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I arn afraid of you, lest by any rneans I have bestowved laboc upan you in
vain." (Gal. 4: '-- ) Il Let no inan therefore judgc you in meat or
in drink, or in respect of a lèast day, or a ncev moon, or a Sabbath day ;
whichi arc a shadoiv of the things ta cowre, but the body is Chirist's."
(Col. 2: 16-r 7.)

It will be grantcd, however, thiat whatever the Aposties' language in
thiese passages may :-ean, iz iust bc recancilable with his practice and
teacUiing elsewvlierc. Noiv there is nothing plainer int connectian ih
this wivlole mntter than that in some sense the Aposties did niake some
distinction af days. They did flot consider every day alike. They con-
sidercd that the first day of the week wvas the proper time for public
worship, cxpected the churches ta assemble on that day, and urgcd them
ta do sa. On that day the Lord's supper was observed and or, that day
collections were made for the poar. In comniemmaration of the resur-
rectian the day was kept as a religiaus festival and wvas known as the
Lord's day. The language of Paul, ther.-fore, could hardly have becn
mecant ta apply ta this. But it rnight naturally enaugh be applied ta the
wvhoIe series of Jewish festivals, the significance of wvhicli had now passed
away. The jewishi converts kept the first day of the week,; but they
were dlisposcd ta keep alsa the aid festival as ive!l, including the seventh.
day Sabbath. Nor wvas there an), objertion ta their daing so if they
chose. But hie would miot have die Gentile canverts brought under any
such observance, as an obligation. To îlicm, at least, ail these festivals,
whichi had na sacred associations connectcd with thern, might bc as other
days. TIhis was preciscly the position lie took with reference ta ail other
Jewish institutions in that sonievhat bitter struggle wvhich hie had ta
niaintain agiinst the Judaizing party that caused sa niuchi difficulty in the
Apostolic Churcli and rendered necessary the calling of the jerusalem
Councli.

Dut granting that this language wvas not intended ta apply ta the Lord's
day, it may still be askec what authority %va have for applving, ta il the
restrictions of the Jewishi Sabbath. Are wv,- flot tç "pu. that anc of
t12e reasons for changing the day of reli,ýisus observance 'vas ta get rid of
these very restrictions ? Why thwart the design of Pr.)vidence and bring
us again into bandage ? Is flot freedoni the very essence of New Testa-
ment religion ?

Here we touch upari the very heart of t12e question, and everything
depends upon a righit answc-. liing givi-m. But there is perhaps no
portion ai the wvhole subject that has be.tn so much befoggcd with mis-
conceptions and false assumptions, batha in the rninds of assailants and
defenders.

To begin with, it is wrongly assumed that the idea of the day being
sacred for religiolis purposes is taken fromn the Mosaic law and is carried
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