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Introduction

The Puritan/Presbyterian wing of the Reformati on acconplished a purity
in worship not seen since the apostolic church. This purity was attained
by making the Scriptures of the Ad and New Testanments the only infallible
standard and authority in determ ning worship ordi nances. Any ordinances
solely based on church tradition or man's authority were discarded.
However, this purity attained by our spiritual forefathers has, wth

the passage of tine, been cast aside. Pragmatism tradition and hunman
opinion are exalted in determ ning how God's people are to worship

H m The attitude anong many in church | eadership positions is to

gi ve the people what they want, rather than to submt to God's divine
revel ati on.

The purpose of this booklet is to show that God does not |eave it

up to man to make up his own rules regarding worship. Christians are

to learn and subnmit to what God says in this area. The first part

of this bookl et discusses the "regul ative principle" of Scripture

and worshi p. God has set down in Scripture how He is to be worshi pped.
Man is not to add to or detract from what God says. The second part

of the bookl et exanines the keeping of Christmas. Christmas is a good
exanpl e of how nmany people violate this regulative principle of worship.
It is celebrated al nost universally, even by those who claimto adhere
to the regul ative principle.

The Regulative Principle



The Regulative Principle of Scripture - Sola Scriptura

Because of man's sinful nature, God' s covenant people often stray
fromthe truth. Men often pervert true religion by elimnating el enents
init they find unpleasant. They al so pervert it by adding their own
ideas to it. This very tendency to corrupt true religion, by addition
or subtraction, is why God warned |Israel not to add to or subtract
fromH s Wrd. "Now therefore hearken, O lsrael, unto the statutes
and unto the judgnments, which | teach you, for to do them that ye
may |live, and go in and possess the |and which the LORD God of your
fathers giveth you. Ye shall not add unto the word which I command
you, neither shall ye dimnish ought fromit, that ye nay keep the
commandnment s of the LORD your God which I conmmand you" (Deut.

4:1-2).

Thi s passage of Scripture, and others like it, forns the basis for

the Protestant refornmers' doctrine of sola Scriptura. That is to say,

the Bible alone is the final authority in all matters of faith and practice.
"The whol e counsel of God concerning all things necessary for H s own

glory, man's salvation, faith and life, is either expressly set down in Scripture,
or by good and necessary consequence may be deduced from Scri pture:

unto which nothing at any tine is to be added, whether by new revel ations

of the Spirit, or traditions of nmen . . . and that there are sone

ci rcunst ances concerning the worship of God, and governnent of the Church
common to human actions and societies, which are to be ordered by the |ight

of nature, and Christian prudence, according to the general rules of the Wrd,
whi ch are al ways to be observed."

1 Therefore, everything that man doesis to be based on either the explicit commands of Scripture, deduced by good and necessary consequence (e.g.,

historical example,2 implication, etc.) or, if circumstantial, to be ordered by the light of nature and Christian prudence, according to the general rules of the Word (e.
g., time or place to meet, etc.). Moses command in Deuteronomy 4:2 is God's regul ative principle, in a broad sense. Man's ultimate authority and blueprint for lifeis
revealed in the Bible.

The Regulative Principle of Worship

The Bible is our only infallible rule for faith and practice. There

is no area of life where this truth is nore applicable than in the

area of worship. Before entering the promised land, God told the Israelites
how to avoid idolatry and syncretism(i.e., blending or nixing) with



pagan worshi p. "Take heed to thyself that thou be not snared by
following them after that they be destroyed from before thee; and
that thou inquire not after their gods, saying, How did these nations
serve their gods? even so | will do |ikewise. Thou shalt not do so
unto the LORD thy God. . . . What thing soever | command you,

observe to do it: thou shalt not add thereto, nor dimnish fromit"
(Deut. 12:30-32).

What ever is not conmmanded by Scripture in the worship of God is forbidden
Anyt hing that the church does in worship nust have warrant from an
explicit command of God, be deduced by good and necessary consequence,

or be derived from approved historical exanple (e.g., the change of

day fromseventh to first for Lord s day corporate worship). "As

under the A d Dispensation nothing connected with the worship or discipline
of the Church of God was left to the wi sdomor discretion of man,

but everything was accurately prescribed by the authority of God,

so, under the New, no voice is to be heard in the household of faith

but the voice of the Son of God. The power of the church is purely
mnisterial and declarative. She is only to hold forth the doctrine,
enforce the | aws, and execute the governnent which Christ has given

her. She is to add nothing of her own to, and to subtract nothing

from what her Lord has established. Discretionary power she does

not possess.”

3 The view commonly held among Protestant churches today is that anything is permitted in worship, provided it is not explicitly forbidden in the Bible. Thiswas,
and is, the accepted view among Episcopalian and L utheran churches. The early Reformed and Presbyterian churches rejected this view as unscriptural. The
Westminster Confession of Faith says, "the acceptable way of worshipping the true God isinstituted by Himself, and so limited by His own revealed will, that He
may not be worshipped according to the imaginations and devices of men. . . or any other way not prescribed in the holy Scripture."4 What is today called the
regulative principle of worship is not something John Calvin or John Knox invented but is simply adivine imperative. It isacrucia aspect of God's law. "We say that
the command to add nothing is an organic part of the whole law, aslaw, and, therefore, that every human addition to the worship of God, even if it be not contrary to
any particular command, is yet contrary to the general command that nothing be added."2

The Circumstances of Worship

In order to understand the regul ative principle of worship properly,
one nust understand the difference between worship ordi nances and

the circunstances, or incidentals, of worship. Wrship ordi nances

are those things and activities received fromdivine revel ation. Every
wor shi p ordi nance i s appointed by God. Anything connected to worship
that has a religious and noral significance has to be based on divine
command (explicit or inplicit) or approved historical exanple. The
church receives all worship ordi nances from God as revealed in the



Bi bl e. The church nust obey all of God's ordinances. The church does
not have the authority to add to or detract fromthose things God
has appoi nt ed.

The circunstances of worship refer not to worship content and cerenony
but to those things "common to human actions and societies."

The only way soneone can |earn a worship ordi nance is

to study the Bible and see what God conmands. But the circunstances

of worship are not dependent on the explicit instructions

of the Bible; they depend only upon general revelation and conmon
sense ("Christian prudence"). Believers and unbelievers alike
know t hat shelter and heat are useful to conduct a neeting in January,
in Mnnesota. They understand the desirability of chairs, |ighting,
clothing, and so on. It is understood that a time nust be chosen in
advance in order to conduct a neeting. There are many things conmon

to both religious and civil (or secular) neetings that are not dependent
on specific biblical instructions. These things are the circunstances,
or incidentals, of worship.

Worship Ordinances

éVS.

Worship Circumstances

Rev. 1:13; Acts 1:13, 16:13; 1 Cor.
11:20

Ordinances Circumstances
Preaching from the Bible Matt. 26:13; Mk. 16:15; Acts 9:20; 2 Structure in which the church meets Acts 20:8, 17:10; 1 Cor. 14:28
Tim. 4:2; Acts 20:8, 17:10; 1 Cor.
14:28
Reading the Word of God MK. 4:16-20; Acts 13:15; 1 Tim. 4:13; |Location at which the church meets Acts 1:13, 16:13; 1 Cor. 11:20




Meeting on the Lord's day Acts 20:7; 1 Cor. 16:2; Rev. 1:10; Time at which the church meets Acts20:7; 1 Cor. 11:18
Acts 20:7; 1 Cor. 11:18

Administration of sacraments Matt. 28:19; Matt. 26:26-29; 1 Cor. Clothing worn to worship 1 Cor. 11:13-15; Deut. 22:5
11:24-25

Hearing the Word of God Lu. 2:46; Acts 8:31; Rom. 10:41; Jas.  |Type of seating provided Luke 4:20; Acts 20:9
1:22; Lu. 4:20; Acts 20:9

Prayer to God Matt. 6:9; 1 Thess. 5:17; Heb. 13:18;
Phil. 4:6; Jas. 1:5; 1 Cor. 11:13-15;
Deut. 22:5

The singing of Psalms 1 Chron. 16:9; Ps. 95:1-2; Ps. 105:2; 1
Cor. 14:26; Eph. 5:19; Col. 3:16

Note that everything in the left colum nust be |learned fromthe Wrd

of God. Everything in the right colum is a circunstance common to
everyone who lives in God' s universe. Wrship ordi nances are limted

i n nunber by divine revelation. Worship circunstances are virtually
infinite in nunber, being based on the comon agreenent of nen gui ded

by "Christian prudence." Because nan is created in the inmage

of God and nust live and function in God's created reality (the universe),
he nmust live and function in accordance with that reality. People

do not need explicit instructions fromthe Bible to know to put on

a jacket when it is five degrees outside. But nen do need clear instructions
fromthe Bible on how to approach the infinitely holy God.

The regul ative principle of worship is taught throughout the Bible.
VWhat follows is an exam nation of the nmany passages in Scripture which
prove that whatever is not commanded in Scripture in

the worship of God is forbidden. Wrship ordi nances nmust be based
specifically on what God says, not on human opinion or tradition.

The Unacceptable Offering

"And in process of time it cane to pass, that Cain brought of
the fruit of the ground an offering unto the LORD. And Abel, he also
brought of the firstlings of his flock and of the fat thereof. And




the LORD had respect unto Abel and to his offering: but unto Cain
and to his offering he had not respect. And Cain was very woth, and
hi s countenance fell" (Gen. 4:3-5).

What was it regarding Cain's offering that nade it unacceptable before
God? The preference for Abel's offering and the rejection of Cain's
was not arbitrary, but based upon past revel ation given to Adam and
his famly. Evidently, God revealed this information to Adam when

He killed animals to nake coverings for Adamand his wife (Gen. 3:21).
Cenerations | ater, Noah knew that God would only accept clean aninals
and birds as burnt offerings to the Lord (Gen. 8:20). Cain, unlike
his brother Abel, decided, apart from God's Wrd, that an offering

of the fruit of the ground woul d be acceptable before the Lord. But
CGod rejected Cain's offering, because it was a creation of his nind.
God did not conmand it; therefore, even if Cain was sincere in his
desire to please God, God still would have rejected his offering.

God expects faith and obedience to Hs Wrd. |If God s people can worship
the Lord according to their own will, as |long as the man-nade ordi nances
are not expressly forbidden, then could not Cain, Noah or the Levites
offer God a fruit salad or a bucket of turnips, for it is nowhere
forbidden? And if God wanted a strict regulation of Hi s worship apart
fromthe regulative principle, would it not require hundreds (or perhaps
t housands) of volunes telling us what is forbidden? But God, in Hs
infinite wisdom says, "Wat thing soever | conmand you, observe

to do it: thou shalt not add thereto, nor dimnish fromit" (Deut.

12: 32).

Strange Fire

"And Nadab and Abi hu, the sons of Aaron, took either of themhis
censer, and put fire therein, and put incense thereon, and offered
strange fire before the LORD, which he commanded them not.

And there went out fire fromthe LORD, and devoured them and they
di ed before the Lord" (Lev. 10:1,2).

"What was their sin? Their sin was offering of strange
fire, so the text saith that they offered strange fire,



whi ch God commanded themnot. . . . But had God ever forbidden

it? Wiere do we find that ever God had forbidden themto offer strange
fire, or appointed that they should offer only one kind of fire? There
is no text of Scripture that you can find fromthe beginning of Genesis
to this place, where God hath said in termnus, in so

many words expressly, You shall offer no fire but one kind of

fire. And yet here they are consuned by fire from God, for

offering 'strange fire.'

7 Those who reject God's regul ative principle of worship have areal problem explaining this text. Some argue that Nadab and Abihu were condemned because they
offered strange incense, for offering strange incense is expressly condemned in Exodus 30:9. But the text does not say "strange incense”, it says "strange fire". Others
argue that they must have been insincere or drunk. But what does the Holy Spirit give us as the reason for their judgment? They offered strange fire "which he
commanded them not." When it comes to worshipping God, there must be awarrant out of God's Word. "All things in God's worship must have awarrant out of
God's word, [and] must be commanded. It's not enough that it is not forbidden. . . . Now when man shall put a Religious respect upon athing, by vertue [sic] of his
own Institution when he hath not awarrant from God; Here's superstition! we must all be willing worshipers, but not Wil-worshipers [sic]."8

David and His Men's Error

"And they set the ark of God upon a new cart, and brought it out

of the house of Abinadab that was in G beah: and Uzzah and Ahio, the
sons of Abinadab, drave the new cart. And they brought it out of the
house of Abi nadab which was at G beah, acconpanying the ark of God:

and Ahio went before the ark. . . . And when they canme to Nachon's

t hreshi ngfl oor, Uzzah put forth his hand to the ark of God, and took
hold of it; for the oxen shook it. And the anger of the LORD was ki ndl ed
agai nst Uzzah; and God snmote himthere for his error; and there he

died by the ark of God" (2 Sam 6:3-7).

David and the nmen involved in noving the ark were, w thout question,
sincere in their desire to please God by nmoving the ark to Jerusal em
Yet, the result of this sincere effort was the judgnent of God. Uzzah
put out his hand to protect the ark fromfalling, because he | oved

God and cared about God's ark. Yet, despite all the sincerity and

good intentions, God's anger was aroused, and He killed Uzzah. Wy?
Because the whole affair was highly offensive to God. Uzzah's touching
of the ark was the capstone of the day's offenses.

Those who object to the regulative principle mke much of the fact
that Uzzah was killed for sonmething clearly forbidden in God' s | aw
(i.e., touching the ark). Yes, it is true that Uzzah died violating
an explicit prohibition of the law (Num 4:15). But, king David's



anal ysis of what went wong that day includes everyone invol ved, not
just Uzzah. "For because ye [the Levites] did it not at the first,
the LORD our God nmade a breach upon us, for that we sought him

not after the due order. So the priests and the Levites sanctified

t hensel ves to bring up the ark of the LORD God of Israel. And the
children of the Levites bare the ark of God upon their shoulders with
the staves [i.e., poles] thereon, as Mses commanded accordi ng

to the word of the Lord" (1 Chron. 15:13-15).

When God gives a command that the Levites are to carry the ark with
poles (Num 4:6,15), it is not necessary for God to forbid nen of
Judah fromusing an ox cart. King David and his nen shoul d have consulted
the | aw of Mdses and obeyed it. Instead, they acted pragmatically.
They imtated the Philistines, who used a new cart when they sent
the ark back to Bethshenesh. Wien it conmes to the worship of Cod,

we are not permitted to inprovise, even if our intentions are good.
Sincerity is inportant, but sincerity nmust be in accord with divine
revel ation. Even in religious matters that may seemsmall or trivia
to us, God commands that we act in accordance with H s revealed wll
and not innovate according to our will. "The great |esson for

all tine is to beware of followi ng our own devices in the worship
of God when we have clear instructions in Hs word how we are to
worship Hm"

9

Autonomous Worship Condemned

"And they have built the high places of Tophet, which is in the
vall ey of the son of Hinnom to burn their sons and their daughters
in the fire; which | comuanded themnot, neither canme it into

ny heart" (Jer. 7:31; see also, Jer. 19:5).

The Lord condemms the children of Judah's idolatry and pagan worship
with the statenent, "which I comanded them not, neither cane

it into ny heart." ldolatry, murder and child sacrifice are explicitly
condemmed in the law and the prophets. Yet, Jerenmiah cuts to the essence
of idol atrous worship. Judah was worshipping in a manner that did

not originate from God's heart. Judah's worship was not founded upon
CGod's command. Rather than worshipping God according to H s comrand,
they "wal ked in the counsels and in the imgination of their evil



heart, and went backward, and not forward" (Jer. 7:24). If the
peopl e of Judah had consulted the Wrd of God and obeyed it, they
woul d have been spared God's fury. "W have to do with a God who

is very jealous; who will be worshipped as He wills, or not at all
Nor can we conplain. If God be such a Being as we are taught in the
Holy Scripture, it nust be His inalienable right to determnine and

prescribe how He will be served."10

Vain Worship

"Then canme to Jesus scribes and Pharisees, which were of Jerusal em
sayi ng, Why do thy disciples transgress the tradition of the elders?
for they wash not their hands when they eat bread. But he answered
and said unto them Wy do ye also transgress the commandnent of God
by your tradition?" (Matt. 15:1-3).

The Pharisees were the respected religious | eaders of the Jew sh people.
They believed that they had the liberty to add to the commandnents

of God. The |l aw of God did contain various cerenonial washings to
signify the unclean becomi ng clean. The Phari sees sinply added ot her
washi ngs to enphasize and "perfect" the | aw of Mdses. There

is no express commandrent forbidding these cerenonial additions, except
the regulative principle (e.g., Deut. 4:2; 12:31). These additions

have no warrant fromthe Wrd of Cod.

Jesus Christ is the chanpion of the regulative principle. He strongly
rebuked the scribes and Pharisees for adding to God's | aw. \Wat happens
when sinful nmen add rules and regulations to God's | aw? Eventual ly
man- made tradition replaces or sets aside God's |aw. "Thus have

ye made the commandnent of God of none effect by your tradition”

(Matt. 15:6). The ancient Christian church added its own rul es and
cerenmonies to the worship of God and degenerated into the pagan and

i dol atrous Roman Catholic Church. If we do not draw the |ine regarding
wor shi p where God draws the Iine, then, as history proves, the church
will eventually degenerate into little better than a bizarre pagan
cult. Christ's rebuke to the scribes and Phari sees applies today to
practically every (so called) branch of the Christian church. "This
peopl e draweth nigh unto me with their nouth, and honoureth me with
their lips; but their heart is far fromne. But in vain they



do worship ne, teaching for doctrines the commandnments of nen"
(Matt. 15:8-9).

Other Examples

The idea that only what God commands in H's word is permtted in worship
i s taught throughout the Bible. There is king Saul who offered sacrifice
before the Lord wi thout divine authorization. God conmanded the priests,
not kings, to offer burnt offerings. The kingship was taken from Sau

and his famly forever (1 Sam 13:8-14). Consider king Jeroboam who
ordai ned his own feast day, his own holy places and his own of ferings
"in the nonth which he had devised of his own heart” (1 Ki. 12:32-33).
Ki ng Jeroboam was a pragmatist. He did not see any

need to follow the express conmands of God in worship. And his unauthorized,
aut ononous worship, and the idolatry associated with it, is presented

in the book of Kings as the very paradigmof false worship. If it

is wicked for Jeroboam a king, to make up his own feast day (holy

day), then certainly it is wicked for popes, bishops and the people

to set up Christmas, Good Friday, and so on

Paul, in his epistle to the Col ossians, concurs with the Ad Testanment's
teachi ng on worshi p. Paul condemns those who seek to inpose Judaica

food | aws and holy days upon the church (Col. 2:16). Because the cerenonials
| aws were "shadows" that pointed to the "substance"--Jesus

Christ--they are done away with. They are no | onger authorized

and therefore are forbidden. Paul's warning regardi ng human phil osophy

is the backdrop of his condemmation of false worship and man- nade

laws (legalisn: "Beware |est any man spoil you through phil osophy

and vain deceit, after the tradition of nen, after the

rudi mrents of the world, and not after Christ" (Col. 2:8).

Paul condemms manmade doctrines and commandnents: "Werefore if

ye be dead with Christ fromthe rudiments of the world, why, as though
living in the world, are ye subject to ordinances, (Touch not; taste
not; handle not; which all are to perish with the using;) after

t he commandnents and doctrines of nen? Which things have i ndeed

a shew of wsdomin wll worship, and humlity, and negl ecting

of the body; not in any honour to the satisfying of the flesh"

(Col. 2:20-23). Paul says that adding to God's Wrd is a nere vain

di splay of "will worship and humlity.” It is "will-worship"



religion instead of worship-according-to-God s-will religion. Mannmade

| aws take away the liberty we have in Christ. God's noral |law is perfect;
it does not need additions. Manmade rul es and regul ati ons are "not

in any honour" to the believer.

God has given His church a Psal mbook and a holy day (the Lord' s day).
Can man i nprove upon the worship and service that God has instituted?
O course not. It is the height of arrogance and stupidity to think
that sinful nen can inprove upon God's ordinances. "It is provoking
God, because it reflects nuch upon H's honor, as if He were not wi se
enough to appoint the manner of H s own worship. He hates all strange
fire to be offered in His tenple (Lev. 10:11). A cerenpony nay in tine
lead to a crucifix. Those who contend for the cross in baptism why
not have the oil, salt and creamas well."

11

Why the Regulative Principle is Necessary

Church history has shown that God's covenant people have often been
drawn away fromthe sinplicity of pure gospel worship into all manner
of manmade i nnovations. Because of man's fallen nature and proneness
to sin, it was inevitable that human autonony in worship woul d pervert
and then force out true worship. "And it shall be unto you for

a fringe, that ye nay | ook upon it, and renenber all the conmandnents
of the LORD, and do them and that ye seek not after your own

heart and your own eyes, after which ye use to go a whoring: that

ye may renenber, and do all ny commandnents, and be holy unto

your God" (Num 15:39-40).

Many argue that God's regulative principle is too strict. They argue
that it confines the human spirit and stifles human creativity. They
teach that it is an overreaction to the abuses of Roman Catholicism
But let us |ook at the logical inplications of allow ng anything into
CGod's worship, as long as it is not forbidden in the Wrd of God.

The first thing is that the sinplicity and transcul tural nature of
pure Gospel worship are replaced by a virtually infinite variety of
manmade i nnovations. Since God no | onger draws the line for worship
content and cerenony, man will draw and redraw the |ine as he pl eases.



A church that does not obey God's regulative principle finds it inpossible
to stop new fangl ed i deas and i nnovations in worship. The Presbyterian

and Reforned denom nati ons whi ch abandoned the Regul ative Principle

in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century prove this point.

The pattern of perversion goes sonething like this: First, man-nmade

hymms (not commanded) are sung along with God's inspired Psal ns (conmanded);
then, within a generation or twd, the Psalns are conpletely replaced

by hymms and grossly paraphrased Psal ms. The ol d fashi oned hymns,

after a while, are replaced by "charismatic" canpfire songs.

Initially, the Reformed churches would sing the Psal ms w thout nusica
acconpani nent, because nusical instrunents were used only in association
with God's tenple and therefore ceased as one of the aspects of the
cerermoni al |aw. Many Refornmed churches abandoned a capel |l a Psal m singi ng
and brought in organs. Then, within a generation or

two, churches were using folk guitars, orchestras and even rock groups.
The innovations just described are only the tip of the iceberg. You

can find the following in so-called Presbyterian and Reforned churches:
celebration of holy days (Christmas, Easter, etc.), choirs, intricate
liturgies, liturgical dance, rock groups, drama, rock videos, the

church cal endar, pictures of Christ, crosses, etc.

If you give sinful man the autonony of choosing how he will worship,
the historical pattern is clear. Man will choose nan-centered worship.
Sinful man is drawn to entertai nment (thus the popularity of the clap-your-hands,
st anp-your-feet "charisnmatic" style worship, rock groups,

drama, choirs, nusic soloists, pop and country singers, etc.), and
sinful man is drawn to ritual and ponmp (cathedrals, incense, candl es,
bells, holy days, popish vestnents, liturgy, etc.). Wen will man-nmade
i nnovations stop? They won't until the church obeys God's regul ative
princi pl e of worship. God has given a command which nman is not to
ignore. "[T]he acceptable way of worshipping the true God is instituted
by H nself, and so limted by Hs own revealed wll,

that He nay not be worshi pped according to the inmaginations and devices
of nen. . . or any other way not prescribed in the holy

Scripture.”

12 False worship originates in the mind of man, according to hisimagination. True worship originatesin the mind of God and is revealed in the Bible. "But this thing
commanded | them, saying, Obey my voice, and | will be your God, and ye shall be my people: and walk ye in al the ways that | have commanded you, that it may
be well unto you. But they hearkened not, nor inclined their ear, but walked in the counsels and in the imagination of their evil heart, and went backward, and not
forward" (Jer. 7:23-24). Calvin, in his commentary on Jeremiah, uses this verse to condemn all the perverse innovations of papal worship: "Moreover, if the origin of
the whole Papal worship be considered, it will appear, that those who first devised so many strange superstitions, were only impelled by audacity and presumption, in
order that they might trample underfoot the word of God. Henceit is, that all things are become corrupt; for they brought in all the strange figments of their own
brains. And we see that the Papists at this day are so perversely fixed in their own errors, that they prefer themselves and their own trumperiesto God. And the same



isthe case also with all heretics. What then isto be done? Obedience, as| have said, isto be held asthe basis of all true religion. If, then, on the other hand, we wish
to render our worship approved by God, let uslearn to cast aside whatever is our own, so that his authority may prevail over all our reasons’ (Emphasis added).13

True Worship vs. False Worship

TrueWorship

False Wor ship

Only what God commandsin His
Word is alowed.

Whatever is not expressly condemned
in the Bibleis alowable.

God-centered warship.

L eads to man-centered worship.

Worship content is the objective word
of God.

Worship becomes more and more
subjective or mystical.

Worship remains pure, smple and
unadulterated.

Worship changes and evolves and
becomes adulterated with manmade
traditions.

Worship based on God's Word has
limited parameters.

Public worship forms and content
theoretically are infinite.

Thoroughly biblical.

Basically pragmatic: whatever seems
to work, and whatever pleases man,
will be used.

Pure Gospel worship is transcultural .
Besides language barriers, people
from churches that are faithful to the
regulative principle could visit alike-
minded church anywhere in the world
and immediately fit right in and feel at
home. In the seventeenth century, an
English or American Puritan, a
Scottish or Irish Presbyterian and a
Reformed Dutchman both had very
similar worship services. This was not
the result of some act of conformity
but because they both believed and
obeyed the regulative principle. In the
future, as pure doctrine and pure
worship are revived and as whole

False worship caters to man's sinful
autonomy. Therefore false worshipis
amixture of paganism and
Christianity. Because false worship
has atheoretically infinite number of
worship options, a person would have
to adapt, learn and adjust to each
cultural and denominational worship
option. The high church liturgical
Episcopalian would probably feel
uncomfortable at a black gospel
jamfest. There are thousands of
different hymnals, hundreds of
different liturgies. There are rock
groups, drama groups, orchestras,
poetry readings, videos, Bo-Bo the




nations are converted and covenant
with God, the transcultural nature of
pure Gospel worship will be very
useful and important to travelers and
business people.

clown, comedians, entertainers,
Johnny Carson style interviews,
liturgical dance, organ recitals; there
are severa different holy days and
church calendars, etc. False worship
fragments the church.

Historically kept the Reformed and
Presbyterian churches' worship pure,
until abandoned or redefined so as to
be rendered meaningless.

Historically has |led the church into
declension, heresy and idolatry. The
apostolic church eventualy
degenerated into papalism.

Biblical worship focuses on God and
His Word.

Man-centered worship focuses on
man and his senses. Therefore it either
degenerates into entertainment or
pompous ritual and ceremony (smells,
bells, gator hats, cathedrals, intricate
liturgies, etc.)

Men have liberty under God's Word.

Men lose their liberty under man's
changing and arbitrary standard.

Pure Gospel worship fosters biblical
ecumenicity and community.

False worship divides the church into
athousand splinters. Asworship
content and style "evolve" and
change, the old are even divided from
the young.

The word "liturgy" cones fromthe Greek leiturgia,

meani ng "the work or service of the people.
Christian worship is liturgical.
amreferring to liturgy as used,
Pr ot est ant

a sense, all
in a negative sense, |
in the Ronman Cat holi c,
Ot hodox churches, etc.

based on human and church tradition,
t he church cal endar,
manmade holy days,
pi ctures of Christ and the saints,

prayer books,
candl es, incense,

n

Ther ef or e,
When |

Epi scopal ,

for exanple:

church nusic, choirs,

The Book of Common Order referred to by historians as

Knox's Liturgy was used by the Scottish until
the order of service fromthe Reformed churches in Strasbourg,
and CGeneva. The attitude of John Knox and the early Presbyterians
toward the "common prayers” out of the Order was to limt their

1645.

speak of
for exanpl e,
Lut heran and Russi an
Liturgy in the negative sense neans liturgy
mandat ory use of
priestly robes and vestnents,
kneel i ng at conmuni on, cat hedral s,

and so on.

It was based upon
Frankfurt



use to training those ignorant in the art of extenporaneous

prayer. "The continuous and inperative use of a |liturgy was inharnoni ous
with the spirit of the reformers, who relied upon the inspiration

of the Holy Spirit in prayer.

14 The half-educated substitutes for ministers did require such mental crutches, as the Book of Discipline admitted, 'till they grow the greater perfection. . . ." In similar
terms, the well informed Calderwood, the historian, states: 'none are tied to the prayers of that book; but the prayers are set down as samplers. . . . They are set forth

asmodels.' "15

Christmas

The regul ative principle of worship has clear inplications for those

who want to pronote the cel ebration of Christmas. The Regul ative Principle
forces those who celebrate Christmas to prove from Scripture that

God has authorized the cel ebrating of such a day. This, in fact,

is inpossible. Additionally, celebrating Christmas viol ates other
scriptural principles.

Christmas is a Monument to Past and Present Idolatry

The day on which Christmas is cel ebrated (Decenber 25) and nearly

all the custons associated with Christmas had their origins in pagan

i dol worship. "Many of the earth's inhabitants were sun worshipers
because the course of their lives depended on its yearly round in

the heavens, and feasts were held to aid its return from di stant wanderi ngs.
In the south of Europe, in Egypt and Persia, the sun gods were worshi pped
wi th el aborate cerenpni es at the season of the winter solstice, as

a fitting tine to pay tribute to the benign god of plenty, while in

Rone the Saturnalia reigned for a week. In northern | ands ni d- Decenber
was a critical tine, for the days becane shorter and shorter and the

sun was weak and far away. Thus these ancient peoples held feast at

the sane period that Christnmas is now observed."

16 During the winter solstice period the Babylonians worshipped Tammuz;1? the Greeks and Romans worshipped Jupiter, Mithra, Saturn, Hercules, Bacchus, and



Adonis; the Egyptians worshipped Osiris and Horus; the Scandinavians worshipped Odin (or Woden). "Among the German and Celtic tribes the winter solstice was
considered an important point of the year, and they held their chief festival of Y ul to commemorate the return of the burning wheel. The holly, the mistletoe, the Y ul
log, and the wassail bow! are relics of pre-Christian times."18 Christmas was not celebrated by the apostolic church. It was not celebrated during the first few
centuries of the church. Aslate as A.D. 245, Origen (Hom. 8 on Leviticus) repudiated the idea of keeping the birthday of Christ, "asif he were aking Pharaoh."19 By
the middle of the 4th century, many churches in the Latin west were celebrating Christmas. During the 5th century, Christmas became an official Roman Catholic
holy day. In A.D. 534, Christmas was recognized as an official holy day by the Roman state. The reason that Christmas became a church holy day has nothing to do
with the Bible. The Bible does not give the date of Christ's birth. Nowhere in the Bible are we commanded to celebrate Christmas. Christmas (as well as many other
pagan practices) was adopted by the Roman church as a missionary strategy. The syncretism with paganism as a missionary strategy is clearly revealed in Pope
Gregory I'sinstructions to missionaries, given in A.D. 601: "Because they [the pagans] were wont to sacrifice oxen to devils, some celebration should be given in
exchange for this. . . they should celebrate areligious feast and worship God by their feasting, so that still keeping outward pleasures, they may more readily receive
spiritual joys."20 This syncretism with paganism explains why Christmas customs are pagan to the core. The Christmas tree came into use because sacred trees were
an important aspect of pagan worship during the winter solstice season. In Babylon, the evergreen tree represented Nimrod coming to life again in Tammuz who was
supposedly born of avirgin, Semiramus. In Rome, they decorated fir trees with red berries to celebrate Saturnalia.21 The Scandinavians brought a sacred fir tree into
their homes in honor of their god Odin. "When the pagans of Northern Europe became Christians, they made their sacred evergreen trees part of the Christian festival,
and decorated the trees with gilded nuts, candles (a carry-over from sun worship), and apples to stand for the stars, moon, and sun."22 The lighting of special fires and
candles on December 24 and 25 originated in sun worship. The use of the Y ule log probably originated with Druid sun worship. The log would not be allowed to burn
up and would be used to start next year's fire (possibly a symbol of the sun's rebirth). "The Romans ornamented their temples and homes with green boughs and
flowers for the Saturnalia, their season of merry making and the giving of presents; the Druids gathered mistletoe with great ceremony and hung it in their homes; the
Saxons used holly, ivy and bay."23 The fact that Christmasis full of pagan practicesis universally recognized. "Y et many Christians contend that such practices no
longer bear pagan connotations, and believe that the observance of Christmas provides an opportunity for worship and witness bearing."24 Many Christians argue that
they do not worship the Christmas tree, and that the pagan origins are so far in the past as to be harmless. But such a view, while common in our day, shows atotal
disregard of the biblical teaching regarding idols, the paraphernalia associated with idolatry, and the monuments to idolatry. God has such a strong hatred of idolatry
that Isragl was not just commanded to avoid the worship of idols. Isragl was also specifically ordered to destroy everything associated with idolatry. "Y e shall utterly
destroy all the places, wherein the nations which ye shall possess served their gods, upon the high mountains, and upon the hills, and under every green tree: and ye
shall overthrow their altars, and break their pillars, and burn their groves with fire; and ye shall hew down the graven images of their gods, and destroy the names of
them out of that place. Y e shall not do so unto the LORD your God. . . . [A]nd that thou enquire not after their gods, saying, How did these nations serve their gods?
even so will | do likewise. Thou shalt not do so unto the LORD thy God" (Deut. 12:2-4, 30-31). When Jacob set out to purify the camp (i.e., his household and
attendants) the earrings were removed as well as their foreign gods (Gen. 35:4), because their earrings were associated with their false gods. They were signs of
superstition. When Elijah went to offer his sacrifice, in his contest with the prophets of Baal, he did not use the pagan altar. He did not take something made for idols
(e.g., Saturnalia) and attempt to sanctify it for holy use (e.g., Christmas), but instead he rebuilt the Lord's altar. Christians should not take the pagan festival of Yule or
Saturnalia and dressit with Christian clothing, but rather sanctify the Lord's day, as did the apostles. When Jehu went up against the worshipers of Baal and their
temple, did he save the temple and set it apart for holy use? No! He daughtered the worshipers of Baal: "they brake down the image of Baal, and brake down the
house of Baal, and made it a draught house unto this day" (2 Ki. 10:27). "Moreover, we have the example of good Josiah (2 Ki. 23), for he did not only destroy the
houses, and the high places of Baal, but his vessels also, and his grove, and his altars; yea, the horses and chariots which had been given to the sun. The example also
of penitent Manasseh, who not only overthrew the strange gods, but their altarstoo (2 Chron. 23:15). And of Moses, the man of God, who was not content to execute
vengeance on the idolatrous I sraglites, except he should also utterly destroy the monument of their idolatry."22 God does not want His church to take pagan days, and
those pagan and popish rites and paraphernalia that go with them and adapt them to Christian use. He smply commands us to abolish them altogether from the face of
the earth forever. Y ou may not be offended by the Y ule log, the Christmas tree, the mistletoe, the holly berries and the selection of a pagan day to celebrate Christ's
birth, but God is offended. God commands usto get rid of the monuments and paraphernalia of paganism. If your wife was promiscuous before you married her
would you be offended if she had pictures of her old boyfriends on her dresser? Would it bother you if she celebrated the various anniversaries relating to her past
relationships? Would you be offended if she kept and cherished the various rings, jewelry and mementos given to her by her old boyfriends? Of course you would be
offended! The Lord God isinfinitely more zealous of His honor than you are; Heis ajealous God. Could Israel take festival days to Baal, Ashteroth, Dagon and
Molech and alter them to make them pleasing to God? Of course not! The Bible makes very clear which kings of Judah pleased God the most. God is pleased when
idols, their temples, their religious dress, earrings, sacred houses, sacred trees, poles, ornaments, rites, names and days are utterly cut off from the earth, never again to



be restored. God wants His bride to eliminate forever the monuments, the days, the paraphernalia and the mementos of idolatry. "Learn not the way of the heathen,
and be not dismayed at the signs of heaven; for the heathen are dismayed at them. For the customs of the people are vain" (Jer. 10:2-3). "Thou shalt not do so unto the
LORD thy God: for every abomination to the LORD, which he hateth, have they done unto their gods" (Deut. 12:31). Christians must not only put away the
monuments of past idolatry but also everything associated with present idolatry. Christmas is the most important holy day in Roman Catholicism. The name
Christmas comes from Romanism: Christ-mass, or the Mass of Christ. The name Christmas unites the name or title of our glorious God and Savior with the
idolatrous, blasphemous Mass of Popedom. Christ-mass is a mixture of Pagan idolatry and Popish invention. The Roman Catholic Church hates the Gospdl of Jesus
Christ. The Roman church uses human inventions, such as Christmas, to keep millions of people in darkness. The fact that millions of Bible-believing Protestants are
observing a Roman Catholic holy day which has not been commanded anywhere in God's Word reveals the sad state of modern Evangelicalism. "We cannot conform,
communicate, and symbolize with the idolatrous Papists, in the use of the same, without making ourselves idolaters by participation."2€ Our attitude should be that of
the Protestant Reformer Bucer who said, "1 would to God that every holy day whatsoever besides the Lord's day were abolished. That zeal which brought them first
in, was without all warrant of the Word, and merely followed corrupt reason, forsooth to drive out the holy days of the pagans, as one nail drives out ancther. Those
holy days have been so tainted with superstitions that | wonder we tremble not at their very names."27 The common objection against the argument that pagan
monuments must be abolished is that these things occurred so long ago as to be harmless to us. But thisis totally untrue. Not only do we have the present idolatry of
Romanism, but thereis arevival going on at this very moment in Europe and North America of the old pagan European religions. The radical feminist movement is
presently reviving the fertility goddesses and gods of the ancient Near East. God's law-Word saysto get rid of the monuments to idolatry. God's law is not rendered
null and void with the passage of time.

Christmas Dishonors Christ's Day

The day that God has set apart for H's church corporately to cel ebrate
the person and work of Christ is that day commonly called the Lord's

day, the first day of the week, the Christian Sabbath. The first day

of the week is the day that Jesus Christ rose fromthe dead. It is

the day of Christ's victory over sin, Satan and death. Jesus' humliation
and sacrificial death are conplete. Christ rose and is forever the

exal ted Lord of heaven and earth. "Yea, though we have known Chri st

after the flesh, yet now henceforth know we himno nore." (2 Cor.

5:16). "The Lord's day is given in nenory of the whol e work

of redenption."

28 The idea of honoring someone's life piecemeal (this event, that event) comes not from the Bible but from pagan emperor worship. In fact, the only birthday
celebrations recorded in the whole Bible are those of Pharaoh (Gen. 40:20) and King Herod (Matt. 14:6; Mk. 6:21). Both birthday parties ended in murder, Herod's in
the murder of John the Baptist. God has been very generous to His people, giving them 52 holy days ayear. When men add their own days (e.g., Christmas, Easter,
etc.) they detract from, denigrate and even set aside the Lord's day. People love and give more attention to Christmas than they do the Lord's day. Many Christians
spend nearly the whole month of December preparing for Christmas: decorating their homes, offices and churches, buying gifts, baking pies and cookies, practicing
and memorizing Christmas carals, Christmas plays, Christmas caral recitals, etc. Many Americans rarely attend church but would never miss the Christmas service.
The typical American winks at Sabbath breaking, fornication, adultery and drunkenness; but considers Christians who do not celebrate Christmas to be deluded
fanatics. "What Jesus desires of usis not the observance of things He did not command, but the things He did command. 'Go ye therefore, and teach all nations,
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever | have commanded you' (Matt.
28:19,20). Thisiswhat the Apostles did. They taught the whole counsel of God (Acts 20:27). It did not include Christmas, Good Friday, or Easter, because they were
not part of the things commanded by Christ. So, the one who understands 'the true meaning of Christmas (or Good Friday, or Easter) is precisely the one who realizes
that they are human inventions. And in order to honor Christ as the only King and head of the church, such a person will not observe these man-made additions to
what our Lord commanded. A person such as this may be out of step with avery popular custom. The important thing is that he will be in step with Christ and



the Apostles."22 The only day that God has authorized as a holy day is the Lord's day.20 If the church wants to please Jesus Christ and honor Him, then it should do so
by keeping His day and by setting an example to the outside world. When Christians make Christmas more special than the Lord's day, they disobey the teachings of
Christ and dishonor His day.

Christmas is a Lie

Christianity is the religion of truth. God cannot lie. Al truth and
knowl edge ultimtely come from God. Jesus Christ is "the way,

the truth, and the life" (John 14:6). The Holy Spirit

is called "the Spirit of truth" (John 16:13). The Gospel is

called "the word of truth" (Eph. 1:13). God conmands: "Thou

shalt not bear false witness against thy nei ghbour" (Ex. 20:16).

Paul tells us to be "speaking the truth in |ove" (Eph. 4:15),

to put away |ying and speak the truth to our neighbor in order not

to grieve the Holy Spirit (Eph. 4:25, 30). Jesus Christ tells us that
"Cod is a Spirit: and they that worship himnust worship himin
spirit and in truth" (John 4:24). Christians are

to be light and salt to the world (Matt. 5:13, 16). Christians are
to be a witness before the world by speaking the truth and living
the truth. Is celebrating Christnmas conpatible with our responsibility
to speak and live the truth before the world? No, because Chri stnas
isalie.

The date used to celebrate the birth of Christ, Decenber 25, is a

lie. According to the Bible, Jesus was not born on Decenber 25. "And
there were in the same country shepherds abiding in the field,

keepi ng watch over their flock by night" (Luke 2:8). It is conmmon

know edge that shepherds in Palestine came in fromthe fields before
winter. The rainy season in Judea began in |ate Cctober or early Novenber.
The shepherds would bring their field flocks into the villages before

t he begi nning of the rainy season. Therefore, Christ was born before

the first week of Novenber. "It is quite evident that Christ was

not actually born in the mddle of the winter season. But, on the

ot her hand, do the scriptures tell us what season of the year he was
born? Yes, the scriptures indicated that he was born in the fall of the year.
For exanple, our Lord's public mnistry lasted for three

and a half years (Dan. 9:27, etc.). H's mnistry came to an end at

the tinme of the Passover (John 18:39), which was in the spring of

the year. And so three and a half years before this would mark the
beginning of Hs mnistry in the fall of the year. Now

when Jesus began his mnistry, he was about thirty years of age (LKk.
3:23). This was the recogni zed age for a priest before he could becone



an official mnister under the A d Testament (Num 4:3). Therefore,
since Christ began his ninistry at the age of about 30 since this

was in the fall season of the year then thirty years before this would
mark his birth as being in the early FALL, not Decenber

25."

31 |f Christians are willing to celebrate alie and fill Christ's sham birthday with Papist and pagan mythology (e.g., Santa Claus, the Christmas tree, mistletoe, the Yule
log, evergreens, etc.), then why should the world believe the church when it really speaks the truth? If you lie about the birth of Christ and gladly indulge in pagan
mythology, then when you tell your neighbor about the resurrection of Christ, why should he believe you? By celebrating Christmas you are putting a stumbling
block in front of your unbelieving neighbor. Y our neighbor could reason that since you speak and live alie regarding the birth of Christ, you cannot be trusted when
you speak about the resurrection of Christ. I've actually had intellectuals say to me, after | spoke to them of Christ's death and resurrection, that they are myths foisted
on simple people by the church just like Santa Claus and the Easter bunny (of course, the Christmas lie has gone on for so long that most people accept it asfact). The
church must stop denigrating God's inspired, infallible Word by setting up human fantasies alongside divine revelation. Christmasis a contradiction of the biblical
account of Christ's birth.

The World Loves Christmas

32

"[ Klnow ye not that the friendship of the world is enmty with
God? whosoever therefore wll be a friend of the world is the eneny
of God" (Jas. 4:4). "Love not the world, neither the things

that are in the world" (1 John 2:15).

Who | eads whon®? I's not the church of the Lord Jesus Christ supposed

to be an exanple to the world? Is not Christ's church to be salt and

light to the nations? Is it proper for the church to follow the pagan

wor | d-systen? Christrmas did not originate in the Bible or the apostolic
church; it is pagan to its very core. The day, the tree, the exchangi ng

of gifts, the nistletoe, the holly berries all originated in the idolatrous
pagan festivities surrounding the winter solstice. The conproni sed,
apostati zi ng Roman church took what was pagan and attenpted to Christianize
it. Covenant-breaking, Christ-hating, idol-worshipping, pagan unbelievers
love Christmas. Why? Because Christmas is not biblical. Christnmas

is not of God. It is alie, and Satan, their nmster, is the father

of lies. Atheists, honpsexuals, femnists, w cked politicians, nurderers,
child nolesters, and idolaters all love Christmas. |If Christmas were
biblical, and if Christmas were conmanded to be observed in the Bible,
would the world love it so? Absolutely not! The world would hate Chri stnas.
"But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of

God" (1 Cor. 2:14). Does the world love the Lord' s day, the Christian



Sabbat h? OF course not. The world hates it. Does the world | ove and
obey the resurrected King of kings and Lord of lords? No! The world
hates Christ. The world does |ove a plastic or clay baby in a manger.
A plastic baby is not very threatening. Christ is no | onger a baby.
He is the glorified king who sits at the right hand of the Father.
"Yea, though we have known Christ after the flesh, yet now henceforth
know we himno nore" (2 Cor. 5:16).

The Bi bl e teaches that "the wi sdomof this world is foolishness

with God" (1 Cor. 3:19). "Thus saith the LORD: Learn not the

way of the heathen. . . for the custons of the peoples are

vain" (Jer. 10: 2-3). The apostle Paul has in mnd a rmuch broader
application than just marriage when he says, "Be ye not unequally
yoked together with unbelievers: for what fellowship hath righteousness
wi t h unright eousness? and what communion hath |light wth darkness?
and what concord hath Christ with Belial? or what part hath

he that believeth with an infidel? and what agreenent hath

the tenple of God with idols?. . . \Werefore cone out from

anong them and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the
unclean thing; and | will receive you" (2 Cor. 6:14-17). Wen

the church has sonething relating to worship and religion in comobn

wi th the unbelieving pagan world, the church, in that area, is bound
together with unbelievers. The church has no busi ness cel ebrating

a pagan holiday with the pagan world. Wat hypocrisy! Wiat w ckedness!

Don't Be Fooled

Paul warns that "Satan hinself is transformed into an angel of

light" (2 Cor. 11:14). That is why pagan festivals throughout

the world are fun days. They are days of fine food, parties, parades,
famly reunions and gift giving. Satan's goal is not nmerely to enslave
i ndi vidual s but also to control institutions, cultures and nati ons.
The heat hen cal endar of "holy days," where pagan festivals

are cel ebrated each year at certain tines, is a Satan-inspired too

to habituate whole cultures in covenant rebellion. Satan wants individuals
and nations to be enslaved in pagan ritual and darkness. A culture

i s habituated to pagani sm when pagan festivals, rites and cerenonies
are second nature and unquestioned in that society.

How have Christians been fooled into cel ebrating a pagan festiva



day? The day has been transformed froma day of darkness to a day

of light. Howis this done? It's very sinple. The first thing you

do is lie. You teach that this day is Christ's birthday. The fact

that this is not really the day Christ was born is inconsequenti al

Very few people will check the facts. And the ones who do will be
regarded as fanatics, Scrooges and out of touch with nodernity. Second,
you nake it a day when famly nenbers are required to be together

What a wonderful thing it is, a day for famly dinner and fam |y val ues.
Third, you make it a day of gift giving and charity, a day of caring
and sharing. Wo could be against that? Fourth, you dedicate the day

to children all over the world. You nake it fun and give themlots

of hugs and presents. Therefore, when these children grow up, the

day will be filled with fond nenories. It is a day of intense sentinentality.
Doesn't it bring a little tear to your eye when you think of your
parents and brothers and sisters gathered around the tree? Fifth,

you nake sure every city and town is properly decorated. And you get

t he whol e entertai nment industry into high gear with articles, specials,
novi es, plays and recitals. Sixth, you put comunity, workplace, church
and famly pressure on those who do not celebrate the day to conform

or else be viewed as perverting the truth or out of touch with reality.

Has this strategy been effective? Yes, very effective. There was a

ti me when Presbyterians and Congregationalists would have been disciplined
for celebrating Christmas. For Protestants fromthe Cal vinist wng

of the Reformation, celebrating such days was unthinkable for nearly
three hundred years. Now, if you are a Presbyterian and do not celebrate
Christmas, other Presbyterians think you are a fanatic. Protestants

have been fool ed, banboozl ed, hoodw nked and duped because they have
forgotten God's Regul ative Principle. "Every word of God is pure

he is a shield unto themthat put their trust in him Add thou not

unto his words, |lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a liar"

(Prov. 30:5-6). There would be only one acceptable reason for a Christian
to celebrate Christmas, and that would be an instruction fromthe

Wrd of God to do so. Since there is no inplicit or explicit instruction
fromthe Bible to do so, it is forbidden.

Common Reasons Given by Christians for Celebrating Christmas

|. Doesn't Romans 14:5-6 allow Christians to celebrate Chri stnms?



"One man esteeneth one day above anot her: another esteeneth every
day alike. Let every man be fully persuaded in his own mnd. He that
regardeth the day, regardeth it unto the Lord; and he that regardeth
not the day, to the Lord he doth not regard it" (Rom 14:5-6).

1. Paul, in his epistle to the Romans, was addressing a situation unique

to the early church. There were Jew sh believers who "regarded

the holy days of the cerenonial econony as having abiding sanctity."33

The "days" spoken of in Romans were days commanded by God in the

ol d econony. Paul is "referring to the cerenonial holy days of the Levitica
institution."34 Virtually all comentators concur with this interpretation.35 Paul allows for diversity in the
chur ch

over the issue of Jew sh holy days because of the unique historica

ci rcunst ances. Wien Jesus Christ died on the cross, the cerenonia

aspects of the law (e.g., animal sacrifices, Jewi sh holy days, circuntision
etc.) were done away with. Yet prior to the destruction of Jerusal em

and the tenple in A.D. 70, the apostles allowed certain practices

by Jewi sh Christians as |ong as no works-right eousness

was attributed to these practices. In Acts 21:26, we even encounter

the apostle Paul going to the Tenple "to announce the expiration

of the days of purification." Jew sh believers who were already

accustoned to keeping certain holy days of the Mysaic econony were

al lowed to continue doing so for a tinme. But once the Tenple was destroyed,
t he canon of Scripture was conpl eted, and the church had existed for

a whol e generation, these unique historical circunstances ceased.

And even if this passage were still applicable to our present situation,

it could not be used to justify Christmas, because these days were

not "Christianized" pagan holy days nor arbitrary holy days

set up by man. Therefore, if this passage were still applicable to

our situation, it could only be used to justify the private cel ebration

of Jewi sh holy days by weak Jew sh believers. It cannot be used as

a justification for man-made days or pagan days whi ch God has not

conmanded.

2. Not only does this passage not allow Christians to cel ebrate Chri st nas,
it most certainly forbids holding Christmas services of any kind and
having Christnmas fell owships or parties. Paul allows for diversity

in the church over this issue (i.e., Jewish holy days). Both parties

are to accept each other for the sake of peace and unity in the church
Both parties believe that they are obeying the Wrd of God. "Conpelled
conformty or pressure exerted to the end of securing conformty defeats
the ains to which all the exhortations and reproofs are directed. "36



Therefore, it would be wong for the weak Jewi sh believers to force
the church to have a worship service in honor of a cerenonial holy
day, because the strong Gentile believers would feel conpelled to
attend the public worship of God. Therefore, those who did cel ebrate
Jewi sh holy days had to do it privately unto the Lord. Those who use
this passage to justify celebrating Christmas would |i kew se be forced
by Paul's injunction to keep the day a private affair. Thus, Christnmas
services and church Christmas parties would cease, for they violate
the freedom of Christians not to celebrate such a day. O course,
Christmas, not being commanded by God and being a nonunment to idolatry,
is forbidden, anyway.37

Pastors and el ders who do authorize a Christmas service abuse their

of fice. The pastor and governors of a church receive their authority
from God. They are responsible to rule the church according to the

Wrd of God. Wien pastors and el ders authorize a special Christnas
service, they do so on their own authority, because there is no warrant
fromthe Wrd of God to do so. Therefore, in this one point they act

no differently than the pope or a bishop. They intrude a human invention
into the church. Those in the church who refuse to take part in a

pagan- popi sh festival day, who refuse to worship God according to

man' s i nagi nati on, who refuse to worship God w thout divine authorization
are forced by the church | eadership to remain at hone instead of attending
the public worship of God. Thus, in this point, many presbyters act

i ke popes, prelates and tyrants over Cod's flock, because they take

away the freedomwe have in Christ to worship God as one body publicly
"in Spirit and in truth" on the Lord's day.

1. Didn't the Jews in the days of queen Esther set up a holy day
not authorized in the | aw of Mses? Doesn't that exanple allowthe
church to set up a holy day (e.g., Christmas) not authorized in the
Bi bl e?

1. There is alnost no resenbl ance between Christmas and Purim Purim
consi sts of two days of thanksgiving. The events of Purimare: "joy
and gl adness, a feast and a good day. . . and of sending portions
one to another, and gifts to the poor"” (Est. 8:17; 9:22). There

was no worship service. There were no levitical priestly activities.
There were no cerenonies. The two days of Purim have much nore in
comon with Thanksgiving and it's dinners than Christnmas. Purimis



certainly no justification for Christmas services. Purimresenbles

t he special days of thanksgiving which are still allowed, and not
the religious and cerenonial holy days of the Levitical system In
fact, the Westninster divines used Purimas a proof text (Est. 9:22)
aut hori zi ng days of thanksgiving.38

2. Purimwas a unique historical event in Israel's salvation history.
The festival was decreed by the civil nagistrate: the prinme mnister,
Mordecai, and the queen, Esther. It was agreed to unani mously by the
peopl e. The occasi on and authorization of Purimare inscripturated
in the Wrd of God and approved by the Holy Spirit. The biblica

i nperative of no addition and no subtraction applies to nman-nade | aw
and worship. It nost certainly does not forbid the Holy Spirit from
conpl eting the canon of Scripture and instituting new regul ati ons.

3. Christmas is intrinsically imoral because it is built upon the
monunent s of pagan idolatry. There is nothing wong with a country
havi ng a day of thanksgiving for a special act of deliverance by God.
But there is sonething very wong when a corrupt church attenpts to
sew Christian cloth onto pagan garnments. There is sonething very w ong
when Protestants conspire with the corrupt church of Rome and use
godly Mordecai as an excuse.

I1l. There is no question that Christms has no place in the public
worship of God, but isn't it okay to celebrate it privately in the
honme?

The problemwith this viewis that it presupposes that the Regul ative
Principle only applies to public worship. There is no biblical evidence
to support the idea that the Regul ative Principle was only neant for
public worship. In fact, the biblical evidence supports the opposite
view. Cain was condemed for an innovation in private worship (Gen.
4:2-8). Noah, in famly worship, offered clean animals to God (Gen
8:20-21). God was pleased and accepted Noah's offering on behal f of
himsel f and his fam|ly. Abraham Jacob and Job offered sacrifices

to God in private or famly worship, according to God's Wrd. God
accepted these lawful offerings. The idea that innovations in worship
are permtted in famly and private worship is unbiblical; it is totally
arbitrary because it is not based on divine revelation. If an innovation
in public worship displeases God, then how does it please Hmin private



wor shi p? Would it not be perm ssible, under such prem ses, to have
little shrines in our hones where we burn incense, wear surplices,
mters and such, as |ong as we keep such things out of public neetings?

There are sone differences between public and private worship (e.g.,
private worship should occur two to three tines a day, whereas public
wor shi p shoul d occur at |east once every Lord' s day.)

Peopl e in Reforned denomni nati ons who brought in unbiblical innovations
such as Christmas, women teaching the Bible and theology to nmen in

Bi bl e studi es and Sunday school, hyms and Christnas carols, etc.,

did not seek to justify these new i nnovati ons by appealing to Scripture.
Instead, they arbitrarily set these activities outside

of the Regul ative Principle by pronouncing themall as under the sphere
of private worship. Pastors and their flocks are so in love with their

i nnovations that they resort to nmystification. They act as if their
pastor is a pope or bishop and has the authority to turn private worship
(where they assune human autonony is permtted) into public worship
(where the Word reigns suprene) by saying "thus begins the public
worship of God." Were in the Bible is public worship rel egated

to a few hours on the Lord's day?32 Jesus Christ said, "For

where two or three are gathered together in nmy nane, there aml in the m dst
of themt (Matt. 18:20). How is a worman teachi ng several men on

the Sabbath private? How are fifty people singing Christnmas

carol s engaging in private worshi p? Do not presuppose

that God pernits innovation and human autonony in private worship.

Try to prove it fromthe Wrd of God. You cannot. Do not arbitrarily
declare what is obviously public worship as private. The rabbis of

old justified all sorts of nonsense with such reasoning.

The Bible says, "a little | eaven | eaveneth the whole | unp”

(1 Cor. 5:6; Gl. 5:9). Wien Presbyterian pastors and el ders st opped

di sci plining church nenbers for celebrating Christrmas in the home

in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, they virtually guaranteed
that the pagan-popi sh | eaven of Christmas would spread. In fact, it

has. One nust search far and wide to find a Presbyterian hone or church
where this popish invention is not cel ebrated. 40

IV. W do not celebrate Christnas. For us the day is just a secul ar
famly day. What could be wong with that?



There are 365 days in a year. Howis it that every year your secul ar

fam |y day just happens to fall on Decenber 25? Could it be that you

are just imtating your pagan nei ghbors and their heathen culture?

Could it be that you celebrate the day just as everyone el se does

and just declare it secular as a justification or an excuse? If you

are just having a good famly day, then why do you fill your living
roomw th the nonunents and nmenentos of present and past idolatry?

You say the day is a secular fam |y day, but you have a tree, evergreens,
mstletoe, gifts, candles and carols. It is obvious that you cel ebrate
Christmas nmuch as a papist does. The truth is that if you elimnated

all the pagan paraphernalia of Christmas, then you probably woul d

not bother to celebrate it. The pagan day would lose its glitter

charm and enotional allure. As Christians we should be fanily oriented.
We shoul d get together with our relatives and enjoy each other's conpany.
But we do not need a pagan festival day to do so.

Conclusion

If the church of Jesus Christ is to be salt and light to our degenerate
culture, she nust first clean her own house. Mre and nore Christians
are trying to have a positive inpact on our pagan culture. They are
trying to stemthe tide of secular humani smand statism This new

i nvol venent is needed, but it will not succeed until the church returns
to the doctrinal purity and purity of worship attai ned by the Cal vini st
wi ng of the Refornation. The pagan Roman state with all of its power
coul d not destroy the Christian church. The church prospered in spite
of the Roman enpire's tyranny and oppression. Wat caused severe danmage
to the church was internal decay. The corruption of doctrine and worship
within the church nmade the church a fountain of heresy, superstition,

i dol atry and tyranny.

Evangelicalismin our day is in a state of serious decline. Church
growt h, ecunenical fellowship, pragmati sm and keepi ng the peace have
taken precedence over doctrinal integrity and pure worship. As a result,
nodern Evangelicalismis flabby, conpronising, inpotent and | ukewarm

It is not a coincidence that the church had the nobst positive inpact
upon soci ety and culture when its doctrine and worship were nost pure
(e.g., the second Reformation period in Scotland, 1638). Only when

we return to Biblical worship, and reject human autonomy in worship

are we prepared to recapture our society for Christ.



Historical Appendix

The Holy Spirit upbraids the Jew with their holy-days. "Your Sabbat hs,
and new noons, and cerenonies," says He, "My soul hateth."

By us, to whom Sabbaths [i.e., the Jew sh sabbaths] are strange, and

t he new noons and festivals formerly bel oved by God, the Saturnalia
[i.e., Yule] and Newyear's and Mdwinter's festivals and Matronalia
are frequented--presents cone and go--New year's gifts--ganes

join their noise--banquets join their din! On better fidelity of

the nations to their own sect, which clainms no solemity of the Christians
for itself! Not the Lord' s day, not Pentecost, even if they had known
them would they have shared with us; for they would fear |est they
shoul d seemto be Christians. W are not apprehensive | est we seem

to be heathens! If any indulgence is to be granted to the flesh, you

have it. | will not say your own days, but nore too; for to the heathens
each festive day occurs but once annually: you have a festive day
every eighth day [i.e., the Lord's day]. --Tertullian, De Idololatria

(2nd century).

We have al ways accounted as an unspeakabl e abom nati on before God,

all those inventions of nmen, viz. the feasts and the vigils of saints,
the water they call holy, the abstaining fromflesh upon certain days,
and simlar things; but especially the mass. --Waldenses, First

Conf essi on (1120).

One should abolish all festivals, retaining only the Lord' s day.

My reason is this: with our present abuses of drinking, ganbling,
idling, and all manner of sin, we vex God nore on holy days than on
others. And the matter is just reversed; we have made holy days unholy,
and wor ki ng days holy, and do no service, but great dishonour, to

God and His saints with all our holy days. --Martin Luther (German

Ref ormer), Address to the German Nobility (1520).

We ought to cease fromall work on the Lord' s day, as persons zeal ous
for God's glory, and kind to our servants; and on that day we ought
to devote ourselves to the worship of God. . . . There is no

certain determination of tine for any Christian fast, and it cannot



be found in Scripture that God has either comranded or appoi nted any
particul ar days. --Wil denses, Second Confession (1532).

Those who observe the Romish festivals or fasts shall only be reprimnded,
unless [i.e., if] they remain obstinately rebellious. --Register
of the Conpany of Pastors (Geneva, 1546).

Abrogation of Festivals. On Sunday 16 Novenber 1550,

after the election of the lieutenant in the general Council, an edict
was al so announced respecting the abrogation of all the festivals,
with the exception of Sundays, which God had ordai ned. - - Regi ster

of the Conmpany of Pastors (Geneva, 1550).

By the contrary doctrine, we understand whatsoever nmen, by |laws, councils,
or constitutions have inposed upon the consci ences of nen, w thout

t he expressed commandment of CGod's Wbrd; such as the vows of chastity,
forswearing of marriage, binding of men and wonmen to several disguised
apparels, to the superstitious observation of fasting days, difference
of meat [food] for conscience' sake, prayer for the dead; and keeping
of holy days of certain saints conmmanded by nan, such as be all those
that the Papists have invented, as the feasts (as they termthem

of Apostles, Martyrs, Virgins, of Christnmass, Crcuntision, Epiphany,
Purification, and other fond feasts of our Lady. Wi ch things, because
in God' s Scriptures they neither have commandnent nor assurance, we
judge themutterly to be abolished fromthe realm affirmng farther,
that the obstinate maintainers and teachers of such abom nations ought
not to escape the punishnent of the Civil magistrate. --Church

of Scotland, (First) Book of Discipline (1560).

This one thing, however, we can scarcely refrain from nentioning,
with regard to what is witten in the 24th chapter of the aforesaid
Conf ession [ Second Hel vetic] concerning the "festival of our Lord's
nativity, circuntision, passion, resurrection, ascension, and sendi ng
the Holy Gnhost upon his disciples," that these festivals at the
present tinme obtain no place anong us; for we dare not religiously
cel ebrate any other feast-day than what the divine oracles have prescribed.
--The Ceneral Assenbly of the Church of Scotland [subscribed by

John Knox, John Craig, James Melville, and a host of others], Letter
to the Very Em nent Servant of Christ, Mster Theodore Beza, the Mst
Learned and Vigilant Pastor of the Genevan Church (1566).



That all days that heretofore have been kept holy, besides the Sabbath
days, such as Yule [Christ-nass] day, Saint's days, and such others,
may be abolished, and a civil penalty agai nst the keepers thereof

by cerenoni es, banqueting, fasting, and such other vanities. --General
Assenbly of the Church of Scotland, Articles to be Presented

to ny Lord Regent's G ace (1575).

[We abhor and detest all contrary religion and doctrine; but chiefly
all kind of Papistry in general and particul ar heads, even as they

are now damed and confuted by the Word of God and Kirk of Scotl and.

But, in special, we detest and refuse the usurped authority of that
Ronman Antichrist upon the Scriptures of God, upon the Kirk, the civi

magi strate, and consciences of nen;. . . [his] dedicating of

kirks, altars, days;. . . --John Craig [subscribed by the

king and the General Assenbly of the Church of Scotland in 1580; renewed
in 1581, 1590 and 1638], The National Covenant: or, the Confession

of Faith (1580).

The Kirk of Geneva, keeps Pasche and Yul e, what have they for then?
They have no institution [from Scripture]. --King Janmes VI (Janes
I, of King Janes Bible fane), Address to the General Assenbly

of the Church of Scotland (1590).

If Paul condenmms the Gal ati ans for observing the feasts which God
hinself instituted, and that for his own honour only, and not for

t he honour of any creature: the Papists are nuch nore laid open to
condemati on, which press observations of feasts of nmen's devising,
and to the honour of nen. --Thonmas Cartwight (Nonconform st mninister
Engl and), The Confutation of the Rhem sts' Translation, d osses

and Annotations (1618).

On the day called Christmas Day, the Governor called themout to work
as was used. But the nobst of this new conpany excused thensel ves and
said it went against their consciences to work on that day. So the
Governor told themthat if they made it a matter of conscience, he
woul d spare themtill they were better informed; so he I ed away the
rest and left them But when they cane honme at noon fromtheir work,
he found themin the street at play, openly; sonme pitching the bar



and sone at stool-ball and such |like sports. So he went to them and

took away their inplenents and told themthat was agai nst his conscience,
that they should play and others work. |If they made the keeping of

it a mtter of devotion, let themkeep their houses; but there should

be no gaming or reveling in the streets. Since which tinme nothing

hath been attenpted that way, at |east openly. --WIIliam Bradford
(governor, Plymouth colony), O Plynouth Plantation (1621).

Opposed to the ordi nance of the Lord's Day are all feast days ordai ned
by men when they are considered holy days like the Lord's Day. --WIliam
Ames (Nonconform st mnister, exiled to the Netherlands; professor

of theol ogy at Franeker), The Marrow of Theol ogy (1623).

The PASTOR thinketh it no Judai sm nor superstition, but a noral duty

to observe the Sabbath. . . . Beside the Sabbath he can admt

no ordi nary holidays appointed by man, whether in respect of any nystery,
or of difference of one day from another, as being warranted by nere
tradition, against the doctrine of Christ and his apostles, but accounteth
the solemn fasts and humliations unto which the Lord calleth, to

be extraordinary sabbat hs, warranted by God hinsel f.

The PRELATE, by his doctrine, practice, exanple, and neglect of discipline,
decl areth that he hath no such reverend estination of the Sabbat h.

He doteth so upon the observation of Pasche, Yule, and festival days

appoi nted by nmen, that he preferreth themto the Sabbath, and hath

turned to nothing our solemm fasts and bl essed humiliations. --David

Cal derwood (m nister and theol ogi an, Church of Scotland), The

Pastor and the Prelate (1628).

Concerning cerenonial festivals, of man's naki ng, our practice cannot
be objected: because we observe none. W take occasion of hearing,
and praying, upon any day, when occasion is offered. W say (with
Hospi nian, de Orig. Fest. Christ, cap. 2.),

Not the day, but the Word of God, &c. puts us in nmind of the
nativity, resurrection, and ascension of Christ.

For we do not fear. . . lest all the Churches of Cod
wi |l condemn us herein. Those that consent with Geneva, nor
those of Scotland;. . . no nor any that follow Bucer's judgnent

(in Matt. 12), | would to God that every Hol y-day what soever
beside the Lord's Day, were abolished. That zeal which brought them



first in, was without all warrant of the Word, and nerely foll owed
corrupt reason, forsooth to drive out the Holy days of the Pagans,
as one nail drives out another. Those Hol y-days, have been so tainted
with superstition that I wonder we trenble not at their very nanes.

See the place, Cecolanpadius (in Isa. 1:4), thinketh that no w se
Christian will condemm us. | never heard w se nan yet, who did

not judge that a great part at |east of other feasts besides the Lord's
Day shoul d be abolished. --WIIliam Ares (Nonconform st minister,

exiled to the Netherlands; professor of theology at Franeker), A

Fresh Suit Agai nst Human Cerenonies in God's Wrship (1633).

By communicating with idolaters in their rites and cerenoni es, we

oursel ves becone guilty of idolatry. Even as Ahaz (2 Ki. 16:10) was
an idolater. . . that he took the pattern of an altar from

i dol aters. Forasnuch then, as kneeling before the consecrated bread,
the sign of the cross, surplice, festival days, bishopping, bow ng
to the altar, adnministration of the sacranments in private places,
&c. are the wares of Rone, the baggage of Babylon, the trinkets of
the Whore, the badges of Popery, the ensigns of Christ's enenies,
and the very trophies of Antichrist: we cannot conform conmunicate,
and synbolize with the idolatrous Papists, in the use of the sane,
wi t hout maki ng oursel ves idolaters by participation. Shall the chaste
Spouse of Christ take upon her the ornanments of the Wore? --George
Gllespie (Wstmnster divine), A D spute Against the English
Popi sh Cerenoni es (1637).

[How can it be denied, that many corruptions, contrary to the purity

and |iberty of the Gospel, were they never so innocent in thenselves,

have acconpani ed these Novations, such as the superstitious

observing of Days, feriation and cessation from work,

on those days, Feasting-guising, &c. --Al exander Henderson

(Westminster divine) and David D ckson (professor of theol ogy, Church

of Scotland), The Answers of Sone Brethren of the Mnistrie,

to the Replies of the Mnisters and Professours of Divinitie in Aberdeene:
Concerning the Late Covenant (1638).

[ Festival days are] an entrenching upon God's prerogative: for none
can appoint an holy day, but he who hath nmade the days, and
hath all power in his own hand, which is clear; first, fromthe denom nation



of themin both Testanents; in the old they are called the sol enm
feasts of Jehovah [Lev. 23:1; Ex. 32:5], not only because they were
to be kept to Jehovah, but al so because they were of his appointing;
and so in the New Testanent, as we read but of one [holy-day] for
the self-sane reasons, it is called The Lord' s Day [Rev.

1:10]. --John Bernard? (Nonconform st minister, England), The

Anat ony of the Service Book (1641).

This day is the day which is commonly called The Feast of Christ's
Nativity, or Christnas day: A day that hath been

heret of ore nmuch abused to superstition and prophaneness. It is not
easy to reckon whet her the superstition hath been greater

or the prophaneness. | have known sone that have preferred Christnas
day before the Lord's Day, and have cried down

the Lord's Day, and cried up Christmas day.

I have known those that would be sure to receive the sacranent upon
Christmas day, though they did not receive it all the year after.

This and nmuch nore was the superstition of the day. And the prophaneness
was as great. O d Father Latinmer saith in one of his

sernmons, That the Devil had nore service in the twelve Christmas holy
days (as they were called) than God had all the year after.

There are sone that though they did not play at cards all the year

I ong, yet they must play at Christmas; thereby, it seens, to keep

in menory the birth of Christ. This and nmuch nore hath been the profanation
of this feast. And truly | think that the superstition and profanation
of this day is so rooted into it, as that there is no way to reform

it but by dealing with it as Hezekiah did with the brazen

serpent. This year God by a Providence hath buried this

feast in a fast, and | hope it will never rise again. You have set

out (Right Honourable [House of Lords]) a strict order for the keeping
of it, and you are here this day to observe your own order, and

hope you will do it strictly. The necessity of the tinmes are great.

Never nore need of prayer and fasting. The Lord give us grace to be
hunbled in this day of humliation for all our own, and Engl and's

sins; and especially for the old superstition, and profanation of

this feast: always renenbering upon such days as these, |Isa. 22:12-14.--Ednmund
Cal any (Westm nster divine), An Indictnent Against Engl and Because

of her Sel fe-Mirdering Divisions (1645).

Festival days, vulgarly called holy-days, having no warrant in the
Wrd of God, are not to be continued. --Wstm nster Assenbly, Directory



for Publick Wrship (1645).

The General Assenbly taking to their consideration the manifold abuses,
profanity, and superstitions, commtted on Yul e-day [ Chri st-mass]

and sonme ot her superstitious days foll ow ng, have unani nously concl uded
and hereby ordai ns, that whatsoever person or persons hereafter shal

be found guilty in keeping of the foresaid superstitious days, shal

be proceeded against by Kirk censures, and shall make their public
repentance therefore in the face of the congregati on where the offence
is conmtted. And that the presbyteries and provincial synods take
particular notice how nministers try and censure delinquents of this
kind, within the several parishes. --General Assenbly, Church of
Scot | and, Act for Censuring Observers of Yul e-day, and other
Superstitious days (1645).

Lasci vi ous carousi ngs, drunkenness, harlotry, conme from observing

of holy days. . . . [Y]our [i.e., the prelates'] cerenonies

that break the sixth commandnent, shall find no roomin the fifth
commandnment . Cause the fifth commandnment [to] speak thus, if you can
"Not wi t hst andi ng that crossing, kneeling, surplice, human holy

days occasion the soul nurder of himfor whom Christ died, yet we

the Prelates command the practice of the foresaid cerenoni es as good
and expedient for edification, for our conmmandnment maketh the nurdering
of our brethren, to be obedience to the fifth commandnent." But

if Prelates may command that which would otherwi se, w thout, or before
t he conmandnent, spiritual murdering and scandali zi ng our brother,

they may command al so, that which would be otherw se without, or before
their command, adultery against the seventh, and theft against the

ei ghth, and perjury and |ying against the ninth conmandnent, and concupi scence
against the tenth; for the fifth commandnent hath the precedency before
the seventh, eighth, ninth and tenth commandnents, no |less than before
the sixth, which forbiddeth the killing of our brother's soul

What do our Doctors [the prelates] clatter and fable to us of a right
of justice, that nortal rulers have to conmand in things indifferent,
fromwhich the destruction of souls doth arise? for these commandnents
of rulers: kneel religiously before bread, the vicegerent inmage

of Christ crucified; keep human holy days; cross the air with your

t hunmb above a baptized infant's face, at best, are but positive
comandnent s, not warranted by God's word. But shall they be nore
obligatory by a supposed band of justice that Prel ates have over us

to command, such toy's then this divine |aw of God and Nature, Rom



14. For indifferent days, meats, surplice, destroy not himfor whom
Christ died?. . . W see not how the cerenobnies are

left free to conscience, because they are alterable by the Church
for [because] the reason of kneeling to bread, of human [holy] days,
of surplice, is noral, not national [i.e., they are ecclesiastical
and therefore noral, not civil, and therefore national]. --Sanue

Rut herford, (Westm nster divine), The Divine Right of Church
CGovernment and Exconmuni cati on (1646).

[U surping Prelacy under it's shadow, did in the secret and holy judgnent
of God, change the dory of God and of our Lord Jesus into the Simlitude
and | nage of the Roman Beast, turning the Power of Godliness unto
Formality, his faithful Mnisters into corrupt Hirelings, the Power

and Life of Preaching into Flattery and Vanity, the Substance of Religion
into enpty and ridicul ous Cerenonies, the Beauty and Purity of the

Ordi nances into Superstitious |Inventions of Kneeling, Crossing, Holy

Days and the like. . . . --Janes Stirling (mnister, Church

of Scotland), Naphtali, or the Westlings of the Church of Scotl and

for the Kingdom of Christ (1667).

1. That there can be no solemm setting apart of any day to any creature;
thus Saints' days are unlawful. For the Sabbath, or Day of Rest,

is to the Lord, and to none other, it being a peculiar piece of worship
to himwho hath divided time betwi xt his worship and our work.

2. No man can institute any day, even to the true God, as a part of
wor ship, so as to bind the consciences to it, or to equal it with
this day [the Lord's day]. That is a part of God's royal prerogative,
and a thing peculiar to himto sanctify and bl ess a day.

3. Even those days which are pretended to be set apart to and for

God, and yet not as part of worship, cannot be inposed in a constant

and ordinary way (as Anniversary days and feasts are) because by an

ordinary rule God hath given to man six days for work, except in extraordinary
cases he shall please to call for sone part of them again. --Janes

Dur ham (mini ster, Church of Scotland), The Law Unseal ed (1675).

Dec. 25. Friday. Carts cone to Town and Shops open as is usual. Sone
sonehow observe the day [Christ-nmass]; but are vexed | believe that

the Body of the People profane it, and bl essed be God no Authority

yet to conpell themto keep it. --Samuel Sewall (judge, chief magistrate



of Boston), journal entry in The Heart of the Puritan (1685).

It is not a work but a word nakes one day nore holy than another.
There is no day of the week, but sone em nent work of God has been
done therein; but it does not therefore follow that every day nust

be kept as a Sabbath. The Lord Christ has appointed the first day

of the week to be perpetually observed in remenbrance of his resurrection
and redenption. If nore days than that had been needful, he would

have appointed nore. It is a deep reflection on the wi sdom of Christ,
to say, He has not appoi nted days enough for his own honour,

but he nust be beholding to men for their additions. The Ad

Wal denses wi t nessed agai nst the observing of any holidays, besides
that which God in his Wrd hath instituted. Calvin, Luther, Danaeus,
Bucer, Farel, Viret, and other great Reformers, have w shed that the
observation of all holidays, except the Lord' s Day, were abolished.

A Popish witer conplains that the Puritans in England were of the
same mnd. So was John Huss and Jerone of Prague |ong ago. And the

Bel gi ¢ Churches in their Synod, Anno 1578. The Apostle

condemns the observation of Jewi sh festivals in these days of the

New Testament, Gal. 4:10; Col. 2:16. Much less may Christians state
other days in their room The CGospel has put an end to the difference
of days as well as of neats. And neither the Pope nor the Church can
make sone days holy above others, no nore than they can nake the use
of some neats to be lawful or unlawful, both of which are expressly
contrary to the Scripture, Rom 14:5,6. Al stated holidays of man's

i nventing, are breaches of the Second and of the Fourth Commandnent.

A stated religious festival is a part of instituted worship. Therefore
it is not in the power of nen, but God only, to nake a day holy. --Increase
Mat her (Nonconform st minister, New England), Testinony Agai nst
Prophane Custons (1687).

Q Is there any other day holy besides this day [i.e., the Lord's
day] ?

A. No day but this is holy by institution of the Lord; yet days of
hum |iati on and thanksgiving may be lawfully set apart by nmen on a
call of providence; but popish holidays are not warrantable, nor to
be observed; Gal. 4:10. Ye observe days, and nonths, and tines, and
years. --John Fl avel (Nonconform st mnister, Dartnouth, England),
An Exposition of the Assenbly's Shorter Catechism (1692).



Q 3. May not the Popish holy-days be observed?

A. The Popi sh hol y-days ought not to be observed, because they are

not appointed in the Wrd; and, by the same reason, no other holy-days

may be kept, whatsoever pretence there be of devotion towards God,

when there is no precept or exanple for such practice in the holy

scripture. --Thomas Vincent (Nonconform st mnister, London), An

Explicatory Catechism or, An Explanation of the Assenbly's Catechism (1708).

I nstead of Endeavours to extirpate Superstition and Heresie,

as we are bound by the sanme Articles of the Sol entm League, and

by the "National Covenant to Detaste [sic] all Superstition

and Heresie wi thout or against the Wrd of God, and Doctrine of this
Ref ormed Kirk; according to the Scripture. . . Gl. 4:10.

Ye observe Days, and Months, and Tines, and Years.

Col . 2:23, Wich things have indeed a shew of W sdom

in WIIl-worship, and Hum lity, and neglecting of the Body, not in
any Honour to the satisfying of the Flesh. Tit. 3:10.

A Man that is an Heretick, after the first and second Adnoniti on,
reject. Yet in the darkness of the times of Persecution, many Dregs
of Popish Superstition were observed, many Onens and

Freets too nuch | ooked to; Popish Festival days, as Pasche, Yul e,
Fastings even, &c. have been kept by many. . . ." --John

MM IIlan, of Balmaghie, et al., The National Covenant, and Sol emn
League and Covenant, Wth the Acknow edgenent of Sins and Engagenent
to Duties: As they were Renewed at Douglass, July 24th, 1712, Wth
Accommodation to the Present Tinmes (1712).

I do reckon the civil inposition of the Yule vacance not only unreasonabl e,
but an occasional inlet into the religious observation of the hol ydays,
since this is certainly the prima ratio legis, but very

burdensonme and expensive to lieges. | hear endeavours w |l be used

to alter the law. --Robert Wbdrow (m nister and Scottish church

hi storian), Letter to M. John WIIlianson (1713).

The restoring of the Yule vacance, abolished at the Revol ution, as

it carries in it a studied reflection upon the Refornmati on then attained
unto, so it is nmost sensel ess and superstitious in itself, an occasion
of nmuch debauchery, and a great prejudice to the |ieges, by stopping

the courts of justice; and it is nost evident, that this and sundry

ot her things were hatched and pronoted by ill-affected persons or



Jacobites, sent from anong ourselves, for no other reason but nerely
out of wantonness, to kick at our constitution, at the Revol ution,
and at the glorious reign of King WIlliamour deliverer. --Robert
Wlie (mnister, Church of Scotland) et al., Menorial of G&ievances
to be Presented to the King (1714).

1. W think God has appointed one certain day in the week, for the

t hankful renmenbrance of those nercies, which he has in comon best owed
upon us. Upon that therefore, as often as it returns, all Christians

are bound to enploy thenselves in nmeditating upon God's works of creation
and redenption, in praising God, and in other religious exercises.

Hence we judge it needless for men, by their authority, to appoint

ot her days of the sanme nature; and desire them who usurp such a power,
to produce the conmi ssion they have for it.

2. It seens probable to us, that God would not have us observe these
yearly Hol i days; because we neet with nothing in his word, whereby
we can fix the tinmes of the year, when those things happened, which
our Adversaries pretend are the occasion of them --Janes Peirce
(Nonconform st mnister, Exon, England), A Vindication of the

Di ssenters (1718).

Al beit there be an Act of Assenbly 1645. Sess. ult. Odering

all the Cbservers of superstitious Days, particularly Yule, &c.--to
be proceeded agai nst by Kirk-Censure--the Guilty to nake publick
Repent ance for the same--before the Congregati on where the O fence
is conmitted--Presbyteries--and Synods, to take particular Notice
how M ni sters--censure Delinquents of this Kind, within the severa
Pari shes, &c. Yet this seens to be gone into Desuetude, seeing,

not only Masters of Schools and Col | eges

are accessory to this superstitious Prophanity--by

granting Liberty or Vacancy to their Scholars at such Tinmes; for which,
by Virtue of this Act, they ought to be summoned before

t he Assenbly, and censured according to their Trespass. But even the
El ders of this Church [the author neans

t he Revol ution Church--the Church of Scotland], in many Pl aces,

are guilty of observing Yule, and such as are ordinarily

Conmuni cants, with Nunbers of others in closs Conmuni on

with this Church, and yet never one of these censured, but connived
at. And what if | should say, too many M ni sters honol ogate

this sinful Custon? whereby, through Mnisters Unfaithful ness, a young



up-rising Generation are left in lIgnorance about the Sinful ness of
that, and other superstitious Days, &c. too, too nuch in Fashion in
our declining Days. --Andrew C arkson (acting as clerk and conpiler
for the United Societies, i.e., the Covenanters), Plain Reasons

for Presbyterians Dissenting fromthe Revol ution-Church in Scotland (1731).

Dissenters . . . reject the consecrating churches, chapels,
cathedral s, priests, garnments, altars, liturgies, singing service,
litanies, bowi ngs, crossings, cringings, holy days, fasts, feasts,
vigils, because not one word of any of themis contained in our only
rule of faith. --Thomas DeLaune (English Nonconform st Baptist),

A Plea for the Non-Confornists (1733).

[I]nstead of nmaking progress in a work of reformation, we cane in
a short time to fall under the weight of sone new and
very heavy grievances: As for instance. . . . Countenance

is also given to a superstitious observation of holy-days,

by the vacation of our nost considerable civil courts,

in the latter end of Decenber. --Ebenezer

Erskine, WIlliam W /I son, Al exander Mbncrieff, and Janes Fi sher (founding
m ni sters of the Secession [Associ ate Presbyterian Church]), A
Testinony to the Doctrine, Wrship, Governnment and Discipline of the
Church of Scotland (1734).

Q Hath CGod appointed any other set tines to be kept holy to
the Lord, besides the sabbath?

A. None but the Jewi sh festivals or cerenonial sabbaths, which being
only shadows of things to conme, they expired with Christ's com ng;
but the command for the weekly sabbath being noral, it continues stil
in force, Col. 2:16,17; Gal. 4:9-11; 1 Cor. 16:1, 2.

Q Are we bound to keep the holy-days observed by others, such

as days for Christ's birth, passion and ascension; days dedi cated
to angels, as Mchaelnas; to the virgin Mary, as Candl enas; besi des
many ot hers dedicated to the apostles and other saints?

A. Though it be pretended that these days serve to pronote piety and
devotion, yet we have no warrant from God to observe any of them
nay, it appears to be unlawful to do it: for 1st, God doth quarre
men for using any device of their own for pronoting his service or



wor shi p, w thout having his command or warrant for it, as in Deut.
12:32; Isa. 1:12; Jer. 7:30. 2ndly, the apostle Paul doth expressly
condemn the Gal atians for observing such holy days, Gal. 4:10, 11.

3dly, It is a disparaging of the Lord' s day which God hath appointed,
and a usurping of his legislative power, for nmen to set days of their
appointing on a level with his day, as the institutors do, by hindering
people to |l abor thereupon. 4thly, It is an idolatrous practice to
consecrate days to the honor of saints and angels, for comenorating
their acts, and publishing their praise; such honor and worship being
due to God al one.

Q Were not these days appoi nted by the ancient church, and
aut hori zed by great and holy nen?

A It was will-worship in them seeing they had no power to institute
hol y-days: for, 1st, Under the |aw, when cerenonies and festivals

were in use, the church appointed none of them but God hinself. 2dly,
We read not hing of the apostles appointing or observing such hol y-days;
not a word of their consecrating a day for Christ's birth, his passion,
or ascension; nor a day to Stephen the proto-martyr, nor to Janes,
whom Herod killed with the sword. W read of the apostles observing
the Lord's day, and keeping it holy, but not of any other. 3dly, These
ot her days are left unrecorded, and uncertain, and so are conceal ed
like the body of Mdses, that nen might not be tenpted to abuse them

to superstition. 4thly, These days have not the divine blessing upon
them for they are the occasions of nuch | ooseness and imorality.
5thly, Though the observing of these days had been indifferent or
lawful at first, yet the defiling of themw th superstition and intenperance
shoul d nmake all forbear them --John WIlison (mnister, Church

of Scotland), An Exanple of Plain Catechising, Upon the Assenbly's
Shorter Catechism (1737).

Q My the church appoint holy days, to renenber Christ's

birth, death, tenptation, ascension, &.?--A No; as God hath abolished
the Jewi sh holy days of his own appoi ntnment, so he hath given no warrant
to the church to appoint any: but hath commanded us to | abour six

days, except when Providence calls us to humliation or thanksgiving;
and expressly forbids us to observe holy days of men's appoi nt nment,

Col. 2:16; @Gl. 4:10, 11.

Q What is the difference between a fast day and a holy day?--A
The day of a fast is changeable, and esteened no better in itself
t han anot her day; but a holy day is fixed to a certain tinme of the



week, year, or noon, and reckoned better in itself. --John Brown,

of Haddi ngton (minister and professor, Associate [Presbyterian] Burgher
Synod), An Essay Towards an Easy, Plain, Practical, and Extensive
Explication of the Assenbly's Shorter Catechism (1758).

Not to insist further in enunerating particulars, the presbytery finally
testify [sic] against church and state, for their negligence

to suppress inpiety, vice, and superstitious observance of holy days,

&c. The civil powers herein acting directly contrary to the nature

and perverting the very ends of the magistrate's office, which is

to be custos et vindex utriusque tabul ae; the mnister

of God, a revenger, to execute wath on himthat doeth evil. Transgressors
of the first table of the law may now sin openly with inpunity; and,
while the religious observation of the sabbath is not regarded, the
superstitious observation of holy days, even in Scotl and,

is so much authorized, that on sone of themthe nbst consi derabl e

courts of justice are discharged to sit. --The Reforned Presbytery
(Covenanters), Act, Declaration, and Testinony, for the Wole

of our Covenanted Reformation, as Attained to, and Established in
Britain and lreland, Particularly Betw xt the Years 1638 and 1649,

I nclusive. As, Also, Against all the Steps of Defection from Said

Ref ormati on, Whether in Fornmer or Latter Tinmes, Since the Overthrow

of that dorious Wrk, Down to this Present Day (1761).

Q Is there any warrant for anniversary, or stated holidays,
now, under the New Testanent ?

A. No: these under the A d, being abrogated by the death

and resurrection of Christ, there is neither precept nor exanple in
scripture, for any of the yearly holidays observed by Papists, and
others: on the contrary, all such days are condemmed in bul k, Gl
4:10; Col. 2:16,17.

Q What crines doth the observation of theminport?

A. The observation of theminports no | ess than an i npeachnent

of the institutions of God, concerning his worship, as if they were

i nperfect; and an encroachnent upon the liberty wherewith Christ hath
made his church and people free, Col. 3:20. --Janmes Fisher (mnister,
Associ ate [Presbyterian] Burgher Synod), Westm nster Assenbly's
Shorter Catechi sm Expl ai ned (1765).



The public worship of God is grievously corrupted, in England and Irel and,

--by a multitude of superstitious inventions. . . . A great many
devi sed hol i days, saints days, fasts and festivals, are |ikew se observed;
with peculiar offices for the sane. --Adam G b (mnister, Associate

[ Presbyterian] Anti-Burgher), The Present Truth: A Display of the
Secessi on Testinony, Vol. 2 (1774).

Men cannot, w thout sin, appoint any holy days. (1.) God has marked
the weekly sabbath with peculiar honour, in his comand

and word. But, if nen appoint holy days, they detract fromits honour
and wherever holy days of nen's appointnment are nmuch observed, God's
weekly sabbath is nmuch profaned, Ex. 20:8; Ezek. 43:8. (2.) God never
coul d have abolished his own cerenonial holy days, in order that nen

m ght appoint others of their own invention, in their room Col. 2:16-23;
Gal. 4:10,11. (3.) God alone can bless holy days, and render them
effectual to pronote holy purposes; and we have no hint in his word,
that he will bl ess any appointed by men, Ex. 20:11. (4.) By permitting,
if not requiring us, to | abour six days of the week in

our worldly enploynments, this commandnent excludes all holy days of
men's appointnment; Ex. 20:8,9. If it permt six days

for our worldly | abour, we ought to stand fast in that liberty with
whi ch Christ hath made us free, Gal. 5:1; 1 Cor. 7:23; Matt. 15:09.

If it require them we ought to obey God rather than

men, Acts 4:19; 5:29.--Days of occasional fasting and thanksgi ving

are generally marked out by the providence of God: and the observation
of them does not suppose any holiness in the day itself, Joel 1:14;
2:15; Acts 13:2; 14:23; Matt. 9:15. --John Brown, of Haddi ngton
(mnister and professor, Associate [Presbyterian] Burgher Synod),

A Conpendi ous View of Natural and Reveal ed Religion (1796).

We therefore condemm the following errors, and testify
agai nst all who naintain them

1. "That any part of time is appointed in divine revelation, or

may be appointed by the church, to be kept holy, in its weekly, nonthly,
or annual returns, except the first day of the week, which is the
Christian Sabbath." --Reforned Presbyterian Church in Anerica
(Covenanters), Reformation Principles Exhibited (1806).

That the Lord's day is the only day appointed by God to be kept holy,



t hough he allows us to set days apart, on proper occasions, for fasting
and t hanksgi vi ng. Those days which, by nmen now under the New Test anent
are called festival or holy days, have no warrant fromthe word, and
are superstitious. Ex. 20:8; Matt. 9:14,15; 28:20; Col. 2:20-23; Matt.
15:7-9. --Reforned Dissenting Presbytery, An Act, Declaration

and Testinony, of the Reforned Dissenting Presbyterian Church, in

North Anmerica (1808).

It is our duty to attend faithfully and industriously to that secul ar
busi ness which is incunbent on us, during the six |ast days of the
week, and not to institute or observe sabbaths of human invention
that we nay be prepared for the sanctification of the Lord' s sabbath.
"Six days shalt thou | abour, and do all thy work." Gal. 4:10, 11.

"Ye observe days, and nonths, and times, and years.

I amafraid of you, lest |I have bestowed | abour upon you in vain."
--Ezra Stiles Ely (pastor, Presbyterian Church in the U S A),

A Synopsis of Didactic Theol ogy (1822).

[ The Wal denses] contemm al | approved eccl esiastical custons which

they do not read of in the gospel, such as the observance of Candl emas,
Pal m Sunday, Good Friday, and the feast of Easter.

--Wlliam Sine, History of the Wil denses (1827).

Under the old dispensation, there were a nunber of days appointed

for cerenonial observances. The Jews kept thirty-five in the year

but of these sonme fell on the Sabbath. Wile the Msaic econony |asted,

and while they remained in Palestine, these were to be observed; but

at the death of Christ they passed away. Hence the apostle says to

the primtive Christians, "Let no man judge you in neat, or in

drink, or in respect of an holy day, or of the new noon, or of the

Sabbat h day" (Col. 2:16), or the Jewi sh Sabbath, on the seventh

day of the week, which was now nerged in the first. This shews how

little they understand the liberty of the gospel, who prescribe for

t he observance of Christians, a variety of holy days, which are unauthorized
in Scripture, and are found in experience to be |lost in idleness,

or abused in folly. Such days, originating in secular policy, or superstitious
excitement, nmay be marked by nanes and rites sol emm and i nposi ng;

yet, wanting the sanction of Jehovah, and the animating breath of

heaven, they are soon disregarded as enpty forns, hated as encunbrances

on public industry, and wel conmed only by those whose situation makes
them wi sh for a season and a pretext for anusenment and di ssi pation.



--Henry Belfrage (mnister, Associate [Presbyterian] Burgher Synod),
A Practical Exposition of the Assenbly's Shorter Catechism (1834).

[Men have no right to institute holidays, which return as regularly

at certain intervals as the Sabbath does in the beginning of the week.
This is an assunption of authority which God has not delegated to

them Holidays are an encroachnent upon the tinme of which he has made

a free gift to men for their worldly affairs. . . . --John

Dick (mnister, United Associ ate Congregation; professor, United Secession
Theol ogi cal Seninary), Lectures on Theol ogy (1835).

We believe that the Scriptures not only do not warrant the observance

of such days [i.e., "holy" days], but that they positively

di scountenance it. Let any one inpartially weigh Col ossians 2:16,

and al so, Galatians 4:9-11; and then say whether these passages do

not evidently indicate, that the inspired Apostle disapproved of the
observance of such days. --Samuel MIler (professor, Princeton

Theol ogi cal Seni nary, Presbyterian Church in the U S A), Presbyterianism
The Truly Primtive and Apostolic Constitution of the Church of Christ

(1836).

[We testify against the celebration of Christnmas, or other festivals
of the Papal or Episcopal church. --Synod of the Reformed Presbyterian
Church of Scotland, Testinony of the Reformed Presbyterian Church

in Scotland: Historical and Doctrinal (1837).

From what has been said, we may infer that this passage of Scripture
gi ves no countenance to religious festivals, or holidays of human
appoi ntment, especially under the New Testanent. Feasts appear to
have been connected with sacrifices fromthe npbst ancient tines; but

t he observance of them was not brought under any fixed rules until

t he establishnent of the Misaic law. Religious festivals forned a
noted and splendid part of the ritual of that |aw, but they were only
designed to be tenporary; and having served their end in comenorating
certain great events connected with the Jewi sh comopnweal th, and in
typi fying certain nysteries now clearly reveal ed by the gospel, they
ceased, and, along with other figures, vanished away. To retain these,
or to return themafter the pronulgation of the Christian |law, or
toimtate themby instituting festivals of a sinmilar kind, is to



doat on shadows--to choose weak and beggarly el enents--to bring
oursel ves under a yoke of bondage which the Jews were unable to bear,
and interpretatively to fall fromgrace and the truth of the gospel.
"Ye observe days and nonths, and tines and years. | amafraid

of you, lest | have bestowed upon you | abour in vain." "Let

no man therefore judge you in nmeat, or in drink, or in respect of

an holiday, or of the new noon, or of the Sabbath days, which are

a shadow of things to cone."” Shall we suppose that Christ and

hi s apostles, in abrogating those days which God hi nself had appoi nted
to be observed, without instituting others in their room intended
that either churches or individuals should be allowed to substitute
what ever they pleased in their roonf Yet the Christian church soon
degenerated so far as to bring herself under a severer bondage than
that fromwhich Christ had redeened her, and instituted a greater
nunber of festivals than were observed under the Msaic | aw, or even
anong pagans.

To seek a warrant for days of religious comrenoration under the gospe
fromthe Jewi sh festivals, is not only to overl ook the distinction
bet ween the ol d and new di spensations, but to forget that the Jews
were never allowed to institute such nenorials for thenselves, but
sinply to keep those which infinite Wsdom had expressly and by nane
set apart and sanctified. The prohibitory sanction is equally strict
under both Testanents: "Wat thing soever | conmand you, observe

to do it: thou shalt not add thereto, nor dimnish fromit."

There are tinmes when God calls, on the one hand, to religious fasting,

or, on the other, to thanksgiving and religious joy; and it is our

duty to conply with these calls, and to set apart tinme for the respective
exercises. But this is quite a different thing fromrecurrent or anniversary
holidays. In the forner case the day is chosen for the duty, in the
latter the duty is perfornmed for the day; in the fornmer case there

is no holiness on the day but what arises fromthe service which is
performed on it, and when the sane day afterwards recurs, it is as

comon as any other day; in the latter case the day is set apart on

all following tines, and may not be enpl oyed for common or secul ar
purposes. Stated and recurring festivals countenance the fal se principle,
that some days have a peculiar sanctity, either inherent or inpressed

by the works which occurred on them they proceed on an undue assunption
of human authority; interfere with the free use of that time which

the Creator hath granted to man; detract fromthe honour due to the

day of sacred rest which he hath appointed; |ead to inpositions over
consci ence; have been the fruitful source of superstition and idolatry;
and have been productive of the worst effects upon norals, in every



age, and anong every people, barbarous and civilized, pagan and Chri sti an,
popi sh and protestant, anong whom they have been observed. On these
grounds they were rejected fromthe begi nning, anong other corruptions

of antichrist, by the reforned church of Scotland, which allowed no
stated religious days but the Christian Sabbath. --Thomas M Crie

(m nister, Associate Anti-Burgher/Constitutional Associate Presbytery;

aut hor and church historian), Lectures on the Book of Esther (1838).

It is notorious, that wherever other days than the Sabbath are religiously
observed, there that holy day is less strictly observed than its nature
demands--less strictly than it is generally observed by those who
regard it as the only set tinme which God has commanded

to be kept holy. It is also notorious, that holy days, as they are
called, are tines at which every species of vice and disorder is nore
flagrantly and nore generally indulged in, than at any other tine;

so that these days are really and highly injurious to civil society,

as well as an encroachnent on the prerogative of God. --Ashbe

Green (mnister, Presbyterian Church in the U S. A ), Lectures

on the Shorter Catechism (1841).

Stated festival -days, commonly cal |l ed hol y-days, have

no warrant in the Wrd of God; but a day nmay be set apart, by conpetent
authority, for fasting or thanksgi ving when extraordi nary di spensations
of Providence adninister cause for them Wen judgnents are threatened
or inflicted, or when sonme special blessing is to be sought and obtai ned,
fasting is emnently seasonable. --Robert Shaw (mnister, Free

Church of Scotland), An Exposition of the Confession of Faith (1845).

Is it innocent and all owable to observe the Passover, (or Easter),

the Pentecost, or the Nativity of our Saviour, (Christmas) . . . ?

Ans. No; Not even when the observance is |left optional with the people;
because, (1.) The Passover and the Pentecost are, by the introduction
of the new di spensation, |aid aside, as typical observances. (2.)

The observance of themwas partly in accommpdation to the early Jew sh
believers, partly to please pagans with outward parade of worship

in conpensation for the |oss of their heathen observances, and partly
by a declining church, that w shed to substitute outward worship for
that which is spiritual. (3.) There is no need of themin order to
pronote religion. The observance of themis will-worship, and wll

tend to the decline of religion. (4.) Christmas, or the Nativity,

i s unaut horized. The time is utterly unknown, being left in inpenetrable



dar kness by the Holy Spirit in the divine records; and no doubt this
was done because the know edge of it was unnecessary, and in order

to repress will-worship. In a wrd, while fast-days are appoi nted

on account of the duty to be perfornmed, in set days, or periodica
days, the duty is observed on account of the day; and therefore the
day nmust be of divine appointnent, or it is sinful.--Abraham Anderson
(m ni ster and professor, Associate Presbyterian Church), Lectures

on Theol ogy (1851).

Under the Jew sh econony there were other set tinmes and nodes of worship,
whi ch were abolished when the Christian econony was introduced. Since
then no holidays (holy days) but the Sabbath, are of

di vine authority or obligation. . . . --James R Boyd (mnister,
Presbyterian Church in the U S. A ), The Wstm nster Shorter

Cat echi sm (1854).

To those who believe in this formof regimen [keeping the Sabbath
as a holy day of rest] it forns "the gol den hours" of tine;

and finding no conmand nor fair deduction from Scripture warranting
themto keep any other day, whether (in honor of the Saxon goddess
Eostre, that is, the Prelatic) "Easter," "the Holy Innocents,"

or of "St. Mchael and all the angels," they believe that

"festival days, vulgarly called hol ydays, having

no warrant in the word of God, are not to be observed." --Al exander
Bl ai kie (mnister, Associate Refornmed Church), The Phil osophy

of Sectariani sm (1854).

No human power can naeke it unlawful for men to pursue their industrial
avocations during the six secular days. The New Testanent plainly

di scourages the attenpt to fill up the calendar with holidays, Gl
4:9-11; Col. 2:16-23. Even days of fasting or thanksgiving are not
holy days; but they are a part of secular tine voluntarily devoted
to God's service. And if we are to performthese things at all, we
nmust take sone tine for them Yet none but God can sanctify a day

so as to make it holy. The attenpt to do this was one of the sins

of Jeroboam 1 Kings 12:33. --WIlliam$S. Plumer (professor, Colunbia
Theol ogi cal Seninary, Presbyterian Church in the U S.), The

Law of God, As Contained in the Ten Comandnents (1864).

In keeping the | ast day of the week as a day of religious observance,



the Jews, by the very act, expressed their religi ous acknow edgment

of God, who had appointed it, and did an act of worship to H m as

its author, in the character of one Creator who made the heavens and
the earth. In keeping the first day of the week now, Christians, by

the very act, recognise Christ as the author of it, and do homage

to Hmas the one Redeener, who on that day rose fromthe dead, and
secured the salvation of H's people. . . . And who does not see, that
upon the very sanme principle the observance of holidays appointed

by the Church, as ordinary and stated parts of Divine worship, is

an expression of religious homage to man, who is the author of the
appoi ntnment, --an unl awful acknow edgnment of hunan or eccl esiasti cal
authority in an act of worship. In keeping, after a religious sort,

a day that has no authority but man's, we are paying a religious honmage
to that authority; we are bowing down, in the very act of our observance
of the days as part of worship, not to Christ, who has not appointed
it, but to the Church, which has. W are keeping the season holy,

not to God, but to man. --Janes Bannerman (professor, New Col |l ege,

Free Church of Scotland), The Church of Christ (1869).

Festival days, vulgarly called holy days, having no warrant in the
word of God, are not to be observed. --Synod of the Associ ate Reforned
Church in North America, The Constitution and Standards of the

Associ ate Reforned Church in North America (1874).

The [Dutch] Reformed churches had been in the habit of keeping Christnas,
Easter and Wi tsuntide [Pentecost] as days of religious worship. The
synod [Provincial Synod of Dordrecht, 1574] enjoined the churches

to do this no longer, but to be satisfied with Sundays for divine
service. --Maurice G Hansen (historian, Reforned Church in Anerica),

The Reformed Church in the Netherlands (1884).

To take the ground that the church has a discretionary power to appoint
ot her holy days and other synbolical rites is to concede to Rone the

| egitimacy of her five superfluous sacranents and all her self-devised
par aphernalia of sacred festivals. There is no mddle ground. Either

we are bound by the Lord' s appointnents in his Wrd, or human di scretion
is logically entitled to the full-blown license of Ronme. --John

L. Grardeau (professor, Colunbia Theol ogical Sem nary, Presbyterian
Church in the U S.), Instrunental Miusic in the Public Wrship

of the Church (1888).



The Protestant Church is fast returning to the heathen cerenonies
of the Church of Ronme, vieing with her in the observance of "Easter
Sunday, " etc. By nmeans of Christmas trees, Santa Caus is becom ng
a greater reality and the object of nore affection to children than
the Saviour hinself. --Reformed Presbyterian Church (Covenanter),

M nutes of the General Meeting (1889).

That Christians did observe sacred days in the apostle's tinme these
witers [i.e., those who deny the divine sanction and authority of

the Lord's day] admit, and also that the usage was approved. But they
say it was not founded on any divine authority; the apostle had just
repeal ed all that. Then on whose authority? That of the uninspired
church. Their view, then, is that the apostle, sweeping away all Sabbat hs
and Lord's days, invites Christians to ascend to his lofty and devoted
experi ence, which had no use for a set Sabbath because all his days

were consecrated. But as it was found that this did not suit the actual
Christian state of nobst Christians, human authority was all owed, and
even encouraged, to appoint Sundays, Easters and Whitsuntides for

them The objections are: first, that this countenances 'w |l -worship,'
or the intrusion of man's inventions into God's service; second, it

is an inplied insult to Paul's inspiration, assunm ng that he nade

a practical blunder, which the church synods, wi ser than his inspiration,
had to nend by a human expedient; and third, we have here a practica

confession that, after all, the average New Testanent Christian does
need a stated holy day, and therefore the ground of the Sabbath comand
is perpetual and noral. --Robert L. Dabney (professor, Union Theol ogi ca

Sem nary, Virginia; Theol ogical School at Austin, Texas; University
of Texas; Presbyterian Church in the U S.), "The Christian Sabbath,"
in Discussions, Vol. 1 (1890).

[ T] hose who quote those portions of Scripture in opposition to the

i dea of a divine obligation on Christians to observe the Sabbath are
found for the nost part, in one section of the Church, and as nenbers

or dignitaries therein they are very far from being consistent. Their
reasoni ng on behalf of their theory and their practice are dianetrically
opposed. If the Apostle Paul were permitted to revisit earth, we night

i magi ne hi m addr essi ng them sonewhat after the followi ng manner:--'Ye
men of a half-reforned Church, ye observe days and tines. Ye have

a whol e cal endar of so-called saints' days. Ye observe a Holy Thursday
and a Good Friday. Ye have a tine called Easter, and a season call ed
Lent, about which sonme of you nake no small stir. Ye have a day regarded



especially holy, naned Christmas, observed at a nmanifestly wong season
of the year, and notoriously grafted on an old Pagan festival. And
all this while many of you refuse to acknow edge the continued obligation

of the Fourth Conmandnment. | amafraid of you, lest the instruction
contained in ny epistle, as well as in other parts of Scripture, has
been bestowed upon you in vain.' --Robert Nevin (mnister, Reforned

Presbyterian Church in Ireland and editor of the Covenanter
Magazine in Ireland), M sunderstood Scriptures (1893).

Q 49. What are sonme of the festival seasons of the Church of
Rome?

A. They are very nunerous; anong themthe following are the npbst prom nent:
--Christmas, Lady Day, Lent, Easter, and the Feast of the Assunpti on.

Q 50. What is the neaning of Christnmas?

A. It is a festival held on the 25th of Decenber, in honour of the
birth of Christ. On this day three Masses are perforned: one at m dnight,
one at daybreak, and one in the norning.

Q 51 When was this festival introduced?

A. The spurious decretals attributed its institution to Tel esphorus,
Bi shop of Ronme, in the first half of the second century; but the Fathers
of the first three centuries nake no nention of it.

Q 52. What is its nost probable origin?

A. That it was not Christian is nanifest fromthe fact that the day

on which the feast is observed could not have been the day of Christ's
birth, inasnmuch as from Decenber to February is the cold and rainy
season in Pal estine, when the shepherds could not have been "keeping
wat ch over their flocks by night." The festival is to be traced

partly to the tendency in the fourth century to nultiply such seasons,
and, by introducing a festival for each period in Christ's life, to
conplete "the Christian year," and partly to the grow ng tendency

in the church to conciliate the heathen by adopting their religious
cust ons.

Q 53. Are there any features in the Christmas festival that
point to a Pagan origin?



A. There are several: the nanme, the tinme of its observance, and the
cerenoni es associated with it.

Q 54. Explain these features in detail

A. The nane "Yule Day," given to Christmas, is Pagan. According

to sonme the word Yule is derived fromhuel, a wheel, and was neant
to designate the Pagan sun feast in commenoration of the turn of the
sun and the | engthening of the day. According to others it was the
Chal dee name for "infant," and was nmeant to designate the

feast in honour of the birth of the son of the Babyl oni an Queen of
Heaven. The tinme indicates a Pagan origin, for it was at the tine
of the winter solstice that the Pagan festival just referred to was
cel ebrated. The cerenoni es of the "Drunken festival" of Babyl on
have their counterpart in the wassail bow and the revels that in
al |l Popish countries have been characteristic of Christnas.

Q 55. Is this festival warranted in Scripture?

A. No. The Scriptures are silent regarding the day and nonth of Christ's
birth, and it is admtted by the best witers that the precise day

cannot now be ascertained fromany source. Christ commanded Hi s disciples
to commenorate Hi s death, but He gave no command concerni ng

His birth. --John M Donald (mnister, Reforned Presbyterian

Church of Scotland; nenber, Scottish Reformation Society), Romani sm

Anal ysed in the Light of Scripture, Reason, and History (1894).

There is a ritualismagainst which George G Il espie delivered a destructive
bl ow by his work on "Engli sh-Popi sh Cerenoni es otruded on the

(Reformed) Church of Scotland"--the ritualismof saints' days

and holy days--and in which he described these and other cerenonies

as the "twigs and spriggs of Popish superstition." These and

other simlar rites and cerenoni es have been repudi ated by the Presbyteriani sm
of this northern kingdomwi thout a dissentient voice for the | ast

300 years. . . . If a nunber of ministers in Presbyterian charges

where no ritualismexists were to resolve to ritualise and Romani se

their congregations, could they adopt better neasures than those in
operation by ritualists? Their plan of canpaign woul d be marked by

the foll owing stages at considerable intervals:--adverse comments

on the sinplicity of the worship observed; . . . introduction of saints
days and holy days, including Ash Wednesday, Maunday Thursday, Good
Friday, Holy Saturday, and Easter Sunday; . . . Wuld they not be

toying all this time with the trinkets of Babylon? --Dr. Janes



Kerr (pastor, Reformed Presbyterian Church of Scotland), "The
Scriptural Doctrines Violated by Ritualism" in Ronmani sm
and Ritualismin Geat Britain and Ireland (1895).

[ Things forbidden by the fourth cormmandnent]: The erection and regul ar
observance of other holy days. Had God seen their regular recurrence

was desirabl e they woul d have been appointed. Their use has been spiritually
damagi ng. They often becone centers of cerenonialismand sensual worship.
--J. A Gier, (professor, Allegheny Theol ogical Sem nary, United
Presbyt eri an Church), Synoptical Lectures on Theol ogi cal Subjects (1896).

There is no warrant in Scripture for the observance of Christmas and
Easter as holy days, rather the contrary (see Gl. 4:9-11; Col. 2:16-21),
and such observance is contrary to the principles of the Reforned

Faith, conducive to will worship, and not in harnmony with the sinplicity
of the Gospel of Jesus Christ. --General Assenbly of the Presbyterian
Church in the United States (Southern Presbyterians), Deliverance

on Christmas and Easter (1899).

Q 7. Is it not a daring intrusion upon the prerogative of God to
appoint as a stated religious festival any other day or season, such
as Christmas or Easter?

A It is an inpeachnent of the wi sdom of God and an assertion of our

right and ability to inprove on his plans. --James Harper (professor,

Xeni a Theol ogi cal Semi nary, United Presbyterian Church), An

Exposition in the Formof Question and Answer of the Westm nster Assenbly's
Shorter Catechism (1905).

The observance of Holy Days had been rejected at the Reformation

and the people of Scotland desired no change [as mandated by the Perth
Articles passed in 1618]. . . . An Oder in June 1619 conmmanded

uni versal obedience to the Articles. . . . So strong was the

opposition that little inpression was nmade by such proceedi ngs. :

The general result was that only a small mnority, and these chiefly

of ficial persons, kneeled at Conmuni on or observed Easter or Christnas;
even this was due sinply out of deference to the king's w shes. --Sheriff
O r, Al exander Henderson: Churchman and Statesnan (1919).



Festival days, commonly called holy-days, having no warrant in the
Wrd, are not to be observed. --Associate Reforned Presbyterian
Synod, Constitution of the Associate Refornmed Presbyterian Church (1937).

In former times the Reformed Presbyterian Church was solidly opposed

to the religious observance of Christmas, Easter and ot her speci al

days of the sane kind. . . . [We should realize that we Covenanters,

i n opposi ng the observance of Easter and other "holy" days,

are only holding to the original principle which was once held by

all Presbyterians everywhere. It is not the Covenanters

t hat have changed. . . . [T]he apostle Paul regards this observance

of days as a bad tendency: "I amafraid of (for) you, lest | have bestowed upon you
[abor in vain.". . . Paul wondered what was wong with their

religious know edge and experience, that they should have becone so zeal ous
for the observance of days. --J. G Vos (mnister, Reformed Presbyterian
Church of North America), "The Observance of Days" in Blue Banner

Faith and Life (1947).

Here | amalone in the library and apparently everyone has gone from
Machen Hall until Friday norning. Now it is 9:30 p.m on Wdnesday.

You may think this dismal. Well, | love it. It is a delightful change
fromthe usual stir. | have had two good days in the Library. Mnday

was taken up with commttee neetings, forenoon and afternoon. | hope

to be here all day tonorrow. | have not even accepted a di nner engagenent
for what they call 'Christmas.' | hate the whol e business. --John

Murray (professor, Westm nster Sem nary, Othodox Presbyterian Church),
"Letter to Valerie Knowton, Dec. 24, 1958," in Collected

Witings, Vol. 3 (1958).

1. What was originally the conviction of the churches in regard

to the holy days?

The Reformers such as Calvin, Farel, Viret, Bucer and John Knox were
opposed to observing the holy days.

VWhat were their notives for this?

That they were not divine but human institutions.

That they brushed aside the inportance of Sunday.

That they gave occasion to licentious and heathen festivities.

coTonN

3. What then did they prefer in regard to preaching the facts
of Christ's birth, death, etc.?



That it be done on regular Sundays. On the Sunday before Chri stmas
the Christnas story was preached, etc.

4. Howis it then that the ecclesiastical synods still made provision

for the observance of the holy days?

a. They did so as a concession to the Authorities, which clung tenaciously
to the holy days as vacation days for the people.

b. The churches permtted the mnisters to preach on these holy days

in order to change a useless and unprofitable idleness into a holy

and profitable exercise.--K DeGer (mnister, Netherlands Reformed Church
t he Hague; teacher, Theol ogi cal School at Rotterdam, Explanation of the
Church Order of Dordt (1968).

It is just this attitude of indifference to the Constitution that

has brought us to the state we are in in the P.C. U S. Wereas, earlier
as is reflected in the 1899 deliverance about Christnmas and Easter,
there was neticul ous concern for staying with the standards, and the
strict interpretation of Scripture on even such a matter as these

two days. Now there is a conplete reversal to the point of adopting

the liturgical calendar of past tradition, w thout any Biblical basis.
--Morton Smith (professor, Geenville Theol ogi cal Sem nary, Presbyterian
Church in Anerica), Howis the Gold Becone Dim (1973).

Holy Days. The Free Presbyterian Church rejects the nodern

cust om becoming so prevalent in the Church of Scotland, of observing
Christmas and Easter. It regards the observance of these days as synptomatic
of the trend in the Church of Scotland towards closer relations with

Epi scopacy. At the tine of the Reformation in Scotland all these festivals
were cast out of the Church as things that were not only unnecessary

but unscriptural. --Conmittee appointed by the Synod of the Free
Presbyterian Church, H story of the Free Presbyterian Church

of Scotland. 1893-1970 (ca. 1974).

Recently denom nations that never had cal endars before were induced

by the National Council of Churches to adopt the practice.

How can such non-bi blical forns of worship be defended? The Puritan

principle, that is, the Biblical conmand, is that in worship we should

neither add to nor subtract fromthe divine requirenents.

[ Professor] Janes Benjamin Geen, Studies in the Holy Spirit (Revell 1936),
has urged Christians to cel ebrate Pentecost: "There are three great days in the
Christian year: Christmas, Easter, and Wi tsunday, and we are not true to



our faith when we allow Witsunday to fall into the background.
It has ranked with Christrmas and Easter. The three together
are the three throned days of the Christian year."

It is amazing that a professor in a Presbyterian seninary should be
so Romish and anti-Reformed. Scripture gives us our rules for worship
and, to repeat, fromthemwe should not subtract, nor to them shoul d
we add. We should turn neither to the left nor to the right. Now,
Scripture does not authorize us to celebrate Pentecost. The sane is
true of Christmas. It began as a drunken orgy and continues so today
in office parties. The Puritans even nade its cel ebration a civi

of fense. And yet an argunent for cel ebrating Pentecost was, "Don't
all Christians celebrate Christnas and Easter?" No, they do not.

My father's family and church never cel ebrated Christmas, nor did
the two Bl anchard adm nistrations in Weaton Col |l ege. But what about
Easter? Surely we mnmust cel ebrate Easter, shouldn't we? Yes indeed,
we should, as the Scripture conmands, not just once a year in the
spring, but fifty-two times a year. --Gordon H Cark (professor,
Covenant Col | ege, Refornmed Presbyterian Church, Evangelical Synod),
The Holy Spirit (1993).

Christms, Good Friday, and Easter are Romish sacred days. By this

we nmean that they have their source in Roman Catholic tradition, rather
than in Scripture. . . . [T]here have been tines in the history

of the Refornmed churches when the truth on the subject of sacred days
received reverent attention. Already, before John Calvin arrived in
Ceneva at the tine of the great Reformation, the observance of Roni sh
sacred days had been di scontinued there. This had been done under

the | eadership of Cuillaune Farel and Peter Viret. But Calvin was

in hearty agreement. It is well known that when these traditiona

days canme al ong on the calendar, Calvin did not pay the slightest
attention to them He just went right on with his exposition of whatever
book of the Bible he happened to be expoundi ng. The Reforners, Knox

and Zwingli, agreed with Calvin. So did the entire Reformed church

of Scotland and Holland. At the Synod of Dort in 1574 it was agreed

t hat the weekly Sabbat h al one should be observed, and that the observance
of all other days shoul d be discouraged. This faithful Biblical practice
was | ater conprom sed. But that does not change the fact that the

Ref ormed churches originally stood for the biblical principle. The
original stand of the Reforned churches was Scriptural. That is the
inmportant thing. --G 1. WIlianmson (mnister, Othodox Presbyterian
Church), On the Observance of Sacred Days (n.d.).
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On the front cover
Santa C aus as depicted by Thomas Nast in an 1879 issue of Harper's Wekly.

The Santa Claus myth of a fat, white bearded, jolly old man, who wears
ared suit, lives at the North Pole, nakes toys for children, and
distributes gifts to children all over the world at Christmas tine,

devel oped fromthe Roman Cat holic veneration of Saint N cholas. N cholas
was a real person who lived in the 3rd and 4th centuries in Asia M nor
(Turkey). He becanme the Bishop of Myra and was apparently both generous
and popular with the people for after his death various | egends surrounding
his life arose. N cholas was declared the patron saint of children

by the church. He was venerated (i.e., worshipped) yearly on Decenber

6 by both the Greek and Latin churches. "The cel ebration of St

Ni chol as Day was inportant for a long tinme in the Low Countries and

Rhi ne provi nces; but the growi ng concentration of the winter festiva

on Christmas Day and the rise in inportance of the Christmas tree

during the | ast 200 years have caused the St. N cholas custons to

be absorbed into the Christmas cel ebration"” (Encycl opedi a

Aneri cana, (1953 ed.), 20:313).

What is particularly offensive about the Santa C aus mnythol ogy from
a Christian perspective is the fact that the Divine attributes of
ommi sci ence and omi presence are attributed to Santa O aus. The popul ar
Christmas carol says: "He knows when you are sl eeping; he knows
if you're awake; he knows if you've been bad or good, so be good for
goodness sake." Santa knows what everyone in the whole world is
doing, even in secret. He is portrayed as a com ng judge and as havi ng
the ability personally to deliver gifts to over two billion children
in a few hours. Thus what millions of professing Christians regard
as harm ess, innocent, and good for their children is nothing |ess
than rank idolatry. The objection that "we knowit's not true,
therefore it's okay" is unscriptural. The Jews and Christians
who were killed for not bow ng the knee to idols knew that the fal se
gods were nythological. Santa-god is a nyth as are all false gods.
Christians have no nore business teaching their children to believe
in Santa Cl aus than to believe in Ml ech, Ashteroth or Baal

Back



The Regulative Principle of Worship

And Christmas

"...which | conmanded them not, neither cane it into ny heart."

"...CGod here cuts off fromnen every occasion for meking evasi ons,
since he condenms by this one phrase, "I have not comanded them"

what ever the Jews devised. There is then no other argunent needed

to condemm superstitions, than that they are not conmmanded by God:

for when nmen allow thensel ves to worship God according to their own
fancies, and attend not to his conmands, they pervert true religion.
And if this principle was adopted by the Papists, all those fictitious
nodes of worship, in which they absurdly exercise thenselves, would
fall to the ground. It is indeed a horrible thing for the Papists

to seek to discharge their duties towards God by perfornming their

own superstitions. There is an i mense nunber of them as it is well
known, and as it manifestly appears. Were they to adnit this principle,
that we cannot rightly worship God except by obeying his word, they
woul d be delivered fromtheir deep abyss of error. The Prophet's words
then are very inportant, when he says, that God had commanded no such
thing, and that it never cane to his mind; as though he had said, that nen
assume too much wi sdom when they devi se what he never

requi red, nay, what he never knew. "

--John Calvin, Commentary on Jereniah 7:31
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