
lIARD SA FlNVGS OP CIIP>1S7'. ýàt5

when the Sabbath is to be set aside 0o1 accounit of Iiis necessities or for tho
sake of his conve;iience. There is no rule or la-%v vhicli can be laid dowir
tliat will ineet ail cases, and iii multitudes of inistances each conscience
iiîust determine for itself where the line should be drawn. Tt is better thiat
it should be so-better for the developînient of true strengthi of character,
and better in the long run for the observance of the Sabbath itself. 0f
course liberty of that kind is ahvays a dangerous thing, more or less open
to abuse. But only by the courageous exorcise of liberty, with ail its risks,
is the developmient of the Iiighest character possible at ail, and experience
mnay be trusted to correct the abuses sooner or later. Certainly, whiatever
lib)erty others were entitled to exercise could not be deiiied to Christ or Ris
disciples.

But this explanation hiardly seems to accounit for the fori in which Hfe
puts the claini. He does not assert it as a son of man. 'but as the Son of
Mlau. Moreover, the titie Son of Man, was a sort of teclinical naine whicli
Hie had corne to assume for Hliijseif, and whiile it iighylt in a propor enioligh
sense be applicable to any man, H1e was îîot iii the habit of so using it. It
certainly implied an acknowledgment of Ilis own huinanity, but Blis a.dop-
tion ot it exciusively for Hiniself mnakes it imipossible to suppose that it lias

iiot somte distinct personal reference.
Accordingly, many -%vould understand Hini bore as asserting Riis per-

soiiiilIordship over the Sabbath iii virtiie of Ris representatihe character,
holding iii Bis band the authority whichi necessarily attaches to thiat char-
acter of legyislatiing regarding the Sabbath in sticb a w'ay as to change or
miodify the existing law. A right of this kind would not belongm to Hlim
alone, but also to any other man or body of ien who had the ivisdomi to
discern iii wlhat way the Sabbath wvould b)esýt serve the highest interests of
iiiaukind, and liad the recognized authority to .spoak on behialf of the Nvhio1e
comnîmunity.

Now, here again this is undoubtedlly true as far as it goes. Tt follow's
as a natural conclusion, from the principle of iuan's stipremacy over the
Sabbath, that lie should be entitled in soînie wv to legisiate regarding it.

Aa matter of fact,such authority lias beeni exercised agrain ami again both by
teChurcli and by the State as entrusted with the oversiglit of mian's interest.

One of the first things the Christian Churcli dia, for exaniple, was by virtue
ofthis authority-to change the day of observance f romn the seventh to the

lirst day of tue week. There is no hint of -any such change in thie re.corded
sayings of Chirist, nor is it ever claimedl thiat the Apostles hiad reccived -any
special revelation regarding it. But the change was mnade as by coninon
consent, probably at the suggestion of the Apostes-certainly *with their
full kno'wleàge and approval. There was good reason for sucli a, change.


