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Thesis, Antithesis, Synthesis

	Hegel was an idealist philosopher and defined history with the words thesis, antithesis and synthesis. Karl Marx then took this dialectical method and applied it to Marxism:

	Encyclopedia Britannica: 

	“All things contain contradictory sides or aspects, whose tension or conflict is the driving force of change and eventually transforms or dissolves them.”

	Applied to History

	Thesis: 

	The papacy during the 1260 years had the states in submission to her agenda.

	Antithesis: 

	1793-1798: The French Revolution thinkers inspired the proletariat to rise against the ecclesiastical and monarchical powers. This eventually led to Socialist Marxism and the Cold War.

	Synthesis: 

	The papacy and the socialist states come together and merge into a New World Order. 

	Louis Were

	In 1951, shortly after the cold war began (in 1947) Louis Were wrote: 

	“The world knows that atheistic communism and domineering Romanism are today in a death fight. We all know too that Protestantism is to Romanism as detestable an enemy as communism [notice three powers: Papacy, Communism, and Protestantism]. Rome has no favors or peace with either. Today, especially since protestant democracies are at odds with Russia, Romanism diplomatically ‘flirts’ with some influential protestant groups or individuals in order to win their support in her fight to maintain her political and religious system throughout the world.” Louis Were, Before Probation Closes, p. 29

	“We must not forget that communism is more a rival to Romanism than an enemy. Communism has more in common with Romanism than with any other religious body. Communism has thrived best in Roman Catholic countries. Rome is, therefore, much more opposed to the political and international brand of communistic action than it is opposed to its atheistic doctrines. What Rome detests is communism and what it fears most is its anti-Roman policy rather than its anti-Christian philosophy.” Before Probation Closes, p. 31

	Similarities

	Fact #1: Both Communism and Roman Catholicism are IMPERIALISTIC. They both envision an empire that will conquer and embrace the entire world:

	In 1990, Roman Catholic Jesuit priest, Malachi Martin, published the bestselling book: The Keys of This Blood: Pope John Paul II Versus Russia and The West for Control of the New World Order [notice the threesome again]. Martin’s book describes the tooth and nail struggle for world dominion between the papacy, Communism (secularism), and Western Capitalism. On page 18, Martin described the aspirations of all three global competitors:

	“There is one great similarity shared by all three of these globalist competitors. Each one has in mind a particular grand design for one world governance . . . Their geopolitical competition is about which of the three will form, dominate and run the world system that will replace the decaying nation system.” (Malachi Martin, The Keys of this Blood, p. 18)

	And then Martin ominously predicted:

	“No holds barred because, once the competition has been decided, the world and all that’s in it--our way of life as individuals and as citizens of the nations; our families and our jobs; our trade and commerce and money; our educational systems and our religions and our cultures; even the badges of our national identity, which most of us have always taken for granted--all will have been powerfully and radically altered forever. No one can be exempted from its effects. No sector of our lives will remain untouched . . . Nobody who is acquainted with the plans of these three rivals has any doubt but that only one of them can win.” (Malachi Martin, The Keys of This Blood, p. 16)

	Fact #2: Both Communism and Roman Catholicism are TOTALITARIAN. Communism vows for total and absolute control of the world system of religion, politics, education, economics and individual consciences. Notably, so does the harlot of Revelation 17. She controls the economy, the kings, the daughters, the multitudes.

	Fact #3: Both communism and Roman Catholicism are in bitter opposition to FREEDOM OF SPEECH, FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE, and FREEDOM OF WORSHIP because this would prevent total control.

	Fact #4: Both Communism and Roman Catholicism have a SPYING SYSTEM not only to prevent defections but also to punish defectors. Communism had the KGB and Catholicism has organizations such as the Opus Dei and the Jesuits, 

	Fact #5: Both Communism and Roman Catholicism DESPISE CAPITALISM AND PROTESTANTISM. Why? Because capitalism and Protestantism guarantee freedom of enterprise, freedom of speech, freedom of the press, freedom of religion, freedom of politics and individualism. The guarantee of these freedoms goes against the grain of totalitarianism. Freedom cannot exist in a system that wants to exert total control.

	Fact #6: Both communism and Roman Catholicism OPPOSE GOD but in different ways. Communism has the ‘sincerity’ of openly denying the existence of God and thus openly opposes religion. Catholicism hypocritically supplants God while at the same time claiming and pretending to honor Him. According to 2 Thessalonians 2:3, 4 the papacy opposes everything that is called God and sits in the Temple of God showing himself to be God.

	Communism places the state as a substitute for God while the papacy places the pope in place of God. Catholicism is more dangerous than communism because it pretends the opposite of what it really is. 

	Fact #7: Both Communism and Catholicism claim to CARE FOR THE NEEDS OF THE POOR and for HUMAN RIGHTS. However, both have a terrible record in both areas. Both thrive in AREAS OF EXTREME POVERTY where there is a small middle class. Therefore, they both preach the need to redistribute the wealth of the industrialized nations to the poor. 

	In Europe during the 1260 years, there was ignorance, war, disease, social unrest, and persecution. The Church raised admirable church monuments such as the Cathedral of Notre Dame at the expense of the poor. 

	In Latin America, the papacy has had over 500 years to improve the lives of the people and caravans of thousands come to the USA looking for a better life. Both systems feign an interest for the poor and yet the governing class lives by a higher standard than do the poor. Regarding Communism in Nicaragua, Martin wrote:

	“They live in homes expropriated from the ousted middle class, in comfortable Managua suburbs such as Las Colinas. They shop at specially designated hard-currency and ‘dollar’ stores, where there is no ‘preferential treatment for the poor.’ They dine at luxury restaurants restricted to Party officials, and lunch in their government offices on the daily loads, delivered by official vans, of ham, lobster, and other delicacies unobtainable elsewhere in Sandinista Nicaragua. They relax in reserved box seats at the baseball stadium, enjoy unlimited supplies of gasoline and water that are rationed to the people, and vacation in the mansions of the Somoza dynasty, suitably rebaptized by the Sandinistas as ‘protocol houses.’ They travel around their native Nicaragua with personal bodyguards of Cubans and East Germans who are armed with Soviet automatics, ostensibly to be pointed at potential assailants but presumably equally effective even against an activist priest who might waver in his enthusiasm for politics of the Sandinista brand.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 139, 140

	Ellen White and the redistribution of wealth:

	“There are many who urge with great enthusiasm that all men should have an equal share in the temporal blessings of God. However, this was not the purpose of the Creator. A diversity of condition is one of the means by which God designs to prove and develop character. Yet He intends that those who have worldly possessions shall regard themselves merely as stewards of His goods, as entrusted with means to be employed for the benefit of the suffering and the needy.”  WM, p. 175

	Fact #8: Both communism and Roman Catholicism have their hands STAINED IN BLOOD. They both have PERSECUTED and sought to silence those persons or groups who oppose their totalitarian aspirations. Regarding Communism in the former Soviet Union a news source wrote:

	“One million imprisoned or exiled between 1927 to 1929; 9 to 11 million peasants forced off their lands and another 2  to 3 million peasants arrested or exiled in the mass collectivization program; 6 to 7 million killed by an artificial famine in 1932-1934; 1 million exiled from Moscow and Leningrad in 1935; 1 million executed during the ''Great Terror'' of 1937-1938; 4 to 6 million dispatched to forced labor camps; 10 to 12 million people forcibly relocated during World War II; and at least 1 million arrested for various “political crimes” from 1946 to 1953.”

	Fact #9: Both are INSPIRED BY SATANIC POWER from beneath because they both come from the bottomless pit (Revelation 11 and Revelation 17)

	“In many of the nations of Europe the powers that ruled in church and state had for centuries been controlled by Satan through the medium of the papacy. But here is brought to view a new manifestation of satanic power.”  GC, pp. 268, 269  

	Fact #10: Both systems keep alive by maintaining a SYSTEM OF EDUCATION that brainwashes its students into blind submission to its superiors.

	Fact #11: Both accept and teach the evolutionary theory of beginnings (more on this tomorrow), except in Roman Catholic theology God nudges the process forward at certain critical stages. 

	Fact #12: Both will be OVERCOME BY THE LAMB when He returns in power and glory (Revelation 17).

	The Papacy’s Vision

	Since the times of St. Augustine, the Roman Catholic Church has taught that the stone that hits the feet of the image in Daniel 2 does not represent the second coming of Jesus; it rather represents the papacy taking over the reins of the secular powers of the world to establish Christ’s universal kingdom of peace on earth. 

	In 1999, Reformed scholar John Robbins wrote:

	“What the Roman Catholic Church-State accomplished on a small scale during the middle Ages is what it desires to achieve on a global scale in the coming millennium.” John W. Robbins, Ecclesiastical Megalomania, p. 187 (1999)

	It is a sobering fact that on the Mount of Temptation, Satan offered Jesus all the kingdoms of the world and he rejected them but Satan offered the papacy those same kingdoms and the papacy accepted the offer.

	The Papacy’s Ultimate Goal

	What is the papacy’s ultimate goal in all of this discussion on climate change (spearheaded by the Encyclical Laudato Si), immigration, poverty, and family?  

	The papacy uses socialist catchwords to describe its ultimate goal. The key words and expressions that appear repeatedly are: 

	
		‘The common good’ (individualism is an enemy to be dreaded)


		‘Solidarity’ (we are all in this together so we must all unite in one ecumenical body: 



	
	“We require a new and universal solidarity.” Laudato Si’ 14)

	 

	
		‘Subsidiarity’ (our personal interests are subsidiary to the common good)


		‘The common destination of goods’ (property is not personal but belongs to all of humanity according to need).



	
	Repeatedly, popes, conciliar documents and theologians have used these words and expressions. Let us consider some of them. 

	Pope Benedict XVI in his 2009 encyclical, Caritas in Veritate made a chilling suggestion:

	“There is urgent need of a true world political authority, as my predecessor Blessed John XXIII indicated some years ago. Such an authority would need to be regulated by law, to observe consistently the principles of subsidiarity and solidarity, to seek to establish the common good, and to make a commitment to securing authentic integral human development inspired by the values of charity in truth. Furthermore, such an authority would need to be universally recognized and to be vested with the effective power to ensure security for all, regard for justice, and respect for rights."

	The Compendium of Catholic Social Doctrine, section 173: 

	“If it is true that everyone is born with the right to use the goods of the earth, it is likewise true that, in order to ensure that this right is exercised in an equitable and orderly fashion, regulated interventions are necessary, interventions that are the result of national and international agreements, and a juridical order that adjudicates and specifies the exercise of this right.”

	Which ‘world political authority’ was Pope Benedict referring to? 

	Pope Pius XI in his encyclical Quadragesimo Anno had already provided the answer:

	“That principle which Leo XIII so clearly established must be laid down at the outset here, namely, that there resides in Us [in the Papacy] the right and duty to pronounce with supreme authority upon social and economic matters.” Pope Pius XI, Encyclical Quadragesimo Anno, May 15, 1931, paragraph 41

	Ayn Rand in 1967 described the papacy’s ultimate agenda:

	‘The Catholic Church has never given up the hope to re-establish [she must have once had it and lost it] the medieval union of church and state, with a global state and a global theocracy as its ultimate goal.’ The Roman Church-State is a hybrid—a monster of ecclesiastical and political power. Its political thought is totalitarian, and whenever it has had the opportunity to apply its principles, the result has been bloody repression. If, during the last 30 years, it has softened its assertions of full, supreme, and irresponsible power, and has murdered fewer people than before, such changes in behavior are not due to a change in its ideas, but to a change in its circumstances [the secular governments keep her at arms’ length] . . . The Roman Church-State in the twentieth century, however, is an institution recovering from a mortal wound. If and when it regains [so it must have lost it] its full power and authority, it will impose a regime more sinister than any the planet has yet seen [the deadly wound will be healed].” John W. Robbins, Ecclesiastical Megalomania, p. 195.

	The Role of Protestants and Liberalism

	However, the papacy needs to do more than gain the support of the secular world. She needs to gain the support of Protestants.

	“Protestants have tampered with and patronized popery; they have made compromises and concessions which papists themselves are surprised to see and fail to understand. Men are closing their eyes to the real character of Romanism and the dangers to be apprehended from her supremacy. The people need to be aroused to resist the advances of this most dangerous foe to civil and religious liberty.”  GC, p. 566

	As we shall see tomorrow, the Pope has forsaken the need for theological orthodoxy and defending the papacy at all costs in favor of fitting in with the changing times of culture. 

	Liberal Ideas

	“And this is the religion [Catholicism] which Protestants are beginning to look upon with so much favor, and which will eventually be united with Protestantism. This union will not take place, however, by a change in Catholicism; for Rome never changes. She claims infallibility. Protestantism will change. [This is how] The adoption of liberal ideas on its part will bring it where it can clasp the hand of Catholicism. RH, June 1, 1886

	What does Ellen White mean when she refers to ‘liberal ideas’? Protestantism has forsaken the Bible as the absolute standard of truth and has become politically correct defining truth and error based on tradition, culture and personal experience. 

	What Satan did by getting the papacy to forbid the Bible in the past it has done by undermining its authority in the present!

	Positive Use

	Ellen White uses the word ‘liberal’ most of the time in the sense of generosity in giving. In this sense, her use of the word ‘liberal’ is positive. 

	If taken out of context ministers are doing what God commanded. Here she is talking about the church being generous in giving: 

	“A responsibility rests upon the ministers of Christ to educate the churches to be liberal.”  6BC, p. 1103 

	Ellen White also uses the word as a synonym for a democratic government:

	“The lamblike horns and dragon voice of the symbol point to a striking contradiction between the professions and the practice of the nation thus represented. The "speaking" of the nation is the action of its legislative and judicial authorities. By such action it will give the lie to those liberal and peaceful principles [a liberal system that allows people or organizations a lot of political or economic freedom] which it has put forth as the foundation of its policy.” GC, p. 442

	Negative Use

	“The progress of reform depends upon a clear recognition of fundamental truth. While, on the one hand, danger lurks in a narrow philosophy and a hard, cold orthodoxy, on the other hand there is great danger in a careless liberalism.” MH, p. 129

	“Sinners are continually crying, "You are narrow, so narrow." "Liberalism," cry the lawless; "bring not your claims of law upon us." "The religion of Christ," says another, "is too hard. I cannot be a Christian; it involves too much."  20MR, p. 71

	Ellen White also referred to it as ‘false charity’ or political correctness:

	“As the Protestant churches have been seeking the favor of the world, false charity has blinded their eyes. They do not see but that it is right to believe good of all evil, and as the inevitable result they will finally believe evil of all good.” GC, p. 571

	Liberal here refers to theology, being open to full diversity, inclusiveness without regard to Bible principles and doctrines. It even means accommodating the biblical story of Creation to the discoveries of science, so called.  

	Bible Past and Future

	“A day of great intellectual darkness has been shown to be favorable to the success of the papacy. It will yet be demonstrated that a day of great intellectual light is equally favorable for its success. In past ages, when men were without God's word and without the knowledge of the truth, their eyes were blindfolded, and thousands were ensnared, not seeing the net spread for their feet. In this generation there are many whose eyes become dazzled by the glare of human speculations, "science falsely so called;" they discern not the net, and walk into it as readily as if blindfolded. God designed that man's intellectual powers should be held as a gift from his Maker and should be employed in the service of truth and righteousness; but when pride and ambition are cherished, and men exalt their own theories above the word of God, then intelligence can accomplish greater harm than ignorance. Thus the false science of the present day, which undermines faith in the Bible, will prove as successful in preparing the way for the acceptance of the papacy, with its pleasing forms, as did the withholding of knowledge in opening the way for its aggrandizement in the Dark Ages.”  GC, p. 572

	Common Points of Doctrine

	“The wide diversity of belief in the Protestant churches is regarded by many as decisive proof that no effort to secure a forced uniformity can ever be made. However, there has been for years, in churches of the Protestant faith, a strong and growing sentiment in favor of a union based upon common points of doctrine. To secure such a union, the discussion of subjects upon which all were not agreed—however important they might be from a Bible standpoint—must necessarily be waived.” GC, p. 444

	“When the leading churches of the United States, uniting upon such points of doctrine as are held by them in common, shall influence the State to enforce their decrees and to sustain their institutions, then Protestant America will have formed an image of the Roman hierarchy, and the infliction of civil penalties upon dissenters will inevitably result.”  GC, p. 445

	Which are the two doctrines do all the Christian Churches have in common that could bring them together? Sunday and the immortality of the soul.

	A Fierce and Determined Conflict

	“The Protestant churches are in great darkness, or they would discern the signs of the times. The Roman Church is far-reaching in her plans and modes of operation. She is employing every device to extend her influence and increase her power in preparation for a fierce and determined conflict to regain control of the world, to re-establish persecution, and to undo all that Protestantism has done. Catholicism is gaining ground upon every side. See the increasing number of her churches and chapels in Protestant countries. Look at the popularity of her colleges and seminaries in America, so widely patronized by Protestants. Look at the growth of ritualism in England and the frequent defections to the ranks of the Catholics. These things should awaken the anxiety of all who prize the pure principles of the gospel.”  GC, pp. 565, 566  

	What could Ellen White mean by ‘fierce and determined conflict’? She is not speaking about military conflict but rather a spiritual conflict. The papacy has conquered the rival, socialism or communism without firing a bullet! It has done this by adopting a socialist agenda to earn the trust of Socialists, and then she will strike and she is well on her way to defeating the Protestant Reformation.

	“It is a part of her policy to assume the character which will best accomplish her purpose; but beneath the variable appearance of the chameleon she conceals the invariable venom of the serpent.” GC, p. 571

	


Francis the Socialist

	“But God will have a people upon the earth to maintain the Bible, and the Bible only, as the standard of all doctrines and the basis of all reforms. The opinions of learned men, the deductions of science, the creeds or decisions of ecclesiastical councils, as numerous and discordant as are the churches which they represent, the voice of the majority--not one nor all of these should be regarded as evidence for or against any point of religious faith. Before accepting any doctrine or precept, we should demand a plain "Thus saith the Lord" in its support.”  GC, p. 595

	The end time conflict will be over the issue of authority. Will it be the Bible or will it be:

	
		Opinions of learned men

		The deductions of science

		Ecclesiastical creeds

		Ecclesiastical councils

		The voice of the majority

		Subjective human experience



	
	John Paul II, Francis I

	Let us dwell for a few minutes on the papacy’s concept of creation. It is a fact that neither John Paul II believed nor does Pope Francis I believe that the creation story of Genesis literally occurred as it is written in the book of Genesis. 

	Both have referred to the biblical story as symbolic. Both believe that the universe came into existence by a Big Bang and that this world has evolved over the course of billions of years through the process of macroevolution albeit with the intervention of God at certain critical points in the process.

	John Paul in a speech to the Papal Academy of the Sciences, referred to evolution as ‘more than a hypothesis’ and argued that the various branches of science have presented ‘a significant argument in favor of the theory’. 

	“Today . . . new knowledge has led to the recognition of the theory of evolution as more than a hypothesis. It is indeed remarkable that this theory has been progressively accepted by researchers, following a series of discoveries in various fields of knowledge. The convergence [of these discoveries], neither sought nor fabricated, of the results of work that was conducted independently is in itself a significant argument in favor of the theory.”

	Stephen Swanson, staff writer for the Chicago Tribune was brutally honest when he wrote that Darwin’s evolution and the biblical record cannot be reconciled:

	“In a major statement of the Roman Catholic Church’s position on the theory of evolution, Pope John Paul II has proclaimed that the theory is ‘more than just a hypothesis’ and that evolution is compatible with Christian faith. In a written message to the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, the pope said the theory of evolution has been buttressed by scientific studies and discoveries since Charles Darwin. . . If taken literally, the Biblical view of the beginning of life and Darwin’s scientific view would seem irreconcilable. In Genesis, the creation of the world, and Adam, the first human, took six days. Evolution’s process of genetic mutation and natural selection—the survival and proliferation of the fittest new species—has taken billions of years, according to scientists. . .” Chicago Tribune, 10/25/96 “Pope Bolsters Church Support for Evolution.” By Stephen Swanson, Tribune staff writer.

	Pope Francis, who along with John Paul II wants to please the world of academia, affirmed that the papacy endorses the Big Bang as the origin of the world:

	“The Big Bang, which today we hold to be the origin of the world, does not contradict the intervention of the divine creator but, rather, requires it . . . Evolution in nature is not inconsistent with the notion of creation, because evolution requires the creation of beings that evolve. When we read about Creation in Genesis, we run the risk of imagining God was a magician, with a magic wand       able to do everything but that is not so . . . He created human beings and let them       develop according to the internal laws that he gave to each one so they would reach their fulfillment . . .”

	According to the Big Bang theory, the evolutionary process of the universe began some 13.8 billion years ago when a single speck in the universe exploded and the universe began to expand.

	The Devastating Implications

	These statements by the popes are troubling for the following reasons:

	
		The foundation of heterosexual marriage between a man and a woman is based on a literal reading of the creation story.



	
	“Therefore a man shall leave his father and his mother and be joined to his wife.”

	
	
		The foundation of gender identity as male and female has as its basis the literal reading of the creation story. 



	
	“Male and female He created them.”

	
	
		The Sabbath as a memorial of creation has as its foundation on a literal reading of the Genesis account. 



	
	“The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord your God.”

	
	
		The creation story defines the distinctive functions of men and women in marriage.


		Francis I has constantly admonished the strong to help the weak and the rich to help the poor. However, his counsel does not fit with the mechanism of evolution because evolution functions based on the survival of the fittest or natural selection where the strong prevail and the weak disappear. If this is true, why should the strong help the weak and the rich help the poor? 


		Even more seriously, the papal view of origins destroys the expectation of a soon coming of Jesus. How many more millions of years must we wait for evolution to work out its wrinkles and flaws to reach its Omega Point? 



	
	The Character of God

	The evolutionary theory mars the beautiful character of God:

	
		It is an attack on the omnipotence of God (does not God have the almighty power to create things instantaneously by speaking them into existence? Is God’s power so limited that He must use a method that takes billions of years?).


		It is an attack against the omniscience and wisdom of God (Is not God wise enough to create everything perfect from the start without having to use a method of trial and error where there is much waste, suffering and death?).


		It is the method of the survival of the fittest. The strong prevail and the weak succumb. It is contrary to the biblical principle that the rich should help the poor and the strong the weak. It is a method of trial and error where the process of evolution irons out the glitches. Does this reflect the biblical picture of God? Could not God get it right from the start? 



	
	“Evolution presents a bloody, ruthless struggle for existence from the very beginning, where there is much waste of living substance and many false starts and blind alleys.”  Here I Stand, p. 277.

	
	Does this sound like the Creator who fed 5,000 and 4,000 with 5 loaves and 2 fishes and commanded that nothing be wasted?

	
	
		It is an attack on the love and mercy of God (how can a God of love use a method where there is much suffering, cruelty, pain and death? Does this sound like a God who cares for the sparrows and dresses the fields with lilies?). Would a God whose eye is on the sparrow use such a cruel method to create? (Luke 12:6)


		It is an attack against the need for a savior (if the Genesis account is symbolic then the story of the fall is also symbolic and salvation simply means perfecting through the process of evolution).



	
	The Bible presents an unbroken chain of events: 

	
	
		God created Adam and Eve perfect with no inclination to sin.

		Adam and Eve ate from the literal tree of knowledge of good and evil and literally fell into sin.

		The virus of sin passed from Adam and Eve to all their descendants.

		Death came in because of sin and passed to all human beings 

		Therefore, all humanity needs a Redeemer from sin and death.

		If there was death before sin then the link between creation and redemption is broken. 



	
	Roman Catholic theologian Karl Schmits-Moorman quoted in Creation, Catastrophe and Redemption, p. 112:

	
	“The notion of the traditional view of redemption as reconciliation and ransom from the consequences of Adam’s fall is nonsense for anyone who knows about the evolutionary background to human existence in the modern world. Further, salvation cannot mean returning to an original state, but must be conceived as perfecting through the process of Evolution.”

	
	Seventh-day Adventist creationist scientist Frank L. Marsh wrote about the devastating implications of an evolutionary beginning:

	
	“If death and the law of tooth and claw existed long before man, and if man evolved through these ‘natural’ processes, then there could not have been a perfect Garden of Eden nor a perfect Adam and Eve. Nor could there have been a real fall, in which man became subject to sin. If that is so, what is the theological meaning of Jesus’ incarnation and atonement? Paul connects the two: ‘For as by one man’s disobedience many were made sinners, so also by one Man’s obedience many will be made righteous” (Romans 5:19)

	
	“If there was no Garden of Eden with its tree of life, what is the future that Revelation 22 depicts for the redeemed?” Frank L. Marsh, quoted in, Here I Stand, pp. 278, 279

	
	The evolutionary theory destroys the biblical hope of a soon coming of Jesus to restore the earth to its original perfection. If perfecting is through the process of evolution, how much longer must we wait until the process reaches its climax? Millions of years? Billions? How many more million years must we wait for lamb and wild beasts living together in harmony? (Isaiah 11:6; 65:25)

	
	If we eliminate a literal beginning, a literal fall, a literal atonement and a literal second coming, what is left? We might as well pack up our Seventh-day Adventist bags and join the ecumenical movement!

	
	The Jesuit Strategy

	Now we must discuss briefly the Jesuit agenda concerning the Sabbath and we begin with the dialectical theory of Socialism or Communism. Hegel theorized that history develops in three stages: Thesis, antithesis and synthesis. The theory as it applies to the papacy works out in the following way:

	
		Thesis: The papacy during the 1260 years.

		Antithesis: In the French Revolution, Communism or Secularism arose against the papacy.

		Synthesis: Catholicism and Communism join forces.



	
	John Paul I

	Pope John Paul I was very unhappy with the liberal trends of the Jesuit Order and planned to give a hard-hitting speech at a meeting of the General Congregation on September 30, 1978. According to Vatican insiders, he intended to rebuke the doctrinal deviations of the Jesuits. Unless the Order saw a speedy reform, he planned to liquidate the Society with the possibility of reconstituting it at some future time. The day before he was to give his speech, only 33 days into his pontificate, he was found dead in his bed and there was no autopsy.

	Conservative Popes

	Upon the death of John Paul I, the conclave elected Karol Wojtyla as pope. John Paul II was a traditionalist, anti-communist (because he was from Poland where he had struggled against Communism), who believed in the authority of the Pope and the infallibility of church dogma. 

	“The contradiction between John Paul’s Polish model and the ‘Liberation’ model advocated ardently and openly by the Jesuits in Latin America could not have been more stark or bold-faced.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 28

	John Paul II and his successor, Benedict XVI were popes of a dying breed. They were staunch defenders of papal authority and of the dogmas of the Church. During the conservative pontificates of John Paul II  and Benedict XVI (Benedict was the head of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith), the papal talking points focused primarily on social issues such as marriage between a man and a woman, euthanasia, abortion, LGBT, as well as papal authority and doctrinal orthodoxy.

	Of course, the political leaders of the world and the secular media including the United Nations frowned upon these causes so the papacy needed to implement a more liberal agenda 

	As is well known, John Paul was not only a theological conservative but also a deadly enemy of Communism; he fought tooth and nail against Communism in the Soviet Block while Ronald Reagan did the same in Latin America. This ‘holy alliance’ between the Vatican and the United States would ultimately defeat Communism. 

	Vatican II

	At the same time, Post-modernism was eroding the idea that there is such a thing as absolute doctrinal truth. It also denied that truth can be found anywhere outside the subjective experience of each human being. 

	Until recent times, the Roman Catholic Church has taught that its dogmas are absolute, infallible truth and the pope is its absolute arbiter. However, at Vatican Council II (1962-1965) things began to change.

	The catchword for the Council was Aggiornamento that in Latin means ‘renewal.’ According to conservative Vatican insiders, the Council was a watershed event that began to dilute the authority of the pope and the doctrinal orthodoxy of the church. The confirmation of the truthfulness of the insiders’ assessment would not take long! 

	Communism in Latin America

	In the 1970’s Communism began causing problems in Central America. The Jesuit bishops were not merely Roman Catholics but also Communists. In the decade of the 1980’s the problems intensified as catholic priests embraced Liberation Theology and began to question church dogmas and to treat the authority of the Pope with disdain and disrespect.

	“Words and phrases laden with meaning for the people were co-opted and turned upside down. The historical Jesus, for example, became an armed revolutionary. The mystical Christ became all the oppressed people, collectively. Mary the Virgin became the mother of all revolutionary heroes. The Eucharist became the bread freely made by liberated workers. Hell became the capitalist system. The American president, leader of the greatest capitalist country, became the Great Satan. Heaven became the earthly paradise of the workers from which capitalism is abolished. Justice became the uprooting of capitalist gains, which would be ‘returned’ to the people, to the ‘mystical body’ of Christ, the democratic socialists of Nicaragua.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 57

	Malachi Martin

	The book by the late Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, published in 1987, two years before the fall of the Berlin Wall, is a real revelation. Martin was a staunchly conservative Jesuit and close friend of Pope John Paul II. He was aghast at what the liberal Jesuits were doing to demean the authority of the pope and of church doctrine. In his book, he documents, in minute detail, how the Sandinistas treated John Paul II with disdain and disrespect when he visited Nicaragua in March of 1983. He also documents how, beginning with Vatican II, the Jesuit Order has watered down church doctrine and the authority of the pope in order to make it easier to unite with Protestants, world political leaders and scientists. 

	It is a documented fact that since the sixties, the Jesuits have been chipping away at the idea that church dogma is set in stone. They also question the idea that the pope is the absolute arbiter of truth. They realize that in order for the papacy to gain the trust of the political leaders of the world, it must embrace the causes that they stand for. 

	Pope Benedict ‘Retires’

	This is the real reason why Pope Benedict was strong-armed to ‘retire’ from the papal throne. The papacy needed a liberal pope who would not focus on the orthodoxy of church dogma or on the authority of the pope but rather on the causes that pleased the politicians of the world and made it easier for Protestants to feel at home with the papacy. 

	Ellen White hit the nail on the head when she compared the papacy to a chameleon: 

	“It is a part of her policy to assume the character which will best accomplish her purpose; but beneath the variable appearance of the chameleon she conceals the invariable venom of the serpent.” (The Great Controversy, p. 571)

	Benedict resigned or retired but not on his own free will. The conversation topics needed to change so that the papacy would be more in harmony with the agenda of the United Nations and the world governments because prophecy predicts that the papacy will be able to use the civil powers of the world to accomplish her agenda. 

	“Though the movement [of the Socialists] has been global since its inception, it was above all in Latin America that the strange alliance between Jesuits and Marxists gathered its first practical momentum. It was there that this new Jesuit mission, entailing as it does nothing less than the transformation of the sociopolitical face of the West.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 17

	“In other Central American countries [besides Nicaragua], meanwhile, Jesuits not only participated in guerrilla training of Marxist cadres, but some became guerrilla fighters themselves.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 17

	“. . . there is not one major dogma or one capital moral law of Roman Catholicism that has not been both challenged and denied by individual Jesuits, beginning with Jesuits of the highest rank and the most honored stature.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 22

	“To achieve Christian unity, he [Karl Rahner] said, it was necessary to drop all insistence on papal infallibility as a dogma, and to drop insistence as well on all other doctrines about the Roman Pontiff and Roman Catholicism that had been defined and proposed by Popes since the fourth century.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 22

	First Jesuit Pope

	The original purpose of the Jesuit Order: 

	“They [the Jesuits] were giants, but with one purpose: the defense and propagation of papal authority and papal teaching.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 28

	Loyola’s disciples were to:

	
		Be obedient to the theology of the church

		Obedient to the authority of the Pope



	
	Francis I is the first Jesuit pope in the history of the Roman Catholic Church. His focus is not on church doctrine or on the authority of the papal chair. He is a Catholic Socialist in the style of the Sandinistas of Central America in the 1980’s. He has synthesized Catholicism with Socialism. He is a theological liberal and does not care much about Orthodox Church doctrine. 

	“Part of Pope Francis’ strategy has been generally to play down the importance of formal teaching. Under St. John Paul II and Pope Benedict XVI, the Vatican’s doctrinal office was the source of many definitive documents on major issues, including controversial questions of sexual and medical ethics. It also investigated and disciplined theologians who deviated from orthodoxy. Under Pope Francis, both of those functions have practically ceased.” Francis X. Rocca, The Wall Street Journal, ‘Shifting Lines: Pope’s Uncertainty Principle’, March 31-April 1, 2018.

	“The single most famous statement of his pontificate, made during an in-flight news conference, remains, ‘Who am I to judge?’” Francis X. Rocca, The Wall Street Journal, ‘Shifting Lines: Pope’s Uncertainty Principle’, March 31-April 1, 2018 

	The key item on the papal to do list is to win the trust and confidence of the civil powers of the world (especially the United States) and then advise them to implement its agenda. In order to accomplish this, the papacy has recognized that it must change its traditional talking points. 

	Change of Talking Points

	During the pontificate of Francis I, the first Jesuit pope in history, the traditional social talking points have all but faded from view. The pope rarely mentions church doctrine or the authority of his papal chair. When approached on his view of gay marriage he said, ‘who am I to judge?’ 

	“The prison visit [in Rome] also displayed the pope’s characteristic emphasis on social and economic justice, themes he has elevated above questions of sexual and medical ethics—matters he has deemed too much of a preoccupation for the church.” Francis X. Rocca, The Wall Street Journal, ‘Shifting Lines: Pope’s Uncertainty Principle’, March 31-April 1, 2018.

	“In place of the otherworldly purpose of the traditional Church, the Society of Jesus has substituted the here-and-now struggle for the liberation of one class of men and women in our society today: those millions who suffer from social, economic, and political injustice.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 15

	His topics of conversation are socialist including climate change, poverty, spreading the wealth of rich nations to poor ones for the common good, and open and free immigration. Political leaders and the United Nations can identify with these causes. The politicians of the world revealed their enthusiastic approval of the pope’s new talking points when the 193 nations represented gave the pope a thunderous standing ovation when he finished his inaugural speech at the seventieth anniversary of the General Assembly of the United Nations in September of 2015. 

	“Nevertheless, the brute fact is that many Jesuits wish to see a radical change in the democratic capitalism of the West, in favor of a socialism that seems inevitably to come up smelling just like totalitarian Communism.” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 16

	“Therefore, by concentrating on the issues of human rights, refugees, minorities, exploitation of peasants, workers, women, and the helpless, the Society would be committing itself to ‘the promotion of a more just world order, greater solidarity of rich countries with the poor, and a lasting peace based on human rights and  freedom. . . We must strive for international justice and an end of the arms race’. By those ‘works of justice,’ Jesuits would be ‘foreshadowing the new age which is to come’. But the ‘validity of our mission’ would depend to a large extent ‘on our solidarity with the poor.’” Malachi Martin, The Jesuits, p. 470, 471

	Arturo Sosa Abascal

	The most powerful man in the Vatican is not the pope but rather the Black Pope, the Father Superior of the Jesuit Order. We can see the shift away from church dogma (and the Bible) in order to please the contemporary liberal, post-modern mind in an interview of Giuseppe Rusconi with Father Arturo Sosa Abascal, the recently elected Superior of the Jesuit Order, the Black Pope. Here is a portion of the interview:

	Question Rusconi: 

	Cardinal Gerhard L. Műller the prefect of the congregation for the doctrine of the faith has said with regard to marriage that the words of Jesus are very clear and ‘no power in heaven and on earth, neither an angel nor the pope, neither a council nor a law of the bishops has the faculty to modify them.’”

	Answer Abascal: 

	“So then, there would have to be a lot of reflection on what Jesus really said. At that time, no one had a recorder to take down his words. What is known is that the words of Jesus must be contextualized, they are expressed in a language, in a specific setting, they are addressed to someone in particular [they apply only to that time if Jesus even said them].”

	Question Rusconi: 

	“But if all the words of Jesus must be examined and brought back to their historical context, they do not have an absolute value.” 

	Answer Abascal:

	“Over the last century in the Church there has been a great blossoming of studies that seek to understand exactly what Jesus meant to say… That is not relativism, but attests that the word is relative, the Gospel is written by human beings, it is accepted by the Church which is made up of human persons… So it is true that no one can change the word of Jesus, but one must know what it [His word] was!” 

	About church doctrine, Abascal stated:

	“The Church has developed over the centuries, it is not a piece of reinforced concrete. It was born, it has learned, it has changed. This is why the ecumenical councils are held, to try to bring developments of doctrine into focus. Doctrine is a word that I don't like very much, it brings with it the image of the hardness of stone. Instead the human reality is much more nuanced, it is never black or white, it is in continual development.”

	Abascal is from Venezuela and Pope Francis handpicked him. Why did the pope pick someone from an avowed communist country where poverty, disease, hunger, crime civil unrest are the rule of the day? Why has not the pope condemned the abuses of the communist government in Venezuela? Why has Abascal remained silent simply saying that both sides should resolve their problems by dialogue? Simply because the pope and Abascal are both catholic-communists! 

	Three Talking Points

	The pope has three main talking points and all have to do with the observance of Sunday as the day of rest:

	
		The need to resolve the grave problem of climate change by giving the planet a day of rest—Sunday.


		The need for capitalist overlords to give their poor workers a day to rest from work—Sunday.


		The need for the family to have a day when they can connect with one another and rest from the endless cycle of work—Sunday.



	He expressed it this way:

	“On Sunday, our participation in the Eucharist has special importance. Sunday, like the Jewish Sabbath, is meant to be a day which heals our relationships with God, with ourselves, with others and with the world.”

	These causes are certainly praiseworthy. The problem is that he has the wrong day! The Bible tells us that the Sabbath is the day to let the environment rest, the family rest and workers rest! The pope attributes to Sunday all the virtues that the Bible attributes to the Sabbath. 

	The pope is downplaying the importance of doctrine in order to bring Protestants over to his side. His idea is to unite on common points of doctrine. What are those common points of doctrine? The mass? No. Infant baptism?  No. Confession of sins to a human priest? No. Catholics and Protestants share two doctrines: The sanctity of Sunday, and the immortality of the soul.

	The Final Test

	The great final test that will divide the world is not merely a matter of days but rather of authority. The observance of the Sabbath is a sign of loyalty and obedience to the Creator. The observance of Sunday is the sign of loyalty and obedience to the beast. Thus, the matter of days will test which authority you will obey. The first angel’s message commands us to worship the Creator and the third warns us not to worship the beast/little horn who attempted to change God’s law. Are we so loyal to God that we will even be willing to die to be faithful to Him?

	 “But since Saturday, not Sunday, is specified in the Bible, isn’t it curious that non-Catholics who profess to take their religion directly from the Bible and not from the Church, observe Sunday instead of Saturday? Yes, of course, it is inconsistent; but this change was made about fifteen centuries before Protestantism was born, and by that time the custom was universally observed. They have continued the custom, even though it rests upon the authority of the Catholic Church and not upon an explicit text in the Bible. That observance remains as a reminder of the Mother Church from which the non-Catholic sects broke away—like a boy running away from home but still carrying in his pocket a picture of his mother or a lock of her hair.”  John O’Brien, The Faith of Millions (Huntington, Indiana: Our Sunday Visitor, Inc., 1974) pp. 400, 401.

	


The Final Test

	Revelation 14:6, 7: The final message to the world commands people from all nations to worship the Creator so we must go back to Genesis:

	“Then I saw another angel flying in the midst of heaven, having the everlasting gospel to preach to those who dwell on the earth — to every nation, tribe, tongue, and people 7 saying with a loud voice: "Fear God and give glory to Him, for the hour of His judgment has come; and worship Him who made heaven and earth, the sea and springs of water."

	Literal Creation Days

	For several reasons, there is no doubt that the days of creation were literal 24-hour days just as we know them today:

	
		#1: The Hebrew lexicons all understand the days of Genesis 1 as being literal 24-hour days.


		#2: The 250 times that the word ‘day’ appears in the Old Testament with a numeral qualifier, in every single instance it refers to a 24-hour day


		#3: Each day had an evening and morning, a meaningless expression if the days of creation were vast periods of millions of years.


		#4: Psalm 33:9 uses the language of immediacy: God ‘spoke and it was done; He commanded, and it stood fast.”


		#5: The expression ‘and it was so’ in the creation story (verses 7, 11, 15, 24) does not suggest vast periods.


		#6: The language of the fourth commandment would be absurd if the days were long periods. How could God command man to work six days and rest the seventh as He did at creation, if the days were not literal?


		#7: The New Testament writers understood the story of creation to be literal. So at issue is the integrity and credibility of Jesus and the New Testament writers, According to Jesus, Adam and Eve were real historical persons created at the beginning (Matthew 19:4-6; see also 1 Corinthians 15:45).



	
	 “And He answered and said to them, "Have you not read that He who made them at the beginning 'made them male and female,'  5 and said, 'For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one flesh'?  6 So then, they are no longer two but one flesh. Therefore what God has joined together, let not man separate." 

	
	
		#8: Ellen White was explicit about the literal days of creation week:



	
	“I was then carried back to the creation, and was shown that the first week, in which God performed the work of creation in six days and rested on the seventh day, was just like every other week. The great God, in his days of creation and day of rest, measured off the first cycle as a sample for successive weeks till the close of time.” Spirit of Prophecy, volume 1, p. 85

	
	“When the Lord declares that He made the world in six days and rested on the seventh day, He means the day of twenty-four hours, which He has marked off by the rising and setting of the sun.”  Testimonies to Ministers, p. 135

	
	
		#9: Testimony of creationist scientist Henry Morris:



	
	“The Lord himself had worked six days, then rested on the seventh, setting       thereby a permanent pattern for the benefit of mankind.” Henry Morris,       Biblical Creationism, p. 62

	Time Measurements: Movement of Heavenly Bodies 

	
		The day (one turn on its axis)

		The month (approximate time for the moon to revolve once around the earth) 

		The year (time it takes the earth to make on turn around the sun)



	
	The Week

	One measurement of time has no relationship with the movements of heavenly bodies. Why does the week have seven days? 

	“Like the Sabbath, the week originated at creation, and it has been preserved and brought down to us through Bible history. God Himself measured off the first week as a sample for successive weeks to the close of time. Like every other, it consisted of seven literal days. Six days were employed in the work of creation; upon the seventh, God rested, and He then blessed this day and set it apart as a day of rest for man.”  Patriarchs and Prophets, p. 111

	God the Center of the First Week

	God is at the very center of the first six days and the seventh day (35 times the word God appears in the creation story of Genesis 1:1-2:3). 

	
		God created

		God said

		God saw

		God separated

		God called

		God made

		God set them

		God blessed

		God ended

		God rested

		God sanctified



	
	Genesis 2:2, 3

	“And on the seventh day God ended His work which He had done, and He rested on the seventh day from all His work which He had done. 3 Then God blessed the seventh day and sanctified it, because in it He rested from all His work which God had created and made.”

	The word Shabbat means ‘to cease’ (Genesis 8:22 [seasons]; Joshua 5:12 [Manna]; Nehemiah 6:3 [wall]; Psalm 46:8, 9 [wars]; DA 207). On the seventh day God ceased from creating:

	“God ceased His labor of creating, and rested upon the Sabbath and blessed it.”

	The first week is God’s week. He worked six and rested on the seventh. There is no reference to Adam and Eve working or resting.

	The Seventh Day and Three Items

	Let me state the obvious: The Sabbath is the seventh day of the week—repeated three times in the creation story and repeated again in the Fourth Commandment (Genesis 2:2, 3; Exodus 20:8-11)

	Same three things in Genesis and Exodus 

	
		Rested 

		Blessed 

		Made holy



	
	Sabbath Holy when it ended

	God made the Sabbath holy when the first Sabbath ended:

	“After resting upon the seventh day, God sanctified it, or set it apart, as a day of rest for man. Following the example of the Creator, man was to rest upon this sacred day, that as he should look upon the heavens and the earth, he might reflect upon God's great work of creation; and that as he should behold the evidences of God's wisdom and goodness, his heart might be filled with love and reverence for his Maker.” Patriarchs and Prophets, p. 47

	“God blessed and sanctified the seventh day, because He rested upon it from all His wondrous work of creation. The Sabbath was made for man, and God would have him put by his labor [but man had not labored before that first Sabbath] on that day, as He Himself rested after His six days' work of creation.”  Testimonies for the Church, volume 4, p. 247

	Why no command for Adam and Eve to cease?

	
		They had not worked so they could not cease.

		God had to make it before He could give it to man (Mark 2:27; John 1:1-3).

		God did not make the day holy until it ended so how could they keep it holy if it was not yet holy.

		God does not bless and sanctify things for Himself.

		He first had to give the example (Exodus 20:8-11).

		The Fourth Commandment applies to man beginning with the second week.



	
	We commemorate God’s rest when we rest on the Sabbath.

	“The first six days of each week are given to man for labor, because God employed the same period of the first week in the work of creation. On the seventh day man is to refrain from labor, in commemoration of the Creator's rest.”  PP 111

	Take for example the celebration of Independence Day on July 4. Every July 4 we are celebrating a one-time historical event on a yearly basis. Another example would be a wedding anniversary. Once again, we celebrate it once a year to commemorate a one-time historical event. When we celebrate the Sabbath, we are celebrating a one-time event on a weekly basis. However, the commemoration must be on the same day that the event occurred. Also, September 11, 2001 all names are read to commemorate the original event. Why not on September 12?

	Why no evening and morning of the seventh day?

	Remember two important points:

	
		The first week is God’s week

		The word ‘rest’ in the creation story means ‘to cease’



	
	“As regards this world, God's work of creation is completed. For ‘the works were finished from the foundation of the world’ (Hebrews 4:3) But His energy is still exerted in upholding the objects of His creation.” Patriarchs and Prophets, p. 115

	God will cease ceasing when He creates a new heaven and a new earth!

	God’s Signature on Creation

	God’s signature on creation, He finished twice:

	Genesis 1:31-2:2-3

	“Then God saw everything that He had made, and indeed it was very good, so the evening and the morning were the sixth day.  Thus the heavens and the earth, and all the host of them, were finished [kalah]. 2 And on the seventh day, God ended [kalah] His work that He had done, and He rested on the seventh day from all His work that He had done. 3 Then God blessed the seventh day and sanctified it, because in it He rested from all His work which God had created and made.”

	The Sabbath of the Jews?

	Exodus 31:16, 17: Exclusively for Israel?

	“Therefore the children of Israel shall keep the Sabbath, to observe the Sabbath throughout their generations as a perpetual covenant. 17 It is a sign between Me and the children of Israel forever; for [creation motivation] six days the Lord made the heavens and the earth, and on the seventh day He rested and was refreshed.'" 

	Frequently I ask Christian friends of other denominations to whom the light, the firmament, the vegetation, the heavenly bodies, the fish, the birds, the land animals and human beings belong. Their immediate answer is that it all belongs to God. Then I ask them, why these things belong to God and the answer is immediate: “Because God created them.” They are of course correct: 

	Psalm 24:1, 2

	“The earth is the Lord's, and all its fullness, the world and those who dwell therein. 2 For [because] He has founded it upon the seas, and established it upon the waters.” 

	However, these same Christian friends fail to take their statement to its logical conclusion. If everything that God made during creation week is His, because he made it then the Sabbath must be His as well because He made it for man at the conclusion of creation week (Mark 2:27). To say that all that God made the first six days is His but the Sabbath is of the Jews is absurd. This is why the Bible refers to the Sabbath with expressions such as:

	
		‘the Sabbath of the Lord your God’ (Exodus 20:11)

		‘you shall keep my Sabbaths’ (Ezekiel 20:12, 20),

		God refers to it as ‘my holy day’ (Isaiah 58:13, 14)

		The Son of man is Lord of the Sabbath (Mark 2:27)



	 

	Never once in the Old or New Testament, not even once, do the writers refer to the Sabbath as the Jewish Sabbath or the Sabbath of the Jews. However, John refers to the feasts that passed away when Jesus died as ‘feasts of the Jews’.

	
		Jesus is the king of the Jews (Matthew 2:2; 27:11). Is He King exclusively of the Jews and not of Christians?

		John 2:13: The Passover is called the ‘Passover of the Jews’

		John 5:1: ‘a feast of the Jews’

		John 6:4: ‘the Passover, a feast of the Jews’

		John 7:2: ‘the Jews’ Feast of Tabernacles’

		John 11:55 ‘the Jews Passover was nigh at hand’



	
	Henry Morris wrote:

	“With the passing of the centuries, the Sabbath eventually became almost exclusively associated with the religious ceremonies of the nation of Israel, even though the Creator had hallowed it originally for all men. When the Creator eventually became man, however, in the person of Jesus Christ, he stressed that it had never been intended as a mere Jewish religious ritual, as the Pharisees had distorted it, but for the good of all men.” Henry Morris, Biblical Creationism, p. 253.

	Holy Week and Sunday Observance

	No command in the Bible to observe Holy Week on a yearly basis. This is a human tradition. 

	“Rome began by enjoining what God had not forbidden, and she ended by forbidding what He had explicitly enjoined.” GC, p. 290

	The Same Sabbath?

	Luke 23:54-24:1: How do we know that the Sabbath today is the same Sabbath of Christ’s day? (Avianca; Séptimo Día)

	“That day was the Preparation, and the Sabbath drew near. 55 And the women who had come with Him from Galilee followed after, and they observed the tomb and how His body was laid. 56 Then they returned and prepared spices and fragrant oils. And they rested on the Sabbath according to the commandment. 24 Now on the first day of the week, very early in the morning, they, and certain other women with them, came to the tomb bringing the spices that they had prepared. 2 But they found the stone rolled away from the tomb.”

	All Days of Holy Week Yearly but Sunday Weekly

	Why Sunday celebrated weekly? God states to keep the Sabbath weekly and nowhere does He say we should celebrate Sunday weekly. 

	Why do Christians celebrate every day of Easter yearly but Sunday weekly? 

	The feast of First fruits pointed forward to the resurrection of Jesus and like the rest of the Jewish Feasts, it was a yearly celebration. Why, then do Christians commemorate de resurrection weekly every Sunday?

	There is evidence that some Christians were observing Sunday as early as the end of the first century. How could the Sabbath have been lost so quickly in less than 100 years? How has the church in less than 100 years lost reverence in music, gender distinctions and heterosexual marriage.

	Sign of a New Creation

	The Pope claims that we should keep Sunday because it is the day of the new creation. Yet nowhere does the Bible tell us that we are to honor it because Sunday because it is the day of the new creation. 

	Romans 6:4: Believers become a new creation at baptism and baptism commemorates the resurrection of Jesus:

	“Therefore we were buried with Him through baptism into death, that just as Christ was raised from the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk in newness of life.” 

	Galatians 3:26, 27: At baptism we are in Christ:

	“For you are all sons of God through faith in Christ Jesus. 27 For as many of you as were baptized into Christ have put on Christ.”

	2 Corinthians 5:17

	“Therefore, if anyone is in Christ, he is a new creation; old things have passed away; behold, all things have become new.” 

	The Three Dimensional Sabbath

	The Sabbath is a sign of God’s finished work. Sunday was the day when He began His work. 

	
		Sabbath at creation: He finished and then rested.


		Jesus worked out our salvation, on the sixth day he cried out, ‘it is finished’ and rested on the Sabbath:



	
	“The Father and the Son rested after Their work of Creation. ‘Thus the heavens and the earth were finished, and all the host of them. And on the seventh day, God ended His work which He had made. . . . And God blessed the seventh day, and sanctified it: because that in it He had rested’ Genesis 2:1-3. The death of Christ was designed to be at the very time in which it took place. It was in God's plan that the work which Christ had engaged to do should be completed on a Friday, and that on the Sabbath He should rest in the tomb, even as the Father and Son had rested after completing Their creative work.” Manuscript 25, 1898, pp. 3, 4 ("The Man of Sorrows," typed, February 24, 1898)

	
	 If I have time, explain about the Manna that proves that Sabbath is the crucially important day and not Sunday. If He had to rest from His works of redemption on the Sabbath, then He had to resurrect on Sunday!!

	
	
		When He finishes the new creation we will rest on the Sabbath



	
	
	Revelation 21:4-7

	
	“And God will wipe away every tear from their eyes; there shall be no more death, nor sorrow, nor crying. There shall be no more pain, for the former things have passed away." 5 Then He who sat on the throne said, "Behold, I make all things new." And He said to me, "Write, for these words are true and faithful." 6 And He said to me, "It is done! I am the Alpha and the Omega, the Beginning and the End. I will give of the fountain of the water of life freely to him who thirsts.”

	
	Isaiah 66:22-23

	"For as the new heavens and the new earth which I will make shall remain before Me," says the Lord, "So shall your descendants and your name remain. 23 And it shall come to pass that from one New Moon to another, and from one Sabbath to another, all flesh shall come to worship before Me," says the Lord.”

	All Days belong to God

	All days belong to God but only one is holy. God is particular. All money belongs to God but 10% is holy.

	
		Nadab and Abihu 

		Belshazzar



	
	Covenants Argument

	Old and New covenant means that God writes His law on the mind and heart but it is the same law in both covenants (Hebrews 8). The law does not change but the place where God writes it. 

	In spite of the fact that the Bible, without exception, refers to the seventh day Sabbath as God’s day of rest, Popes John Paul II (in the Apostolic Letter Dies Domini) and Francis I (in the encyclical Laudato Si) have declared that the seventh day Sabbath is Jewish and that Sunday is the Christian Sabbath.  Yet, as we have seen, the Bible never refers to the Sabbath as Jewish. In every single instance, the Sabbath is God’s holy rest day because he made it holy by his rest.

	The papacy claims that the Sabbath is a relic of the Jewish Old Covenant and yet it continues a plethora of Old Covenant practices such as sacrifices on altars, the use of holy vestments, the sprinkling holy water, the burning incense, the lighting candles, and the building of shrines to the saints. By doing this, the papacy strains the gnat and swallows the camel. The papacy enjoins all of these practices that God does not command and yet discards God’s explicit command to rest on the Sabbath!  

	The Pope’s Rationale

	Sabbath is a day for family to suspend their regular duties to spend time together and with God. Adam and Eve’s first day was one of rest to spend together and with God. 

	On Sabbath, the environment was to rest, including the animals (Exodus 20). 

	It was also a day for helping the less fortunate, the servants and the poor (Isaiah 58; Exodus 20; 

	The call to restore both creation institutions.

	The Final Test

	The great final test that will divide the world is not merely a matter of days but rather of authority. The observance of the Sabbath is a sign of loyalty and obedience to the Creator. The observance of Sunday is the sign of loyalty and obedience to the beast. Thus, the matter of days will test which authority you will obey. The first angel’s message commands us to worship the Creator and the third warns us not to worship the beast/little horn who attempted to change God’s law. Are we so loyal to God that we will even be willing to die to be faithful to Him?

	“But since Saturday, not Sunday, is specified in the Bible, isn’t it curious that non-Catholics who profess to take their religion directly from the Bible and not from the Church, observe Sunday instead of Saturday? Yes, of course, it is inconsistent; but this change was made about fifteen centuries before Protestantism was born, and by that time the custom was universally observed. They have continued the custom, even though it rests upon the authority of the Catholic Church and not upon an explicit text in the Bible. That observance remains as a reminder of the Mother Church from which the non-Catholic sects broke away—like a boy running away from home but still carrying in his pocket a picture of his mother or a lock of her hair.”  John O’Brien, The Faith of Millions (Huntington, Indiana: Our Sunday Visitor, Inc., 1974) p. 400, 401.

	“It was the Catholic Church which, by the authority of Jesus Christ, has transferred this rest to the Sunday in remembrance of the resurrection of our Lord. Thus the observance of Sunday by Protestants is an homage they pay, in spite of themselves, to the authority of the Church.” Monsignor Segur, Plain Talk about the Protestantism of Today (Boston: Thomas B. Noonan & Co., 1868), p. 213. 

	“A word about Sunday. God said: ‘Remember that thou keep holy the Sabbath day!’ The Sabbath was Saturday, not Sunday; why, then, do we keep Sunday holy instead of Saturday? The Church altered the observance of the Sabbath to the observance of Sunday. . . Protestants who say that they go by the Bible and the Bible only, and that they do not believe anything that is not in the Bible, must be rather puzzled by the keeping of Sunday when God distinctly said, ‘Keep holy the Sabbath day.’ The word Sunday does not come anywhere in the Bible so, without knowing it, they are obeying the authority of the Catholic Church.”  H. Canon Cafferata, The Catechism Simply Explained (London: Burns Oates & Washbourne Ltd., 1938), p. 89

	“But since Saturday, not Sunday, is specified in the Bible, isn’t it curious that non-Catholics who profess to take their religion directly from the Bible and not from the Church, observe Sunday instead of Saturday? Yes, of course, it is inconsistent; but this change was made about fifteen centuries before Protestantism was born, and by that time the custom was universally observed. They have continued the custom, even though it rests upon the authority of the Catholic Church and not upon an explicit text in the Bible. That observance remains as a reminder of the Mother Church from which the non-Catholic sects broke away—like a boy running away from home but still carrying in his pocket a picture of his mother or a lock of her hair.”  John O’Brien, The Faith of Millions (Huntington, Indiana: Our Sunday Visitor, Inc., 1974) pp. 400, 401.

	“It was the Holy Catholic Church that changed the day of rest from Saturday to Sunday, the first day of the week. And it not only compelled all to keep Sunday, but urged all persons to labor on the seventh day under pain of anathema. Protestants. . . profess great reverence for the Bible, and yet by their solemn act of keeping Sunday, they acknowledge the power of the Catholic Church. The Bible says, ‘Remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy.’ But the Catholic Church says, ‘NO: Keep the first day of the week’ and lo, the entire civilized world bows down in reverent obedience to the command of the holy Catholic church.” Words of Father Enright, longtime President of Redemptorist College in America, quoted in, Joe Crews, The Beast, the Dragon and the Woman (Frederick, Maryland: Amazing Facts, Inc., thirteenth edition, June 1991), p. 33.
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