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PREFACE.

Reader,

If thou think this Treatise both superfluous and defective,

when so many larger have better done the work already, 1

shall not at all gainsay the latter, nor much the former. The
reason of my writing it, was the necessity and request of

some very upright, godly persons, who are lately fallen into

doubt or error, in point of the Sabbath-day, conceiving, that

because the fourth commandment was written in stone, it

is wholly unchangeable, and consequently the Seventh-day
Sabbath in force, and that the Lord's-day is not a day se-

parated by God to holy worship. I knew that there was

enough written on this subject long ago ; But, 1. Much of

it is in Latin. 2. Some writings which prove the abrogation
of the Jewish Sabbath, do withal treat so loosely of the

Lord's-day, as that they require a confutation in the latter,

as well as a commendation for the former. 3. Some are so

large, that the persons that I write for, will hardly be

brought to read them. 4. Most go upon those grounds,
which I take to be less clear ;

and build so much more than

I can do on the fourth commandment and on many passages
of the Old Testament, and plead so much for the old sab-

batical notion and rest, that I fear this is the chief occasion

of many people's errors ; who when they find themselves in

a wood of difficulties, and nothing plain and convincing that

is pleaded with them, do therefore think it safest to stick to

the old Jewish Sabbath. The friends and acquaintance of

some of these persons importuning me, to take the plainest
and nearest way to satisfy such honest doubters, I have here

done it according to my judgment: not contending against

any that go another way to work, but thinking myself that

this is very clear and satisfactory ;
viz. to prove, 1. That

Christ did commission his apostles to teach us all things
which he commanded, and to settle orders in his church. 2.
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And that he gave them his Spirit to enable them to do all

this infallibly, by bringing all his words to their remem-

brance, and by leading them into all truth. 3. And that his

apostles by this Spirit did * de facto
'

separate the Lord's-

day for holy worship, especially in church-assemblies, and

declared the cessation of the Jewish Sabbaths. 4. And that

as this change had the very same author as the holy Scrip-
tures (the Holy Ghost in the apostles), so that fact hath the

same kind of proof, that we have of the canon and the in-

tegrity and uncorruptness of the particular Scripture-books
and texts : and that, if so much Scripture as mentioneth the

keeping of the Lord's-day, expounded by the consent and

practice of the universal church from the days of the apos-

tles, (all keeping this day as holy, without the dissent of any
one sect, or single person, that I remember to have read of,)

I say, if history will not fully prove the point of fact, that

this day was kept in the apostle's times, and consequently

by their appointment, then the same proof will not serve to

evince that any text of Scripture is canonical, and uncor-

rupted ;
nor can we think that any thing in the world, that

is past, can have historical proof.
I have been put to say something particularly out of

antiquity for this evidence of the fact, because it is that

which I lay the greatest stress upon. But I have not done

it so largely as might be done. 1. Because I would not lose

the unlearned reader in a wood of history, nor overwhelm

him instead of edifying him. 2. Because it is done already

in Latin by Dr. Young in his
" Dies Dominica" (under the

name of Theophilus Loncardiensis) ; which I take to be the

most moderate, sound, and strong Treatise on this subject
that I have seen : though Mr. Cawdry and Palmer (jointly)

have done well, and at greater length ;
and Mr. Eaton, Mr.

Shephard, Dr. Bound, Wallseus, Rivet, and my dear friend

Mr. George Abbot, against Broad, have said very much :

and in their way. Dr. White, Dr. Heylin, Bishop Ironside,

Mr. Brierwood, &c. 3. I chose most of the same citations

which Dr. Heylin himself produceth, because he being the

man that I am most put to defend myself against, his con-

cessions are my advantage. 4. And if I had been willing, I

could not have been so full in this as the subject will bespeak,
because I have almost eleven years been separated from my
l^br^iry, and long fropa the neighbourhood of any one's else.
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I much pity and wonder at those godly men, who are so

much for stretching the words of Scripture, to a sense that

other men cannot find in them, as that in the word Graven

Images in the second commandment, they can find all set

forms ofprayer, all composed studied sermons, and all things
about worship of man's invention to be images or idolatry ;

and yet they cannot find the abrogation of the Jewish Sab-

bath in the express words of Col. ii. 16. nor the other texts

which I have cited ;
nor can they find the institution of the

Lord's-day in all the texts and evidences produced for it.

But though Satan may somewhat disturb our concord, and

tempt some men's charity to remissness, by these differences,

he shall never keep them out of heaven, who worship God

through Christ, by the Spirit, even in spirit and truth. Nor
shall he, I hope, ever draw me to think such holy persons as

herein differ from me, to be worse than myself, though I

think them in this to be unhappily mistaken : much less to

approve of their own separation from others, or of other

men's condemning them as heretics, and inflicting severities

upon them, for these their opinion's-sake.





THE

DIVINE APPOINTMENT

OF

THE LORD'S-DAY.

CHAPTER I.

Though the principal thing desired by the inquirers is,

That 1 would prove to them the cessation of the Seventh-

day Sabbath, yet because they cast off the Lord's-day, which
I take to be a far greater error and sin than the observation
of both days ; and because that when I have proved the in-

stitution of the Lord's-day, I shall the more easily take them
off the other, by proving that there are not two weekly days
set apart by God for holy worship ; therefore I will begin with
the first question. Whether the Lord's-day, or first day of

the week, be separated by God's institution for holy worship,

especially in public church-conventions'? Aff.

And here, for the right stating of the question, let it be

noted, I, That it is not the name of a Sabbath that we now
meddle with, or stand upon. Let us agree in the thing, and
we shall easily bear a difference about the name. Grant that

it is
' a day separated by God's institution for holy assemblies

and worship,' and then call it a Sabbath, or the Lord's-day,
as you please ; though for myself I add, that the '

Lord's-day'
is the name that the Holy Ghost hath set upon it, and the

name which the first churches principally used; and that they
call it also sometimes by the name of the Christian Sabbath ;

but that is only analogically, as it is resembled to the Jewish
Sabbath

; and as they used the names Sacrifice and Altar,

(I speak only
* de facto' how the ancients used these words,)

VOL. XIII. B B
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at the same time for the Christian's commemoration of

Christ's sacrifice in the Sacrament of the Lord's-supper, and

for the Table
; or, as Dr. Young saith, page 23,

' As in

Scripture, Baptism is called Circumcision. And that very

rarely too.'

2. That the question of the manner of observing the

Lord's-day, and what exercises ofworship it must be spent in,

and what diversions are lawful or unlawful, as also when the

day beginneth, are not to be here meddled with in the be-

ginning, but afterwards, when the Divine institution of the

day itself is first sufficiently proved. Which is done as

followeth :

Arg.
* That day which was separated to holy worship by

the Holy Ghost, was separated to holy worship by God the

Father and the Son. But the first day of the week was se-

parated to holy worship by the Holy Ghost : therefore the

first day of the week was separated to holy worship, by God
the Father and the Son.'

The minor only needeth proof among Christians.
* That day which was separated to holy worship by the

apostles, by the inspiration of the Holy Ghost, was separa-
ted to holy worship by the Holy Ghost. But the first day
of the week was separated to holy worship by the apostles,

by the inspiration of the Holy Ghost. Therefore the first

day of the week was separated to holy worship by the Holy
Ghost.^

The minor which only needeth proof, is thus proved.
' That day which was separated to holy worship by the

apostles who had the Holy Ghost promised them by Christ,

and given them, to lead them into all truth, and to bring all

its doctrines to their remembrance, and to teach the churches

to do all his commands, and to feed, and guide, and order

them, as his principal commissioned church-ministers, was

separated to holy worship by the apostles by the inspiration

of the Holy Ghost.
' ' But such is the first day of the week :

* Therefore the first day of the week is separated to holy

worship by the apostles by the inspiration of the Holy Ghost.'

I have five propositions now distinctly to be proved :

four for the proof of the major, and one for the proof of the

minor.

I

J
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The first proposition is :
' That Christ commissioned his

apostles as his principal church-ministers, to teach the

churches all his doctrine, and deliver them all his commands
and orders, and so to settle and guide the first churches/

The second proposition is,
* That Christ promised them

his Spirit, to enable them to do what he had commissioned

them to do, by leading them into all truth, and bringing his

words and deeds to their remembrance, and by guiding them

as his churches' guides.*
The third proposition is,

* That Christ performed this

promise, and gave his Spirit accordingly to his apostles, to

enable them to all their commissioned work/
The fourth proposition is,

* That the apostles did actu-

ally separate or appoint the first day of the week, for holy

worship, especially in church-assemblies.'

The fifth proposition is,
* That this act of theirs was

done by the guidance or inspiration of the Holy Ghost,
which was given them.'

And when I have distinctly proved these five things, no
sober understanding Christian can expect that I should

prove any more, towards the proof of the question in hand.
Whether the first day of the week be separated by God's in-

stitution for holy worship, especially in church-assemblies.

CHAPTER II.

»

Prop. 1. That Christ commissioned his Apostles, or his prin-

cipal Church-Ministers, to teach the Churches all his Doctrine,

and deliver them all his Commands and Orders, and so to

settle and guide theJirst Churches,

This I prove, 1. By their commission itself: 2. By their

performance with its proper seal : 3. By the consent of all

the Christian world.

1.
*' He called to him his disciples, and of them he chose

twelve, whom also he named apostles. (Luke vi. 13.) Their

first commission is recited Matt. x. at large.
*' All authority is given me both in heaven and in earth :

Go ye therefore and disciple all nations, baptizing them
in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
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Holy Ghost
; teaching them to observe all things what-

soever I have commanded you. And, lo, I am with you

alway, even unto the end of the world ; Amen." (Matt.
xxviii. 18—20.)

" Then said Jesus to them again. Peace be unto you ; as

the Father hath sent me, even so send I you : and when he

had said this, he breathed on them, and said, Receive ye the

Holy Ghost : Whosesoever sins ye remit, they are remit-

ted unto them
;
and whosesoever sins ye retain, they are

retained." (John xx. 21.)

Even of the seventy it is said,
'* He that heareth you,

heareth me
;
and he that despiseth you, despiseth me ; and

he that despiseth me, despiseth him that sent me." (Luke
X. 16.) And to the twelve,

" He that receiveth you, re-

ceiveth me," &c. (Matt. x. 40.)
"
Delivering thee from the people, and from the Gentiles,

to whom now I send thee, to open their eyes." (Acts xxvi. 17.)
" For I delivered to you first of all that which I also re-

ceived,*' &c. (1 Cor. XV. 3.)
" For I received of the Lord, that which also I delivered

unto you."(l Cor. xi. 23.)
" Let a man so account of us as of the ministers of Christ,

and stewards of the mysteries of God." (1 Cor. iv. 1, 2.)
" But I certify you, brethren, that the Gospel which was

preached of me, is not after man
; for I neither received it

of man, neither was I taught it, but by the Revelation of

Jesus Christ." (GaL i. 11, 12.)
"
Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me Feed my

Lambs." (John xxi. 15—17.)
"

I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven :

and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth, shall be bound in

heaven : and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, shall be

loosed in heaven." (Matt. xvi. 19.)
" As thou hast sent me into the world." (John xvii. 18

;

see John xiii. 16. 20.)
" Shew whether of these two thou hast chosen, that he

may take part of this ministry and apostleship, from which
Judas by transgression fell." (Acts i. 24, 25.)

"
Paul, an apostle, not of men, neither by man, but by

Jesus Christ, and God the Father." (Gal. i. 1.)
" After he through the Holy Ghost, had given command-
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ment to the apostles whom he had chosen
;
to whom also he

presented himself alive after his passion, by many infallible

proofs, being seen of them forty days, and speaking of the

things pertaining to the kingdom of God." (Acts ii, 2.)
"
They continued stedfast in the apostles* doctrine and

fellowship," &c. (Acts ii. 42.)
" He gave some apostles, some prophets,*' &c. (Eph. iv.

11—16.)
** First apostles, secondarily prophets," &c.

" are all apos-
tles?'* &c. (1 Cor. xii. 28, 29.)

"
Being built upon the foundation of the apostles," &c.

(Ephes. ii. 20.)
" That ye may be mindful of the words which were spo-

ken before by the holy prophets, and of the commandments
of us the apostles of the Lord and Saviour." (2 Peter iii. 2.)

" Send men to Joppa, and call for Simon, &c. and he
shall tell thee," &c. (Acts x. 5.)

They that will not take all this plain evidence of Scrip-
ture for a proof of this first proposition, I suppose would
not be ever the more moved by it, if I should be so need-

lessly tedious, as to stay to fetch arguments from each text.

2. The apostles exercised such power as the proposition
mentions, and God set to it the seal of miracles. Therefore

such a power or office was given them by Christ.

The consequence is undeniable. The antecedent of this

enthymeme is so plainly expressed in Scripture, that I am loath

to take up much of my own or the reader's time, in proving
so known a thing.

They founded the churches; they delivered them the

doctrine and commands of Christ; they settled the churches,
as to officers, orders, and discipline, according to Christ's

commands and the Spirit's determinations : Thus they or-

dained the new office of deacons, and deaconesses or widows;
and they ordained them elders in every church, or city, and

they determined of church-controversies : and gave the

church decrees, and delivered the will of Chri&t about the

sacrament, church-assemblies, prophecyings, &c. (Acts ii.
;

xiv. 23
;

vi. 3, 4, &c. ;
1 Tim. iii.

;
Titus i.

; Acts xv. ; 1 Cor.

xi. ; xiv., &c.)

3. That all Christians (save heretics) did acknow-

ledge their power, and acquiesce in their decrees and con-

duct, being a matter of fact needs no other proof, than the
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common history of former ages, and practice of this. Which
are so well known, that I will not injure the reader by

proving it.

CHAPTER III,

Prop. 2. Christ promised his Spirit to his Apostles, to enable

them to do, what he had commissioned them to do, by leading
them into all truth, and bringing his words and deeds to their

remembrance, and^by guiding them as his Church's Guides.

In the Old Testament it is prophesied and promised,
" And

i will give you pastors according to mine heart, which shall

feed you with knowledge and understanding." (Jer. iii. 15.)

See all the texts that promise the pouring out of the

Spirit, Isa. xliv. 3
;
Ezek. xxxvi. 27

; xxxvii. 14
;
xxxix. 29;

Joel ii. 28, 29; which were principally fulfilled on the

apostles.
'* And behold I send the promise of my Father upon you :

but tarry ye in the city of Jerusalem, until ye be endued with

power from on high." (Luke xxiv. 49.)
" But when the Advocate is come, whom I will send

unto you from the Father, he shall testify of me : and ye
also shall bear witness, because ye have been with me from

the beginning." (John xv. 26, 27.)
"

It is expedient for you, that I go away ; for if I go not

away ;
the Advocate will not come unto you : but if F depart,

I will send him unto you . I have yet many things to

say unto you, but ye cannot bear them now. Howbeit when
he, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide you into all

truth. For he shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever

he shall hear, that shall he speak ; and he shall shew you

things to come. He shall glorify me ; for he shall receive of

mine. Therefore said I that he shall take of mine, and shew
it unto you." (John xvi. 7. 12—15.)

"
I have given to them the words which thou gavest

me, and they have received them—— . Sanctify them through

thy truth
; thy word is truth. As thou hast sent me into the

world, so have I sent them also into the world
; and for their

sakes I sanctify myself, that they also might be sanctified

through the truth." (John xvii. 8. 17, 18.)

i
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"
Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever 1 have

commanded you; and lo, I am with you alway even unto the

end of the world." (Matt, xxviii. 20.)
" And being assembled together with them, commanded

them that they should not depart from Jerusalem, but wait

for the promise of the Father, which ye have heard of me.

For John truly baptized with water; but ye shall be baptized
with the Holy Ghost not many days hence. But ye shall

receive power, after that the Holy Ghost is come upon you :

and ye shall be witnesses unto me, both in Jerusalem, and

in all Judea, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost parts of

the earth." (Acts i. 4. 8.)

By these texts it is most evident, that Christ promiseth
the apostles an extraordinary Spirit, or measure of the Spirit,

so to enable them to deliver his commands, and execute their

commission, as that he will own what they do by the

guidance thereof; and the churches may rest upon it as the

infallible Revelation of the Will of God.

CHAPTER IV.

Prop. 3. Christ performed all these Promises to his Apostles^
and gave them his Spirit to enable themfor all their Commis-
missioned Work.

This is proved both from the fidelity of Christ, and from
the express assertions of the Scripture.

" He is faithful that

hath promised." (Heb. x. 23.)
" God that cannot lie, hath

promised." (Titus i. 2.)
" As God is true

"
(2 Cor.i. 18.)

'* How long, O Lord, holy and true
"
(Rev. vi. 10.)

" He
was called Faithful and True "

(Rev. xix. 11.) "Let
God be true, and every man a liar

"
(Rom. iii. 4.)

' He
that believeth not God, hath made him a liar." (1 John v. 10.)

*' He breathed on them, and saith unto them, Receive ye
the Holy Ghost." (John xx. 22.)

Acts ii. containeth the narrative of the coming down of
the Holy Ghost upon them, at large.

"
It seemed good to the Holy Ghost, and to us.—"

(Acts
XV. 28.)

" God also bearing them witness, both with signs and
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wonders, and with divers mighty works, and distributions

of the Holy Ghost, according to his own will." (Heb. ii. 4.)
" The things which are now reported unto you, by them

that have preached the Gospel unto you, by the Holy Ghost
sent down from heaven

"
(1 Peter i. 12.)

"
Through mighty signs and wonders, by the power of

the Spirit of God, so that from Jerusalem, and round about

unto Illyricum, I have fully preached the Gospel of Christ."

(Rom. XV. 19.)

Read all the texts in Acts and elsewhere, that speak of

all the apostles' miracles, and their giving of the Holy Ghost,

&c; and 1 Cor. vii. 40; Acts iv. 8.31; v. 3
;

vi. 3; vii. 51.

55 ; viii. 15. 17—19
;

ix. 17
; x. 44, 45. 47 ; xi. 15, 16. 24 ;

xiii. 2. 4. 9. 52; xvi. 6
; Rom* v. 5 ; ix. 1

;
1 Cor. ii. 13 ;

2 Tim. i. 1. 14; 1 Cor. xii
; Ephes. iv. 7, 8, &c.; and iii. 5.

But this proposition is confessed by all ChristiaiTS.

CHAPTER V.

Prop. 4. The Apostles did actually separate and appoint the

First Day of the Weekfor Holy Worship, especially in Church-

Assemblies,

Here the reader must remember, that it is mere matter of

fact, that is to be proved in the proof of this proposition ;

and that all till this, is clearly and undeniably proved ; so

that the whole controversy resteth upon the proof of the

fact. That indeed the apostles did set apart this day for ordi-

nary (public) worship.
And in order to the fuller proof of this, I have these

subordinate propositions to prove.

Prop, 1.
* Matter of past fact is to be known to us by

history,' (written, verbal or practical.)
This is evident in the nature of the thing. History is

the narration of facts that are past. We speak not of the

fact of mere natural agents, but of moral human facts. It

may be known without history what eclipses there have been

of the sun
;
what changes of the moon, &c ;

but not what in

particular morals have been done by man.

The necessity of other distinct ways of knowledge, are

easily disproved. 1. It need not be known by Divine su-

pernatural revelation. Otherwise no men could know what
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is past, but prophets or inspired persons : Nor prophets, but

in few things ; for it cannot be proved, that God ever revealed

to prophets or inspired persons, the general knowledge of

things past; but only some particulars of special use (the

creation to Moses, &c.) ;
so that if revelation by inspiration,

voice or visions, were necessary. Scripture itself could be

understood by none but inspired persons, or that had such

revelation.

2. It is not known by natural causes, and by arguing
from the natural cause to the effects. It is no more possible
to know all things past this way (by knowing the causes),
than all things future. Therefore it must be ordinarily
known by human report, which we call history or tradition.

Prop, 2.
'

Scripture history is not the only certan his-

tory ; much less the only credible.*

Without Scripture-history we may be certain that there

was in 1666 a great fire in London, and a great plague in

1665, and that there were wars in England in 1642, 1643,

&c., and that there have been parliaments in England which
have made the statutes now in force ;

and that there have

been such kings of England for many ages, as our records

and histories mention, &c.

Prop. 3.
'

Scripture-history is not the only certain his-

tory of the things of the ages in which it was written, or

of former ages; much less the only credible history of them.'

We may know by other history certainly, that there were

such persons as Cyrus, Alexander, &c. That the Macedo-
nians had a large extended empire ;

that the Romans after

by many victories obtained a spacious empire ; that there

were such persons as Julius Caesar, Augustus, Tiberius,

Nero, Cicero, Virgil, Horace, Ovid, &c.

Prop, 4.
'

Scripture-history is not the only means ap-

pointed by God, to help us to the knowledge of ecclesiasti-

cal matters of fact, transacted in Scripture-times.'
1. For if human history be certain or credible in other

cases, it is certain or credible in these. There being no rea-

son why these things or much of them, should not be as

capable of a certain delivery to us by human history, as

other matters. As that there were Christians in those times,

may be known by what Tacitus, Suetonius, &c. say. And
the ancient writers often appeal in many cases to the

heathen's own history. And no man pretendeth, as to the
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civil matters mentioned in the Scriptures, that no other his-

tory of the same is credible or certain. As of the govern-
ment of Augustus, Tiberius, Herod, Pilate, Felix, Festus, &c.

2. There are other certain means known to us
; of which

I must refer the reader to what I have written in my
** Reasons of the Christian Religion," part 2. chap. vii.

3. No man can doubt but that the Christians of that same

age, (as till the year one hundred) might easily and certainly

know such a matter of public fact, as whether the Lord's-

day was constantly set apart and observed by all the Chris-

tian churches for holy worship. For 1. It is certain that they
did know it by sight and sense, and therefore had no need of

history. 2. It is certain that they knew it before the Scrip-
tures were written, which we now speak of ; for it js not pos-
sible that for all those years time before any of the New
Testament was written, the Christians who assembled to

worship God, should not know on what day they used to

assemble.

And if they knew it in the year 100, they must needs know
it as well in the year 101, and 102, and 103, and so on. For

those that were young Christians fifty years after Christ,

would be aged at an hundred : and those that were young at

an hundred, would be aged at an hundred and fifty, and so

on. So that an age of people, not ending at the age of a

single person, congregations and societies are like rivers, that

keep the same channel, and name, while one part of water

foUoweth another. Nay, some of the same men are there

anno 100, who were there anno 50, some anno 150, who were
there anno 100, and so on. Ten thousand thousand men,
women and children, can tell on what day the congrega-
tions of England use to assemble ; whereas if the apostle
were among us, and should write on what day we assemble,
fewer would know it by that means ; and they that knew it

but by his writing, would know it less confidently, than they
who knew it by sense and experience.

Yet forget not, that I am far from ascribing a certainty or

a credibility to all human history ; much more from equal-

ling any with the credit of Divine history ;
but only I say,

1. That sense is more assuring, as to the subject, than any
history whatever. 2. And that this instance of the day on
which all churches in the world assembled for holy worship.
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is one of the most palpable for certainty that possibly could

be imagined.
4. And I add, that if some human history or tradition be

not certain, there can be no certainty of much of the Divine

history, to any but the persons who were themselves inspired,

or that saw the visions, or miracles that confirmed them.

For as internal sense or intuition must assure the inspired

persons themselves, and external sense must assure those that

saw the matters of fact
;
so the rest have no way to know

them, but either still by a succession of new revelations from

heaven (which God doth not give), or else by report. And I

can no otherwise know what was revealed to an apostle, nor

what was done in those times. (Of which more anon.)

Prop, 5.
' The first institution of church-offices, and

orders, and so of the Lord's-day, was not by Scripture.'

The proof is undeniable
;
because the Old Testament did

not contain the institution, (e. g.) of particular churches,

sacraments, presbyters, deacons, deaconesses, and the Lord's-

day, &c.
;
and the New Testament was none of it written till

anno 40, at soonest, when some (as Bucholtzer, Bellarmine,

&c.) think Matthew's Gospel was written (though others say

many years after), and it was not all written till anno 99.

Now it is certain that the church was not all these days with-

out the orders now in question, nor without a day to meet

on for public worship. Even as baptism and the Lord's-

supper were instituted by Christ himself, long before the

writing of any part of the New Testament, and the church

was in long possession of them, upon the bare verbal decla-

ration of the apostles.

Prop. 6.
* Therefore it is certain that no part of the New

Testament was written to any such end as to institute sacra-

ments, or church-offices, or standing orders
; but to instruct

men about those that were already instituted (as to the use

of those times).'

For it could not be written to institute that which was
instituted before, so many years.

Prop. 7.
* No part of the New Testament was written to

make known to the churches of those times the said sacra-

ments, offices, stated orders and time of worship.* (Still

observe that by a part, I mean any book
; and I except the

decree, written in a letter of the apostles, elders and brethren,

(Acts XV.) concerning circumcision, not to be imposed on



380 THE DIVINE APPOINTMENT

the Gentiles ; which yet made no new institution, nor de-

clared any, but only determined of the continued forbear-

ance of some things forbidden before of God, in the precepts
called Noah's, and Paul's epistles, which reduce the

churches to orders before settled, and urge them to duty, and
decide some doubts about particular cases of conscience.)

The proof is visible; 1. In the writings themselves. 2. In

that all the churches were in the possession and use of all

the things in question, long before: (for mutual orders and

circumstances are none of the things in question.) It would
be vain to write a history now to tell the Englishmen of this

present age, that the Lord's-day is used in England, as a

day set apart for public worship ;
or that persons are bap-

tized, or receive the Lord's-supper in England, For seeing
it is the common usage of all the Christians almost of the

land, it is needless to tell men among us by writing that it is

so (unless it be to infer somewhat else from it).

Prop, 8.
' Yet these holy Scriptures which were written

to men of those times, were also intended for the instruction

of all succeeding ages ; and so the four evangelists wrote

the history of Christ, and Luke wrote the history of Paul till

his coming to Rome, and longer, and of some more of the

apostles ; and on the by, in the epistles extant, the church's

customs of those times are much intimated
;
and all this

togetherwith the subordinate history and the universal tenour

and practice of the churches, is that history by which we
must know the matter of fact of those times

;
nor is there

any room left for a rational pretence of Rome, or any other

church, to produce Divine institutions, which were commit-
ted only to them, or entrusted to their particular keeping

only, and were not delivered in Scripture, nor in common to

the whole church.'

Prop, 9.
' Thus according to the use of the writings of

the New Testament, the matter of fact in question (of the

Lord's-day's separation) is historically touched on, and

proved ; though but briefly and on the by, as a thing as well

known to the church before, as what day goeth over their

head.'

The historical hints of the New Testament must be taken

together, and not apart only ;
that they may prove a usage.

And 1. That Christ rose on that day, is past doubt among
Christians. (John xx. 1

j
Luke xxiv. 1 ; Mark xvi. 2 ; Matt,

xxviii. 1.)
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2. On that same day he taught the two disciples, (Luke
xxiv. 13,) and the same day he appeared to the disciples and

instructed them, and did eat with them. (Luke xxiv. 33. 36.)

Then the disciples were assembled, and then he blessed them,

gave them their commission and the Holy Ghost. (John
xix. 20—22.)

3. The next first day of the week Christ chose to appear
to them again, when Thomas was with them, and convinced

him. (John xx. 26.)

In Acts XX. 7. it is mentioned as the day of their assem-

bling to break bread (which though they did oft on other

days, yet no day else was particularly appointed for it). As
for the dissenters' cavil about the translation of 'Ev rrj fiia

TU)v gaf5j3dr(i)v, Beza hath given them reason enough against

it; and Grotius and almost all expositors are against them:

and most that translate it literally
' una sabbatorum,' take

' una' and *

prima here to be all one. And Calvin with others

noteth, that the same phrase being used of the day of the

resurrection, (Matt. xxvi. 1 ; Luke xxiv. 1
;
John xx. 1,) will

direct us to expound this
;
unless you mean also to deny the

resurrection to have been on the first day.
And Kara fx'iav (1 Cor. xvi. 1. 2.) must needs have the same

signification ;
and Mark xxvi. 9. compared with the other

two evangelists so expounds them as Beza noteth
;
who also

telleth us that in one old copy he found added " the Lord's-

day," and citeth Jerome adv. Vigilant, saying
" Per unam

sabbati ; hoc est in die Dominico," &c. And Dr. Hammond
well noteth that it plainly relateth to the Christian assem-

blies, to which they were not to come empty, but to deposit
what they brought into the treasury of the church ;

or if it

were in their private repositories, it doth not much difference

the case. Calvin's exception against Chrysostom here is

groundless, as the reasons before evince. So that by this

text the custom of holding church-meetings on the Lord's-

day, as a peculiar day, is intimated, though but on the by, as

most expositors agree.

And the denomination of the Lord's-day, John i. 10,

being the same which the Christian churches ever used of

the first day, puts it yet further out of doubt. As for his

conjecture, who doubteth whether it may be meant of the

anniversary day of Christ's resurrection, when as the con-
stant use of the name by all the churches, sheweth that it
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was taken ever since for the weekly day, it deserveth no

refutation.

Now though all this set together shew that Scripture is

not silent of the matter of fact; yet it is the full and un-

questionable expository evidence of the practice of all

churches in the world, since the very days of the apostles,
which beyond all doubt assureth us that * de facto' the Lord's-

day was by the apostles separated for holy worship, especi-

ally in public church-assemblies. But these several intima-

tions being seconded with so full an exposition, tell us that

the Scripture is not silent in the case, nor doth pass it by.
I was loath to name the day of the sending down of the Holy
Ghost as a proof; because that some do controvert it

;
but

it seemeth to me a very considerable thing: 1. That the

day (that year) of Penteqost on which the Holy Ghost was

given, was indeed the first day of the week, even Dr. Heylin

granteth, without any question or stop. And the church's

observation of Whitsunday as the day, and that so very

early, as Epiphanius and many others say, from the apostles,

doth seem a very credible history or tradition of it. 2. It is

agreed on that the Passover that year fell on the Sabbath-

day, and that Pentecost was fifty days after the Passover :

which falleth out on the Lord's-day. And Grotius noteth

from Exod. xix. 1, that it was the day the law was given on,

and so on which the Spirit was given for a new law. 3. And

considering that this great gift of the Holy Ghost, which was
to make the apostles infallible, and to enable them for their

commission work, and bring all Christ's doctrines and com-
mands to their remembrance, was so memorable a thing, that

it was as it were the beginning of the full Gospel-state of the

church and kingdom of Christ, (which through all Christ's

abode on earth, was as the infant, existent indeed, but in the

womb, and on this day was as it were born before the world,
and brought into the open light;) the Lord's-day also seem-

eth to me to be as it were conceived on the day of Christ's

resurrection, but born on this day of the Holy Gho8t*s«

descent.

But Dr. Heylin hath one poor reason against it, viz.
' Because it was an accidental thing that the day fell out that

year on the first day.'
Answ. 1. Was it not according to the course of nature ?




