath on the part of ail those
who saw fit to do so, without reproacli or condein nation f roni their-brethireu.

Another change of a similar but less important character took place
when the Lord's Day was made to begin at rnidnight instead of at stinset, as
haa beeni the earlier practice, iii order to nie it harînonize wvitm tie pre-
vailing civil mode of reckoning days. The obvious convenience of tlwe
change formed its justification.

So in like manner the State, as representingr the Nvhiole cominu.nity, has
frequently exercised its righit to legrisiate regarding the institution, not
sîmply to enforce rest iii a general wvay, but even to define f rom tîme to
time, as the circumstances of society changed, the tlings that must be re-
garded, as works of necessity, and so lawful to be donc. Fromi the days of
Constantine down, every Christian nation has legislated more or less regard-
ing the matter, and their duty to do so is urged iii the strongest way by
those who niost firrnly believe iii the divine origin of the institution. If
Christ therefore clainied the righit to exercise similar authority as the repre-
sentative mal, it wvould be only what lias been done by iinany a govern-
ment, ecclesiastical and civil, in miian's name.

With ail dute deference, however, to the large ilnber of very respiect-
able commentators who have hield tîmis view, it doos not seem wholly to meet
the requirements of the passage. There is nothing, iii the context to sugygest
that Ris claimu of lordship over the Sabbathi had aily reference to new legis-
lation. So far f rom laying down any new principle regardmng it, the wholE'
drift of Ris argument is to show that Ris v'iew of it is really the old viewv
,which the Pharisees had perverted and rnisuniderstood. Rils only objcct
wvas to bring the institution backç to the original intention. Thien, too. u
tile IlSon of MIan.", which lHe here assumes to iiself, ivhile ani assertioni
of Ris humnanity, is at tAie saine time somiething, more. I1f tîmat hiad been ali
that was involved in it, Ris constant use of it w'ould have been soumetimZn
of an affectation. The natural uise of it could arise only f rom Ris coimscions-
ness that Hie was something more tAmam mail. That certainly wvas thie 1111-
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