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‘What Was Abolishéd
By Christ

PETER’S TESTIMONY,
“CONCERNING PAUL’S ‘WRITINGS”

HE SAYS: “In all of his epistles, speaking in them
of things hard to be understood, which they that

are unlearned, and unstable wrest, as they do also the
other scriptures TO THEIR DESTRUCTION”.
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“Study to show thyself approved of God, a workman,
that needeth not to be ashamed, RIGHTLY DIVID-
ING THE WORD OF TRUTH”. — 2 Tim. £ 38 b B
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. “There is a way that seemeth right unto a man, but

the end thereof are the ways of death.” — Prov. 14: 12,
and 16: 25. .



QUESTION:: v ' ‘

~ The: apostle Peter who delivered that soul-shrrmg
sermon on the "day of Pentecost, 33. years later warned
the church then, as well as us today, of the danger of
W re%tmq or mterpretmo Paul’s wrltmgs to our own des-
truction. How could this be? What is there in- Paul's

- writings that will destroy pcople if wrongly interpreted?
In fact, throughout the entire Word of God, what is it
that condemns people, and causes them to lose eternal
life ?

ANSWIR :

[t is SIN. “The wages of sin is death”, but the gift
of God is eternal life “through Jesus Christ our Lord”.
(Romans 6: 23). In thc Old Testament time there was
a certain code of law written by the finger of God, on
two tables of stone. (Exodus 31:18; also 32: 15, 16;
Deut. 10: 4), If any person broke one of these ten
commandments the offender was taken-out of the camp
and stoned to death. It did not make any dilference
which commandment, the “wages of this sin was death”,
for the breaking of any one of them.

There was a provision made, however, that the guilty
person could bring a lamb to the priest and have it
killed in his place, then he would go free, but he would
not be free to commit the same “olfense again. There
was also a provision made for the person who was too
poor to afford a lamb, he could bring two turtle doves
(Lev. 5: 7) but the offense was so great in breaking
this law that somcthing had to die. A life was sacrificed.
Either the sinner or the most innocent of animals, or
birds, was “slain. This is the “Law of Pardon”, which .
Paul says “was added because of transgression until the
seed (Christ) should come™. (Gal. 3: 19). This positively
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was not the law of the ten cecmmandments, but the
“law of pardon. If Paul’s wntings, which Peter says ‘are
“hard to be understood, are wrested or twisted, in such
a manner as to cause people to lightly regard the ten
commandments, and transgress themn, it means destruc-
tion, to that person. Sin is what destroys people, and
we also read in the New Testament that “sin is the
transgression of the law”. (1 John 3: 4). Now, dear
reader, let us pay heed to the Spirit's warning through
Peter, and ‘righily divide Paul’'s writings”, for many
unlearned and unstable teachers are at this time, wrest-
ing them to the destruction of thousands of people.

QUESTION : :

But we are told in the New Testament that “‘the law
is our school-master, to bring us to Chnst, that we
might be justified by faith, and when faith comes we
are no longer under a school-master”.

ANSWER

This statement is in the same chapter, and just a few
-verses following the text by Paul quoted above, . Paul
says this law was “added because of rtransgression”, It
15 thercefore this same added law that brought us to
Christ, compared to the school-master. It is not the
ten commandwents spoken of here. Note carefully that
this law was added because of something. What was it?

In was “added because ol transgression”. Consequently
" there was something iraasgressed before this law came.
Paul says: “Wherc there is no law, there is no trans-
gression”, (Rom. 4: 15), [lence, in order to be trans-
gression there had to be a law to transgress, This was
the ten commandment law. It fits in with the story per-
fectly, Then the pardon law, the scheol-master, or the
added law, with the lamb a type of Christ, brought the
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“offender to justification, and freedom. He was let go,
and not stoned, but: he. had no licence to repeat. the
came offense. He . was -under - the- grace - (or favour of
(od) through the blood of the offering, just the same
as we are now delivered from the penalty of the law,
by the blood of Christ, and arc under grace, and no
longer under the condemmation- of the ten command-
ment law. |
QUESTION : L i

I have heard many people say that we are now saved
by faith in Jesus Christ, and not by keeping the law,
and that the law was made void, and nailed to the
cross. What do you think about this?

ANSWER : i

It matters not, dear one, what I think about this, That
is the trouble today people are taking what someone thinks
“instead of what the Lord says. I will give you Paul's
sumunary after his discussion of the law with the Ro-
mans. He says: "Do we then make void the law --—
through (aith? God forbid, yea, we establish the law.”
(Romans 3: 3). The fact that we exercise faith in Jesus
the lamb of God, and are “baptized for the remission
of sin”, we establishd the law, the transgression of which
was always sin in the Old Testament, and is still sin
now. God never changes. When we do this to [orgive
sin, it shows® the strength of the law, and that there 1s
a law which if broken is sin.

QUESTION :

Is it not a fact that the New Testament teaches a
dispensation of grace, instead of law, and that we are
‘not now under law, but under grace?

ANSWER :
Yes we are in a glorious administration of GRACE,
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or favour, The word “grace” means favour, and the
grace of God is the favour of God., In Romans 6: 14
Paul says: “Ye are not under the law but under
grace”. But he goes on in the next verse and asks: What
then, shall we s, his answer is, God forbid”. He says:
“Shall we sin then, bceause we are not under law
but under grace?’ Here in other words: “Shall we
transgress the law then?” “God forbid”. He tells us
also m chapter 3: 20. that “by the law is the knowledge
of sin”

The expression by Paul' of “being under the law”, is
purposely misunderstood by - those whom Peter calls
“unstable” persons. Others, he says, are “unlearned”,
and both classes “‘wrest” Paul’s writings to their own
destruction. |

Under the law imeans under the power and guilt of
the law. Those who transgress the law are the ones
who are under it. They stand condemned by it. They
are under its penalties and  judgments. When a man
violates the speed law driving his car or runs through
a red light stop signal, and 'is caught by the police,
he is then under the law. The law he violated has him
under its power. He is a captive under its penalties.
He is not free until he pays the fine whatever that
law prescribes.

We are all counted as sinners, Paul tells us, and it is
by the grace, or the favour of God in sending his Son
Jesus Christ into the world, that we get grace or par-
don. We have faith in his shed blood which we accept
by faith and are curned lose. We are free, under grace,
but can we break the law? Does this give us a right to
desecrate the Sabbath or break any of the ten command-
ments, just because we have been pardoned, and released
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from the p'en;llty"-.of' thr.law which prt.:é'CIihES death?
Paul asks: Do we then make’ void the law throuqh faith?
- God. forbid, yes we (’btab]lsll the. law'. = Rom. o

QUESTION '

Isn’t it a fact that Paul pl'nnl) tells us, that the Jaw
‘being nailed to the cross. the Sabbaths and holy days
are done away? % | ' :
ANSWER : ;

This text is found in Col. 2: 14, and it reads: “Blott-
ing out the hand writing of ordinances, that was against
us, contrary to us, and took it out of the way nailing
it to his cross. .. let no man- therefore judge you in eat,
in drink, or in respect of an holy day, or of the new
moons, or of the Sabbath days which are shadows of
things to comne, but the body is of Christ”.

Now let us carefully consider these texts with an
‘open heart, loving Truth, and not wrest it, as many do,
Paul's writings”, of which this i1s part, to our ow: des-
truction. Notice, he says, this law nailed to the cross,
was against fthe apostles) and contrary to them, If Paul
herc sncaks of the ten commandment law, as thousands
of preachers tell vou, I wonder just how many of those
ten commandments were against thé apostles and con-
trary to them. Are the ten commandments against any
good man and contrary te. him? Just which command-
ments of the ten, do you suppose these hcly apostles
wanted to violate? Did they have murder in their hearts
ov adultery? God forbid. No indeed. The holy ten com-
mandment law is in harmony with every good man
and good woman. It is not contrary to them.

The law that was against the apostles was the law of
Moses that demanded the killing of animals, and their
blood for the forgiveness of sin. Right here in Jerusalem
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the Jews were performing the evening and morning sa-
crifices, killing these animals. The apostles witnessed
it daily, and it sure was against them and contrary to
them, for they knew those offerings were ended, they
had accepted the blood of the Lamb sent from heaven

Two classes of men, one unstable and the other un-
learned are - twisting this scripture  of Paul's to their
own destruction and the destruction of others, as Peter
warned us in 2 Peter 4: 15, 16.

QUESTION :

What does Paul mean when he says if we try to be
justified by the keeping of the law, we are fallen from
grace? (Gal. 5: 4).

ANSWER :

Paul is here speaking of the law given by Moses, and
written in a book, the old law of pardon by the blood
of the animal. which contained circumcision of the flesh
etc. He was not speaking of the 10 commandments. For
proof of this the verse just before this one, and in the
same chapter reads: “For I testify again to every man

that 1s <circumcised, that he is a debtor to kecep the
whole law”. This is not confusing. It is very plain
which law Paul refers to and that he is not speaking
of the ten commandments.

QUESTION :
What proof is there that two different codes of
law were given during the Old Testament time?

ANSWER :

There is abundant proof. First, the fact that one
particular law was written by the fmgm of God on tablt_s |
of stone, and it says: “He added no more”. (Deut.
22). Seven different texts tell us that this law was
written by the finger of God on tables of stone, While
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the other law was - written by Moses and written in |a
hock. The Lord speaks of it clearly as follows:
is the law .of the burnt offering, of the meat offering,
of the sin. offermg, which the Lord commanded Moses’.
We give the two laws in contrast as

(Leviticus 7 37)

follows,

- The Ten- Commandment

Law

Was spoken by God.
— Deut. 4:12.

Was written by. God

~on tables of stones.

Ex. 31:18.

Was a perfect law.

— ‘Psa. 19:7,

Christ did not come
to destroy it. -——
Matt, 31T

He came to magnify
it and make it hon-
ourable. — Isa. 42:

21.

Every jot and tfttle
shall stand as long
as heaven and earth

are here. — Matt.
5:18.
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The Law of Pardon

“This

3

by Moses

Was spoken by M
ses. — Deut, 1:1-61

9
[}

Was written by Mo-
ses i a book. —

Deut, 31:24.

Made nothing’_'per-
fect. — Heb. 7:19

Was nailed to the
r:r'os_s.—-—-Col. 2:14, I"ﬁ.

He abolished it. —
Eph. 2:18; |

_ i
Was an added falb,
given only until the
seed should come, —

Gal. 3:19. f

|
|
|
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10.

1.

12.

The on'1cé=*§~_fh0 breaks
the least command-
~ment will be

and gathered out

- _as one of the tares.
and .

13:30.

‘Was a law of liberty

and two of the 10
commandments  gi-
ven. — James 2:

10-12.
Is spiritual, holy,
just and  good. -~

Romans 7:12.

Not the hearers are

justified, ~ but only
the doers of this law.
— Rom. 2:13.

The carnal mind is
not subject to this
law and cannot be
without the
— . Rom, 8:5-7.

Contains = the com-

mandments of God.
(Rev. 14:12). Is the

faith of the remnant

B e

least.

Spirit.

f0.

1.

12;

.‘S'Pé'ﬁ. k:irig:. of '.-_tihé-’ law

of Moses; we read:

“We gave mo such
- commandment; = that
e should keep the
lamy." . Aets15:1,

S L

Was a voke of bon-
dage, and against,
and contrary to the
apostles. — Gal. 5:

1; Col. 2:14, 16.

Was a shadow of
things to come. —

Heb. 10:1:-Col. 2:17.

Those trytng to bs

justified by this law
are fallen from grace.

—. Gal. 5:4.

This law was carnal.

Contained a carnal
commandmeni. —
Heb. 7:16.

The law of com-
mandments contain-
ed in  ordinances.
(Ebh 1 2:15). Is  a
shadow  of  good
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church. (Rev. 12: things to :comc "
17). Those who keep (Heb. - 10:1).
it, eat of the tree of disanulled fdr .'.hc
life. — Rev, 22:14. weakness therfof —
: Heb, 1 7:18: |
QUESTION -

The ten commandments are the old covenant, and
doesn’t Paul teach us that the old covenant is done
2way, and we are now under the new covenant?f *
ANSWER ' | ]

Where is the scripture that says any law is a covenant?
A law 1s not a covenant. l.ock up the word in the dic-
tionary. The first definition to a covenant is: “An' agree.
ment between two or more persons”, It is an agree-
ment, and the terms of the agreement are spoken of
as the words of the covenant. The words of the covenant,
are not the covenant any more than the doar of a
house 1s the house.

Remember that a covenant 1s an agreement between
two or more partics. Now you go back and read care-¢
fully Exodus 19th and 20th chapters. There you find
the agreement, chapter 19. The terms of that agreement
were on Gods part that He would bless and perpetuates
[srael as a great and mighty nation and as a royal peo-
ple 10 remain unto him. a special treasure. Th:s was
his part of the agreement. The people, or Israel’s part
of the agreement was to obey his voice and to keep
all of his commandments. In verses 7 and 8, we find
that Moses called all the elders together and put before
their faces this proposition, They 1_111 agreed to.i it; “to
these words of the covenant. ) :

Now here is your covenant and it is an agrecment
Aol £ B



just as the. definition of the word “covenant is given
in your dictionary. This is what is known as the Old
‘Covenant, and coming over to Hebrews 8:13 we read:

“In that he saith an Old Covenant. he hath made the
Mlirst old. Now that ‘v‘mch decau‘th and \VAXETH old
18 0 t’°adv to vanish away.” " Look at the top of vour
Bible and you will find that this was’ the vear. 64 AD.
“And. what do we find? Here this old covenant had not
vet ‘vanished awav 64 AD.. hut was waxing old, and
ready to do so.

But these men who are wresting Paul's writing to
~their own destruction, some of whom are unlearned
while others are' unstable (preaching for a salarv only)
will tell you that it ended 33 A.D.. and was nailed to
the cross and that it was the tern commandments. Now
who is right, these unstable twisters of Paul's writings
or the clear statement of Paul himself. that this old
covenant had not yect ended the vear 64 A.D. but was
READY to vanish away.

. Now here it is, God’s agreement to bless Tsrael and’
make of her a mighty people and a perpetual nation,
was his part of the covenant. He kept it to this time,
but the disobedience of Israel had sorely tried His
mercv and grace. He was about to destroy the nation.
and bring an end to his part of the agreement. and
just six vears after Paul made this statement. the Ro-
mans under Titus besieged Jerusalem. Tt is said that a
million Jews perished. the temple was destroyed, and
the long dispersion commenced. Yes his agreement with
them ended. In Paul’s day it was waxing old and recady
to. come to an end. This covenant of which the ten

commandments were. Israel’s part, ended 70 A.D. and
not 33 AD. But do you thmk that _]llSl “because Isracl
LR % A :
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falled in kecping these commandments, that God! abo-

ished them through His Son. No, the very fact that
God brought this great calamity upon Israel for break-
ing these commandments is proof of their strength and
binding force.

Note that the new covenant is made with onl the
house of Judah and Israel. Heb. 8:10). Comparé  this -
with Ezek. 36:24 to 28. -

God who -never changes, but who is the same yester-
day, today and forever, without respect to person, stil
regards these commandments, just the same as when He
wrote them with His own finger on tables of stone,
and delivered them to His servant Moses. |

There are more than fifty different covenants spoken
of in the Old Testament, and why be bewildered about
them and trv to make out that the old covenant ending,
destroyed the Ten Commandments? The reason is
evidently explained by Paul in the following scripture,
where he found too many people secking to please the
flesh, and money to satisfy the urge of the natural
man for things temporal instead of the things of the
spirit. He says: “For they that are after the flesh, do
mind the things of the flesh, but they that are after the
spiritthe things of the spirit. For to be carnally minded
s death, but to be spiritually minded is life. and peace.
BECAUSE the carnal mind is ENMITY against GOD,
for it is NOT subject to the LAW OF GOD, neither
indeed CAN BE”. — Romans 8:5, 6, 7. |

Note, - Paul 1s not speaking about the law of a:nimal
sacrifices here, nor either of blood offerings, for he
sirongly condemned that law, consequently he was re-
fering to the Ten Commandment law, so often referred
to the same way in many scriptures. Here we have; per-
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cons who are not sceking after the Spirit of Life (Luke

F:1I-14Y, bug instead they are sceking “after ~the ways
to please the flesh. being against the law of God. This
1S ex“:ctly what we find loday among thousande of pro-
fessed ministers -and teachers, who are wresting - Paul’s
wiitings to their own destruction. ”lC) are making law-
Lreakers -and Sabbath desecrators. 1t is the law hreakers
that fill the penitentiaries: and insane a.sylums to the
overflowing in every country.

Dear reader, will you not join with us, in this Refor-
mation, to get people to.seeking for the Spirit of God,
and then back in harmony with heaven, and with one
another observing all of God's Ten Lo:n111andmeﬂts
because they are regenerated by the Spirit of the hvmg
God. We do not advocate the keeping of the command-
ments to get saved, but we do positively know that all
who are in a saved condition through the operation
of the spirit in theiwr lives will keep the commandments
mcluding the Sabbath day, after the light comes ¢ them,
which God said would be a sign between Him - and
Isracl for ever. -— lLExodus 31:16, 17. |

All who arc of faith are adopted children into  the
nation and family of Isracl. Read Gal. 3:7 and also 3:
£6-29. The process of this adoption is through the ac-
ceptance of Jesus Christ (YAHSHUA), Note Col. 2:
11-12 and. Romans 2:28. 29. and also Romans the 11th
chapter.—— '

THE ORIGIN AND CHARACTER OF SUNDAY

It i1s not our intention in this article ‘to unscttle any
ol God’s children on what is truth, or bri‘ng undue
unhappincss to such ‘as are happy and cnjoying their
religious beliels; but as true happiness only comes to
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“the man whamn God  correcieth™ (Job 5:17) and who
doesn't wet “weary of His correcuon” (Prov. 3:11),
therefore let us ever be ready te receive correction,
“for whom the Lord loveth He correcteth” (Prov. 3:12).

SEMIRAMIS

Seimrauns, the wife of Nimrod, became a great queen
and in order that the people would love her, she told
them that she would take possession of the moon after
she died just as her husband Nimrod had taken posses-
sion of the sun.

Semiramis never married after the death of Nimrod
but a few years after her husband Nimrod’s death she
gave birth to a son on the 25th day of December.
This son they called Tammuz This great queen Semi-
ramis chumed that the spirit of the sun, her husband,
was the father of Tammuz.

TAMMUZ

Tammmnz was consideied the son of the sun. The first
letter of his naume T was ever afterwards considered as
the symibol of the sun. '

Sunworshipers sacrificed their human offermgs to the
sun god, upon a wooden cross, the initial letter T of
the pname Tammuz. _

Tammuz was a great hunter like his supposed father
Nimmrod. But while yct quite young he was killed by a
wild boar, in the spring of the year, This caused much
weeping tluonuh(m' the whole country. The f{orty days
before the time of the celebration for the moon were
set apart as days of weeping for Tammuz, Especially
did the women take the lead in this weeping for Tam-
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 muz during these (orty days now called “Lent” among

; the Christians,

!
LT ' SUN WORSHIP Ly

- T'he origin and character of sun-worship was, ‘is, and
~ always will be pagan. By shatever name or under
what ever form the sun ~was: worshipped, therc was
always a female divinity associated with it. As the sun
was the grcat god, the supreme lord, and as he exerted
his most glorious powers in reproduction, it was held
to be the most acceptable worship for his devotees so
to cmploy themselves their powers. Consequently, prosti-
tution was the chief characteristic of all sun-worship
wherever found.

When God cstablished His worship with the children
of Isracl in the very midst ol the sun-worshiping nations
round about, He ‘required of them to make the door
of their temple always toward the east, in order that
all who worshipped the Lord would in so doing turn
their backs upon the sun and its worship:; and that
whoever joined in the worship of the sun had first to
turn his back upon the Lord. But even though the Lord
was so careful in His dealing with His children, yet
Israel did apostatize from Him turning their backs upon
the Temple of the Lord and their faces towards the

cast; and they did worship the sun towards the east.
— kzek. 8:16.

Sunday came [rom this sun-worship and was dedi-
cated to the sun .god. It was on this day that the worst
sun-worship features were practiced. The origin  and
character of Sunday like sun-worship was, is, and always
~will ‘be pagan. No matter how this .child of paganism
is dressed up so as to make it look Christian, it is pagan
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in both origin and charaeter. Sunday is the wild, solar
Lolidday ol all pagan tirnes.
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