A VI NDI CATI ON OF  THE SEVENTH DAY SABBATH, AND THE
COVMANDVENTS OF GOD: W TH A FURTHER HI STORY OF GOD' S
PECULI AR PECPLE, FROM 1847 To 1848. By Joseph Bates. p. 1,
Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

1. "No God but nme thou shalt adore; p. i, Para. 1,

[ VI NDSABB] .

2. No Image franme to bow before; p. i, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .

3. My Holy Nane take not in vain' p. i, Para. 3,

[ VI NDSABB] .

4. My sacred Sabbath don't profane; p. i, Para. 4,

[ VI NDSABB] .

5. To parents render due respect; p. i, Para. 5,

[ VI NDSABB] .

6. Al murder shun and malice check; p. i, Para. 6,

[ VI NDSABB] .

7. Fromfilth and whoredom base, abstain; p. i, Para. 7,
[ VI NDSABB] .

8. Fromtheft and all unlawful gain; p. i, Para. 8,

[ VI NDSABB] .

9. False witness flee and slandering spite; p. i, Para.

9, [ VI NDSABB] .

10. Nor covet what's thy neighbor's right.” p. i, Para.
10, [ VI NDSABB] .

NEW BEDFORD PRESS Of BENJAM N LI NDSEY 1848. p. i, Para.
11, [VI NDSABB] .

PREFACE To THE LI TTLE FLOCK: p. i, Para. 12, [VI NDSABB].

| DEDI CATE to you the follow ng pages, with ny continued
prayers to God, through our Geat High Priest and com ng
King, that they may, in connection with God's Holy Wrd and
gui dance of the Divine Spirit, enable you nore clearly to
di scover the deceptive arts of the Devil, and the agents he
is enploying in these | ast days, to betray and ensnare you



in his (alnmost) innunerable and conplicated variety of gins
and snares; and see your true position just here under the
H GH LANDS OF | MMORTALI TY! Do not forget, while seeking to
understand the Scriptures with a sinple and honest desire
tolive here by every word of God, to read again and again
the warning that God in his infinite nercy gave to Jesus
nore than fifty years after his glorious resurrection and
triunphant ascension to his Father's seat in his Sanctuary
in the heaven of heavens; and he sent it by his angel, who
presented it before John in holy vision, recorded in his
Rev. 12:13 and 17, and in 16. chapter, first part of the
13th, and 14th and 15th verses. You will see the opening
devel opnent of these very things in the work before you
None will fully realize thembut those who are keeping al

of the Commandnents of God, especially his Holy Sevent h-day
Sabbath. Wthout fear of contradiction here or hereafter
before the great WHITE THRONE, | tell you there is not an
Advent paper (that | have heard of) published in the |Iand,
that is leading to the kingdom | do not say but what they
publ i shed many truths; but their heretical doctrines wll,
if followed, never, no never, lead you to God! And as you
pass al ong through these peace and safety valves in your
prophetical history, watching and anxiously waiting for God
to give the fourth sign of the com ng of Jesus by shaking

t he heavens and earth, the sea and all nations, and give
you the time of Jesus' coming, you will nore clearly

di scover the wi dening track these advocates are pursuing
with alnmost to a (word unknown) every professed advent
mnister in their train. You wll also see that the
Waymar ks and hi gh heaps in your pathway, past and present,
are the only sure earthly guides to the peaceful haven of
eternal rest. Fromny watch-tower | have di scovered and

poi nted out to you sone of the devouring WOLVES in sheep's
clothing. Let us avoid them and live prayerful, hunble and

wat chful, for nore will yet be seen, and perhaps start
right out of your mdst! p. ii, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB]

As | amunable to pay the Printer, your means --- as God
has given you ability --- will be needed. | trust that
God's true children are ready. p. ii, Para. 2, [VI NDSABB].

J. B. Fairhaven, Mass. Jan. 1848. p. ii, Para. 3,

[ VI NDSABB] .
The SABBATH CONTROVERSY p. ii, Para. 4, [VINDSABB].

Once nore | feel constrained to speak in vindication of the



Sabbath of the Lord our God. | have been privileged to read
about all the articles which have appeared in the BIBLE
ADVOCATE, both for and agai nst the Seventh day Sabbath, for
about four nonths past; and occasionally a thrust and a
chal l enge fromthe Advent Harbinger, declaring that the | aw
of God was abolished nore than ei ghteen hundred years ago,
and that we have since that tinme been under grace. The nost
that | have feared in this controversy was, that it would
not be conti nued | ong enough to bring out the whole truth,
to the utter confusion and dismay of these professed Second
Advent Sabbath breakers. One trait in their characters is
now pretty clearly devel oped, that is -- they are Sabbath
haters! The | aw of God is nicknamed by them the " Jew sh
Ritual," the "Jewi sh Sabbath,' the "Sabbath of the old
Jews,' &c., &c., thus virtually show ng up their characters
in these perilous times, according to Paul, as covenant
breakers, boasters, proud, blaspheners, denying the
righteous | aw of God, and yet professing to believe the
whol e word of God. "~As Jannes and Janbres withstood Mses.'
so do sone of these leading nen resist the truth. A

wonder ful and horrible thing is conmmtted in the |land, the
prophets prophecy falsely and the priests bear rule by
their neans, and ny people love to have it so; and what

will ye do in the end thereof?" Answer -- "The soul that
sinneth, it shall die." | think it is becom ng very evident
that they are fulfilling Rev. 12:17, and 16: 13, first

cl ause. None others so likely to deceive as these, because
of their position in the near comng of the Saviour. It
anounts to alnost an inpossibility to get their definition
of the Law and commandnents. One class will tell you that
the old and New Testanents are the Wrd and Comandnent s of
God. p. 3, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

A second will tell you that the New Testanent contains al
t he commandnents and teachi ngs that are now required of us.
| was informed of a conpany of professed advent believers,
not thirty mles fromthis, having beconme so al arned or
tenaci ous, that they would not carry the old testanent with
themto neeting on the first day. There was nothing in it,
however, that they feared but the conmandnent to keep the
Sevent h-day Sabbath. A third class will tell you that
baptism the Lord' s Supper, washing one another's feet,
holy greeting, and all the comrands which are given, are
commandnment s. Joseph Marsh, editor of the Advent Harbi nger,
says we are not under the |aw (of Mses) but under the | aw
of grace, the New Testanent. Now the Apostle Janes has
given us a test which will utterly confound all such



unscriptural argunents, viz.: ~Wosoever shall keep the
whol e | aw but shall fail with respect to one precept hath

been guilty of all." -- [Macknight's trans.] Now to make it
still plainer for us, he says, "For he who comanded do not
commt adultery, hath commanded al so, do not kill. Now if

thou commt not adultery, but killest, thou hast becone a
transgressor of the law.' Now | ask in all candor which of
these five are right? You answer, Janes, the inspired one.
Vel |, does he justify either of the other four? You answer
no, for he had directed us to the tables of stone, the ten
commandnents in the law, recorded in Exodus 20:1-17. This
is the true source. Is it doubted? Then here is the
testinony of Jesus in Matt. 5:17-19. Now read the 21st and
27th verses -- the very sane ones Janes has quoted. See

al so the 33d verse, the third precept. There are severa
others if required, but surely these two are clear.
Certainly no one wll doubt fromthe above testinony but
what the ten commandnents in the decal ogue are all and the
only ones that man is required to keep, with the exception
of the new one in John 13:34, given for the church of
Christ. But J. Marsh says, it is clear that all the ten
commandnents in the decal ogue were abolished at the

cruci fixion of Christ. So says every one that takes this
stand, and they quote for proof 2d Col. 14-17. But it
happens very unfortunately for themall that Janes saw his
master crucified and his testinony is dated A D. 60, about
twenty-ni ne years beyond their point of time, and shows us
t hat the commandnments were as nmuch enforced then and ever
woul d be, as they were when his nmaster was crucified
twenty-nine years before. Now | say that this testinony
poi ntedly and positively condemms them and will condemn
themat the judgnent. p. 3, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

For proof of this | appeal to the teachings of our Lord
Jesus Christ, what we nust do to be saved, "If thou wilt
enter into life, keep the commandnents.' But sonme will say
Janmes called it the law, therefore you nust so expound it.
Il will let God and Jesus do that: God says positively that
t he keeping of the Seventh-day Sabbath is my commandnment
and ny |law. Ex. 16:28, 29. So he has in other places taught
us respecting the whol e decal ogue, and so in |ike manner
does Jesus. Read the sane question and answer recorded in
Luke 10:23-28: "WHAT SHALL | DO TO I NHERI T ETERNAL LI FE?'
Jesus asks himwhat is witten in the LAW He repeats the
wor ds of Jesus recorded in Matt. 22:36-40, or, in 37-39th
verses. "And (Jesus) said unto him thou hast answered
RI GHT this do and THOU SHALT LIVE." Now, if you want it



still clearer, read Matt. 5:17-19. Law and commandnents are
here too, synonynous: p. 4, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

“Whosoever therefore shall break one of these |east [|aws]
conmandments, and shall teach nen so, shall be in no esteem
in the reign of heaven, but whosoever shall practice and
teach them shall be highly esteened in the reign of
heaven.' -- [Canpbell trans.] That he is speaking of the
| aw of commandnents in the decal ogue is positive and clear
fromthe 21st, 27th and 33d verses. That he neans the
whole, is also clear fromthis and the above quotations in
Matt. 22 and Luke 10. Now if the keeping of the
commandnments w ||l secure us eternal |ife, and the violation
of themrender us of no esteemin the reign of heaven, how
can those enter there who do not keep them and especially
such ones as Joseph Marsh and his adherents, who are
teaching the world that there are no commandnents, and are
endeavoring to di ssuade and di scourage and reproach all of
God' s honest children, who are striving to be highly
esteened in the reign of heaven. Does not the Saviour's
| anguage as clearly apply to themnow as it did when he was
permanent |y establishing and confirmng this covenant, the
| aw and commandnents of God, "putting theminto our m nds
and witing themon our hearts,' viz.: "Wy do ye also
transgress the commandnents of God by your tradition? p.

5, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

Ye hypocrites, well did Isaiah prophecy of you saying,
this people draweth nigh unto me with their nouth, and
honoreth me with their lips,' Isa. 29:13. [They are
advocating his speedy comng to judge the world.] " but
their heart is far fromne. But in vain they do worship ne
teaching for doctrines the commandnents of nen.' Oh, but
say some, we believe that the commandnents are as valid now
as they ever were. Wiy do you then constantly and
perseveringly reject, scoff at, and sneeringly deride, and
denounce, those that are as honest as you are, while they
are endeavoring to keep the fourth commandnent just as God
has directed thenf? When you have been so repeatedly shown
by their witings, drawn fromthe clear word that the
fourth conmmandnent is not abolished and never has under gone
any change nore than the other nine, and that there is no
ot her weekly sabbath recorded or intinmated in the old and
New Testanents. |If you will follow such downri ght
infidelity as is taught in all the second advent papers
respecting God's holy Sabbath, and still continue to
stigmati ze the holy | aw of God, how can you expect to be



treated otherwi se than the rebellious house of Israel, and
be nmade to feel in a very little while fromthis, all the
horrors of a guilty conscience, urging you to do that which
you now detest and abhor: even to conme and bow at the feet

of these very despised -- as you are now di sposed to term
them -- “door shutters,' “nystery folks,' "~Judaizers,'
"feet washers,' “deluded fanatics,' &c. &c. See |sa. 49: 23,

and 40:14; Rev. 3:9. Here your characters are delineated.
You say no, these mean the nom nal church. It is not so.
They have rejected the nmessage of the second advent. And
you since that time (1814) have rejected the word of God.
Qur testinony will not be rejected when called for that you
wth us left themwith all their creeds and confessions of
faith and professed to take the whole word of God for our
rule of faith and practice. This then is your clear
position, even while opposing the commandnents of God. If
you ask why | speak in such positive terns about or
concerning the comandnents of God, allow nme to cite you to
our history, Rev. 14:12. Is not this positive proof? p. 5,
Para. 2, [ VI NDSABB].

Also in 12:17. Do you not read your own characters as
descri bed above, on the remmant of the last end? and are
not these individuals who enter the gates of the city the
same remmant that are at |ast saved by keeping the
commandnent s? 22: 14. Does not the 15th verse describe those
who are |eft out, "“and whosoever |oveth and naketh a lie.'
How perfectly this conpares with what | quoted above, Rev.
3:9. See also 1st John 2:4, "He that saith | know him and
keep not his commandnents is a LIAR and the truth is not in

him' You will possibly say the three texts which | have
quoted in Rev. 12, 14 and 22, have no reference to the
Sabbath. When | cone to treat on the 14. of Rev. | wll

| ook at this point. But allow nme to state here, that the
first three commandnents in the decal ogue have never been a
subj ect of dispute (separately) in Christendom while the
fourth has been for fifteen hundred years. W know
positively that this is true in our second advent
experience. Therefore it is plain that by keeping the
fourth commandnent or the seventh-day Sabbath as it stands
recorded, and in the very tinme too in our history, we are
clearly fulfilling the prophecy, viz.: "Here is the

pati ence of the saints, here are they that keep the
commandnents of God and the faith of Jesus.' Allow ne to
state ny conviction here with reference to the great mass
of advent believers especially, that if they could quietly
di spose of the seventh-day Sabbath and sink it with the



Jewi sh rituals, then they would never raise their voice
agai nst the other nine commandnents of God. This, then, is
the evident reason why they are w elding their puny weapons
to smte dowmn the only foundation that upholds the old and
New Testanent. It would be nuch easier work for themto
stop the raging of the hurricane. God has themin derision,
he will laugh themto scorn. But | nust pass to the

exam nation of this subject, as | intimated in the
beginning. p. 6, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

IS THE FIRST DAY OF THE WEEK THE SEVENTH? p. 7, Para. 1,
[ VI NDSABB] .

Before entering upon this subject, it will be proper for
me to state, that some tine |ast August the editor of the
Bi bl e Advocate, being pressed by his brethren to open his
colums for the discussion of the Sabbath question, rather
reluctantly conplied, by first giving his views against it.
p. 7, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

He stated that he should first give C. Stowe's view, in
the affirmati ve, covering the whole ground, and then the
vi ew of some other witer in the negative, before he
publ i shed any thing nore on the other side, and so on.
Sister Stowe's piece, acconpani ed by the views of the
editor, appeared in the B. A, Sept. 2d, 1847. C. Stowe sent
the editor two articles, as she says. The editor saw proper
to publish her second article and withhold the first, for
pur poses best known to hinself. Perhaps it was considered
obj ectionable, as the editor of the Advent Harbi nger had
refused to publish it for her. So for sone reason or other,
only part of the ground was covered, and not one candid
objection or exam nation offered to her second, except by a
certain character, who, apparently, was ashanmed to have his
real nane known anong honest seekers for the truth. So far
as the subject has advanced, J. Croffut, of N Y. city, J.
B. Cook, of New Bedford, Mass. and A. Carpender, of Sutton,
Vt. have spoken in the affirmative. The negative is
advocated by the editor, Joseph Turner and Barnabas, and
perhaps two ot hers; besides what has been teeming fromthe
Advent Harbinger, in the negative. Now | do not re-exam ne
Turner and Barnabas, because they have not been ably
replied to by J. Croffut, J. B. Cook and C. Stow of N H.
but because | see the necessity of taking up the subject in
a different form wthout being restricted, as al
generally are, who wite for papers. Another inportant
poi nt which governs ne, is, that all the little flock may



understand the true bearings of the subject, for there are
undoubtedly a great many that do not see the Bible
Advocate, and because | felt like taking a part in this
great subject, in which | feel deeply interested, and I see
fromthe commencenent that | was excluded fromthat paper
by the statenent that C. Stowe would cover the whol e ground
in the affirmative. | furthernore perceived there were
addi ti onal objections to their unscriptural views, which
continued to be presented to ny mind. p. 7, Para. 3,

[ VI NDSABB] .

JOSEPH TURNER in attenpting to prove that Sunday, the
first day of the week is the seventh day of the week, and

t herefore the proper Sabbath, has failed to make out his
case. His proposed foundation is fromMatt. 12:39, 40. "But
he answered and said unto them an evil and adul terous
generation seeketh after a sign, and there shall no sign be
given to it, but the sign of the prophet Jonas, for as
Jonas was three days and three nights in the whale's belly,
so shall the son of man be three days and three nights in
the heart of the earth.” p. 8, Para. 1, [VINDSABB]|

He says, "to rear the tenple of this body in three days,
or to remain in the heart of the earth three nights and to
rise the third day was, according to the above Scripture,
to be a sign. I will now prove by Christ and his disciples
that this sign was literally given, and that he arose, not
the second, but third early in the norning." This statenment
is not true. The above Scripture states three days, and not
as you say you will now prove in three days. If it proves
any thing, it proves three whol e days, and then of course
the Saviour would rise on the fourth day. This, according
to your node of cal cul ati ng, woul d nmake the seventh day
cone on Monday. If you want the third day, or within three
days, why not take as many as you need for your argunent,
fromthe eighteen other texts, and not take this isolated
one, and then pervert it, as you have done. The only object
that | can see, in your perversion of the text, is to
prove, as you say, that Jesus was three nights in the heart
of the earth, viz.: Friday night, one; Saturday night, two,
and Sabbath night, three. You say, "that Christ was
actually raised the third day and not the second, as
tradition holds it." | amnot aware of any such tradition.
That woul d be perverting the whol e ei ghteen texts instead
of the one you have done. But that he was raised the third
day, and that third day was the first of the week, is the
joint testinony of the four evangelists, Matt. 28:1; Mark



16: 2, Luke 24:1; John 20:1 But |let us see how you have
obt ai ned these three nights as stated above, which, as you
say, "proves triunphantly that "~OUR SABBATH is the seventh
day." First read the second paragraph in your P.S., where
you have attenpted to pervert the plain and clear testinony
of Luke, in chap. 23:54, 56. Here you stated one scriptural
fact: That the Sabbath al ways commenced at evening. "From
evening to evening shall you cel ebrate your Sabbath." Then,
as a nost natural consequence, the next day woul d begin
where the Sabbath ended, and so of every other day

t hencef orward, or chaos and confusion would follow This

al so perfectly agrees with God's nmanner of commrencing tine
at the creation: "The evening (first,) and the norning is
the first day," &. p. 8, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Now as you have shown that Friday was the first day of the
crucifixion and that it was so far spent and passed away at
the tinme our Lord was buried, that the wonen coul d not have
got honme and prepared spices, (which probably was not nore
than twenty mnutes |abor,) before the next day began. How,
and by what authority do you claimFriday night? Does
Friday night conme after twenty four hours of that day are
spent? You see how difficult God makes the way of
transgressors. You may reply that you nade a m stake. WII
you allow ne to tell you where your m stake comrenced on
this subject. If I amnot very nuch m staken it was when
you gave up keeping the true seventh day, the only
hi storical, chronological or biblical day of the week ever
given to man. Well, you may say, | have nmade sone converts.
True -- but they are al so deceived, and many very likely
rejoicing init like D. B. WYATT, who seens to have
swal | oned the whole, and is endeavoring, with the
assi stance of the Advent Harbinger, (although they are at
anti podes respecting the commandnents of God,) to spread
the glad tidings far and wide. This editor is in no w se
particul ar about nen and neasures to acconplish his
Jesui tical purpose, to annihilate the very foundation and
superstructure of the Bible, "the commandnents of CGod."
Matt. 22:40. This wonderful piece of Advent intelligence is
recorded in the sanme paper with D. B. Watt's, Sept. 9,
1847. See also April 28, page 38. Let it be well understood
here also, that this man and J. V. Hines, editor of the
Advent Herald, are the two, and only two, editors and
papers in this country, which Wlliam M| Iler of Lowhanpton,
N. Y. recommends to give the light on the second Advent.
The neat in due season. p. 9, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].



Your erroneous doctrine is heartily wel come by sone here,
and many | understand in New Bedford, and very likely many
in other places. Yes, | have heard of it away on the Lakes.
| was told by one the other day who had backslidden |ike
yoursel f, that it was the best argunment he had yet seen.
Now i f you undertake to rectify your m stake, it is
possi bl e you may destroy all their joy, until some one
presents another error -- for the truth, it seens, they are
determ ned not to have. Again, you say, "let ny brethren
remenber that the | aw of Mbses, made the first day of the
feast of the passover, a sabbath in which no work shoul d be
done; this was the Sabbath that drew on. p. 10, Para. 1,

[ VI NDSABB] .

Moreover, | will here prove that the next day follow ng
the crucifixion, was not the Sabbath of the Lord, which the
Jews at that tinme kept. -- See Luke 23:54." Now, | say if

you will read the next two verses, 55 and 56, which are
connected with 54, it will positively contradict your
assertion, for it proves that they did keep the next day as
t he Sabbath, according to the commandnent, and the seventh-
day Sabbath was and is, the only Sabbath commandnent in the
whol e Bi ble. You pass this over and cite us to Matt. 27:62,
64, and base your whol e proof on inference. It is this,
that the Jews were so strict and pious in the observance of
t he Sabbath that they would not have gone to Pilate on that
day to have asked himto set a watch over the body of
Jesus, if it had been the Sabbath, because it woul d be an

i nportant fact to record against them "How easy to have
said in this record that the Jews on the Sabbath,"” &c. Yes
sir, it would have been just as easy for your purpose, to
have said in this record also, that "OUR SABBATH i s the
Seventh day." Then probably you woul d not have to answer
for the sin which you have in these instances, know ngly
committed. Besides this, you nmust have cal cul ated | argely
on the credulity of your readers, to suppose that all of

t hem woul d swal | ow such absurdities. As that nen, who had
just commtted one of the nbst aggravating crines ever
recorded in the annals of history, in barbarously and
cruelly nmurdering the son of the living God, should then
for fear of having it recorded agai nst themas touching the
purity of their notives that they had violated the holy
Sabbat h of God by calling on the Governor, on the Sabbath
of the Lord God, to set a watch over their victim for fear
that some of his disciples would cone and steal himaway,
and thus openly expose themto the scorn of the world. This
is your proof why the next day after the crucifixion could



not be the Sabbath. How unfortunate and trying it nust be
to you, who, after being so highly extolled by your hearers
in New Bedford, Fairhaven, &c., for your clear and plain
Holy Ghost |iving and preaching, to have to flee to such
nmean subterfuges to establish a position to justify your
backsliding fromthe plain and positive texts which stand
right in your way. p. 10, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Respecting your text in Matt. 12:40. If you made use of it
as it stands, it would positively prove the resurrection to
be on the closing hours of Mdnday, between 3 and 6 P.M and
not in the norning, as every where recorded. So then, to
fulfill your text to the very extent, and have the
resurrection in the norning, it nust be on Tuesday norning,
for Monday norning would bring you twel ve hours too soon,
only two and a half days instead of three. This would nake
your Sabbath, as you exultingly claimit for your
adherents, cone on Monday; that is, by your new node of
est abli shing the Sabbath. And then D. B. Watt, if he
foll owed your strange view, would have to recall his
address to his brethren and change the tinme of cel ebrating
the Lord's Supper on Monday eveni ng, and have it on
Tuesday. | presune the editor of the Harbinger woul d have
no objections to the alteration, provided M. W was
satisfied. p. 11, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

I know it is stated that Jonas was three days and three
nights in the whale's belly. I know of no way to prove it
but by the recorded tine that our Lord was in the earth.
You see that Matthew says as he was three days, &c. Now for

t he proof of how | ong he was there. First testinony -- his
di sci pl es, Luke 24:21-23. Second testinony -- Angels, 5:7.
Third testinony -- Jesus hinself, 46 v. "Thus it behooved

Christ to suffer and to rise fromthe dead the third day.
This testinony, be it renenbered, was given a few hours
after the resurrection, on the sane day. Here then is the
proof of what Jesus had before asserted, recorded ten tines
by the evangelist, and once by Paul; 1st Cor. 15:4; Matt.
16:21; 17:23; 20:19; Mark 9:31; 10:34 and 8: 31*; [*Canpbel
translates this in three, and Matt. 27:63, within three
days.] Luke 9:22; 13:32; 18:33; John 2:19. And five tines
by his accusers, Matt. 26:61; 28:40 and 63; Mark 14:58;
15:29. Every one of these eighteen texts records the
resurrection in three, sone of themwthin three days, and
not a syllable about nights. The one in Matt. 12:40, says
three days and three nights, referring to Jonas, as above.
Now | ask, shall we take this one isolated text, out of the



har nony of the whol e eighteen, and then pervert it, to
prove that sone how or other the world have | ost one day,
and therefore the first day of the week is the seventh. p.
12, Para. 1, [VINDSABB]

We all know that our judgnent always rests on the mgjority
or wei ght of evidence. Here then we have seven to one

besi des the testinony of Jesus hinself after his
resurrection, that he arose the third day, and clearly
denmonstrating that he did not lie there three days and
three nights, and proving, to ny judgnent, that Jonas was
al so delivered the third day. See other Scripture rules,
Esther 4:16, 17, and 5:1. Here the Jews were to fast three
days, but Esther ended it the third. See al so 1st Kings,
20: 29, the seven days ended on the seventh. Also, GCen.
17:12, eight days. Lev. 12:3, shows the eighth the sane.
Thus we see that the testinony of Jesus is clear. It is
clear to ny mnd that the Lord Jesus was not at furthest,
nore than thirty-eight hours in the tonb, and yet he was
there, according to Scripture proof, a part of Friday, the
sixth day, all of the seventh day, Sabbath, and a part of
Sunday, the first day, which last was the third day. Proof,
Luke 23:54-56 "And that day was the preparation and the
Sabbath drew on."™ Mark this, that the preparati on had cone,
and they were drawing to the Sabbath. See here, the
preparati on was al ways on the day of the Passover, the
fourteenth of the first nonth. The feast day was the
fifteenth, the next day. Let Mdses give the tine: "And ye
shall keep it up [the Lanb] until the fourteenth day of the
same nonth, and the whol e assenbly of the congregation of

| srael shall kill it in the evening." Ex. 12:6. The
original -- see margin -- reads between the two eveni ngs.
See the sane in Num 28:4, -- practiced and carried out

even to lighting the lanps in the tabernacle. Ex. 30:8. p.
12, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Now our bl essed Lord expired on the cross at the very tine
that this preparation always took place for 1670 years
before, nanely, the ninth hour, (Matt. 27, and Mark 15,)
three o'clock in the afternoon. Then between the two
evenings is just three hours, from3 to 6 P.M Keep this
clear in mind and you will clearly understand how t he
di sci pl es could have three hours fromthe death of their
master to see himput in the tonb, to have gone and
"brought sweet spices,” (Mark 16:1,) and be ready to keep
t he Sabbath according to the comandnent, (please read it
in Ex. 20:8-11,) as stated in Luke 23:54-56. p. 13, Para.



1, [VI NDSABB] .

You wi || understand Mark 15:42, "Now when the even was
conme because it was the preparation, that is the day before
t he Sabbath,” that it was the ninth hour, or 3 P.M Here
the preparation goes on for three hours, until the Sabbath
commenced. You see he says this was the day before the
Sabbat h, and when the Sabbath was passed, early in the
norning of the first day, they found he had arisen. Mark
Xvi. Here then is the three days: The day before the
Sabbat h he was ent onbed, between the hours of 3 and 6 P.M,
and the day after the Sabbath, the first day of the week,
he arose. As J. B. Cook says, | can conceive of nothing
nore definite. Wiitby and Scott say, "It is a received rule
anong the Jews that a part of a day is put for a whole
day." And so, let ne add, it is with the comrercial nations
of the earth. Every bill, or note, or deed, counts the day
of its date and the day of its extinguishnent. For
i nstance, the transaction of an interest note takes pl ace
at half past 11 o' clock in the evening of the first day of
January, 1847, and the interest is cast to the first day of
January, 1848, the demand for it would be valid if called
for at 30 mnutes AM after mdnight. Both of these dates
are counted days in this and all other kinds of business
transactions, as we reckon tine. And | say it is inpossible
for any rational being to understand it in any other way.
When one day ends the next begins, and so | have anply
shown is the Bible rule. Then, according to the testinony
adduced, if the Saviour was placed in the tonb any where
between the hours of 3 and 6 o' clock P.M on Friday, then
say that day was as nmuch counted for one, as the day on
whi ch he arose; and no man, not even J. Turner, undertakes
to say that it was nore than a part of a day. That this
wor k of preparation was all acconplished before the Sabbath
canme, is perfectly clear fromthe two passages already
quoted in Luke and Mark. See al so John 19:31. Here then the
antitype agrees perfectly with the type, all the
preparati on work acconplished between the hours of three
and six in the evening, called between the two eveni ngs.
Much al so has been said about the next day, the fifteenth
being a Jew sh festival Sabbath, and therefore God's
sevent h-day Sabbath coul d not possibly be until the day
after. Just as well mght it be asserted when our fourth of
July happens to fall on Sunday, that it could not be
Sunday, because it was the anniversary of our independence,
but the next day woul d be Sunday. This explains all the
difficulty. This feast day of theirs always follow ng the



Passover day, happened this year to cone on God's holy
Sabbat h day, hence the peculiar expression of John, "for

t hat Sabbath was an high day." God's instruction to Moses
respecting all the feast days is right to the point, "Every
t hing upon his day." Lev. 23:37. You see there is no
provision to defer the Sabbath festivals whenever they
happened on the Sabbath of the Lord our God. p. 13, Para.
2, [ VI NDSABB] .

Now | think the above Scriptures do clearly and
i ncontrovertibly establish the resurrection to have been on
Sunday norning, the first day of the week, and the day
before, on which the Saviour rested in the tonb and his
disciples in the city of Jerusalem was the seventh day of
t he week, the Sabbath of the Lord our God, according to the
commandnent ; and the day before that, viz., on Friday, he
was crucified and buried. This clearly overthrows your
unscriptural argunents to establish the first day of the
week for the seventh-day Sabbath. p. 14, Para. 1,
[ VI NDSABB] .

| have gone nuch further into this argunent that | shoul d,
had I not have heard and seen the incal cul able m schi ef
that was being acconplished by the spread of such an
argunent; fromone too, who is | ooked upon by those not
personal |y acquai nted with himas an anbassador, fully
approved of God; a pillar in the church of these | ast days;
one who is fully conpetent to preach and take the lead in
canp-neetings, &. &c. And still | feel there is a duty
devol ving upon ne, which I ought not to shrink from
notwi t hstandi ng his high profession, and being fostered,
and upheld as a brother bel oved, by the Advent papers. p.
15, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

It is that since the winter of 1845, you have, by your
deceptive arts, and fal se expositions of God's Wrd, taught
and practiced ridiculous things in the churches, such as
God never has, nor ever will approve. Your confession |ast
spring in the Boston Conference seenmed nore like justifying
and exalting yourself fromyour debased and fallen
condition, than a Bi ble confession, which says, "confess
your faults one to another." But you perceived, | suppose
with others, that it had becone fashionable to confess the
nmonstrous errors in our past experience in the advent
doctrine to those who had drawn back and organi zed under
t he Laodi cean state of the church. p. 15, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .



And al so, that J. Marsh of Rochester, and others from
different places, were distinguishing thenselves by their
wonder ful confessions; therefore you al so confessed how
sorry you were for the mschief (or injury) that you had
done the cause of God by witing and preaching the doctrine
of shut door and Bridegroom conme. Here you attenpted to put
down and destroy two of the nost inportant and prom nent
truths according to the types and New Testanent teaching,
with our history in the past, that is connected with the
"twenty-three hundred days,"” and "cl eansing of, or
vi ndi cating the sanctuary"; and use them as a scapegoat to
carry off and hide your unholy and iniquitous practices
fromtheir view Wy not confess that after you and A. Hale
had published this clear Scriptural view, that you had been
SO0 positive that you were right in your position, that at
one of your neeting places in Portsnmouth, N H, you
decl ared that you were ready to seal it with your own
heart's bl ood, and that the appointnment which you
afterwards made to neet at Richard Walker's, if not, you
woul d state the reason by witing, had been utterly
di sregarded, although you had passed through there severa
times. Way not confess with contrition your unscriptural
t eachi ngs and practices? And |astly, why not informyour
i stening audi ence of the wonderful discovery and
proficiency which you had made during that time, in the
growi ng sci ence of your predecessors, "Jannes and Janbres?"
and what a |oving drawi ng and wonderful effect this
mesneric i nfluence produced on sone of the dear sisters!
You were aware that such kind of satanic practices would
not go down with your hearers, therefore you withheld it
probably for a nore conveni ent season. The response from
heaven to this confession (I think) is |ong since recorded
by a servant of the Lord. Isa. 1:10-15. Since you began to
preach in New Bedford, where it was said such a wonderfu
revival was follow ng your preaching and practice, that
sone in Fairhaven were | ooked upon as sinners, because they
woul d not believe that you were filled with the Holy Ghost.
Here in New Bedford, | amtold, that in reply to sone of
t hese charges: that you had studied or |ooked into the
subj ect of nmesnmerismthat you m ght ascertain the cause, or
meani ng, of the delusions practiced by the advent people.
p. 15, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

| think that by conparing dates, it nmay pretty clearly be
known that this is one of the first and principal causes of
the state of things now anong many in Miine, especially



where your influence was felt. In the course of this
conversation you stated sonething else, which you wll
remenber, and for fear, or sonmething else, that it would
not be believed, you said you could prove it by certain
persons whom you nanmed. | have since ascertai ned that these
persons neither know, not have ever known, or have
intimted any such things. Now, | ask, how nuch your
confessions are worth in Boston or any where else. In the
name of my Master, | here warn the little flock to beware
of your ungodly teaching. p. 16, Para. 1, [ VI NDSABB]

Si nce answering your argument on the first day for the
seventh, | see by the Advocate of Dec. 16th, your exulting
reply to J. B. Cook. Because he has not net every point of
your tw sted, sophistical argunment, you now think it wll
stand forever. You say "The position | have taken wl]l
stand the onset of all while the eternal rock of
inspiration stands secure; hence with confidence calmas
heaven, | take ny pen to reply,” &. W read that "the
Devils believe and trenble,” while this wonderful man is
cal m as heaven, because he thinks he has gai ned one day
since the crucifixion, which would destroy the | aw of God,
the fourth conmandnent, when in fact he has only stolen six
or eight hours. Perhaps he will try to borrow or take the
bal ance in the forthcom ng articles which he prom ses. And
here he says again, "the matter shall REST w thout a REVI EW
ON EITHER SIDE."!'! "Vanity of vanities, saith the
preacher!" WIIl God's word forever renmai n unvindicated,
because of your veto? Your one m stake that | have shown,
proves your infallibility, Let nme repeat it in connection:
In your text, Matt. 12:39, 40, it states three days and
three nights. This itself overthrows the whol e of your

argunent -- for three days are just as long as three
nights. See howit will work by your rule: Jesus entonbed
just about 6 P.M on Friday. Now count -- Friday evening,

one ni ght; Saturday evening, two nights; Sunday eveni ng,
three nights. Now for the days: Saturday, one; Sunday, two;
and Monday, three. But to make it three, the resurrection
nmust be on Monday evening, at 6 o' clock, and the scripture
says he arose in the norning! Then if you wait until
Tuesday norning, you nmake it just three and a half days and
four nights, and your Sabbath commences on Monday. p. 17,
Para. 1, [ VI NDSABB] .

But if you say it nust be Monday norning, then you have
but two days and twel ve hours. You say this would be the
third day, just as | say -- true, but this text says "three



days." Besides, you say in your second article, "sone have
been so vain on this point as to count the day of the
crucifixion, one; the next day, one; and then the norning
while it was yet dark, one; and therefore the third day.
This is alnost wi cked. Does not Jesus Christ in whose word
we trust -- say three nights?" Yes, sir, and does he not as
expressly say three days, too? If we are alnost wi cked in
counting, as you say, then all the evangelists were, Mark
and Luke especially. | say there is no other rule but the
one you call us vain for using. If it is alnost wcked to
count a part of the first day, for one day, by what
authority do you count a part of the |last day, for one day?
The scripture nowhere says, two days, and three nights. p.
17, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

And then as | have shown where you borrowed a part of a

ni ght, by counting Friday night for one of your three

ni ghts, when you insisted upon it that it was past, because
the disciples had no tinme left of Friday to even prepare
their spices. Did you not see that if you clained six hours
of Friday, to break the scriptures, that the disciples
woul d have just as nuch tinme to prepare for the Sabbath?
How is it that you do not understand what the angel Gabriel
said should be in the |ast days: "But the wi cked shall do
w ckedly, and none of the w cked shall understand." |
really hope no one will be troubled wth your forthcom ng
article. It would be far easier for you to shovel the
Al | eghany nmountains into Lake Ontario than to attenpt to
gai n one day, or prove that we have |ost one. p. 18, Para.
1, [ VI NDSABB] .

Your threat about the fallacy of history, and what you
will do about it, is also vain; yet, if you could do so,
the Bible is a sufficient rule in this case. You have
therefore nmade but two and a half days and two nights, and
work it which way you will, you will fail. You cannot
destroy the validity of the other eighteen texts. p. 18,
Para. 2, [ VI NDSABB] .

It is clear that the Jewi sh feasts always occurred when
they fell on the Sabbath of the Lord. Lev. 23:37, l|last cl
p. 18, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

BARNABAS AGAI NST The SABBATH. p. 18, Para. 4, [VI NDSABB].

Bar nabas woul d fain have the world believe that God has
made one | aw which man coul d never keep w thout | eading him



i nto bondage. He says, "Sister Stowe, nor any others of
like faith pretends to keep the seventh-day according to

t he commandnent, that reads, "thou shalt not do any work.'
Ex. 20:10. "Let no nman go out of his place on the seventh
day.' There stands the command with all its terrible
sanctions of thunder and lightnings. If this command is now
in force sister S. and all the rest nust stand condemed at
the dread tribunal of God, for they all break that
commandnent as rmuch as we who do not pretend to keep it."
The speciousness of B.'s reasoning is a great deal nore
likely to |l ead saints into bondage, than what he has said
of sister Stowe. He begins in the very onset to mslead the
m nd. He quotes "Let no man go out of his place on the
seventh day," and says, there stands the command wth al
its terrible sanctions of thunder and |ightnings, and then
says sister S. and Br. Bates and all the rest nust stand
condemmed at the dread tribunal of God, for they all break
that conmmandnent. Now | say this is not a commandnent, but
a command given to the children of Israel twenty days
before they heard that terrible thunder and Iightning at
mount Sinai, where the ten commandnents was made known to
them by the Alm ghty God's speaking themall out in an
audi bl e voice, and then witing themwi th his own finger on
tabl es of stone. These are all the commandnments that God
ever gave to man, and they were as equally binding on the
stranger, (the Gentile) that was within their gates, as on
the Jew. Every one can see how difficult it would be for a
man well versed in Scripture to remenber every direction,

or a thus sayeth the Lord," for a comuandnment, especially
the mllions who cannot read. They were of that character,
of so few words, that God directed themto "bind themfor a
sign upon their hands, and they shall be as a frontl et

bet ween thine eyes,” ("that the Lord's |law may be in thy
nmouth."” Ex. 13:9,) "and thou shalt wite them upon the
posts of thy house, and on thy gates.” Num 15:38-40; Deut.
6:8, 9. This, God's code of Laws was put into the Ark.

Deut. 10:5. And he says that "one | aw shall be to himthat
is hone born and to the stranger that sojourneth with you."
p. 19, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

Ex. 12:49. Now Moses code of laws was witten in a book
and placed in the sane ark. Deut. 31:24-26. This law from
the 14 ch. and onwards, and in Lev. was to be read to the
whol e assenbly once in seven years; see 31:10-12, and Neh.
8:1-6. Six hours, reading fromnorning to noon. But the ten
commandnents as in Ex. 20:1-17, can be read in three
mnutes. |If you want to understand God's code of | aws



separately set forth and enforced, see from4. to 14. of
Deut. Hi s reasons for giving themto the Jews, 7:6-8, and
10: 22 He tells themthey shall not add nor dimnish from
them Deut. 4:2. (Mnd this.) "The man for gathering sticks
(either to kindle a fire for his confort, or cook some
food, B. says,) was by the command stoned to death." This
is all supposition; nobody knows what he gathered sticks
for, or what size they were; he was stoned to death for it,
and so we nmight be nowif the |law of Mdses was in force.
Let it be distinctly understood, that God' s code of |aws,
whi ch conprises the ten commandnents, does not forbid us to
kindle fires on his Sabbath; nor require us to stay in our
houses, nor forbid us to assenbl e together to worship;
neither does it forbid us to adm nister to the sick on his
Sabbat h, nor do any work of absolute necessity. These |
propose to treat upon nore at |arge, under the head
Scriptural Observance of the Sabbath. p. 19, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .

Bar nabas says, "if the covenant is not altered, anended
nor repealed, then it nmeans just what it says. "Thou shalt
not do any work," stands out in bold relief against those
who tal k so nuch about the command, but never yet pretend
to keep it. If they say they have a right to alter the
phrase," &c. Now we answer, that we never have attenpted to
alter it. It is perfectly right, and your bare assertion,
in the absence of any kind of proof, does not, nor ever
will prove, that we do not refrain fromwork on the
Sabbat h, according to the commandnent, as set forth in the
Scriptures. p. 20, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

Two kinds of work are specified or inferred in the |Iaw of
Moses. "In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread," &c.
The way this is done, "man goeth forth to his work and to
his | abor until evening." This of course includes fromthe
first day to the seventh. Then Sunday is the first working
day of the six. This is distinguished servile work, because
in Lev. xxiii. chap. and 28 and 29 ch. of Nunbers, the
Lord's Sabbath and the Jew sh Sabbat hs of holy convocati ons
are all brought to view, so that fromthe 14th day of the
first nmonth to the 22d, is the feast of unleavened bread
with offerings, and fifty days fromthe wave sheaf or
resurrection is another. p. 20, Para. 2, [VINDSABB]

See Lev. 23:16-18, and then fromthe first day of the 7th
nonth until the 23d of the sane, viz. 1st, 10th, 15th and
23d. The eight last days is a continual feast. Now the



Sabbath of the Lord God nust inevitably be included in this
| ast eight day feast of Tabernacles; once every year, and
very frequently on the first and tenth day Sabbaths, and so
fromthe passover feast to the end of unl eavened bread,

al ways nust include the weekly Sabbath every year;
sonetinmes on a feast day, which John calls "an high day."
Now t he order of these Jew sh Sabbaths and feasts. God says
of them "every thing upon his day, besides the Sabbaths of
the Lord," &. Al the work was to be performed in these
feasts, cone on what day they did, besides the offerings on
t he Sabbath of the Lord, Lev. 23:37, 38. Well, what was the
work for every weekly Sabbath? See Num 28:9, and on
Sabbath two | anbs, besides the daily, which was two nore;
see 3d v. So we see here were always four lanbs, with the
nmeats, &. O fered every seventh day, and sonetinmes thirty
bul | ocks, rams and | anbs; and in all of the Jew sh Sabbat hs
except that on the tenth of the seventh nonth, it is
expressly said "ye shall do no servile work therein.” Now
all this was work and | abor, but it was cerenonial worship
and obedi ence to God, hence it was not servile work. It is
explained in Ex. 12:16, "No manner of work shall be done
save that which every soul nust eat. That only may be
done.” What will you do with all these conmands, Barnabas?
Did they not have to go out of their places after God gave
themthe law from Mount Sinai? Did they not assenble for
wor shi p? Did they not prepare themfood to eat, think ye,
after the nmanna ceased? and did not the Saviour say of his
di sci pl es, when reproached for eating corn on the Sabbath
day by the Pharisees, that they were guiltless? Was it
wong to take it wi thout |eave? See Deut. 23:24, 22. \Was
not the work of circuntision always going on every weekly
Sabbat h? Now Jesus being the Lord of the Sabbath, shows us
under the Cospel, where he transposes these ten
commandnents fromthe tables of stone, and gives themin
our mnds and wites themon our hearts; shows us that this
wor k or |abor on the Sabbath, were henceforth acts of
necessity and nmercy, instead of servile work because our
node of worshi pping God was entirely changed. p. 20, Para.
3, [ VI NDSABB] .

Hence Jesus said "My Father worketh hitherto and I work."
John 5:17 See what kind of work, 17:4 "Done the will of
God, finished his work," after supper. See al so 4:34, and
5:36 See his good works, 10:25,32 This then was the work
t hat Jesus and his Father were doing, and for these he is
call ed a notorious Sabbath breaker. Well he is now doing a
marvel ous work. Hab. 1:5, yet ye will not believe. "It is



time for the Lord to work for nen have made void thy |law "
Ps. 69. p. 21, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

It does not followthat nen should be put to death now for
violating the Sabbath, any nore than for violating the
first, fifth, seventh, or all the commandnents -- for the
penalty of death follows the violation of every one of the
commandnents. p. 22, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

1st commandnent: "Thou shalt have no other Gods." See
Deut. 13:6-10 and Ex. 22:20 p. 22, Para. 2, [VI NDSABB].

2d. "Thou shalt not make any inmage." Deut. 13:12, 16 p.
22, Para. 3, [VINDSABB]

3d. "Thou shalt not profane nmy nane." Lev. 24:16, 22, 23
p. 22, Para. 4, [VINDSABB].

4t h. "Renmenber the Sabbath day." Num 15:32, 33, 36 p.
22, Para. 5, [VINDSABB]

5th. "Honor thy father and thy nother." Lev. 20:9 p. 22,
Para. 6, [VI NDSABB].

6th. "Thou shalt not kill." Lev. 24:21 and 17 p. 22,
Para. 7, [ VI NDSABB].

7th. "Thou shalt not steal." Joshua 7:20,21 and 25 p. 22,
Para. 8, [ VI NDSABB] .

9th. "Thou shalt not witness falsely." Deut. 19:16, 17,
19, p. 22, Para. 9, [VINDSABB].

10t h. "Thou shalt not covet." Jos. 7:20, 25 p. 22, Para.
10, [ VI NDSABB] .

Al'l of the commandnents together. Num 15:30, 31; see also
Deut. 28:15-67 p. 22, Para. 11, [VI NDSABB].

If these were all to be enforced now, there would be but a
small remant of the ten hundred millions now living, left
upon the earth. If it is proper to enforce the fourth, it
is the whole. How clear that all of these death penalties
were annulled wth the Jew sh dispensation. p. 22, Para.
12, [ VI NDSABB] .

When Jesus begins to promul gate his CGospel, the stoning



systemis all broken up; see his admrable sernon on the
mount. p. 22, Para. 13, [ VI NDSABB].

Matt. 5:38-18 "Ye have heard that it hath been said an eye
for an eye and a tooth for a tooth, but | say unto you that
ye resist not evil, but whosoever shall smte thee on thy
right cheek, turn to himthe other also,” &. &c. Here we
see that all the followers of Jesus are to be peace nen, or
non-resistants, an entire change in adm nistering the |aw.
Says Barnabas, this is just what | have been trying to nmake
you believe, that the law, all of the law that the Jews
were subject to in their dispensation was abolished under
the CGospel, for we are here under the New Testanent | aw,
(grace). Not quite so fast: Jesus foreseeing such kind of
teaching as this, placed the commandnents of God, (on which
hung all the |law and the prophets,) on an i movabl e and
fi xed foundation and carried the teachi ng and keepi ng of
themclear into the reign of heaven; and any honest nman who
is seeking for the truth though he be ever so ignorant in
ot her things, will admt, when he reads the 17-19, 21, 27 and
33d verses in this chapter, the force of this truth. Wat
an i dea that Jesus should prom se such inval uabl e bl essi ngs
to his followers after they becone immortal only to m sl ead
and tantalize them This is the tendency of your no
commandnment no | aw system Wy Jesus tells you that the
teachi ngs of the Bible have no other foundations to stand
upon. Well the nmultitude would not believe himthen as you
and others will not now. See what confusion and shane they
suffered and bore in withering silence fromhis sinple
di rection about enforcing the old law for the violation of
t he seventh commandnent. Here she is master, "Now Mses in
the law, (not CGod's code of |aws,) commanded that such
shoul d be stoned. But what sayest thou?" "Let himthat is
Wi thout sin, cast the first stone at her." The consequence
was that the woman was | eft w thout an accuser. Thus for
once the whole nultitude were convinced that the stoning
system for violating the commandnents was abol i shed. See
John 7:3-11 Again, you ask, "What type or part of the |aw
was fulfilled by Christ keeping the seventh day, or in our
keeping it?" Answer -- "Love is the fulfilling of the law"
"If ye keep ny commandnents ye shall abide in ny |ove, even
as | keep ny Father's commandnents and abide in his |ove."
John 15:10 "This is nmy commandnent that ye | ove one anot her
as | have loved you." 12 verse. p. 22, Para. 14,

[ VI NDSABB] .

Agai n, Jesus says in Matt. 22:37-40, where he includes al



of the commandments that |ove to God and | ove to our

nei ghbor, is the whole |aw and the prophets, i.e. that this
is the substance of the whole ten commandnents. The great
one on the first table, the second on the second table of
stone. Paul tells the Hebrews that the | aw having a shadow
of good things to cone cannot nake the coners thereunto
perfect. This is the |aw of Mdses. The ten commandnents,
the I aw which God audi bly gave fromhis own nouth, is the
one that Jesus here refers to, and the only one that he
kept abiding in his Father's |ove. |saiah says, "He w |
magni fy the | aw and nake it honorable.” You know he

di shonored the | aw of Moses by abolishing sacrifices and

of ferings altogether, and nailing it to his cross. It
appears to nme that any child, anxious for the truth, would
see this distinction. But no, you seem determ ned on
abol i shing the whole. You see that Jesus' comandnent, John
13:34; 15:12, is the very essence of his Father's and is

gi ven exclusively for the church; but his Father's was, and
is for the whole human famly, and the fourth contains the
Sabbat h. Now do you see what Jesus neans when he says he
cane not to destroy the law but to fulfill, and don't you
understand himto, that this laww ||l stand after the
heavens and the earth are passed away. Here then is how and
where he fulfilled the law, or as you ask to know, a part
of the law, for in keeping the conmandnents he certainly
kept the Sabbath; see Mark 6:2, and Luke 4:16, 31 This,

then, is the way we fulfill the law, by keeping the very
same sevent h-day Sabbath. There are but two codes of |aws
brought to view here; viz. God's and Mdses'. Don't you see
here he has fulfilled the first and abolished the |last. You
take this rule with you to your favorite texts, viz. Col.
2:14-17; 2d Cor. 3, and Gal. 2. and v., where you say the
commandnents, the |aw of God, and the Sabbath, are
abol i shed; and you will find the sanme distinction. God
never gave Paul, nor you, nor any one else, any nore
liberty to preach that his |law was abolished in this, or
any other way, than he did to preach that there was no
salvation for man. Don't you preach that man shoul d obey
the | aw of God, and when nman obeys as Jesus did, doesn't he
fulfill the law? Can you tell how man can fulfill it

wi t hout obeying the whole law? p. 23, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

You say that will bring us into circuntision. How can that
be, when he has, as | have just stated, abolished all the
cerenoni al part of the | aw of Abraham and Moses. Again, you
say, the only reason given in the Bible why the Sabbath was
ever kept was, that the Israelites mght renenber that God



brought them out of Egypt. Deut. 5:15. Your objection to
the answer that was given by C. Stowe, and reiterating the
guestion, as you have the above answered one, and
chal l enging all who desire to be under the law to prove the
contrary, in B.A Dec. 2d, only goes for proof of your

i gnorance, or wlful m sunderstandi ng of God's conmmandnent.
| f the fourth commandnent in Ex. 20:11, as she quoted and
you dissent fromit, is not the reason given why we shoul d
keep the Sabbath on the seventh day, as directed in the
ninth and tenth verses, then it would be inpossible to
understand the sinple word of the Lord. Because God has
used the words "command thee' to keep the Sabbath, in Deut.
5:15, every other word or form of speech where God requires
t he keeping of the Sabbath, is made void by you. What is
the signification of commands? Is it not to appoint,

enjoin, and require by authority? Does it not nmean the sane
as to say "Renenber the Sabbath day and keep it holy." --
"Thou shalt not |abor or do any work on the Sabbath day."
Ex. 20:8-10. Once nore, God says, "Ye shall keep the

Sabbat h." Again, "Werefore the children of Israel shal
keep the Sabbath -- for a perpetual covenant. For in six
days the Lord nade heaven and earth, and on the seventh day
he rested and was refreshed."” 31:14, 16,17 You see the word
conmandnent is also used in the 16th verse, for the fifth
commandnent, and because it is omtted in Ex. 20:12,
according to your rule it is not valid. But it is not so --
God speaks as positively and understandi ngly when he says
"ye shall,' as when he says | command you.' Again, you say
-- "If Christ did not virtually annul the fourth
commandnent when he began his public mnistry, then the
Jews were RIGHT I N KILLING HHM AS A NOTORI OQUS SABBATH
BREAKER. He travell ed about and did nuch work on the
Sabbath." p. 24, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

In your second article you offer as proof Luke 4:18-20
There certainly is no proof of the |law s being annull ed
here. You then quote 16:16 "The | aw and the prophets were
until John,"™ &c. p. 25, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB] .

This is your whole argunment for annulling the fourth
commandnent. Read the next verse, "And it is easier for
heaven and earth to pass, than for one tittle of the lawto

fail." Now doesn't a law fail when it passes away? Yes. How
then can this law fail till heaven and earth passes? This
was virtually show ng how i npossible it would be for one
tittle of the law of God to fail. Here Jesus reverts to the

seventh commandnent, 18th verse, and shows that the | aw of



t he decal ogue was what he nmeant. But he does not say that
any | aw was annul |l ed here. If you say that any part of the
| aw of Moses was abolished here, you upset all the
foundation that infidelity raises to overthrow the whole

| aw of God. | wonder that all the second advent editors are
not out against you, for it this be true they have no nore
foundation for their no-law and no- commandnents of God
systemto stand upon than nmany who are hung on the gall ows
for venturing to practice after such teaching, by violating
the eighth and sixth conmmandnent. | am aware that their
Judge Advocate, Joseph Marsh of Rochester, N Y. has filed
in his plea, (see Advent Harbinger, Nov. 9th,) that we are
under the |aw of grace, the New Testanent, and not the | aw
of Moses, which he asserts enbraced the ten conmandnents.
Wiy does not the | aw of grace save thieves and nurderers
and liars fromthe gallows here, and eternal death
hereafter. (Rev. 21:8). Answer -- because there is no
precept by which it can be done out of the |aw of
commandnent s, which was nmade for all nmen, Jew and Gentile.
How woul d murderers and robbers understand their sentence,
Vviz. You are to be hung until you are dead for violating
the | aw of the New Testanent, and nmay the Lord have nercy
on you for violating his |law of grace. Stop, says the

American, you are bound to show nme the precept. | ask where
it is to be found if the commandnents are abolished? Ch,
sir, but you have violated the spirit of them Wll, but do

tell me, sir, how | have violated the spirit of a | aw that
you say was abolished and forever done away nore than

ei ghteen hundred years ago. | amignorant, | never
professed religion, | do not understand the neani ng of
grace in the New Testanment -- | pray you, sir, don't hang

an i nnocent man. p. 25, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

| have already shown what they tell us that their
foundation is for the abolition of God's law, it is in Gal.
2; Cor. 3, and Col. 2:14-17. The very day that our Lord was
nailed to the cross -- (every witer that | remenber to
have read before on this subject begins at the cross, where
Paul directs us to look for the abolition of offerings and
obl ation, Moses' cerenonial node of worship) -- but you
have attenpted, w thout proof, to show that this was done
three years before, and that w thout a shadow of proof that
the fourth commandnent, or any of them was done away. p.
26, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

In this second article, you cite us for the same proof to
Col. 2:8-17. How unfortunate for your argunent; first that



Christ annulled the |Iaw, and of course the Sabbath, when he
began to preach, according to Luke 4:18-20, and 16:16. And
then in another place quote Col. 2:8-17, for the sanme point
of time. How could Christ annul any law tw ce. First, at
his preaching and second at his death, three and a half
years apart. Your argunent is groundless and futile;
therefore the uncalled for bl asphenous | anguage of yours,
that the Jews were right in killing him(the Son of God) as

a notorious Sabbath breaker, will fall on your guilty head.
Hear the proof: "They that forsake the | aw praise the
wi cked. -- He that turneth away his ear from hearing the

| aw, even his prayer shall be abom nation.” See al so Janes
2:10. Once nore, the |law that Jesus says shall not pass
away, &c. Luke 16:17, is proved to be the sane as in ch
10: 25-28 Jesus says, how readest thou? what is witten in
the |l aw? He answers by quoting the two great commandnents
inthe law, in Matt. 22:36-40 -- the sanme as given in ch.
5:17-19, the keeping of which then and thenceforward woul d
make them of great esteemin the reign of heaven. Conpare
al so 19:16-19 with Luke 18:18-20. If Jesus' promn se of

eternal |ife by our keeping the |law of -- or, and
commandnents fails us here, then all his New Testanent
teaching, the "|aw of grace,' so ternmed, wll fail with it.

p. 27, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

In conclusion, you call us foolish adventists, and wish to
know who has bew tched us? Answer -- not the strictly
keepi ng the holy Sabbath and ot her conmandnents, but by
listening to, or follow ng such unrighteous and deceptive
teachi ngs as you set forth. No marvel that you would |ike
to preach it in all the sectarian synagogues in the | and,
if they would hear you. Fallen Babylon is a nore suitable
pl ace for such teaching than you will ever find any where
el se. p. 27, Para. 2, [VI NDSABB].

John describes their condition, Rev. 18:2. But | pass.
There is but one nore remark of yours that | deem worthy of
a reply, and | should not nost probably have received your
articles, only for the defence of God's |aw and the
suffering little flock, ny brethren, who are endeavoring to
stand where John, in his vision, saw themat this present
hour, viz. In their patient waiting tine, "keeping the
commandnents of God and the faith of Jesus." p. 27, Para.
3, [ VI NDSABB] .

You say, "If a tree may be known by its fruits, we have a
woeful tree here. First, shut door; next, seventh-day



Sabbat h, or the bondage of the law, next, Oh, it would be a
shame to speak of those things which are done of themin
secret. God grant themrepentance which is unto life." That
we believe in the shut door, and seventh-day Sabbath, is
true; that we wash one another's feet, as Jesus taught, and
greet one another as Paul has taught, is true of a great
portion of those who keep the Sabbath and believe in the
past and present truth. If you nean these, that it be a
shane to speak of, we answer that we do it openly and
avowedl y, and teach and practice the sanme wherever we go,
and prove it clearly by the Scriptures. If there is any
thing secretly practiced by us, it is as nuch unknown to
the church as it is to you. The days of J. Turner and sone
ot her | eaders of fanaticismin Maine, | trust, have about
all subsided, since they have crawl ed into the Laodi cean
state of the church. If you know of any thing, that we
secretly practice in our worship or service of God, that
which is a shame to us, we are not unwilling for you to
meke it as public as you please. W have no faith nor

fell owship for any such thing, neither have we any clai mon
them p. 28, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

As the editor of the Bible Advocate and yourself are
aimng at the one object, viz. the abolition of God's holy
Sabbat h, and the treading down God's truth seeking
children; he is approbating and uphol ding you in your
di sguise; we are therefore left to conjecture. From sone

mar ks which | have seen under your two coverings, | amvery
strongly inclined to believe that you real nane is Jacob
Weston of New Ipswich, N. Il. If I amwong, then what | am
about to state will not apply to Barnabas. p. 28, Para. 2,
[ VI NDSABB] .

If I amright in the real character, then | shal
di scharge another duty by exposing an eneny to both God and
man, under the cloak of the apostle Barnabas, and beneath
that a sheepskin |aced round the body of a WOLF, "speaking
great words agai nst the nost Hi gh, thinking to change tines
and laws." Dan. 7:25. Your unrighteous thrusts, to put down
and destroy God's honest children, who are endeavoring to
live by every word of God, seens to be in perfect keeping
wi th your wayward, backslidden course. It is you, sir, that
have been practicing things in secret, which are a shane,
and a disgrace, and a stigma upon the cause which you
prof ess. Now lay off that apostolic cloak which you have
taken to cover your deformed and deceptive arts. The reason
why you have assuned this garb to oppose your opponent, C.



Stowe, is to sone very obvious. You knew that she was
acquai nted with sone of your ungodly proceedi ngs. You had
not forgotten the false prom ses and pretenses which you
had resorted to, first, to obtain her noney, and then to
keep her out of it. After repeated calls for it, you at
length sent it to her, stating that the reason why you had
not the noney, and you did not wite her, because it would
subj ect her to pay the postage, as you could not! and then
in an insulting manner to dictate a letter, teaching her
how she should wite to you. p. 28, Para. 3, [VI NDSABB]

After this squall had bl own over and things had becone
nmore settled, a nmysterious letter is presented to sister
Stowe, signed Lydia B. Weston, setting forth your hel pl ess

condition -- not actually asking for noney, because it
woul d not conport with her severe remark about " dying
first," -- but to draw still nore on her synpathy, it

states that her husband had fell and | aned, or sprained his
ankle, &c. &c. Sister S., although about forty mles from
this scene of suffering and distress, requested a friend
and nei ghbor of yours to ascertain what was needed, and she
was ready to assist, notwithstanding all the past. Your
house was visited and inquiry made for the |ane man, but he
was away. "Well, you have heard from Washi ngt on?" Your

wife, L. B. Weston, replied, "she did not know how?"

[ Anot her statenent is, "have you heard from Washi ngt on?"
"No." "Have you not witten to Washi ngton?" (or sister
Stowe.) "No."] The messenger was nuch surprised! "Well, are
you in need of any thing?" "No, we have all that we need at
present!” and she then proceeded to enunerate all the
confortabl e things she had. p. 29, Para. 1, [ VI NDSABB]

Fromthis it is evident that your wife was an entire
stranger to this letter and its contents. Wio wote this
forged letter? The capitals, it was said by those who
examned it, were J. Westons's but the hand-witing was
rather finer than his. Wen you have been told of this your
reply has been that sister Stowe lies if she says that |
wote that letter! It is all in vain for you to reiterate
such assertions. The question is, where is the person in
New | pswi ch, whose hand-witing will conpare with this
letter, and who is so interested in your behalf that they
will even contradict your wi fe, who nmanages your househol d
affairs; and state fal sehoods, and then conmt the high
crinme of FORGERY, by affixing her nane to their assertions,
to obtain for you what you did not need; and anong ot her
t hi ngs, what could they nean by lying so about your I|ane



leg? If you can find this daring, loving, and insultingly
magnani nous person in your nei ghborhood, do, for the sake
of the community at |arge, expose him and let this sister
and ot hers whom you have nmaligned, have their real nane.
And then if you go to Nel son again, to preach the doctrine
of the second advent by a notice in the Bible Advocate of
July 30th, or Aug. 5th, "Squire Hale will not refuse you
the use of the neeting house, because of said forgery. And
possi bly they may then synpathize with you nore in respect
to your poverty in having but one feather bed in your
house, &c. &c., when it is well known that you have three,
and other things in proportion. p. 29, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .

That nust have been rather a stirring exhortation that you
gave the man who called to see you, a short tine since;
that the Lord was comng in about three weeks. Did you cite
himto the Bible Advocate of Dec. 9, and tell himto read
t he caption that your old friend Tinothy Col e had published
for you; that the tine for the Lord' s com ng was reveal ed,
and that you felt so inpressed with the truth of the above
that you could not hold your peace any |onger, &c. Well,
possi bly he did feel the force of the truth, that the Lord
woul d soon cone, but it soon vani shed from hi m when you
read the note for twenty dollars, in his favor, which he
now presented, and which you told himwas not negoti abl e,
and that there was no | aw by which he could collect it. p.
30, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

Did you not feel rather singular, for a professed
anbassador of Christ, to be told by this nan "how strange
it appeared to himthat you should go and put such a note
on to an old woman." [This is an old lady, partially
deranged, who having a little noney, finally consented to
loan it to himon a note for interest]. It seens you had
consulted a |l awer, to know whether it could be collected
in her life time for her. p. 30, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Are you aware of the hei nousness of these things? Did you
ever read the |ife of the pious Dr. Dod of England, who was
hung for forgery; people no doubt |iked his preaching. |
know a professed mnister, who, not nany years since, was
el ected pastor of a church, with but two or three
di ssenting votes, in a place situated in North |atitude 41
33, and longitude 70 53 W, who was told by one of his
menbers, in a church neeting, that he had conmitted the
high crinme of forgery, which he did not attenpt to deny.



The nenber for daring to utter this and connected things,
was suspended fromtheir communi on until he should make
anpl e satisfaction. The m nister was retained, and a great
revival, by his exertions, imediately foll owed, and
nunmbers were added to their church. So, you see, mnisters
are not to be known by their great preaching and revivals.
"Ye shall know themby their fruits.” So, | trust, the
second advent believers will know you hereafter. They w ||
al so know that God never enployed a righteous man to
stigmati ze and attenpt to make void his Sabbath and
commandnents. That is, and ever has been, the work of "the
Devil and his angels."” "Surely the Lord God will do nothing
but he reveals his secrets unto his servants, the
prophets.” Anpbs 3:7. But "he that turneth away his ear from
hearing the | aw, even his prayer shall be abom nation."
Prov. 25:9. Al nmen are liable to err and nake ni st akes,
but when persevered in, under disguise, they are to be
rebuked. p. 31, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

TO THE EDI TOR OF THE "ADVENT HARBINGER. " p. 31, Para. 2,
[ VI NDSABB] .

SIR -- After your repeated and unsuccessful attenpts to
stigmati ze, put down, denolish, and forever abolish the TEN
WORDS, the | aw and commandnents of the living God, the only
foundation for the Bible, you cone forth in the A H of
Nov. 9th, and say "W are not under the |aw (of Moses,) but
under (the law of) grace, the New Testanent, and now all we
want to know is, does the NEW TESTAMENT either by precept
or exanple require us to keep ANY day as a SABBATH? .... W
do not want your inferences, but plain, direct NEW
TESTAMENT testinony; nothing else will do in a case of this
character and inportance." Your term |aw of Mses,
according to all your teachings on this subject, includes
the | aw of conmmandnents. W have given it to you in our
work on the Sabbath, and again in the Way Marks, pp. 76-78
Whay do you still continue to demand proof, until you have
found out sonme new nethod to explain those texts away. It
is evident that your object on this point is to confuse the
m nds of your readers and not give them the clear word of
God. What would Christ and his apostles have done for proof
fromthe A d Testanent, if your new restricted rule had
been | aid before then? and you had told them seven nonths
previous, (April 28th,) that the | aw of commandnents, when
t hey were abolished, were incorporated into the New
Testanment, or law of Christ. And now we are under the |aw
of grace. It appears to ne that Jesus woul d have replied as



he did on one occasion, "Get thee behind me Satan."” Is the
| aw of Christ and the | aw of grace, synonynous terns? or
are you so privileged nowin the high station which you
have assuned, that you can change the nane of your NEW LAW
once in seven nonths, and make Christ and grace the sane.

It is inmpossible for any man to depart fromthe clear word
and abide in the truth. Call the commandnents of God what
you will, and incorporate themwhere you will, you are
bound, as | have told you before, to show the precept,

(i.e. howthey read,) and then if you refer us to the
teachi ngs of Jesus and his apostles, and the Revel ati on of
John, you will only point us directly to the ten
commandnents of God, which as clearly proves that they are
not, nor ever have been abolished, any nore than the
propheci es of Isaiah, Jerem ah or Ezekiel; and just so sure
as Jesus has spoken the truth, that eternal life is
obt ai ned by the keeping of them and that Janmes wote by
inspiration, we are to be judged by them and not by what
you have m snaned them the |law of grace. p. 32, Para. 1,
[ VI NDSABB] .

How can the conmandnents of God be abolished, and yet the
keeping of themgive us an entrance into the city. Rev.
22:14. And yet if they are abolished, as you assert, who

can ever know when they fail in one precept or when they
keep the whol e? Your attenpt to incorporate God' s |aw,
after -- as you say -- it has been abolished, and now

enforce it without a precept, because it is al

incorporated in the New Testanent, is a thousand tines nore
i nconsi stent than a tenporal mllennium "Gace is the gift
of God." Then, according to your logic, this is the | aw
that we are now under. How shall we enunerate all the gifts
of God, and incorporate theminto the New Testanent? One
thing I know, you wll never nmend the law of God: It is as
i mmut abl e as the sun in the heavens! and it would be far
easier work for you and all of like faith to blot out that
um nary than to prove that one jot or tittle of the ten
commandnent s had failed by being changed or abol i shed.
intend to prove this fromthe New Testanent as | pass on,

and if you and your adherents will still m srepresent the
plain teaching and | ead others to do so, then the words of
Jesus will surely condem you, and you "will be in no
esteemin the reign of heaven." p. 32, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .

FI RST PI LLAR FOR No SABBATH. p. 33, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].



There are four Pillars in the tenple of your no-Sabbat h,
no-comrandnent system which we are always referred to as
positive proof that you are right. Nowif | can prove from
the New Testanent that they and all others that you may
present, are only you inferences,' (and you say you don't
want any,) what will you do? Further -- these pillars of
yours, be it forever remenbered and never forgotten, are
fixed at the day of the crucifixion of our Lord. Say, it
you like, it was in A D. 33 This is the point where you
have to bring your scripture to prove any thing of the
kind, i.e., if you go one week on either side of the death
of our blessed Lord, your argunents or pillars, all fall to
the ground. p. 33, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Now, by this plain rule, we will try the first tw no-
Sabbath texts: First -- Rom 1:14: "One man esteeneth one
day above anot her, another esteeneth every day alike; |et
every man be fully persuaded in his own mnd. He that
regardeth the day, regardeth it unto the Lord." Read the
whol e chapter; Paul's whole argunent here is against their
feasts, and this of course included their feast days, which
sone esteened and others did not. "Destroy not himwth thy
meat for whom Christ died,” says Paul, 15th verse. Conpare
this with the first, third, and |last four verses, where he
closes wwth "He that doubteth is dammed if he eat, because
he eateth not of faith."” 23d verse, and then tell nme it you
can, what other day or days is here brought to view than
feast days, as in Lev. 23 chapter, which Hosea said were to
cease. This sanme chapter, 3d and 38th verses, positively
desi gnates and separates the Sabbaths of the Lord God from
all these feast Sabbaths, or days; also Num 28:9. Now as
God' s Sabbath was not a feast Sabbath, it was inpossible to
connect it with these. And that is not all -- it is not
even alluded to here -- only guessed at from anong the
feast days. Once set such a rule as this at work and there
is not alaw in Christendomthat would restrain nmen. For
all will have one day for a holy, or holiday in the week.
Now give them by your Bible rule, their choice, and I
don't believe that Satan hinself would bring themto order.
Ch, but we have a law that the first day shall be regarded
as the Sabbath. Well, that is what you now contend for, and
so does alnost all Christendom and still it is an
unri ghteous and an unscriptural |aw, because the first day
is not, nor never was, the Sabbath. You have no right by
this rule to fix on any day, and yet every body woul d be
right if every day was kept. But, you may say, it means we
shal |l have no day for the Sabbath. It does not read so. It



says, "let every nman be persuaded in his owmn mind," and if
that were the case, what kind of order would there be in
God's house. | ask if there be a rational being on earth
that for a nonent would believe that God ever intended to
give the whole human famly such a choice as this, after he
had required themto keep the Sabbath day. No, he is a God
of order, and he sanctified and set apart the seventh day
for man and beast. Does not the beast require rest now as
much as he did 1900 years ago? p. 33, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

Who is to advocate for them if man does not? The great
mass of professed Christians are insisting on the first day
for one of these days, and it is not at all likely that
they would ever refer to this test for this purpose were it
not to destroy the idea of a seventh-day Sabbath. See work
on the Sabbath, pp. 11-12. This subject is continued from
the 13th chapter, where the apostle had been enforcing the
commandnent s, and one is equally binding as the other,
except the fourth which is nore insisted upon than the
rest. This letter is dated Corinthus, A D 69. x p. 34,
Para. 1, [ VI NDSABB].

SECOND PI LLAR FOR No SABBATH. p. 35, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

Col . 2:14-17 -- "Blotting out the hand witing of

ordi nances that was agai nst us; which was contrary to us,
taking it out of the way; nailing it to his cross.” Now
Paul says it was the hand-witing of ordinances that was
blotted out. You say it was the Sabbath, because he further
says, "Let no man therefore judge you in neat, or in drink,
or in respect of an holy day, or of the new noon, or of the
sabbat h days, which are a shadow of things to cone," &c.
Now | say that the Sabbath of the Lord God is not included
inthis text. 1st. Because it never did belong to the hand-
writing of ordinances. 2d. It never is called an ordinance
inthe Scriptures; it is a commandnent. 3d. God's Sabbath
never was taken out of our way because it was agai nst us.
Jesus says it was nade for us, (for man.) Then pray tel

me, if you can, why Jesus has taken away fromus the very
thing, (the Sabbath) he had said was made for us? You see
this is inpossible; but he did take away at the very hour
that he yielded you his life, the cerenonial worship of
sacrifice and obl ati on, because his bl ood was now shed once
for all for the whole world, therefore the sheddi ng of
bul | ocks bl ood, here at this hour, ceased forever; see also
Heb. 10:1-10, particularly the 9th verse. The angel
Gabriel's testinony is directly to this point; Dan. 9:27.



Therefore the node of worshipping God, in the | aw of Mses,
ceased forever. But all of this no nore affected God's code
of laws, the ten conmmandnents, than the shining of the sun
woul d upon the inhabitants of Massachusetts after he had
gone down bel ow the western horizon. The "hand-witing of
ordi nances" is what Moses wote with his hand in a book and
put it into the ark with the tables of stone; which tables
were not the hand-witing of either God, or man, but
written by the finger of God. p. 35, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Deut. 31:25-26. Neither can it ever be proved that God's
| aw on these tables of stone, was a shadow -- it is a
subst ance. Paul says the things that were nailed to the
cross here, were shadows; see 17th verse. Now if the Lord's
Sabbat h, the fourth conmandnment, was taken out here, and
forever erased fromthe tables of stone -- where is the
evi dence? Farther, if it was a shadow, as you say, would
not all the other nine commandnents be shadows too? See if
you can nmeke the first and second ones, shadows; if you
can, the worship of idols is just as valid as the worship
of God; and so of the third -- where would be the penalty
of taking God's nane in vain, or to steal, or nurder, or
commt adultery? You see the idea itself is ridiculous. I
know you say the spirit of themis as binding as ever. |
ask how are we to know what the spirit of any thing is,
Wi thout the precept (the letter) to guide us? It is
i mpossi ble for any hunman being to know that it is wong to
wor ship idols and bow down to themunless it read so in the
scriptures. If the apostle has taught it so, he has quoted
fromthe decal ogue. Thus you see the commandnents can no
nore be abolished than salvation. In the 20-22d verses,
Paul further explains, and says, "Wy are ye subject to
ordi nances which are to perish?" Wy perish? because "they
are after the doctrines and commandnents of nen." "Touch
not, taste not, handle not.” Now, if these are not the
ordi nances of the cerenonial |aw, the hand-witing of
Moses, they are nothing; see also Eph. 2:15, and Heb. 7:16.
The holy day, new noon and Sabbath days were their holy
convocation, which, with the new noon and sabbaths is the
sanme that is connected with their feasts, as in Rom 14,
and as distinctly separate, as | have shown in Lev. 23:3,
38, and Num 28:9. Now | say God's |aw containing the
Sabbath is not even nentioned here. Their sabbath days, and
not God's Sabbath days are here abolished; as Hosea said
t hey should be, 2:11 It would be far nore reasonable to
assert that Paul had abolished all the ordinances in 20-22
verses. But who undertakes to say that baptismand the



Lord's Supper are abolished here. Nobody. Wwy? p. 35,
Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

Because neither of themare the hand-witing of
ordi nances, but they are equally as nuch so, and as
certainly made for us as the Sabbath is. Jesus says it was
made for man. You say it was made for the Jews only. Shal
the Scriptures decide this. "MAN that is born of a woman is
of few days and full of trouble.”™ "MAN di eth and wasteth
away; yea, MAN giveth up the ghost and where is he -- So

MAN [ieth dowm and riseth not till the heavens be no nore.”
-- Job. "And as it is appointed unto MAN once to die, but
after this the judgnent." -- Paul. Now just as certain as

the Jews and Centiles are the "man" alluded to here, just
in the sane sense and no other, is he alluded to by Jesus
in Mark 2:27 -- "The Sabbath was nade for MAN," -- Jew and
Centile, for every living human being. Therefore it is

i npossible, yea it is a contradiction of terns to say that
t he Sabbath of the Lord God, which was nade for man, just
as nuch as the day of judgnment is to judge him was taken
out of his way, because it was contrary to him and agai nst
him or that the Sabbath is an ordi nance or a shadow, but
all the seven Jew sh convocation sabbaths that were nail ed
to the cross, were shadows, as in Heb. 10:1-10 The woman
was al so made for man, in the sanme sense. See how your rule
will work here. This letter is fromRonme, A D 64. x p.
36, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB] .

THI RD PI LLAR For NO SABBATH, NO COMMANDMENTS. p. 37, Para.
1, [VI NDSABB] .

Gal. 2-6 chapters. Here we are told that the whole | aw and
commandnents are abolished. | say the man was never yet
born that can prove it. You say "we want none of your
i nferences.” Neither do we want yours, unless you can back
themup by Scripture testinony. Paul begins with the
Gospel; in his second chapter he brings up the | aw of
ci rcuncti sion, and goes on to show that it is abolished.
Just look at the 7th and 8th verses, where he begins his
argunent, and then 11-14th. Hi s controversy with Peter
respecting this point and eating, neets; then the 16th,
18th and 21st verses show again nost clearly that he is
contrasting the Gospel of Christ with this |aw of neats and
ci rcunti sion. He now passes through the 3d chapter, (so
much relied on for the abolition of all law, ) w thout
intimati ng any other |aw whatever. In the 4th chapter, 4th
verse, he says, God sent forth his son, nade or born under



the law. p. 37, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

VWhat | aw? Answer -- the |aw of Moses. There is not an
intimation of the | aw of commandnents here; neither is
there an intimation in God's law, relating to Jesus, but
there is in Mdses'. In the 10th verse he begins again, and
says "yea, observe days and nonths and tines and years."
These are he sane feast days that | have been treating of
inthe two first Pillars, viz. Rom xiv. and Col. 2, for
when he conmes to the 21st verse, he says again, "tell ne ye
that desire to be under the law, do ye not hear the |aw. "
What is it? Wiy, Abraham had two sons, one by his bond
mai d, Hagar, the other by Sarah, his wife. These two wonen
represent the two covenants. Hagar represents nount Sinai,
where God gave the first covenant. Hagar al so answers to
the present Jerusalem now in bondage; Sarah represents the
second covenant, (which gives entrance into the) New
Jerusalem See 9. p. 37, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

In the fifth chapter he begins again with circuntision, 2d
and 3d verses. In the 4th verse he says, "Wosoever of you
are justified by the law are fallen fromgrace."” This is
the | aw of circuntision; see 6th and 11th verses: "If | yet
preach circuntision, why do | yet suffer persecution.” Now
see the contrast at the close of his argunent. Here is the
| aw of God; see 14th verse: "For all the lawis fulfilled
in one word, even this, thou shalt |ove thy nei ghbor as
thyself." This was his very expression to the Romans, four
years previous; see 13:9 here he has cited themto the
second table of stone in God's law, in respect to their
nei ghbor, which is alone, the clear nmeaning; and we are
saved by "keeping the commandnents of God and faith of
Jesus." -- Rev. 12:12; 22:14. Paul did not stop to explain
about these two covenants, but nerely alluded to themto
show the two entirely different nodes of worship under the
two di spensations. His letter to the Hebrews six years
afterwards, explains, "Now the first covenant had
cerenoni es of divine service and a worldly sanctuary, 9:1.
Now t he covenant | TSELF was in the ark; see 4th verse. Now
these rites and cerenoni es which stood in neats and dri nks,
&. were carnal ordinances, a figure for the tinme them
present, until the reformation, or com ng of the new
covenant. Not a syllable about the fourth commandnent in
4t h verse being a figure, or ordinance or cerenony, or
bei ng done away. Way? p. 38, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

Because in the preceding chapter, 6-10th verses, he shows



is the new or second covenant, which was to succeed the
first, and Jesus was to be the nediator of it. Now the
first covenant was the ten conmmandnents, with cerenonies,
&c. The second covenant is (ny |laws) the sane ten
commandnents, (not as before, on tables of stone,) but in
our m nds and on our hearts; 10th verse. Connected with
this is the testinony of Jesus Christ -- proof, Rev. 12:17,
19: 10, and 14:12. This is the New, or Gospel Covenant,

whi ch Jesus Christ came to confirm Then all that was
nailed to the cross was the cerenonial |aw, the Jew sh node
of worshi pping God. The first covenant the |aw of God, is
here transcribed fromthe tables of stone and placed on our
hearts; see Rom 2:15; Heb. 8:10. This entirely changes the
node of worship, and shows us "without faith it is

i npossible to please God." If the law of God is not the
same in both covenants, with Jew and Gentile, tell me if
you can the chapter and verse for the second, or new | aw of
God. It is the very sanme that Jesus had given in Mtt.
22:39; the last six conmmandnents. Here he closes this
chapter by contrasting the works of the flesh with the
fruits of the spirit, and then in the 6th chapter, 12th,
13th and 15th verse, "For in Christ Jesus neither

ci rcuncti sion avail eth any thing nor uncircuntision,” &c.,
showi ng concl usively that the great burden of his argunent
fromfirst to last, was to abolish circuntision and

vindi cate God's |l aw, instead, as you and your adherents
will have it, abolish the commandnents in the law. | say
then in the 5th chapter, 14th verse, he has positively
taught us that the | aw of God was untouched in his
argunment. Suppose we take his letter to the Romans, to
explain how he sustains this law. "If there be any other
commandnent it is briefly conprehended in this saying,
nanely, thou shalt |ove thy neighbor as thyself." 13:9
"Therefore love is the fulfilling of the law." In the first
pl ace he is here showi ng us our duty to our neighbor, (not
to God), 8-10 verses -- for he has quoted only five of the
commandnments fromthe second table of stone. WIIl you say

t hat because he omtted the fifth one, it is abolished; see
his letter to the Ephesians, four years after this: "Honor
thy father and thy nother, which is the first commandnent,
with promse,"” 6:2. p. 38, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Now Paul has here quoted fromthe tables of stone, and
this is proof positive that these six are not aboli shed.

But because he has not quoted the first four, will you say
they are abolished? If you say they are, then you nake void
the Saviour's words in Matt. 22:37, 38; and also Paul's in



the 7th chapter, 12th verse, where he says "the law is holy
and the commandnents holy, just and good." Again, because
Jesus, in Matt. 5:19, 21, 27, 33, only quoted the 3d, 6th
and 7th commandnents, are the other seven abolished? If so,
how strange that he should add three nore, respecting |ove
to our neighbor, in chapter 19:18, 19, viz. the 5th, 8th
and 9th. And in the 15th chapter quote only one. Further,
because he never nentioned the fourth comrmandnent
separately, you would have us believe there is none -- he
abolished it. Then, by the sane rule he abolished the
first, second, and tenth, for he has not nentioned them In
this case Paul has taught heresy, for he has nentioned the
tenth conmandnent tw ce in Romans. Paul nowhere speaks of
the first four commandnents, but he quotes the other six.
James only quotes two, the sixth and seventh, for his
perfect royal law of liberty, by which man is to be judged;
but that we m ght not m sunderstand that he neant what he
said, that it was a perfect law, including the whole ten,
he declares that "if we fail with respect to one precept,
we becone guilty of all."” Here you, and all of like faith,
must see the fallacy of your reasoning, which is, that
because the fourth conmandnent has not been distinctly
expressed. then there is no Sabbath. | say, by your rule,
it is just as clear that Jesus and Paul never taught us

t hat we should not worship i mages, and bow down to idols,
for they have never quoted us the precept. But they both
have taught us the whole | aw and conmandnents; see Matt.
22:36-40; Luke 10:25-28; Rom 7:12; 1st Cor. 7:19. The
reason, no doubt, why Jesus never quoted the 1st, 2d, 3d
and 4th conmandnents separately was because he never had
occasion to use themfor an argunment with his hearers. Now
this certainly explains Paul's neaning in Gal. 5:14, "For
all the lawis fulfilled in one word, even in this, thou
shalt | ove thy neighbor as thyself."” That is -- this is the
| aw respecting our duty to one another, as Jesus has taught
us in Matt. 22. This, then, is the law fromthe decal ogue.
Paul says this lawis fulfilled by keeping it, while that
whi ch was added to the law, (or covenant) is abolished; see
Heb. 9. Then here the I aw of God is established, and not,
as you say, abolished. This letter is dated at Rone, A D.
58. x p. 39, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

FOURTH AND LAST Pl LLAR For NO SABBATH, NO COMVANDMVENTS. p.
40, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

2d Cor. 3. Here is host of second advent believers join in
with you, and |l abor to prove that Paul has certainly and



positively abolished the coomandnents of God. Yes, one of
your ol d correspondents, G Needham of Al bany, has
publicly declared to the world that God told himso. Now if
| prove himto have uttered a positive fal sehood, | suppose
he will still be considered in good standing, as a second
advent |ecturer and coadjutor in carrying forward this work
of heresy. If God ever told himany thing about this text,
he did not contradict Paul, who spake by the Holy Chost.
The principal verses to sustain this heresy, are 7, 8, 11,
13, 14th, "But if the mnistration of death, witten and
engraven in stones, was glorious, so that the children of

| srael could not steadfastly behold the face of Moses for
the glory of his countenance, which glory was to be done
away, how shall not the mnistration of the spirit be
rather glorious? . . . For if that which is done away is

gl orious, nuch nore that which remaineth is glorious.

And as Mbses which put a veil over his face, that the
children of Israel could not steadfastly |look to the end of
that which is abolished. But their m nds were blinded, for
until this day remaineth the sane veil, untaken away in the
reading of the old testanent, which veil is done away in
Christ." Now every Bible student nust admt that Paul was
contrasting the mnistration of the Jewish nation with that
of his own, the Gospel ministration, (11th v.) under the
two di spensations. If Mdses' mnistry was glorious, then is
t he Gospel much nore so. Now that which was to be done away
was not the decal ogue itself, the ten commandnents, but the
mnistration of it, which was enblematically illustrated by
the glory of Mbses' countenance, which was only for the
time being. This clause refers expressly to the glory of
hi s countenance, and not to the glory of the |law on the
tables of stone. p. 41, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

So also the clause, "that which is abolished,” does not
refer to the decal ogue, but to the mnistration of Mses,

i ncl uding what he wites to the Heb. 9:9-11, and 10:1-10;
see particularly 9th verse: "He taketh away the first that
he may establish the second.” How? Answer -- "I will put ny
law (the same | aw of the ten commandnments) in their inward
parts, and wite it in their hearts.” 8:10, 5-9 Again, "we
are not without law to God, but under the law to Christ."
This certainly is the same law and so is the follow ng. "Do
we make void the |aw through faith? God forbid ye, we
establish the law." It is inpossible for this to be the | aw
of cerenmponies in Mdses' mnistration, for what was nail ed
to the cross, certainly twenty-five years before. Here then
it is plain, as in Heb. ix:4, that the tables of stone, on



whi ch was the whole | aw of God, remai ned unnoved, to be
witten on our hearts. No other |aw of God can be found for
this purpose. The 14th verse says, "which veil was done
away in Christ.” Again, if the conmandnents were done away
here, how could those "who teach them be of great esteemin
the reign of heaven;" and how could they teach them w t hout
knowi ng the words fromthe decal ogue? "The | aw of grace and
the law of Christ" would darken counsel w thout know edge.
If the tables of stone were done away here, where are the
commandnments referred to so many tines in the New Test anent
for us to keep, and how useless for Christ to cone at the
first advent and wite themin our heart, if they were not
to be kept. Now this epistle is dated at Phillippi, A D

60; twenty-seven years after the crucifixion. p. 41, Para.
2, [ VI NDSABB] .

The date of the other three Pillars, as stated, are, 1st,
Rom 14:5, 6, Corinthus, A D 60 2d, Col. 2:14-17, Rone,
A.D. 64. 3d, Gal. 2-6, Rone, A D. 58. Now renenber what |
stated before, that if the commandnents or Sabbath ever
wer e abolished, the proof is contained in these four
principal texts or Pillars, and it was all done at the
crucifixion or death of Jesus; see Col. 2:11, "nailing it
to the cross,” (in AD. 33). Now Paul's first letter to the
Corinthians was dated at the sane place one year before his
second letter, A D. 59 Here he says, chapter 7:19,
“circuntision is nothing and uncircuntision is nothing but
t he keeping of the commandnents of God." p. 42, Para. 1,

[ VI NDSABB] .

Again, we will now go to the chapter to which you
exultingly point your readers, for the abolition of this
sanme | aw and comandnents, viz. Rom 7:6, "But now we are

delivered fromthe |law," &. What | aw? Answer -- the very
sanme that you have had to make your four Pillars of, viz.
the | aw of Moses, the Jewish ritual. "Wat shall we say

then, is the law sin?" [You say it is.] Paul says, "CGod
forbid," and he quotes the tenth conmandnent to prove it;
7th verse, and then in the 12th directs us to the whole | aw
of God, thus -- "WHEREFORE THE LAWI S HOLY, AND THE
COVIVANDMENTS HOLY, JUST AND GOOD. " Now, | say, here is
testinony that all the opposers of God's | aw cannot

i npeach, and it utterly denolishes and overthrows every

i dea that has been presented for the last fifteen hundred
years agai nst the whole ten commandnents and | aw of God. It
nails the point down twenty-seven years after the Jew sh
rites and cerenonials in the |law of Mdses were nailed to



the cross, as you and all of your faith say it was, and
fully and clearly sustains all the scriptural argunents
herein presented, as in Rom 3:31; 13:8-10, sane year, and
Gal. 5:14, two years before, and Eph. 6:2, six years after.
You may object to these dates. If they could be altered and
carried back twenty years, it would not help your case, for
wi thout any date, a child m ght know that Paul was not even
converted to Christianity until years after the cerenonial
law was nailed to the cross. p. 42, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

You may contradict Paul if you will, and call out all your
prof essed second advent adherents and brethren, (whom you
say W Il not see much of any difference on this subject

after they have exam ned the New Testanent,) and they w ||
not in the |least strengthen your argunments unless G
Needham shoul d cone out again and publicly declare that God
also told himthat Paul's testinony respecting his | aw and
conmandnents, was not to be credited. And this he can as
readily establish as he can his first bl asphenous
assertion. You mght still go on and contradict Janes'
perfect, royal law of liberty, whose testinony is to the
same point and in the sane year, and tell John the bel oved
di sci pl e al so, whose testinony is thirty years beyond
James', that he ought to have called his old commandnent,
whi ch he received fromthe FATHER, "which ye have heard
fromthe beginning," (1st John 2:7, and 2d epistle, 4-6
verses.) p. 43, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

"The | aw of grace," because that woul d eventually be the
ri ght nanme that you should give themin 1847, after you had
been desi gnated one of the two great reforners in the
world, to give light on the second com ng of Christ, and so
make hi mand Janes, who had heard their Lord declare that
he had kept his Father's comandnents; and Luke and Matt hew
testifying to his declaration that "the | aw and the
prophets hung upon them" and that the teaching and keeping
of themwould ensure "great esteem” and "eternal life in
the reign of heaven,” he would nost |likely have cited you
to the epistle again, and said, read your sentence: "He
that saith I know himand keepeth not his commandnent is a
LIAR and the TRUTHis not INHM" x p. 43, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .

| should not be at all surprised if you called all this
inferential, irrelevant New Testanment testinony, because
your grand object is to destroy the seventh-day Sabbath. If
t he Sabbath is not to be found in the commandnents of God,



then where is it to be found? p. 44, Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

If those to whom | dedicate this work believe that | have
proved beyond controversy that the commandnents are valid

and still to be kept, as the Revelation al so teaches,
12:17; 14:12; 22:14; then they are a perfect |law, and
cannot fail in one point wthout risking our salvation.

Then the sevent h-day Sabbath is included or the testinony
of Jesus and his Apostle would be false. Again, there is
but one Sabbath that was ever required to be kept, in the
Bi ble, and that is THE SABBATH. x p. 44, Para. 2,

[ VI NDSABB] .

Jesus kept the Sabbath, and when he was giving themthe
signs of his comng and the end of the world, he pointed
themat least thirty-five years after his death, to the
very same Sabbath. On the 29th of June last, you replied to
J. Gfford' s inquiries on this point, and perverted the
word, and call ed THE SABBATH, their Sabbath. You al so say,
"The day before the resurrection was the Jew sh Sabbat h,

whi ch Christ kept in the tonb. Wen that Sabbath ended, the
| aw of types ended, and of course the typical Sabbath
ceased -- a new di spensation conmenced on the first day,

whi ch shoul d be observed in comenoration of the death of
Christ, until he cone.” Now | ook at your zig-zag course.

p. 44, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

First, that the whole law with the decal ogue was nailed to
the cross. But here, to get rid of this brother's argunent,
about the Sabbath being kept the day before the
resurrection, and after the crucifixion, you stretch out
the Sabbath in the fourth commandnment about twenty-seven
hours, (as long as you wanted it,) and then put it back
with the other nine that died the day before. Here too, you
say, "ended the | aw of types, and of course the typical
Sabbat h," and then about twelve hours after a new
di spensati on conmenced. Your argunent |ooks like this --
the Jewi sh dispensation ended at the preaching of Christ.
Oh no, it was at his death -- where the | aw of Moses, with
t he commandnents of God, were all nailed to the cross. But
stop again -- the Sabbath did not end, not the types, until
t went y- seven hours after; and finally -- conme to think of
it -- the dispensation did not end until about twelve hours
after that, when Christ arose. Surely J. Turner, wth al
his nmesnmeric influence, could not do nuch better. How nuch
better to follow Paul in Col. 2:14, "blotting out the hand-
writing of ordinances (the cerenonial law and nailing it



to the cross"” on Friday, the 14th day of the first nonth,
"FINI SHED' at 3 o'clock, P.M -- John 19:30; Mark 15: 383, 37.
Agai n, you say "the Jews were so tenacious about the strict
observance of their Sabbath, that they woul d have prevented
the disciples fleeing on that day, had they made an attenpt
to do so; hence for their own salvation, Christ taught his
disciples to pray that their flight m ght not be on that
day, not because it would be wong to save their lives on

t hat day, which the Sabbatarian view seens to teach.” In
the first place Christ never intimated a word about their
Sabbath; it was THE Sabbath, the sane that he had kept.
Your sophistical argunent about their flight, &c., &c.
touches not the main point. Christ did here recognize THE
Sabbath of the Lord thirty-five years beyond the tinme which
you say it was abolished. At that time, if it never did
before, as you have it, it belonged as nuch to the Gentile
as the Jew, unless you nmake another attenpt to stretch out
the Jewi sh dispensation thirty-five years to cover it. H's
di sciples certainly kept the Sabbath, the day after his
deat h, and you cannot prove by the Scriptures that the

di sci pl es ever held a neeting but once of an evening on the
first day. p. 44, Para. 4, [VI NDSABB].

Therefore you nmust be very nmuch pushed for a Sabbath, to
continually call that day one, as you do, at the sane tine
reiterating, "we want none of your inferences!" Luke also
recogni zes THE Sabbath twenty years beyond the
resurrection, and shows that Paul kept it, and the Gentiles
al so. -- Acts 13:42, 44. You attenpt to destroy all this
proof too, because you say this was the Jews' day for
wor shi p, and Paul could get a better hearing. Don't you see
that the Gentiles invited himto preach to them-- they
kept the same day, 44th verse. See 16:13; here they are by
the river's side. Paul's manner was to reason with them on
t he Sabbath; see 17:2, and 18:4, 11. So was it the custom
of the Saviour; Mark 6:2, and Luke 4:16, 31. Now if al
this is not New Testanent evidence enough for honest
believers, in the absence of any other testinony for an
abolition, or change of the Sabbath then it is because mnen
woul d rather pervert the word of God than keep it. p. 45,
Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

GOD' S CODE OF LAWS | N THE NEW TESTAMENT. p. 46, Para. 1,
[ VI NDSABB] .

"Why do ye transgress the commandnents of God." -- Matthew
15:3 p. 46, Para. 2, [VI NDSABB]



"What is witten in the | aw, how readest thou?" -- Luke
10: 26 p. 46, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

"Even as | have kept ny Father's commandnents." -- John
15:10 p. 46, Para. 4, [VINDSABB].

"Yea, we establish the law." -- Rom 3:31. "The law is
holy and the commandnment is holy." -- Rom 7:12 p. 46,
Para. 5, [ VI NDSABB].

"Not subject to the law of God." -- Rom 8:7, also 13:8-10
p. 46, Para. 6, [VINDSABB].

"But the commandnents of God." -- 1st Cor. 7:19; 1st Tim
1:8 p. 46, Para. 7, [VINDSABB].

"For whoever shall keep the whole law," &c. -- Janes 2:10
p. 46, Para. 8, [VINDSABB].

MOSES' CCODE OF LAWS, BY JESUS AND HI S APOSTLES. p. 46,
Para. 9, [ VI NDSABB] .

"That is witten in their law, they hated," &. -- John
15:25 p. 46, Para. 10, [VI NDSABB].

"Justified by the |l aw of Mdses." -- Acts 13:39 p. 46,
Para. 11, [VI NDSABB] .

"Is it witten in your law, | said, ye are gods?" -- John
10: 34 p. 46, Para. 12, [VI NDSABB].

"Have ye not read in the book of Mdses." -- Mark 12:26 p.
47, Para. 1, [ VI NDSABB].

"Judged according to our law " -- Acts 24:6 p. 47, Para.

2, [ VI NDSABB] .

"Qut of the law of Mses." -- 27:23, and 21:20, 22, 24, 28
p. 47, Para. 3, [VI NDSABB].

"And your law. " -- Acts 18:15 Paul. p. 47, Para. 4,

[ VI NDSABB] .

This and nmuch nore could be given to show the clear
di stinction that Jesus and his Apostles and the Jews al ways
kept up between the law of God and the | aw of Mdses. This



is why so nuch confusion pervades our m nds, when we read
Paul to the Cor., Rom, Gal., and Col. If we carefully read
his letter to the Hebrews, his Jewi sh brethren, we shall
see a clearer distinction. In the 7th chapter, and first
part of the 8th, he describes the priesthood; the change to
Christ in his sanctuary in the heavens, and then the second
covenant, the law of God witten on our hearts. 9th chapter
explains the first covenant, with its appendages, and the
change. 10th chapter shows that these appendages never
coul d make us perfect. 9th verse speaks of the change; 16th
verse of the |law of God again, and the 28th of the | aw of
Moses. These four chapters will give nore |light respecting
the two codes of |aws; how one is abolished, except the
types, and the other established, than all that ever | read
fromthe pens of these no-conmandnent professors. May God
help us to see the clear light. p. 47, Para. 5,

[ VI NDSABB] .

TO THE EDI TOR OF THE BI BLE ADVOCATE. p. 47, Para. 6,
[ VI NDSABB] .

| was very glad when | |earned that your colums were to
be opened for the discussion of the Sabbath question, for |
t hought if you would allow this subject to be fairly
brought out, God's holy | aw woul d be vi ndi cated and nore
strictly revered; but | soon perceived that you did not
keep the ship on her course. The first part of C. Stowe's
article, to cover the whole ground, has never yet appeared,
and should it cone forth at this late hour of the
di scussion, it would probably avail as much as you nean it
shall inits isolated state. p. 47, Para. 7, [VI NDSABB]

But to prevent what you did publish for her, in the sane
paper, (Sept. 2d,) you gave your own unscriptural view, to

go with it. This, of course, still nore prejudiced your
hearers, as you had before that stated objections. | am not
sorry, however, that it is still going on in sonme shape, if

it is partly in disguise. W hear that you have now on hand
five times as nmuch matter agai nst the Sabbath as you have
for it. This is all natural enough, God's word has ever
been advocated by the mnority. And when such bl asphenous

| anguage agai nst the Saviour we are | ooking for, was
permtted to bl acken your columms, and again reiterated
that he was right, and you not only let it pass unnoticed,
but were endeavoring to screen himby w thdrawi ng his real
nanme from God's children. The inference is, and nust be,
strong agai nst you. Look at your position now THE Bl BLE



ADVOCATE!! Show i f you can the chapter and verse where the
Bl BLE al l ows any man to advocate God's word, that ever

wi t hhel d his real name and where those that stood in high
pl aces were trying to screen them because as we shoul d
have a good right to suppose, that they were in fellowship
with their doctrine. How do the colums of THE BI BLE
ADVOCATE | ook now, since you have opened the way for them
to follow your unrighteous course, to debase and still hold
up God's holy law as a Jewi sh ritual, that had been
abolished. It looks to ne |like the sane horn that is to
"prevail against the saints until the ancient of days
cones." "He thought to change tinmes and |aws;" (God's | aws
w t hout doubt.) He, then, through this agency has been

bl ackeni ng your columms with his iron hoof. The Devil has
been too I ong engaged in this war to pass any one's

encl osure, who has left his gate open for himto tread you
down. Another thing: In your paper of Dec. 23d, you say,
"Br. Turner, have you sent your second article on the
Sabbat h? We have not received it." Wiy in so nuch haste for
this wonderful prom sed article, to overthrow history,
after he has overthrown hinself by the Bible? p. 47, Para.
8, [ VI NDSABB] .

Way not publish sonme of the so much nmanuscript you have

al ready on hand? |I cannot hel p thinking, after all, that
you have no faith in your own argunent of a no-Sabbath, no-
commandnent system hence this partial call for J. Turner
to speak again. Hs viewis really the very thing! It is
just as it used to be. If T. has got it right the

di scussion is forever ended, and we have al ways been right,
but did not knowit; if we had, we should not have resorted
to these puzzling argunents of Paul to prove that there is
no Sabbath, to get clear of plain, Bible doctrinel! p. 48,
Para. 1, [VI NDSABB].

As | have answered nearly all your argunents agai nst the
Sabbat h and commandnents, in ny work on the Sabbath, and
Waymar ks, and lastly in ny reply to the Advent Harbi nger,
under the head of the Four Pillar system | shall be brief,
because | want to say a word upon another subject that you
have naned. You say, "to assune or infer that the Sabbath
was commanded to nmen before the Exodus from Egypt, is to
wal k as blind nen. But at creation Adamis first day was the
sevent h day, or day on which God rested. Hence, if Adam
kept Sabbath, he kept the first day, and then worked siXx
days."” Who said so? Not the Bible. You would try to nake
out that Adam contradicted and di sobeyed God's | aw, just as



you have. Suppose you were born on Friday, the sixth day,
woul d the next day, the seventh, be your first or second
day? Your argunment is not worth a straw, Adam s first day
was Friday, the sixth day, and if he had been created the
seventh day, that woul d have nade no difference. How
strange you tal k! Because man shoul d happen to cone into
life upon any other than the first day, then he nust surely
vi ol ate the Sabbath by doing his six days work first! This
is in perfect keeping with "let every nan be persuaded in
his own mnd," and not keep any. God rested the seventh day
and bl essed and sanctified it. Surely it is not so
dangerous to follow God's exanple as it is to contradict
and di sobey him Such as these are the blind nen. [ See
first three pages of work on the Sabbath.] p. 49, Para. 1,
[ VI NDSABB] .

Agai n, you say, "how |l ong was the covenant or |aw of ten
commandnents to renain in force and effect, and answer Gl.
iii, till Christ shall cone." Under the third Pillar, |
have answered this. The |law of circuntision, and not the
| aw of God, is Paul's whole argunent here. p. 49, Para. 2,
[ VI NDSABB] .

The 17th verse shows the covenant is the one wi th Abraham
four hundred and thirty years before the | aw to Mses.
There is not an intimation of the abolition of the | aw of
commandnments. Here it is the | aw of Abraham and Mses.
Therefore it is right for the advocates of the seventh-day
Sabbath to demand of you to prove a change of the Sabbath
fromthe seventh to the first day; and the reason we denand
it is, because we positively know you have none. You al so
say that the Apostles availed thenselves of the opportunity
to preach to the judaizing Christians in their synagogues
on the seventh day, at the sane tinme keeping up the
Christian solemity and worship on the first day." | say
you cannot prove this. You cannot present a passage in the
scriptures that shows that the disciples ever net together
for worship, in the day tinme, on the first day of the week,
and only once of an evening; and not one word about that
being a holy day or a day for themto worship, but to break
bread. But why do you want to prove this if all the
commandnent s are abol i shed? The fact is, as soon as you
| eave the | aw of God, you are all adrift, with neither oar
or rudder, at the nercy of the tide. Again, you say "the
mnistration of the law is done away, is abolished." That
is just what we say. Suppose you had ceased your
mnistration ten years ago, would that have abolished the



CGospel ? This is your reasoning, and it is the best argunent
you and others bring for the abolition of the commandnents
in 2d Cor. 3. There is nothing there but the mnistration
abol i shed, which no nore affects the | aw of God, than the
nmovi ng of your old sernons out of your house woul d affect

t he house. p. 49, Para. 3, [VINDSABB].

Now wi I | you just turn over your file to Nov. 4th, where
you cone out against J. P. M Peck, about the sanctuary. As
| have tw ce presented ny view of the sanctuary's being in
t he heavens, | shall not stop here, only to say, that there
i s abundant Bi ble proof for this view, and but one pl ace
for it, where Jesus, the Hgh Priest is. But the one you
advocate is first one thing and then another: Pal estine, or
Canaan, or Jerusalem or nountains about Jerusal em Mount
Zion, and generally, the whole world. The reason for this
is, because you have no proof of any certain place, after
you | eave Paul, in Heb. 8:2. But you say, "I deny that it
has been any thing |like a general belief that the twenty-

t hree hundred days ended in '44. p. 50, Para. 1,
[ VI NDSABB] .

There were a portion of the adventists that enbraced, for
a while, that theory. But they soon abandoned it, with the
exception of a few, who have foll owed anything but the word
of God and sound reason; and they now have no fellowship
for, or connection with those who truly | ook for the
cl eansing of the sanctuary, at the end of the days; and we
have as little fellowship for their teaching as they have
for us and our view of the plain word of God. W know
enough of the effect of that theory that teaches the 2300
days ended in '44, and scores of Shakers can tell you nore
even than we can." p. 50, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Qut of the great mass of advent believers in '"44, | do not
beli eve you knew of twenty that did not think the days were
ended in "44. W will try to show, by-and-by, who have
fol | oned sound reason, and who have got "the plain word of
God." You say you "know enough of the effect of that theory
that teaches the 2300 days are ended.” Allow ne to tell you
that you do not know so nuch about it as you think you do,
or as you will wi sh you had. You are as nuch afl oat here as
you are on the subject of the Sabbath and commandnents.
That portion who abandoned the idea of the days being
ended, of which you boast, are of those that organized and
entered the state of the Laodi cean church, "neither hot nor
cold;" neither in one position nor yet in another; "always



| earni ng and never comng to the know edge of (the present)
truth". The endi ng of the 2300 days was the great burden of
t he advent teaching in '"43 and '44; 'then the sanctuary
shal |l be cleansed.” You will have it that this cannot be
before the com ng of the Lord, and you see he may cone at
any tinme; yes, now, by the first of January, as your Bible
Advocate states. You have now heard sonething of the
character of this J. Weston. He woul d have us believe that
he was so full of the spirit of the Lord, that God had
revealed to himthat Jesus would conme the 24th of Decenber,
or by the 1st of January. Al good -- we will publish it!
What about the 2300 days, Br. W? Ch, no matter, Jesus is
comng now H H Goss has refuted this tine, but |ook at
hi m|ast spring; the 1335 days nust end the 18th day of
April, and the resurrection, or they would not end under
forty-five years. p. 51, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

Vel |, he confessed that he was wong in ever believing
that they had ended in '44. Cone, then, where will they end
here? On, sonmewhere a little while before the 1335 days end
in the spring of 1847. Well, tinme has passed on; out he
comes again and says the Lord will come in the spring of
1848. Where will the 2300 and 1335 days end, friend G oss?
Can't say -- that is, he doesn't say -- neither does J.
Weston, and he does not correct himfor this; it is only
because the advent cannot be until spring. And here | wll

risk an opinion -- that there is not a man in the whol e
advent ranks -- (it seenms to me that | will not even except
you) -- that can show that the Lord will conme this wi nter

or next spring. H H Goss is just as nuch mstaken in his
calculation this comng spring, as he was the last. Now you
may go on and call us what it seens to you good, we are
confident that you have not got the present truth, neither
have you had it since you have followed any thing but "the
word of God and sound reason.” And this is the main reason
why you cannot answer brother Fuller's inportant questions
on THE OPEN BOOX OF REV. 10:2. It requires sone one that
has followed the truth, the present truth, nearer than you
have, to reply to such questions, and they as surely

i nvol ve the days as a cry at m dnight brought us to the end
of them Do you not see how you are first blow ng hot and
then bl owi ng col d? Si x weeks ago, you said you knew enough
of the effect of that theory that the days are ended. You
say "all wll see by reading the article, what are Br. F's
views." That is, he is one that we have no fellowship for.
But, you say, we hope that he and many ot hers nay be
benefited by a careful and prayerful investigation of sone



of the many questions he has asked, &c., &. Nowthis is
the right and only way to investigate. But if sone one
undertakes to follow your advice by the Scripture, it would
not ampount to nuch, for we should expect to see you right
out against them for these that have rejected plain
Scripture, connected wth experi ence, as you have, and
ridiculed those who had faith in it, have but little hope
now, since you have becone an editor. W deeply |anented
that you shoul d have taken such a course; but we have seen
since, that it required sonething nore than common nora
courage, for a shepherd to remain with the tried and
tenpted fl ock, when he sees that all his fell ow shepherds
were deserting them p. 51, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

The warni ngs you have had, have no doubt brought many

sol emn convictions to yours and their mnds, or else we
should not find you in this |ukewarm state. Yes, you have
been faithfully warned by your old, firmfriends, not to
conme out with your Advocate; you have heard their voice,
that two were enough to give the light on the doctrine of
t he advent, and they had hard work to get al ong. But no,
your paper was going to take different ground, in sone
things! In one respect, it has shown pretty clearly, as the
Scriptures fully denonstrate, that "the dead know not any
thing;" and allow me here to tell you, if you go on with
your no-law of - God and no-comandnent system and conti nue
to reject the clear fulfillnent of prophecy, in our past

experience, you will as clearly prove that you know but a
very little nore. But after all you have said and done, you
are followng hard on in the track -- the sane ol d deep-cut

rut, nade by your predecessors. Pharaoh's host |ike, the
ruts so deep you can neither back nor turn out; but on you
drive after them thinking, no doubt, that you are going to
acconpl i sh sonething for God and his cause. The only way
that | can see for you to do that, will be, either to
abandon your | oad, or shift the tongue of your chariot on

t he opposite end, drive back with all speed, and get into

t he hi ghway of the Waymarks and hi gh heaps, that you so
willfully abandoned nore than three years ago. p. 52,

Para. 1, [ VI NDSABB].

The Saviour's adnonition to the Phil adel phia state of the
church, which was formng in '43 and '44, was to hold fast
t hat which we had and he would "write upon us his new
nanme." This is what we are endeavoring to do; and when we
see you doing the opposite, we know you are wong. You
quote Paul to the Hebrews, 8:10, "Saith the Lord I w Il put



my laws into their mnd and wite themin their hearts.”
VWhose hearts? Answer -- the house of Israel; of course, al
of God's people. What is this done for? Answer -- that he
may be our God and we may know hi mand be his people. Can
you tell your no-law no-commandnent readers which | aw of
God Paul neant? Whether it was the one you say he abolished
in Col., Gal., Cor. and Romans, or was it another code of

| aws whi ch he had nade for our purpose, and then hid them
fromus. If you know i n what book, or chapter, or verse
they are in the Bible, | beseech you to let us know

i mredi ately, for | see by John's visions in the Rev. that
in the last days there certainly will be a conpany keeping
them and the Devil will persecute themfor it; but they
will eventually be saved, and enter the city. Rev. 12:17;
14:12; 22:14. p. 53, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

And finally, if you cannot find any others than those

whi ch God gave by his own nouth and wote with his own
finger on Mount Sinai, nore than 3300 years since, the sane
whi ch Jesus confirnmed to us nore than 1800 years ago with
his Gospel, won't you nmake that known by publicly
confessing that it is inpossible for you to tell what other
obj ect God had in view than our keeping these sane | aws;
and that you had, contrary to the direct teachings of God,
deri ded both his law and his wlling, obedient children.
Don't tell us that this lawis the "law of Christ or the

| aw of grace,” or any other nane unless you can show us how
many conmandnments they contain, because Janes has told us
"if we fail in one we are guilty of the whole." Jesus never
gave but one conmandment. p. 53, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

P.S. As | predicted on your second page, J. Turner's piece
has cone. The child is fairly born, and you have fallen in
love with it. Now brethren, just haul down all your other
colors, J. Turner has got the very thing! The first day of
the week is the seventh-day Sabbath! W have al ways been

right, but we never knew it till now Thanks to J. Turner
for confounding the whole world, and now no nore about this
much vexed question! "W shall fill our paper nostly with

other matter for the future." The wind has favored us and
we have made a first rate tack to wi ndward, and now we can
breat he much freer seeing our enenies are under our |ee.
Hear what he says? "W supposed and still do suppose that
Bar nabas had reference to a class well known to the
Adventists in Connecticut and Massachusetts, who went into
t he shut door, and staid in, and al nost every other door
but the true one into the sheepfold, and many of which



becanme great sticklers for the seventh day." &c. Now he
goes on and speaks in high praise of those who have been
witing for the Sabbath -- they are consistent Christians,
&. And now, says he, "we nust all be exceedingly careful
how we wite and speak; the eneny seeks to devour us, and
one of his nost artful wiles is to divide the saints by
dark insinuations, evil speaking, and jealousies," &c. --
See Bible Advocate, Dec. 30th, p.160. p. 54, Para. 1,

[ VI NDSABB] .

Way this caution after the above unsparing epithets; are
you afraid that some of these m sguided, m staken people
wll get into your open door? If they should happen to, and
confess that they were wong in believing in the shut door,
no matter how many others they had been guilty of entering
into what you call al most every door they would i mediately
becone consistent Christians! Qut of hundreds who have
craw ed into your open door and made such confessions,
causi ng the hypocrites and unbelievers to rejoice, and the
hearts of the righteous to be sad, &., | will just nane a
few J. and C. Pearsons, F. G Brown, of wonderful nenory;
and now a few Sabbath keepers: W M I|ngham John Howel |
of vacillating nmenory, and J. Turner, your fellow | aborer.
Vell, you are not so far to windward as you think for; here
cones anot her head flaw, that will drive you down on that
| ee shore again, where you may see the awful havoc you have
made of those who are following in your wake. See them
dashi ng there upon the rocks and into those overwhel m ng
breakers! Your whirlw nd of doctrine has utterly dismantl ed
them and their cry for help is unavailing! and unless you
put forth sonme nore strenuous efforts to avoid these
dangerous seas, you will never get off fromthis | ee shore,
whi | e under these deceitful and flattering w nds of
doctrine. p. 54, Para. 2, [VINDSABB].

Again he says -- "W take the liberty to add, that Br.
T.'s article is | RREFUTABLE, and that we are now observing
t he Sabbath of the Lord our God, and not the Jewi sh, nor a
Pagan Sabbath." Where is he now? Does he nean that J. T.'s
Sabbath is "the Sabbath of the Lord our God?" He has al ways
insisted, in his forner articles, that "the Sabbath of the
Lord our God," was the Jew sh Sabbath."” There is but one
named in the Bible. If this is what he calls "the plain
word of the Lord,"” | doubt whether any one will understand
him p. 55, Para. 1, [VINDSABB].

He says further -- "If Friday was the sixth day -- every



transaction on the day of our Lord's crucifixion is
involved in utter confusion -- and the |aw of types in a
like failure, and nmakes it an inpossibility for th