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4 SMITH-SHULER DEBATE

Upon agreement as to the propositions for discussion be-
tween Eugene S. Smith and J. L. Shuler the following rules
were drawn up by Mr. Shuler and accepted by Mr. Smith for
government of the discussion.

Rules Governing Proposed Debate

1. Two two-hour sessions shall be devoted to each of the above
propositions in the order as mentioned. The first two of the two-
hour sessions shall be held in the main to proposition number one,
the third and fourth of the two-hour sessions shall be held in the main
to proposition number two, and the fifth and sixth of the two-hour
sessions shall be held in the main to the third proposition.

2. The King James, or the American Revised versions of the Bible
shall be the standard authority by which all phases of the discussion
shall be settled. The debater, under the rules of the debate, shall not
be permitted to quote or cause to be quoted any writer whose writings
do not appear in the Bible, orto make any reference to any other
beliefs, or practices, or history of the church represented by his
opponent, aside from those specifically stated in the three propo-
sitions. Only statements from the Bible shall be recognized as
having any definite bearing upon the subject under discussion.

3. The debaters shall not indulge in personal thrusts and unkind
Christian antagonism of any kind whatsoever.

4. The basic expense of the debate shall be reckoned as the rental
of the auditorium, and an advertisement in the newspaper of a size
as may be mutually agreed upon, and all offerings taken shall be
applied upon this basic expense total until sufficient is in hand to
meet it. If there is a deficit each side shall share equally in meeting
said deficit.

5. Each two-hour session shall be divided as follows: The affirma-
tive shall have the first thirty minutes, then the negative thirty min-
utes, then the affirmative fifteen minutes, then the negative fifteen
minutes, then the affirmative ten minutes, and the negative ten min-
utes.

6. No debater shall be asked to yield the floor while occupying his
allotted time in the debate, provided his speech is in keeping with the
rules of the debate. Should either debater desire to put a question to
the opponent, he shall have the privilege to do so, but the opponent
shall not answer the question until he secures the floor for his next
speech as provided for in the rules of the debate.

7. There shall be no booing, hissing, or overt demonstrations on
the part of any who shall attend any of the sessions of this debate,
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and if such should occur the Moderator shall stop the debate until
such persons either leave the hall, or refrain from such conduct.

8. One man having no church affiliation shall act as Moderator
or chairman of the debate. It shall be the duty of the said Moderator
to read the rules of the debate to the audience at the first session,
then to announce each speaker, call time on each speaker, and decide
any issue which may be appealed to him by either opponent, in case
the other opponent does not conform to the rules of this debate.

9. Each of the Principals in the proposed debate shall be permitted
to select only one colleague with whom to counsel while the debate
is in session. The said colleague shall give private counsel only, and
shall not take part orally in the discussion of the propositions being
debated.

10. A substitute speaker may be used by either side subject to all
these rules in case of sickness, or a voice impairment by either of the
men whose names are signed to these propositions.

11. Further details as to the mutual agreement upon the person for
Moderator, and of the place for the debate, and the month and date
of the debate shall be worked out to the mutual satisfaction of both
parties, when due notification is received of the acceptance of the
three above-mentioned propositions and the acceptance of these ten
rules above mentioned.
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Proposition No. 1
Sunday Afternoon, December 29, 1946
Radio Theater, Des Moines, lIowa

Session L
Chairman: This afternoon the proposition for discussion is:

Resolved: The scriptures teach that the first day of the
week, commonly called Sunday, is the Lord’s day, and should
be observed by Christians of today.

Mr. Eugene S. Smith speaks in the affirmative, and Mr.
J. L. Shuler the negative. Mr. Smith will speak first in affirma-
tion of this proposition. Ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Smith.

Mr. Smith’s.First Affirmative

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Shuler, Ladies and Gentlemen: It is
a pleasure for me, this afternoon, to come before you to
give a reason for the hope that is within me. Not only
within me but within hundreds of millions of people now
living and those who have lived, through nineteen centuries
that have passed. I am glad to affirm this afternoon that
“the scriptures teach that the first day of the week, com-
monly called Sunday, is the Lord’s Day and should be
observed by Christians of today.” Opening the discussion,
I want to first give a brief definition of the terms of the
proposition, for that is always the obligation of the affirmative.
By “the scriptures” we mean the Old and the New Testaments,
these sixty-six books, we call the Bible. These words were
given by holy men of old who were moved by the Holy Spirit.
By “teach,” we mean they impart information. By ‘“the
first day of the week,” we mean this day upon which we are
now meeting, commonly called Sunday, the Lord’s Day. This
part of the proposition needs no further explanation or
definition for the explanation is given within the proposition.
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“The first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, is the
Lord’s Day.” By “to be observed,” we mean something is
to be done by the Lord’s command or teaching. Please notice
that in the proposition I am not required to show wkhere
this is to be done but simply that it is to be done upon this
day. By “Christians” we mean children of God, those who
have been redeemed by the blood of the Son of God, who
died for us upon the cross of Calvary. By “today” we mean
in this dispensation. In these last days this dispensation of
time which began on the Pentecost following the resurrection
of Christ and continuing until the Son of God shall appear
once more in the clouds of Heaven, coming the second time
unto salvation for all those who put their trust in Him and
walk by faith to live in Him.

With this definition of the proposition we shall proceed
to the arguments in the affirmation of the same. As you have
noticed by the rules we are bound to the scriptures alone in
this discussion. It is not a question of what history or his-
torians teach but simply what is the will of God. I believe
this afternoon that we can and will definitely establish by
the will of God, the fact that Christians should observe the
first day of the week according to the Lord’s teaching.

I want you first of all to remember what this day means,
according to the Bible. If you go to the Old Testament you
find that it was upon the first day of the week the morrow
after the Sabbath that the first fruits of the harvest of the
earth were waved before the Lord (Leviticus 23:10, 11).
Coming to the New Testament we find that Christ is the
first fruits of them that sleep. So as the symbolic offering was
made upon this day it was upon this day that Christ, the
first fruits of them that are asleep, arose from the dead,
triumphant over death, hell, and the grave. Thus significance
is given to this day.

This day was the beginning of that age of regeneration
spoken of by the Christ in Matthew 19:29. This day, the
first day of the week is the beginning of New Testament
authority when Christ triumphant over the grave came from
the dead to forever reign at the right hand of God. This
day, the first day of the week, the day upon which the gospel
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began to be preached, the day of Pentecost mentioned in
the second Chapter of Acts, is the Lord’s Day.

Here for the first time the gospel in fact was preached.
So it is the beginning of the gospel. Not only the beginning
of the gospel but the beginning of the church. The Apostle
Peter speaks of all these things; the beginning of the author-
ity of Christ; the beginning of the gospel; the beginning of
the church; as in Acts 11:15, he refers to this day—the
day of Pentecost following the resurrection of Christ, which
was the first day of the week—as the beginning. Upon this
day Jesus for the first time was proclaimed both Lord and
Christ as Peter in that memorable sermon in the city of
Jerusalem before a great multitude from fifteen different
nations said “God hath made this same Jesus whom you
have crucified both Lord and Christ.” It was the first day
of the week when that historic fact—that fact which gives
hope and assurance of life to everyone who will put their
trust in Him, was first proclaimed.

It was upon the first day of the week that Christ arose
from the dead and therefore was “declared to be the Son of
God with power, according to the spirit of holiness by the
resurrection from the dead” (Romans 1:4). By that resur-
rection, “declared to be the Son of God with power.” The
stamp of God’s approval was placed upon Jesus of Nazareth
upon this day, as by the power of God he came from the
tomb triumphant. It was upon this, the first day of the
week, that the Holy Spirit came to the disciples of the Lord.
In the second Chapter of Acts, the fourth verse, “When the
day of Pentecost was now come, they were all together in
one place. Suddenly there came from Heaven a sound as
of the rushing of a mighty wind and it filled all the house
where they were sitting. And there appeared unto them tongues
parting asunder like as fire; and it sat upon each one of
them.” This, again, was the first day of the week and the
promise of Christ, that “I will not leave you but will send
a comforter unto you,” was fulfilled to his Apostles.

It was upon the first day of the week that the Holy Spirit
gave to the church, which is the body of Christ, life and
vitality. Before that time if it existed, even in preparation
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or whatever state you may want to say, it was as the body
of Adam molded from the dust of the earth, but inert, without
life, without vitality, without strength, until God came and
breathed into that body and it became a living soul. So it
was upon the first day of the week that the Holy Spirit came
to the church, came to give life and power and vitality to
the body of Christ. It caused it to live and breath and be
in the world the most tremendous force that has ever exerted
its power among the sons and daughters of men.

It was upon the first day of the week that the Apostles
first used the keys of the kingdom which Christ had en-
trusted to them (Mathew 16:19). It was upon the first
day of the week that they first preached “repentance and
remission of sins in his name” in the City of Jerusalem as
he had said they would (Luke 24:49). It was on this day
that baptism, by his authority was first administered (Acts
2:38).

It was upon this day that the prophecy spoken by Isaiah
was fulfilled. “And it shall come to pass in the last days that
the mountain of Jehovah’s house shall be established and
shall be exalted above the hills and all nations shall flow
unto it. And many people shall go and say, Come ye, and
let us go up to the mountain of Jehovah, to the house of the
God of Jacob; and he will teach us of his ways, and we
will walk in his paths” (Isa. 2:2-4). It was upon this day
that all nations began to flow into the house of God, the
kingdom of the living God.

It was upon this day that the disciples of Christ could
first ask in his name. As he was ready to leave them, he
said “hitherto have you asked nothing in my name. But
now ask whatsoever you will and it shall be done.” On this
day that privilege of prayer became a reality to the disciples.
Prayer through the name of Christ with him as an advocate
and as an intercessor at the right hand of God became a
reality. All of this and more began upon the first day of the
week, the day of Pentecost of which you read in the second
Chapter of Acts, so we talk to you about a day that is mem-
orable in Christian history.

We are talking about a day that is memorable in God’s
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working among the sons and daughters of men and this, my
friend, is the day of which John speaks in Revelation 1:10
when he says “I was in the Spirit on the Lord’s Day.” Yea,
it was upon that day on the Isle of Patmos that John, ban-
ished from home, from friends and from loved ones, there
in lonely exile to spend the days that God allotted him on
this earth, it was upon this day, the first day of the week,
that John says “I was in the Spirit” and was caught up into
heaven and saw the things that God had prepared to reveal,
that greatest of all revelations. This was the Lord’s day, the
first day of the week.

But perhaps someone says now, you are assuming the
proposition and therefore we require proof at this point,
that this day, the first day of the week, is the Lord’s day.
I am happy to turn your attention to that. I want you fo
notice that when he speaks of the Lord’s day, it is not a
day distinguished by Christ being its Lord as someone
might say because of the words of Christ in Mark 2:28 where
Christ said, “The Son of man is lord even (or also) of the
sabbath,” depending upon which version you are reading.
The King James version says “also of the sabbath,” the
American Standard version says “even of the sabbath” and
either of these are authority in this discussion. Now it is
not that day of which Christ is the Lord, for that would
not distinguish any day. He is Lord of every day.

There are seven days, beginning with Sunday, and on
through Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, Friday
and Saturday. Christ is the Lord of all these days and it
was of this he spoke in the Second Chapter of Mark, the
28th verse when he said, “The Son of man is lord even of
the sabbath.” Lord of all the other days and even of the
sabbath. Then the same thing can be said concerning the
seventh day or the first day of the week or any other day.
He was simply saying to some people who did not think
he had the right to act contrary to the law concerning the
Jewish Sabbath, that he was lord even of that day.

That is his use of the word “even” or the word “also”
depending upon which version you read. We have his state-
ment that he is Lord of every day and Lord even of the
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sabbath day, so that gives no distinction to that day. That
is it is not set above any other day in the Lord’s estimation or
in our use of the day. The Lord was simply stating a fact
that he was Lord of that day as of every other day.

But I want to tell you of a prophecy concerning a day
that was to be given, a day that was to be made. In the 118th
Psalm, we have the psalmist, the sweet singer of Israel speak-
ing prophetically by the spirit of God concerning this day
of which we are talking as he says “this is the day which the
Lord hath made.” Turn and read will you please. “I will
give thanks unto thee for thou hath answered me and art
become my salvation.” He is speaking prophetically, he is
speaking of that which was to come. “Thou hath answered
me,” the longing and the crying of the soul of David in those
days before Chirst came to bring life and immortality to
light through the gospel. The dark dread question seized
upon every mind, “if a man die shall he live again.”

David looking forward to the time when Christ should
come and should bring life and immortality to light through
the gospel said, “I will give thanks unto thee for thou
hath answered me and art become my salvation. The stone
which the builders rejected is become the head of the corner.”
Of course we know from Peter’s use of this in the 4th Chapter
of Acts and his use of it again in the 2nd Chapter of I Peter,
that this speaks of the resurrection of Christ. Christ, rejected
of men, spurned and scorned by the sons of men, brought
from the tomb by the power of God and declared to be the
Son of God with power by that resurrection from the dead.
The stone that the builders rejected, the same has become
the head of the corner. There can be nothing contemplated
by David or the Holy Spirit that spoke through him at this
time, but the resurrection of Jesus Christ, when he was
made the head of the corner. This is Jehovah’s doings. It
is marvelous in our eyes; indeed it is.

Before Christ came from the tomb there was a dread,
there was a fear, there was a loneliness as men went down
to death. But when Christ had triumphed over death, it
was marvelous in the eyes of men. It was the doing of
Jehovah that he should unlock the gates of death and let
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man see the other side of the river of death and let him
know that there was life and immortality beyond that dark
dread moment we call death. This is Jehovah’s doing. It is
marvelous in our eyes. How did he do it? By bringing Christ
forth from the tomb. What then does he say? “This is the
day which Jehovah hath made. We will rejoice and be glad
in it.” This is the day. What day? The day in which Jesus
was declared to be the head of the corner; the day when
Jehovah, by his power, brought him from the tomb. The
first day of the week. Hundreds of years before it came,
by the inspiration of the Spirit of God, they could see that
day, could thank God for the salvation of that day, could
thank Jehovah for the blessings of that day and could say
“this is the day which the Lord hath made.”

Not “made” in the sense of “creation,” for he didn’t create
a new day. There were seven days before David spoke that
and there were seven days afterward. There were seven days
in the week before Christ came from the tomb and there
were seven days afterward. It was not when a new day
was to be created but “this is the day which the Lord hath
made.” He hath made it of a special importance in the
eyes of the children of God. He hath made it forever a
day to be remembered by the people of God. He hath made
it above and beyond all other days henceforth by that which
he hath done, upon this day. “This is the day which Jehovah
hath made. We will rejoice and be glad in it.”

We notice the character of observance of this day. It
is not to be as the keeping of the Sabbath under the old law.
It is not to be as the keeping of the Sabbath was by the Jews
for almost fifteen hundred years, but this is to be a day
of joy, a day of gladness, a day when the hearts of men
shall sing, a day when all the world shall be glad because
of that which has happened. He made it a special day, that
it might be his day. He made it so by special events upon
that day. This is the day which Jehovah made. We will re-
joice and be glad in it. No more need be said.

I could stop here and my proposition is sustained. The
Lord prophesied certain events would take place upon a
day and that by this the day would be made in the eyes
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of God and of man. That should be enough, for all of God’s
prophecies are fulfilled and therefore the prophecy alone is
enough to assure all mankind and all ages to come that fol-
lowing those events this day was to be a historic day, was
to be a memorable day, was to be a day of rejoicing and
gladness when the children of God shall thank him and
rejoice for his goodness to them.

However, when Christ had come from the tomb he gave
us an example, a use of this day. In this I move on to
my second argument in affirmation of the proposition which
has been presented.

Upon this day, after Christ was risen from the tomb, he
met with his disciples and gave us an example to follow.
Turning now to the 20th Chapter of the Gospel according
to John in the 19th verse of this chapter we notice that Christ
gave us that example.

Now notice it carefully, the 19th verse, the 20th Chapter
of John. “When therefore it was evening, on that day.” On
what day? “On that day.” I would like to say on that day
“which Jehovah had made” in which the children of God
should ever after rejoice and sing his praises and worship
his holy name. God had brought Christ from the tomb and
upon that very day at evening time Jesus came to his disciples.
“When therefore it was evening on that day, the first day
of the week and when the doors were shut where the disciples
were for fear of the Jews, Jesus came and stood in their midst
and said unto them, “Peace be unto you.” Jesus came upon
that day, the very day of his resurrection.

As evening drew near, and night was ready to fold its
sable wings about those disciples he came to be with them.
Upon what day? Upon that day in which he was raised from
the tomb, the first day of the week.

Looking farther in the 26th verse we find his second meet-
ing with them. “After eight days again his disciples were within,
and Thomas with them. Jesus cometh, the doors being shut,
and stood in the midst, and said, Peace be unto you.” Now
that is the next Sunday, that is the next first day of the week.
For the language is plain, “after eight days.” Someone will
say, “after eight days,” that could not be Sunday for we
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must count out eight days and then it is sometime after that.
No, that was not the manner in which the Jews spoke, was
not the manner in which they used their language. It is nof
the manner in which we have it in the Bible. I want to call
your attention to something so familiar to everyone that no
one can possibly deny it. In the 16th Chapter of Matthew, we
have Christ speaking of the crucifixion and the resurrection,
and here he says he shall be raised from the tomb “on the
third day.” Now notice it, “on the third day.” But if you
turn to the eighth chapter of Mark, the 31st verse, we find
the parallel statement concerning his crucifixion and his
resurrection. “He began to teach them that the Son of man
must suffer many things, and be rejected by the elders and
the chief priests, and the scribes, and be killed, and after three
days rise again.” Now what does that show? It shows that
in the language of that time, in the language in which the
Bible was written that “on the third day” and “after three
days” mean identically the same thing and that example could
be supplemented by every single word of God, that speak of
days in a similar way but one example is sufficient now. “On
the third day” and “after three days” means the same thing
in the manner of speaking the Jews had in those days. In the
language in which the Bible was written, it is one and the
same thing, therefore, to say after eight days or on the
eighth day.

Jesus being raised from the tomb on the first day of the
week met with his disciples. That was the first day and then
there was Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, Friday,
Saturday. But nothing was said of Jesus meeting with his
disciples upon that day, the Sabbath, after he was risen from
the dead. However in the 26th verse “after eight days” or
“on the eighth day”, Sunday, again he met with his disciples.
He met with them upon the day in which he was raised from
the tomb. Upon the next Sunday he again met with these
disciples and the record is given in the word of God. The fact
is that Jesus met with his disciples on two consecutive first
days of the week after he came from the tomb. The example
of my Lord with his disciples is enough for me and I believe
it is for everyone who believes in him.
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But there is more than that, for turning on to the second
Chapter of Acts, the first verse, and “when the day of Pentecost
was fully come, they were all together in one place.” And what
is the day of Pentecost, pray tell me? If you go back to the
23rd Chapter of Leviticus, the 15th and 16th verses, you will
find that Pentecost always came on the morrow after the
sabbath. After the passover they kept the sabbath and
beginning with the next day they numbered unto themselves
seven sabbaths, seven Saturdays and Saturday was the sabbath
day and is the sabbath day now as far as that is concerned.

We are not talking of a sabbath in our proposition today.
We are talking of the first day of the week, the day which
the Lord hath made, the Lord’s day, a new day. As there is
a new gospel, as there is a new mediator, as there is a new
law, so there is also a new day. A day which the Lord hath
made and in which we rejoice and are glad.

The Jews numbered unto themselves seven Sabbaths, seven
Saturdays, seven seventh days of the week and on the
morrow after the seventh Sabbath was Pentecost. What is
the next day after Saturday? What is the next day after
the seventh day? Always the first day of the week. So Pentecost
always came on the first day of the week.

In Acts 2:1, and “when the day of Pentecost was fully
come,” the first day of the week if you please, upon which
many memorable events occurred concerning the church and
our redemption by the Christ. Upon that day they were all
together in one place. We have the example of the Apostles
gathering themselves together, assembling themselves together
upon the first day of the week.

Here is a fact that it might help you to think about, After
the resurrection of Christ when any day of meeting is men-
tioned or when any day is set forth as a day in which Christians
assembled as Christians it is always the first day of the week
and never the Sabbath day. They may have met upon every
day so far as that is concerned, for various things but whenever
the day is set forth and specifically mentioned it is always
the first day of the week.

Here they had gathered together upon that day. Not only
do we have the example of Christ meeting with his disciples,
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but the example of his disciples after he had ascended into
heaven.

In the 20th Chapter of Acts, the 7th verse, when Paul
was in the City of Troas, we will remember that he had
tarried with them seven days. There we read “Upon the first
day of the week when we were gathered together to break
bread, Paul preached unto them, intending to depart on
the morrow.” Not intending to make a journey on Sunday
but intending to depart on the morrow. What is the morrow
after the first day of the week? It is the second day of the
week. What did they do on the first day of the week? Paul
and those disciples at Troas met together. They assembled
together and my friend, from the grammatical construction of
the language of the 20th Chapter of Acts, the 7th verse, it
can be most conclusively shown and will be most conclusively
shown that this was a regular meeting of the disciples and not
a special meeting of the disciples.

Nor was it an incidental meeting but it was, from the
language in which the record is given, the regular meeting
of those disciples and Paul tarried there seven days that
upon that day he might meet with those disciples, that he
might thus have the opportunity of preaching in their Christian
assembly.

Friend of mine, do you realize that this example of Paul
constitutes a command to you and me. In the 4th Chapter of
Philippians, the 9th verse, Paul said, “The things which ye
both learned and received and heard and saw in me, these
things do; and the God of peace shall be with you.” Now we
see Paul assembling with the children of God upon the first
day of the week. He says, that which you see in me do and
the God of peace shall be with you. We see Christ assembling
with the children of God, the disciples upon the first day of
the week and the Apostle Paul following that same pattern,
finally the Apostle Paul saying in I Cor. 11:1, be imitators of
me, as I am of Christ and this again commands us to meet
upon the first day of the week.
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Mr. Shuler’s First Negative

Mr. Shuler: Mr. Moderator, Mr. Smith, Ladies and
Gentlemen:

The Lord’s day is mentioned only once in the entire Bible
and that is in Revelation 1:10, where John says, “I was in
the Spirit on the Lord’s day.” If I heard Mr. Smith correctly,
he said that upon the first day of the week John was caught
up into heaven. Revelation 1:10 doesn’t say a word about
this taking place ‘upon the first day of the week. John simply
says, “I was in the Spirit on the Lord’s day.”

According to the rules of this discussion the propositions
are to be proven by statements from the Bible. There is no
Bible statement that the first day of the week is the Lord’s
day. John simply says, “I was in the Spirit on the Lord’s day,”
and he doesn’t specify, he does not define, what day of the
week it was.

When we look into the Bible we find that there is no text

in all the Bible where Christ has ever claimed that the first
day of the week is His holy day. I call you to witness that
since there is no text in the Bible where Christ has ever claimed
the first day of the week as His holy day, then the first day
of the week, or Sunday, cannot be Christ’s day, or the Lord’s
day.
"~ Our brother referred us to Psalms 118:24, “This is the
day which the Lord hath made.” There isn’t a word in this
text that says that this day which the Lord has made is the
first day of the week.

As a matter of fact the word “day” in this text doesn’t
mean a period of twenty-four hours. It refers to an indefinite
period of time. I'll give you an example. In John 8:56, Jesus
says, “Abraham rejoiced to see My day.” In this case “day”
meant the time when Jesus was on earth.

The Bible says, “now is the day of salvation.” Is that
twenty-four hours? No. It is an indefinite period of time.
So when the psalmist said, “this is the day that the Lord
hath made,” he was not using the word “day” as referring
to any certain day of the week, or to some specific twenty-four
hour period, but rather as Jesus said, “Abraham rejoiced to
see my day and was glad.”
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Brother Smith referred us to John 20:19 as proof for
keeping Sunday. Had Christ’s disciples gathered to worship
upon the first day of the week? Brother Smith said that they
had come together to have a meeting for worship.

Now what are the facts? Look at Mark 16:14. Mark’s
account is parallel to that of John’s and Mark tells us why
they had come together. Mark 16:14 refers to the same
meeting mentioned in John 20:19. “Afterward he (referring
to Christ) appeared unto the eleven as they sat at meat.”

They had gathered to eat their supper at the close of the
day. When Christ appeared they were terrified. To assure
them He said, “Look at me. I am not a ghost. Handle Me.
I am flesh and bone.” Then he said, “Have you any food?”
They had just gotten up from the supper table when Christ
appeared. They handed Him a piece of honey comb and
broiled fish and he ate it. -

They had gathered to eat their supper. This is certainly
no proof that we should keep the first day of the week,
simply because Christ appeared to His disciples, as they
were eating their supper upon the first day of the week.
These disciples had refused to believe the eye witnesses of
His resurrection. When Mary Magdalene told them, “The
Lord is risen,” they said, “not so.” Those men did not believe
Christ was risen and Christ appeared to them upon the
evening of the day He rose, as mentioned in John 20:19, to
convince them that He was risen. Christ appeared to them
this Sunday evening not to honor the first day of the week,
but to convince them that He was risen from the dead.

Our brother says that John 20:28 proves that they were
together again the next Sunday and Christ appeared to them
the next Sunday. The rules of this debate are that we follow
the Bible. The Bible declares that it was after eight days.
Our brother assumes that this was the next Sunday.

If T came to your house Sunday night about 7 o’clock and
said that after eight days I'll be back, when would you expect
me? Certainly not the next Sunday. You would expect me
about Monday or Tuesday.

To place this meeting on the next Sunday, Brother Smith
will have to put eight days between two Sundays. I’ve never
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seen a man who could put eight days between two Sundays,
have you? I don’t see how you can put eight days between
two Sundays.

The Bible never contradicts itself. If Mr. Smith will put
down these two references, if he will compare I Chronicles 9:25
with 2 Kings 11:5, he will find that “after seven days” is the
Scriptural expression for defining a week. Since the Bible is
ever in harmony with itself, it could not and would not use
“after eight days” to mean a week in John 20:19, 26.

The object of this second appearance of Christ was not
to honor the first day of the week. If it had been so, God
would have been specific and said upon the next first day of
the week Christ appeared to them. The purpose of this second
meeting was to convince Thomas, who still refused to believe
that Jesus was risen.

What about the third time Christ appeared to His disciples?
Brother Smith didn’t tell you about this, but T will tell you
about it. The third time that Christ ‘met with His disciples,
when was this? You put down John 21:3-14 and you will
find that the third time He appeared to them they were out
fishing. Was that on Sunday? If this was on Sunday, it shows
that Sunday is not the day for Christians to keep. This is
sufficient to show that every time Christ appeared was not
to honor the first day of the week. If this third time was on
Sunday, then the whole argument for Sunday is gone by the
board.

Our brother referred to the day of Pentecost. Acts 2:1 simply
says, “When the day of Pentecost was fully come”. It doesn’t
say that it was the first day of the week. It simply says, “When
the day of Pentecost was fully come”. If the Scripture had
designed to honor the first day of the week in Acts 2:1 the
record would have been specific in stating that it was upon
the first day of the week.

If Pentecost happened to come upon Sunday in that year,
that was no proof for keeping Sunday. If you will read the
book of Acts you will find that the Holy Spirit was poured
out upon the disciples on all the various days of the week.

The divine purpose was to fulfill a certain type without
regard to any day of the week. The crucifixion of Jesus Christ
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took place on the fourteenth day of the first Jewish month to
fulfill the type of the paschal lamb. His resurrection took place
on the sixteenth day of the first month to fulfill the waving
of the sheaf of the first fruit. The outpouring of the Spirit
took place on the fiftieth day, the day of Pentecost, to fulfill
the type of the feasts of weeks, or Pentecost.

Christ was with His disciples forty days after His resurrec-
tion and then He ascended to heaven. Pentecost was the fiftieth
day. There were ten days between the day of His ascension
and the day of Pentecost and there were two Sundays in those
ten days. If the purpose of the outpouring of the Spirit was
to honor the first day of the week, then why was that first
Sunday which followed His ascension passed by in silence?
The answer is, that it was not the purpose of God to honor
any particular day of the week in this, but the outpouring of
the Spirit was to fulfill one of these great types from the
former dispensation.

The proposition before us is: “Resolved that the Scriptures
teach that the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday,
is the Lord’s day, and should be observed by Christians of
today.” According to the rules of this debate the propositions
are to be proven by statements from the Bible. Mr. Smith
has been talking to us for thirty minutes and he hasn’t
produced one text from the Bible which says that the first
day of the week is the Lord’s day.

I have a question for Brother Smith and I’ll hand it to him
on a card. Here is the question: Will you please read to
the audience one text during your next speech which says the
first day of the week is the Lord’s day? Unless you can show
such a text, then you have lost your case on the proposition
before us. And we can tell you now that he will not produce
such a text, because no such text can be found in the Bible.

We do have plain, positive evidence that Christ has claimed
the seventh day of the week as His holy day. Put down
Isaiah 58:13. In this text the Lord calls the sabbath His
holy day. This audience can see that since the seventh-day
sabbath according to God’s statement is the Lord’s holy day,
it must therefore be the Lord’s day.

The New Testament shows that the eternal Son of God,
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Jesus Christ our Lord, is the Creator of this world. I refer
you to John 1:10, “He was in the world and the world was
made by him, and the world knew him not.” Christ then is
the One Who made this world in six days. Christ is the One
who rested upon the seventh day, after He made the world
in six days.

Genesis 2:3 shows that the Creator blessed and sanctified
the seventh day after He had rested upon it. I turn to Genesis
2:3. “And God blessed the seventh day, and sanctified it;
because that in it He had rested from all His work which
God created and made.” Since Christ is the Creator and He
blessed and sanctified the seventh day, then the seventh day
is bound to be Christ’s special day, the Lord’s day.

There is no text in the Word of God that says that the
first day of the week is to be kept in honor of our Lord’s
resurrection. Since there is no statement in the Bible that
the first day of the week is to be kept in honor of the Lord’s
resurrection, that shows that there is no Bible authority
for keeping the first day of the week in honor of Christ’s
resurrection. :

The Lord’s supper did come in as a new ordinance under
the new dispensation. We are not left to guess at that. We
are not left to build up a lot of inferences in an attempt to
establish the Lord’s Supper as a Christian ordinance. No.
We have plain Scripture for this. We have plain Scriptural
records of its observance again and again.

I have another question for Brother Smith and I’ll hand
it to him on a card. Here it is. If the first day of the week
came in as a new sacred day for Christians to keep under
the new dispensation, like the Lord’s Supper and Baptism
came in as new items under the new dispensation, why doesn’t
the Bible give a plain record.how the keeping of the first
day of the week was instituted, observed and commanded, as
in the case of the Lord’s supper and baptism?

The facts are that there is no record whatsoever of the
institution of the keeping of the first day of the week as a
holy day. There is no record of it being observed as a weekly
holy day. There is no command for its observance. This
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proves that it did not come in as a new day to be kept under
the new dispensation.

.Everybody knows that when a new institution or a new law
comes in, it must be fully explained. If the keeping of the
first day of the week had been instituted in the day of the
apostles as a new day in the place of the seventh day which
had been kept for centuries, it certainly would have been
mentioned, explained and set forth in the New Testament.
Amos 3:7 tells us that “the Lord God will do nothing but
He revealeth His secrets unto His servants the prophets.”

According to the New Testament it is no more necessary
to keep Sunday every week, to honor the Lord’s resurrection,
than it is to keep Friday every week to honor His crucifixion.
Jesus Christ instituted the Lord’s supper as a memorial of
His death. Paul declares that as oft as you eat this bread
and drink this cup you show the Lord’s death until He comes.
Jesus Christ did not institute the keeping of Friday every week
as a means of commemorating His death. The God-ordained
way of honoring Christ’s death is by eating the Lord’s supper.
Jesus Christ likewise instituted Christian baptism as a memorial
of His burial and resurrection. Colossians 2:12 declares that
we are buried with Christ in baptism, wherein also ye are risen
with Him. Baptism is the God-ordained way of commemorat-
ing Christ’s resurrection.

There is no text to show that Jesus instituted the keep-
ing of the first day of the week to honor His resurrection.
The God-ordained way of honoring the resurrection is by
Christian baptism. There is plain Scripture for this. Hence
it is literally true according to the New Testament that it is
no more necessary to keep Sunday every week to honor
the Lord’s resurrection than it is to keep Friday every week
to honor his crucifixion.

I have another question for Brother Smith. He referred
us to Acts 20:7. I would like to ask, Brother Smith, was this
meeting at Troas upon the first day of the week, held upon
what we call Saturday night, or was it upon what we call
Sunday night? Please answer this question for us in your
next speech.

The first day of the week is mentioned eight times in the
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New Testament. There isn’t any statement in any of these
eight texts to the effect that we should keep the first day of
the week in honor of His resurrection. The first six of these
texts speak of the first day of the week in connection with
the identical first day on which the Lord arose. Mark this
well. Six of those first-day texts mention the first day in
direct connection with the identical day on which Jesus arose.
These texts were written by Matthew, Mark, Luke and John,
years after the resurrection had taken place. If the first day
had come into use as the Lord’s day, in honor of the resurrec-
tion, wouldn’t these men have mentioned that the keeping
of the first day had taken the place of the keeping of the
seventh day on the part of Christians? Certainly. The fact
that they wrote years after the Lord’s resurrection and yet
make no mention whatsoever of the first day of the week,
having become by that time, a holy day, or the Lord’s day,
in honor of the resurrection, makes those six texts, six mighty
witnesses to show that Sunday is not the Lord’s day.

The Apostle John wrote about A.D. 95, or more than sixty
vears after the resurrection of Christ. If the keeping of the
first day of the week had been established for Christians
beginning with Christ’s resurrection wouldn’t John have found
out about it in sixty vears? Certainly. When he wrote about
the first day of the week, he said that on the first day of the
week Mary Magdalene came to the tomb. Not even a hint
is given about the first day having become the Lord’s day.

When John wrote about other things, he did throw in a
parenthetical note in the light of what happened later on. I
refer you to John 7, where he speaks about the coming of
the Holy Ghost. He was writing about something which took
place during the ministry of Christ before the Holy Ghost
was poured out following Christ’s ascension. In John 7, verses
37 to 39 I read, “In the last day, that great day of the feast,
Jesus stood and cried, saying, If any man thirst, let him come
unto me and drink. He that believeth on me, as the scripture
hath said, out of his belly shall flow rivers of living water.”
Then notice John throws in a parenthetical note to interpret
this in the light of what happened later on when the Holy
Ghost did come. Here is his note in verse 39. “But this he
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spake of the Spirit, which they that believe on Him should
receive, for the Holy Ghost was not yet glven because that
Jesus was not yet glorified.”

When he wrote his gospel some sixty years after Christ’s
resurrection and mentioned the first day of the week in John
20:1, 19 in connection with Christ’s resurrection, why didn’t
he throw in a parenthetical note that the first day of the week
was henceforth to be observed as the Lord’s day? If the first
day of the week is the Lord’s day, he would have said so.
The fact is, Sunday is not the Lord’s day according to the
Scriptures, and there was nothing that John could say about
this or needed to say about it.

I think I have answered Brother Smith’s arguments. I do
have considerable to say about Acts 20:7. I’ll say what I can
in the time that I have left, then I can pick it up again later
on. In Acts 20:7, we have a record of a meeting held upon
the first day of the week at Troas. It says, that the disciples
came together to break bread. The mere holding of one
meeting at Troas upon the first day of the week, or the
breaking of bread upon that particular day of the week cannot
be sufficient evidence as to why Christians today should keep
the first day of the week. As a matter of fact, back there in
those early days, they broke bread daily. Here it is in Acts
2:46. “They continued deily with one accord in the temple
breaking bread from house to house, and did eat their meat
with gladness and singleness of heart.” Acts 20 shows that this
meeting that was held at Troas upon the first day of the week
was Paul’s farewell meeting with these believers, and that
is why Paul preached all night long. The record doesn’t
state that it was a regular custom for the believers to meet
every first day of the week. It distinctly shows that it was
‘an all-night meeting.

We read verses 7 and 8. “And upon the first day of the
week when the disciples came together to break bread, Paul
preached unto them ready to depart on the morrow, and
continued his speech until midnight. And there were many
lights in the upper chamber where they were gathered
together.”

About midnight a young man who went to sleep fell out
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of the window. Paul preached a long sermon. Even Paul
couldn’t keep everybody awake. This young man went to
sleep and fell out of the window and he was taken up dead.
Paul did some things that we can’t do. He was able to bring
that man back to life and they went up again into this upper
room and they broke bread and Paul kept on preaching until
the break of day.

Mr. Smith’s Second Affirmative

I am happy to continue this very fine discussion which
we are having. I am confident that no discussion of this
nature, carried on this plane, can be anything but good or
can result in anything but good. Of course, in this speech
I shall only have fifteen minutes and therefore, it will not
probably be possible for me to review all the things and
answer the questions that Mr. Shuler has asked but I have
another speech of ten minutes yet this afternoon and then
tonight there is another full session and I am sure that ere
we have concluded the discussion of this proposition today,
we shall have given full satisfaction to him on all these matters
that he has suggested.

Now I want to take up for just a very few minutes with
you some of the things that he said. Somewhere in the Bible
there is a line, “the last shall be first and the first shall be
last” so let’s begin where he left off and follow right down
the trail with a brief notice of some of those things. Of course
I should call to your attention that this is not seriously my
obligation this afterncon for I’'m in the affirmative here. It is
not Mr. Shuler’s job to make affirmative arguments or to ask
me questions necessarily but rather to examine and follow
the arguments that I have made. But I am glad, because this
is an investigation in which we seek the truth, to notice those
things which he has said that I had not introduced but first
of all one that I had introduced.

On the 20th Chapter of Acts, the 7th verse, he says that
one meeting is not enough to establish this. It would take
more than that. Now that is his assertion, that is his statement.
But my friends, who am I or who is he or who is anyone
else to decide how much the Lord shall say upon a subject
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or how many times he shall give an example. I want to impress
upon your minds one thing. The Lord’s religion is a religion
of faith and wherever I have gone to preach the word of God,
wherever I have talked with the sons and daughters of men
I have found that objection among people who did not want
to believe what God had said. “There is not enough said upon
this subject,” it might be any one of a thousand subjects but
“there is not enough”. It will always appear to my mind
that God did not make too full a revelation upon many things
because he wanted to test the faith of individuals. I have
always stood upon one firm foundation that if God said a
thing one time to me or for me in this dispensation in which
I live or gave me one divine example of what he wanted
me to do, I should never afterward question him further and
I should never ask him for more proof. The Lord has spoken
and it is enough for his servant to obey.

Thus in the 20th Chapter of Acts he said this was not
a regular meeting. Let me suggest to you this one thing,
the definite article, “the”, “the first day of the week”, indicates
that it was a regular stated meeting. Now if it had been
otherwise, if it had an incidental meeting, or a special meeting
then the Lord would have said “Upon @ first day of the week
when we were gathered together.” That’s a special meeting
but when he said, “upon t/e first day of the week”; when the
definite article was placed there he thereby showed that it
was for all time to come to be considered a regular meeting.

And he asked, why did not John give a parenthetical state-
ment to say that this first day of the week is a day of worship?
Well, not a parenthetical, my friends, but a principal statement.
The custom and the manner of worship of the early church
is set forth. “Upon the first day of the week when we were
gathered together”, not to bid Paul farewell, not to have a
farewell supper, but “when we were gathered together to
break bread”. As in Acts, the second chapter, the 42nd verse,
“the disciples continued steadfastly in the Apostles’ teaching,
the fellowship, the breaking of bread and the prayers”.

He asked the question, was it upon Saturday night or was
it upon Sunday night that this meeting took place? Upon that
I will stay with the Bible, I'll stay with Luke and the Holy
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Spirit, it was upon the first day of the week. If Mr. Shuler
knows when that is and I’m sure he does, then he knows when
the meeting was. Upon the first day of the week. That, my
friends, is enough and God has revealed this matter to us as
he mentioned Amos 3:7. God has revealed it to his prophets
and did reveal it to them in that day and they met upon that
day according to God’s revelation.

Now, he asks, if the first day came as a sacred day for
Christians to keep under the new dispensation like the Lord’s
supper and baptism came, under the new dispensation, why
doesn’t he give a plain record, how it was instituted, observed
and commanded. Now I set forth to you in my first speech
this afternoon how that the Lord met with his disciples on
that day and how that after that time they met upon that
day. Then the command from the Apostle, “the things ve
have seen in me, these things do and the God of peace shall
be with you.” (Phil. 4:9)

He showed the institution of worship as he met with his
disciples. He showed us the observance of the day as his
disciples met upon it. He showed us what they did upon that
day. They came together to break bread, to eat the Lord’s
supper. Upon this day the Lord’s supper was eaten and it
was a new institution upon a new day, the Lord’s day and
the Lord’s supper.

Then Mr. Shuler had to get in one argument on the Sabbath
and it’s well and good that he began for it will take a lot of
work for him to put over his idea on that, but there will be
plenty of time to discuss the Sabbath. “The Sabbath”, Isaiah
said, ‘“is God’s holy day”. Yes, but not necessarily that it was
always to be God’s holy day. The law under which it was
God’s holy day and the law which made it God’s holy day
and set it forth and proclaimed it to man and commanded
the observance of it as God’s holy day, was taken out of the
way, being nailed to the cross. Isaiah spoke while that law
was in effect. It was God’s holy day then, there is no question
of that, but the question before us is, “is it God’s holy day
now,” not was it God’s holy day in Isaiah’s time, but is it
God’s holy day in our time?

Jesus, the creator of the earth, created the earth and all
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things in it and rested on the seventh day. That is the state-
ment of course, according to scripture. We don’t deny that
God rested upon that day, upon that seventh day. I wonder
if he can find the verse of scripture which says man rested
on it with God. Did Adam and Eve rest that day? Where is
the verse of scripture? The scriptures plainly indicate that
that day was not kept as a day of rest or as a holy day by man
for approximately twenty-five hundred years.

He asked me to read one text that says that the first day
is the Lord’s day and then in the next moment he began to
argue from Isaiah 58; John 1:10; Genesis 2:3 that the
seventh day is bound to be Christ’s day, the Lord’s day. I
wonder why Mr. Shuler didn’t just read one verse of scripture
that said the seventh day is the Lord’s day. I gave plenty
of scriptural evidence, plenty of Bible proof that the first
day of the week is the Lord’s day. He wouldn’t accept that
but then he turned around and wanted you and me to accept
his proof that Saturday is the Lord’s day and he followed
over a circuitous path and it wasn’t nearly as complete as
the one that I had given.

The Lord’s day is mentioned but once in the Bible, Revela-
tion 1:10. The scriptures I read in the first thirty minute
speech surely demonstrate that this is the Lord’s day. The
first day of the week is the Lord’s day. Not one verse which
states it in so many words, but plenty of biblical proof and
scriptural evidence that it is the Lord’s day.

Of John 20:19, he asks, had they gathered for worship?
Why no, he says, they had gathered to eat and they were
frightened. Of course this was the day upon which Christ
was raised from the dead. These people had not kept the
first day of the week, they had not observed it in any way.
They did not know the meaning or the plans of God in that
day, but Christ knew and Christ came to meet with them.
He found the place where they were gathered together and
he came to be with them. Not only upon that day but also
upon the following first day of the week.

He says the Bible says after eight days, “so you will have
to have”, said he, “eight days between two Sundays”. I want
to call your attention to something else. I mentioned it before,
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but just a repetition of this, in order to keep it clearly before
you, in the 16th Chapter of Matthew, the 21st verse, we have
Christ speaking, “From that time began Jesus to show unto
his disciples, that he must go unto Jerusalem and suffer many
things of the elders and chief priests and scribes, and be killed
and the third day be raised up.” “And the third day be
raised up”, and you will remember Mr. Shuler said Christ
was crucified on the fourteenth day of the first month and he
was raised from the tomb on the sixteenth day of the first
month., Fourteenth, Fifteenth, Sixteenth, there are just three
days and on the third Christ is to be raised and you remember
the two disciples that walked along the way to Emmaus
and said, “this is the third day.” All right, fourteenth, fifteenth
and sixteenth. But I turn now to the 8th chapter of Mark
and the 31st verse and here you have the Christ also speaking
of this very matter. In this verse as he was talking to
his disciples he began to teach them that “the Son of man
must suffer many things and be rejected by the elders and
chief priests and the scribes and be killed and after three
days rise.”” Now you see where Mr. Shuler is. This is Bible
proof and that is what the rules of our discussion called for,
Bible proof. After three days, what does it mean? On the
third day. After eight days, what does it mean? According
to the Bible, on the eighth day. The first day of the week as
it came again, the first, the second, the third, the fourth, the
fifth, the sixth, the seventh, the eighth day was the first day
of the week again and upon that day Christ met with his
disciples.

They met and they worshipped him and there is a command
to the disciples of Christ, to the children of God, to observe
this day in the command to perform a certain act of worship
on this day. We have authority for its observance. An act
of worship is commanded. In Ist Corinthians 16:1, 2 Paul
said, “as I have given order to the churches of Galatia so also
do ye. Upon the first day of the week let each one of you
lay by in store as the Lord has prospered you that there be
no collections when I come.” Now without entering, at this
time, into any argument as to where they were to do the
laying by, here is a religious act of worship which is commanded
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to be done upon this day, therefore, they were to observe this
day, and my proposition does not say how it is to be observed,
simply that it is observed. Here is an act of worship commanded
for this day, the first day of the week and therefore by divine
command and by divine example as these people kept that
command, we have authority for Christians to observe thé
first day of the week today.

Paul did not only teach that to those of Corinth but he
said as I have given order in the churches of Galatia and
more than that, in the second verse of the first chapter he
said to all Christians. This letter was addressed, not only to
those in Corinth, but to “all in every place who call upon
the name, Jesus Christ our Lord both theirs and ours.” And
according to 1st Cor. 4:7 he said what I teach to Corinth I
teach to all the churches. According to 1st Cor. 7:17, what I
ordain to you, I ordain all. Now those churches in that day
and time were commanded to lay by in store upon the first
day of the week to perform an act of religious worship. Where
are churches or Christians at home or in congregations ever
taught to give on the sabbath day?

Mr. Shuler's Second Negative

Mr. Shuler: Mr. Moderator, Mr. Smith, Ladies and
Gentlemen:

Brother Smith thinks that the use of that little word “THE”
means a lot in Acts 20:7. The first day of the week is mentioned
six times in the four gospels and so far as I recall every time
it uses this definite article “the” in the same way as it does
in Acts 20:7.

How else could Luke write? He was writing a record. If
the meeting had been held upon the second day of the week,
he would have said upon THE second day of the week. The
only natural way to speak was to use the definite article. This
doesn’t prove anything so far as giving us any scriptural
evidence for keeping the first day of the week.

You will notice that Brother Smith evidently doesn’t care
to answer my question as to whether this meeting at Troas
upon the first day of the week took place on what we call
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Saturday night, or what we call Sunday night. Perhaps I had
better answer it for him and let him take his choice.

I think his church takes the position that this meeting at
Troas occurred upon Sunday night. If the meeting occurred
on Sunday night, as they claim, then I want you to notice that
the breaking of bread didn’t take place until after midnight.
If the day is measured hy the Roman method from midnight
to midnight then the first day of the week would have been
from Saturday night midnight until midnight Sunday night.
The record definitely states that Paul preached until midnight.
Then the young man fell out of the window. Paul raised him
from the dead. Then sometime after midnight they assembled
again in the upper room and broke bread. This is what the
record says in Acts 20:7-11.

Brother Smith, if this meeting at Troas was on what we
call Sunday night, then you haven’t even one recorded instance
where they ever broke bread on the first day of the week,
because the breaking of bread in this case took place after
midnight. If the first day of the week closed at midnight
Sunday night and the meeting was on Sunday night, then the
breaking of bread, as anybody can see, took place in the
early hours of what we now call Monday.

In the Bible time is measured according to the Biblical
method, and the Bible day of twenty-four hours is measured
from sunset to sunset. On that basis the first day of the week
would be from sunset Saturday night until sunset Sunday night.
In order for Paul to preach all night long upon the first day
.of the week, you can see he preached all night Saturday night,
and then took about a twenty mile walk Sunday morning.

While he was preaching all night long on Saturday night,
Luke and Paul’s other co-workers were working hard to pull
that boat around that peninsula, because Paul had appointed
that he would meet them at a place called Assos. They were
to go ahead with the ship. He was to stay there at Troas and
preach all night. Then walk across the peninsula on foot in
the morning and join them in the ship.

Notice that in the place of Acts 20:7 proving anything in
favor of the first day of the week, it is absolutely against
the keeping of the first day of the week. It shows that the
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Apostles used that day as an ordinary working day and did
not keep it as a holy day. Those disciples were working hard
on the first day of the week to pull that boat around the
peninsula. Paul worked hard in taking that twenty mile walk
on Sunday morning. If our first-day brethren feel that Acts
20:7 is such a wonderful proof, then they had better preach
all night on Saturday night and take a twenty mile walk on
Sunday.

I’ll have more to say about Acts 20:7 later on. And now
a word about the claim that the Sabbath wasn’t kept until
twenty-five hundred years after creation. I shall not go into
that now, because we will have two nights on the Sabbath
question this week. When that time comes, we will take this
up from the Bible.

The Holy Spirit guided these men in writing the sixty-six
books of the Bible. The Holy Spirit never contradicts Himself.
If “after eight days” in John 20:26 means the next Sunday,
then tell me why is it that in I Chronicles 29:5 when God
speaks of the period between two successive Sabbaths, He uses
the expression, “after seven days”. If you will compare
I Chronicles 9:25 with 2 Kings 11:5 you will find that God
uses the expression, “after seven days”, to denote the period
between two successive Sabbaths. The Bible would be out
of harmony with its own way of reckoning, if it used ‘“after
eight days” in John 20:26 to denote the period between two
successive Sundays.

The day on which this second meeting took place meant
nothing for that day. What about that third meeting, Brother
Smith? They were out fishing. Was that to honor Sunday?
There was no more about that third meeting to honor any
certain day of the week, than there was about this second
meeting aiter eight days. It was not to honor any day. This
second meeting was to convince Thomas, that Christ was
indeed risen from the dead.

Some have claimed that Christ’s disciples met on the identical
Sunday on which Jesus arose to worship in honor of His
resurrection. As a matter of fact, those disciples didn’t believe
Jesus had risen. Hence they couldn’t have met to honor an
event which they did not believe had occurred. They met to
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eat their supper, and Christ appeared to them to convince
them that He was risen.

What about I Corinthians 16:2? It says, “Upon the first
day of the week let every one of you lay by him in store, as
God hath prospered him”. This doesn’t say that they were
meeting on every first day of the week. It doesn’t say, that they
were keeping the first day of the week. It doesn’t show that
this was a public collection.

When we passed these baskets a little while ago, you didn’t
lay that money by yourself. Mr. Smith and I have that money.
You haven’t got it. It wasn’t laid by you, brother. We've
got it to pay this $250 rent plus other things today.

Paul says, “Upon the first day of the week let every one
of you lay by him in store.” How can anybody read into that
idea of a public collection at church? It was simply a private
laying by at home.

Does this show that they were keeping the first day of the
week as a holy day? No, indeed. It proves just the reverse.
These people had worked the first six days of the week. Then
they kept the seventh day holy according to God’s command.
Then upon the first day of the next week, before they began
their labors for another week, they figured up their accounts,
so they could lay aside a certain amount as an offering
according to the amount of their gain. This meant a casting
up of accounts from their books. Anybody knows that spending
time on books, figuring, is not an act of worship. This shows
that they were not keeping the first day of the week as a holy
day. They used Sunday as a business day. It was to them
an ordinary working day like the second day of the week.
Sunday is merely one of the six working days.

Paul was making a tour of the churches. He was on his
way to Jerusalem. There were poor saints at Jerusalem, who
had given their all to start the gospel work in the early days.
Paul was anxious to help those people.

So he wrote to these churches, that each one should lay
by something at home every Sunday for this relief fund.
Then when Paul arrived, they could turn it over to him, and
he would take it on to Jerusalem to help these poor saints,
who had given their all to start the work of the gospel. There
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is absolutely no proof in this, that we should keep the first
day of the week. In fact it proves just the reverse. It shows
that the first day of the week is a business day.

These arguments for Sunday are merely flimsy supports of
the most dubious kind. The keeping of Sunday is not founded
upon the Scriptures. It rests only upon the sand of human
tradition and reasoning.

Jesus declares that the house built upon the sand will not
stand. Every plant that my heavenly Father hath not planted
shall be rooted up. Christ never planted the keeping of Sunday.
If He had done so, there would have been a plain scriptural
record that He instituted it for Christians, and that they were
to keep it.

When it comes to keeping the seventh day, we are not left
to build up our case by uncertain inferences. No. The Bible
gives a plain, positive record of its institution and of God’s
command that we should keep it holy.

God never changes. He is the same yesterday, today and
forever. If He had planned or designed that the keeping of
the first day should take the place of the seventh day, He
would have plainly told us so in the Bible. He would have
given a plain record of how and when the keeping of the first
day was instituted for Christians.

He would have given instances of its observance. He would
have told us how to keep it. He would have told us not to work
on the first day of the week. Since these flimsy supports are
all that Sunday has, then it has no scriptural support at all.

In this discussion, the proposition is to be proven by
statements from the Bible. I am still waiting to hear any text
which says that the first day of the week is the Lord’s day. It
has not been read, and I say to you, that it will not be read
in this debate, because there isn’t one text in entire Bible that
says that the first day of the week is the Lord’s day. There
isn’t one text that says the first day of the week is to be kept
in honor of the resurrection. There isn’t one text where the
first day of the week is ever given any sacred title. There
isn’t one text which declares that the first day of the week is
to be kept as a holy day by Christians.
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Mr. Smith’s Third Affirmative
Mr. Chairman, Mr. Shuler, Ladies and Gentlemen, I come
before you for my final speech this afternoon but there will
be another full session on this same proposition tonight and
many other things will be introduced during that session as
time has not afforded opportunity to bring them all into this.

We have wanted to present one thing at a time and to keep
it well established before you.

Mr. Shuler has his idea of how the Lord should have
ordained the day and how he should set it apart; how he should
have commanded it; how he should have shown the observance
of it. I let God do things in his own way and God did upon
this day raise his Son from the tomb. Upon this day Christ met
with his disciples; upon this day the disciples met; upon this
day they gathered together to break bread; upon this day they
were to lay by in store. These are religious acts, these are all
items of worship of the early Christian and therefore, I think
we have shown how Christ gave his example and showed how
this day is to be observed.

Now he asked about I Cor. 16:2, “Lay by him in store”
but Paul said so there would “be no collections when I come”.
Now if you had put your money in your pocket this afternoon
or in a tin box at home, or wherever you might want to put it,
when Mr. Shuler wanted it to pay the expense on the auditorium
we would have had to come around and make a collection.
Paul said what I command you to do upon this day, (and by
the way it was done for probably a year or more before Paul
arrived there). What I command to do upon this day, upon
the first day of the week, that is as often as the first day of
the week comes, is in order that I won’t have to make a
collection when I come. Therefore, it was an act of worship
and it was commanded by the Apostle.

He asked about the third meeting in the Gospel of John.
The 21st Chapter of John, 3rd and 14th verses. Of course
there is nothing special about that and the day is not told.
It doesn’t say whether it is Tuesday, Friday, Sunday or what
day. It isn’t set forth. I said he might have met with them
every day but every time the day is specified; every time they
tell what day it is, it is always the first day of the week.
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Every time any mention is made of the day it is always
the first day of the week.

He says, now the Bible to be in harmony must follow itself.
Well, what is he going to do about Matthew 16:21 and Mark
8:31? “On the third day” and “after three days”, means
the same thing. He hasn’t mentioned that yet.

And then he said concerning the meeting in Troas. While
the disciples were pulling a boat around a peninsula, I haven’t
found that yet. The thirteenth verse of the 20th chapter of
Acts says they sailed. It says they sailed. He said they pulled
the boat, well now I might like a little evidence on that. My
Bible says they sailed around and so we have that.

But he tried to show that this meeting was on Sunday
night or it was on Saturday night. Paul took a twenty mile
journey on foot on Sunday or else they didn’t eat the Lord’s
supper on Sunday after all. Now, you know, I think T’ll just
leave that with Luke and the Holy Spirit. “Upon the first day
of the week they gathered together to break bread.” I believe
they broke bread on the first day of the week because the
Holy Spirit says they came together on that day to do that
thing and that’s enough.

Now, as to the article, “the” or “a”, the deéfinite article is
there, “The first day of the week”. It's there in the King
James Version, it’s there in the revised version, go to any
version you want, it’s there. But these are our authorities.
If T could speak Greek, I could read it to you in the Greek,
it’s there, “THE first day of the week”. But he says, how
else could he have said it? Why very easily, “upon A first day
of the week”. That shows an incidental or a special meeting,
but “upon THE first day of the week”, that indicates every
first day of the week, a regular meeting.

I call to your attention when the Lord said, “remember the
sabbath day to keep it holy.” He wasn’t talking about one
was he? He wasn’t talking about an incidental one or special
one. “Remember the sabbath day to keep it holy,” whén he
said that to the Jews, fifteen hundred years before Christ
they were to keep every Sabbath day for fifteen hundred
years, so long as that law which commanded it, stood. That,
my friends, is definite. There is the definite article there
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and so when we have the statement that “upon the first day
of the week when the disciples were gathered to break bread”
we have a statement of a definite and a regular meeting,
which they observed.

I call your attention, in a brief summation, at this time,
that this day, the first day of the week is “the day that the
Lord hath made”, by making upon this day the stone which
was rejected the head of the corner. Upon this day Christ
met with his disciples. Upon at least two occasions the disciples
gathered upon this day and upon this day they engaged in acts
of religious worship, the breaking of bread, the Lord’s sup-
per. Not the eating of meat, as in Acts 2:46, for that
explains their meeting every day. They were eating meat or
their common meal but this is a religious act of worship, the
eating of the Lord’s supper upon the first day of the week.

When they were gathered together, Paul says over in I Cor. 11
that they gathered together to eat the Lord’s supper. They
gathered together in Acts 20:7 to break bread, to eat the
Lord’s supper and upon the first day of the week they were to
“lay by in store”. Thus we have the divine example of the
Christ and his disciples, example of the early church, the
command from Christ, the command from Paul and therefore,
all things that are necessary to show us that we should observe
the first day of the week today.

Just what does the first day of the week have to offer
and what does Saturday have to offer? I want to call your
mind to the end of the Sabbath, to the last Sabbath that was
kept under the Jewish law. What kind of a day is that for
Christians to remember with Christ in the tomb; the soldiers
keeping their watch by his tomb, the cloak of sable gloom
that hung over all, the pall of death casting its shadow over
the land; Christ’s body in the grave, and his soul in Hades:
his disciples disconsolate with their hope gone and dead; a day
of mourning and a day of sorrows, the disciples weeping, the
mother heartbroken. If ever there was a day when the angels
grieved it was this day. If ever there was a day when hell
rejoiced and the imps of hell shouted in glee, it was this day.
Memories of the anguish of the cross, the agonies of death,
the bitter cries, the expiring groans, the mournful tomb, the
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gambling soldiers as they gambled for his robe, and the heart-
breaking scene of Jesus upon the Cross as He looked down
upon His own mother and gave her away to that beloved
disciple and said, “Mother behold thy Son, Son behold thy
mother.” Thus all the anguish of all the ages is to be re-
membered, when we remember that Sabbath day when Jesus
lay in the tomb, when Jesus was taken from his disciples.

But as it began to dawn toward the first day of the week,
lo! the glorious sunlight as the Son of righteousness, riseth
with healing in his wings. As comes the dawn God’s strong
angel descends from heaven as lightning from on high and
the rock is rolled away. The guards stand as dead men there
and the tomb is open. Christ rises in victory over death, over
hell, and over the grave.

The disciples run for joy and Satan’s hope for victory over
Christ is gone forever. The angels rejoice and according to
Psalms 24:9 they sing, “O lifit up your heads, O ye gates
and lift them up, ye everlasting doors that the King of Glory
may come in. Who is the King of Glory? the Lord of Hosts, He
is the King of Glory.” Upon this day the angels sang, for
Christ had come from the dead.

Salvation has come to the world. The Son of righteousness
has arisen with healing in his wings. Rejoice and be glad in
this day, this day the Lord has risen. The light has come
and blotted out the death upon the cross and all the memories
of that day. The song of the angels, the words of life, the
joyous Saviour’s face, the adoring disciples are forever our
remembrance.

Upon this day gladness, joy, victory and liberty have come
to the world for Christ has risen from the dead. He gives to
the world life and immortality through the gospel which he
has now made a fact and a reality.

Mr. Shuler’s Third Negative

Mr. Shuler: Mr. Moderator, Mr. Smith, Ladies and
Gentlemen:

I turn again to Acts, the 20th chapter and the 7th verse.
I will not finish with it now. At the Hoyt Sherman Place
tonight we will go a little further with it.



40 SMITH-SHULER DEBATE

The 20th chapter of Acts shows that in this meeting at
Troas the breaking of bread took place sometime between
midnight and dawn. This is what the record shows. Paul
preached until midnight. Then this young man fell out of a
window. Paul raised him from the dead. Then he went back
into the upper room. They broke bread, and Paul preached
until the break of day.

Here are the facts. Facts are stubborn things and you can’t
get around them. Let us face the facts as per the Bible record.
The facts are that the breaking of bread at this meeting at
Troas took place between midnight and dawn.

Who can believe that it was a custom in the days of the
apostles to break bread between midnight and dawn? There
isn’t anybody who could believe that. There you have if
vou please a sample of the kind of proof that we are offered
why we should keep the first day of the week.

The next place that Paul stopped aiter he left Troas was
Miletus. At that place he met the elders of the church of
Ephesus. I read a verse in Acts 20:25. “And now, behold, T
know that ye all, among whom I have gone preaching the
kingdom of God, shall see my face no more.”

He reminds them that it was a farewell tour, so far as he
was concerned. They would never see his face again. This is
why he preached all night long at Troas. It was not an ordinary,
regular meeting on the first day of the week at Troas. Paul
was there on a farewell visit, and being a farewell occasion,
those people were willing to stay all night long to hear him
preach.

Paul told these Ephesian elders that the ones among whom
he was now traveling would see his face no more. We read in
Acts 20:36-38 about his farewell meeting with these Ephesian
elders.

“And when he had thus spoken, he kneeled down and
prayed with them all.” This describes the meeting at Miletus.
But the same principle applies to the meeting at Troas as to
being a farewell meeting. “They all wept sore, and fell on
Paul’s neck, and kissed him, sorrowing most of all for the
words which he spake, that they should see his face no more.”



SMITH-SHULER DEBATE 41

This shows that the meeting Paul held at Troas upon the
first day of the week was merely an incidental farewell meeting.
This is why it lasted all night long. There is absolutely nothing
in this to show that anybody today should keep the first day
of the week, merely because Paul held an all-night farewell
meeting on a certain Sunday.

I Corinthians 16:2 says, “Let every one of you lay by him
in store.” Mr. Smith interprets this as a public collection.
Many versions of the Bible like the Portuguese, Italian, and
Spanish and others even use the words “lay by him at home”.
Laying the money by yourself must have meant laying it aside
at home.

Mr. Smith says, that if they put the money in a tin box
at home, this wouldn’t meet what the text says. Let us get
the facts. Paul was writing on ahead. This was months before
he would see them. He would meet with these people when
he arrived. He was endeavoring to guard against these people
not having any money ready for this relief fund.

Paul simply wrote ahead, and told them to lay something
aside on each first day of the week, so that when he arrived
they would have the money ready to turn over to him. This
is absolutely no proof that we should keep Sunday. I remind
you again that laying by as God has prospered him involved
business reckoning. And this shows that they were not keeping
the first day of the week as a weekly holy day.

This was rather a custom which had come over from
Judaism. The Jews worked each day until sundown on Friday.
Then they kept the Sabbath. Then on Sunday morning, they
figured up their accounts as to their gain, and laid aside an
offering. There is no proof here as to why anybody today
should keep Sunday.

I can’t lay aside the plain command of God for keeping the
seventh day on the basis of such flimsy evidences as these.
I can’t desert the plain Scripture record where the Son of
God blessed and sanctified the seventh day. We are not left
to guess at it. We are not left to build up a lot of far-fetched
inferences. The Bible proof for the seventh day is specific,
direct, and positive. It is unequivocal. There is the plain
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record from the Scriptures that the Son of God blessed and
sanctified the seventh day.

Mr. Smith cannot produce any text to show that Christ
ever blessed, or sanctified, or hallowed the first day of the
week. There is no text that says so. I must stand by the Bible.
I cannot desert the plain, solid rock of Scripture evidence and
get over on the sinking sands of his flimsy arguments, where
it is entirely a matter of unreliable inferences. He unwisely
interprets the Bible in the light of present custom, instead
of first getting back to the Bible and obeying the plain
statements of Scripture respecting the seventh day.

The proposition before us is, “Resolved that the Scriptures
teach that the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday,
is the Lord’s day and should be observed by Christians of
today.” I am still waiting for one text that says the first day
of the week is the Lord’s day. If our brother will read one text
that says this we will close this debate now. I’ll pay all the
rest of the expenses, and I will give up the keeping of the
seventh day and will keep the first day of the week.

I do not ask for two texts. I ask for one text that says the
first day of the week is the Lord’s day according to this
proposition. There is no such text in the 