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The Sabbath Question. -‘

WHAT DAY SHALL CHRISTIANS KEEr?
THE SEVENTH OR THE FIBRST !

BY ¥, WALDEN.

[Published in tract form by Central
Book Concern, Oskaloosa, Towa.]

The fact that the Seventh Day Ad-
wentists are actively engaged in pro-
pagating their notions on the Sabbath
question has suggested the propriety
of bringing ont a tract containing in
condensed form the arguments against
their position on that question, and in

This elass of Adventists manifest a

commendsble zeal in disseminating
their views. - They - gain’.some con-

wverts, although according to their own
showing their success i3 quite meagre,
Their success, whatever that may ‘he,
is owing principally to two caues.
The first of these is that when they
-enter & new field the people are un-
prepared to meet their issues. The
question as to which day Christians
should keep is considered a settled
question until these people stir up in-
vestigation. Hence, these seventh
day people spring upon-the unin-
formed a new issue. They are not
prepared to answer their arguments.
Now, some there are who have never
learned that it is the-part of wisdom
. 4o hear both sides of a question before
making up their minds as to which
side to give in, their adhesion. It
shonld ever-be-borne in—ivind - that it
is no proof that we are wrong because
wea cannot at once meet 4 new argu-
and those who yield to what
without ecareful and
patient investigation, belong to that
class fitly deseribed by the apostle as
about with everyowind _of
do not .filll'btilln the

ment
"8 to themm new,

“ earried
doctrine.” 1

veferred to the fourth
as_authority for observing the first| Jews, but like other ceremouial and | weak,

day of the week, what right have we | shadowy institutions, done away in
to do so !~ Are we wiser than they?
This false position. furnishes ground

ready for the seed of the seventh day

advocates. They can. approach the

people in this wise ! “ You see we all

believe that the entire Decalogue is
in force, and of course the fourth com-
mandment is binding upon us. But
we must bear in mind that * Remem-
ber the Sabbath day to keep it holy,
is mot all of-the commandment, for
‘the seventh day is the Sabbath of
the Lord thy God,' is equally a part of
it. How can we claim that one part
of it is binding, and not all of it ?"
Some one may answer that the day is
changed. But these seventh day
- people, will quickly reply, “ Where is
the chapter and verse in the teaching
of Christ or his apostles that author-
izes us to read ‘the first day is the
Sabbath of the Lord”." Then if the
practice of the early church is referred
to, the result is the same. -Smith in
his Bible Dictionary sums up the
results of his investigations as to the
custom of the early church for three
hundred years, in- these weighty
words : “ Finally, whatever. analogy
may be supposéd to exist between the
Lord’s day and the Sabbath, in no
passage ‘that has come down to us is
the fourth commandment appealed to
as thé ground of the obligation to ob-
serve the Lord’s day.”

The advocates for the obs&n ance of
the,bahl)a.th take advantage of “this
false position on the binding for
the fourth commandment and easily
carry some good, conscientious people
with them. They are not to blame
for what. they do. Thg blame rests
with those who, contrary to the teach- |
ing of Christ and his apostles and the |

motives of the Seventh Day Adven- | primitive church for more than three |
tists, but it is certainly not gréatly to | hundred years; quote the fourth com-
the commendation of their cause that | mandment as authority for observing
their suceess to d large extent depends | the Lord's day; and who also, contrary -
on pouncing upon defenceless com- | to the custom of the church for six-
gm;mtl. s and CATTY ine aws ay some of | teen hundred years, call the first dav

. the Sabbath day to keep it holy,”

its members before investigation has
enabled them to look [lllll]\ on all
gides of the ques

of their

stion

much suees

of the week the Sabbath.
The lm-utwn 1 shall endeavor to

Christ. It would- be -impossible to
enumerate the authors, ancient and
modern, who, in one form or another,
have adopted this view.

There can
be no quesiion that they embrace a
very large proportion of the more
learned and eminent divines of the
Christian church, from the fathers to
the present time."—Scrip. Typ., Vol.
I, p. 110. Thusit is seen that we
stand with the great mass in all ages,
and while this does n®t prove us right,

in favor of our position. The argu-
ments which will be introduced in the
following pages, it is believed, will
show that in this case vox populi, vor
Dei—the voice of: the people is the
voice of God.

It is claimed by the Seventh Day
Adventists that the command to keep
the seventh day was gwen to Adam
and Eve in the garden, and is binding
on all men. But it is sufficient in
answer to this assumption simply to
ask, where can we find chapter and
verse teaching that such a command
was given ! They cannot be found.
Then in all the history of God's peo-
ple, from Adam to Moses, is thers ever
a mention made of anybody keeping
the Sabbath'? During this time was
anybody ever accused of bréaking the
Sabbath ? No mention is made of
either. " Is it not strange, if the com-
mand to -Keep the Sabbath was in
force trom Adam to Moses, a period of

12,518 vears, that no mention is ever

made of it # Besides this we never
till we come down to the time of Moses.
Could one in seven be observed for
2,500 yéars with the sacredness with
which the Jewish Sabbath was ob-
served from the time of Moses to the
time of Christ, and we not be able to
find even the name by which that
day was called 7 This seems improb-
alite in the extreme,

Again, had the Sabbath law been
given to Adam and all his posterity,
as these Sabbatarians maintain, then

That they have | maintain is that the fourth comihamde+ the Gentiles would have been gmlty
s in this way, 1 | me nt was given to the Jews at the | of the sin of Sabbath-breaking. Bat

know to be true from personal obser- | time of their deliverance from bondage | though their catalogue of sins was
vation extending over the past sixteen I in Eg gypts that it was never bm-lmg great (see Rom. I: 19, 23), yet this
year ! | on any one but the Jews, that it |sin is never mentioned against them.
© Another cause of success with these | ceased to be in force when the Savior | This is strange; indeed, from the Sab-
peopl ', the false notions that prevail | | died on the cross, and, finally, that | batarian standpoint. Any position
in most communities about the per- | Christians should observe the first day Ithut has to.be maintained by such an
pe { the fourth eommandment ut';'nt the week, called the Lord’s day,|assumption is sadly in need of sub-
thi ) N all of the Pro- | but that the ground of obligation te | stantial proof.

testant t Lis country ap; eal to | keep this day is entirely different from | But these Seventh Day Adventists
this commandment as authority for | that which bound the Sabbath-on the | seem to reach the acme of absurdity
keeping the first -3.--._\' of the week. | Jews, when they maintain that the Ten
Many of these sects feel that it is next| Before passing to the direct dis- | Commandments are God's moral -law
to oo to call the first day of the | cussion of the position just stated, it |for all men and all ages, and were
week Ly any name exeept that of | may not be amiss to call attention to | given to Adam in the garden of Eden!
Sab/l This appealing to the | one'or two points, though somewhat | If the Decalogue was not given on
four rh commandment and this calling | incidental, nevertheless of importance | Sinai in the days of Moses, why all
of the first day of the week the Hal,-:m settling the question under dis- | the display of grandeur and power on
bath is a matter of astonishment |cussion. The statement is made | that memorable occasion? If the law
Any one who will take the trouble to | above, that nearly all the Protestant |'was not given then, this display can-

make an examination will find; Ist.
That in the New Testament the name
Sabbath is neyer appiiunl to the first
day of the weck ; 2d. That the fourth
commandment is never appealed to
as authority for Keeping this day till
after the days of Constantine, that is,
mnot before the middle of the fourth
century ; and 3d. That the prevailing
custom of ealling this day the Sabbath
did not take its rise till near the end
of the sixteenth century. In proof of
these statements I refer to the New
Testament in proof df the first; to
Smith's Bible Dictionary in proof of
the second; and to church histories
generally, and to Alvan Lamson's
Church of the First Three Centuries,
P 379, in particular, in proof of the
third

In view of these incontestable facts
how Protestant ministersof intelligence
ean persist in quoting, “ Remember

when they mean the Lord’'s day, or
the first duy in the week, is what as-
tonishes me, If the Savior, and the

more than three hundred years never

 the.general voice of the church is to

sects in this country appeal to the
fourth commandmnent as authority for
keeping the first day of the week—-
that-they hold to the perpetuity of
the Decalogue. It may appear to
some that this fact weakens our argu-
ments, on the grounds that what is

be accepted, unless strong reasons
appear to the contrary. This is true,
but it can be shown, beyond the |
shadow of a doubt, that the Americans
who thus teach have arrayed them-
selves against the wisgst and best in
all ages of the church. Patrick Fair-
bairn, D. D, an eminent Scotch Pres-
byterian, lndefcnwdDivMyh
the Free Church College, Glasgow,
chough an advocate of the perpetuity
of the fourth commandment, yet, in

his able and scholarly work on Serip-
tnn'l‘vpolcg um.tnhodhnlkb

" _apostles, and the primitive ehurch, for | joinsthe ob

‘hl“l;e(tbc law, doby
mtdnod in "the law, these|

not be aceounted for,

Again, Paul's language to the Ro-
mans can not be understood if the law
was given to Adam. “ For until the
law; sin was in the world, but sin is
not imputed where there is no law.
Nevertheless death reigned from Adam
to Moses, even over them that had not
sinned after the similitude of Adam’s
transgression.” Rom. v. 13, 14,

The same apostle declares, in the
most unequivocal manner, that the
(Gentiles had not the law—were with-
out law.

it is a strong presumptive argument

find the name Sablnth in the Bible

The very form of the T.en Com
mandments presupposes many things |
that could not have existed till a
great while after the creation. The
Fourth Commandment as we read 1t
in Exodus 20th chapter, presupposes
men having sons, daughters, aud ser-
vants, and that they worked cattle,
that there were strangers among God's
people, that they lived wit.hm gates—
walled towns.

It may be said that we find many
of the principles of the Ten Com-
mandments before the deliverance of
the Jews from Egyptian bondage. So
we do, but that does not prove the
existence of the Decalogue from crea-
tion. We find many maxims of the
New Testament in the Old, but that
does not prove it to have existed
coeval with the Old Testament.

It is claimed that the Jews kept
the Sabbath befor: the law was given
on Sinai. True, but how long before?
Manna was not to be gathered on that
day, but manna never fell till after
the Israelites had erossed the Red Sea.

Smith, in his Bible Dictionary, well
observes that “ The perplexity of the
Israelites respecting the double supply
of manna on the sixth, leads,us to in-
fer that the Sabbath, for whieh such
extra supply was designed, was not
then known to them. Moreover, the
language of Ezekiel (20) seems to
designate it -as an ordinance distine-
tively Hebrew and Mosaic.”

The Sabbath was to be kept as a|

Egypt. “"Ang

mmandment | strictly amhigwwnlrbmdmtmlht | peeuliar lheuy their cause nuat b& 'but-'hpd: iﬁ

ﬂnm.w% the |
wm:lod ﬁe cross.

the question will next be ‘considered,

Those who wish to see the argu-
ments in favor of a pre-m Sab--
bath completely refuted in a eandid
and scholarly manner, are referred to
Smith's Bible Dictionary, article Sab-
bath. Our space forbids their con-
sideration here,

to call attention to & statement made
by ‘Eusebius, the ~father of chureh
history, which shows that the, early
Christian church believed ‘that the
Sabbath came in with* the ldw of
Mosus, and was never binding on any
but Jews. KEusebius says: “Should

and going back to the first man, pro-
nounce those who have had the testi-
-mony of righteousness, Christians in
fact, though not in name, he would
not be far from the truth, * * *
They did not, therefore, regard ecir-
cumeision, nor observe the Sabbath,
neither do we.” Eece, Hist, Book 1,
Chap. 4. From this statement we..
learn the practice of the early church,.
and that they regarded the Sabbath. \
as neither belonging to the pth'-rehs

nor Christians,
As throwing !olno further hght. o

church, another e from Eusebius
will not be amiss. In speaking of the
heresy of the Ebionites, he says:

“These, indeed,-thonght on the one

hand, that J'l the- epistles of the

commemorative day, and for- that (Paul) ought to_be rejeeted, calling

reason should begin immediately after | him an apoatate from,
‘the event to be commemorated. By | the other, using only the gospel ac-
turning to Deut. v. 15, we learn that | cording to the Hebrews, they esteemy
the Sabbath day was to commemorate | the others as of but 'ittle value.
their deliverance from bondage in | also observe the Sabbath and other
member - that thou | discipline of the Jews, just like them,

the law; but on:

They

Bafore closing thiy chapter 1 wisl

any ‘one, beginning from Abraham,

the practice and views of the primitive .

wast a servant in the land of Egypt, but. on the other hand, they also cele-
and that the Lord thy God. brought  brate the Lord’s day very much like
thee out "thence through a mighty |us, in commemoration of his resur-
‘hand and a stretehed out arm ; there- | rection.” " Ib., Book 3, Chap. 27, Thus
fore the Lord thy God ecommanded we learn t.lutt Sabbath keeping was
thee to keep the Sabbath day.” Here | regarded as a Jewish institution, and

we have the reason given why the
Israelites were commanded to keep |
the Sabbath, and since the reason of |
giving the command is that they were
brought out of Ezypt, it is clear that

l

that its observance among Christians
was confined to heretics, who rejected -
the epistles of Paul, and set but little
value on thé gospels, by Matthew,
Mark, Luke, and John. Let those

‘and epokest with them from heaven,

the eommand could not have existed | now keep their company who-wish to.
before. By turning to Neh. ix, 13, 14, | I' prefer to keep the Lord's day, as the
we learn that at the time of the giving | faithful in Christ did in those days.
of the law on Sinai, God made known T il
to his people the holy Sabbdth. “Thou | FORESTS IN THE Usiten States—
camest down also upon Mount Sinai,| 10 show the necessity far protecting
| American forests gnd the need of a
and gavest them right judgments, and | forestry commission, it is stated that,
true laws, good statutes and urm-‘“’“hm ten years, no less than 12,000,
mandients ; and madest known unto | 900 acres of timber lands have been
them thy holy Sabbath, and com- i cut or burned over in the United
mandest them precopts, statutes, and | States. Much of this timber is used
laws, hy the hand of Moses thy ser-| | for fuel, twenty-five cities having eon-
vant” Now how could it be said | Sumed from 5,000 to 10,000 acres each.
that the holy Sabbath was made | Fences use up much'timber, and rail-
known on Mount Sinai by the hand | WaY sleepers require the produet of
of Moses, if if had been given to Adam 150,000 acres per annum. The amount
in Eden 1" of timber suitable for lumber yet
As an additional proof that the Ten | Standing is no longer large, and it
Commandments were not given before | bids fair to become so scarce as to' be-
the days of Moses, I would call atten-
tion to the fact that they were a
covenant which God made with his
people on Mount Sinai. Moses, refer-

estimated that SIWDOOOOO are inj
vested in the lumber business of the

United States, glving owup.ﬁm to-

ring to God's speaking out of the | 200,000 men.
midst of the fire on the Mount, says . e T
“ And he declared unto you his cove-| PrLows 1x e SusLienr—Do
nant, whi.ch he commanded you ‘te4not put your pillows or feather-beds.
perform, ever Ten Commandments, | (if so fortunate as to have feather-
and he wrote them upon two tables | beds) into the sun to air, but in a
of stone” Deut. iv. 13. Here we |shady place with a clear, dry w
learn that the Ten Commandments |blowing over them. If it |
given on Sinai were-a covenant, but | —but not yet damp—and ¢
by turning to the Tollowing chapter | strong, it is all the better.
we read, “The Lord our God made a | practiced often, w
covenant with us in Horeb. The ! feathers always
fathers, but with us” Deut. v. 2, 3. |hot sun on the

Much additional proof could be|turn them res

' not
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