Doctrine of Demon series. Oh my. Let me laugh for just a moment (thank you) then let me ask
whether you think this is hyperbole or sheer ignorance? I don't want you to answer this question yet.
Please first examine David Rogers accusations against the Sabbath of YHWH as well as my rebuttal.
THEN please judge whether Bro. Rogers has spoken the truth or has opened his mouth before he
examined the evidence. (Proverbs 18:13).
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, no one has ever brought a successful charge against the Lunar
Sabbath, and Bro. Rogers will not be the first. At this point, I am not the least bit concerned about the
end result of this rebuttal. I am, however, excited to see if he brings anything new to the table. Every
person who has thought to disparage the Creation Calendar presents just about the same objections as
those who have come before, with few variations. Since Bro. Rogers thinks that the Lunar Sabbath is
the doctrine of demons, then perhaps he has dug up something nefarious to present as evidence. But I
doubt it. Here is my prediction: David Rogers will present his tradition as evidence, and because he
personally does not like the Lunar Sabbath, or cannot see (more likely has not examined) the evidence
that supports it, he CALLS it the doctrine of demons. If you are interested, the original is found here:
http://www.bibletruth.cc/LunarSabbath.htm#The_Sabbath_as_a_Moed_(Appointed_Time
Sticks and stones Bro. Rogers. Words mean nothing. We require hard, cold evidence. If you can
present ONE text that proves satyrday is the Sabbath or ONE text that disproves the Lunar Sabbath,
you will have my rapt attention. I will delete all the current studies on the website, and proclaim that
Bro. Rogers has found the truth about the Sabbath, I will admit that I am wrong, and then I will take
the site off the internet permanently.
I think this more than fair. Let's see what Bro. Rogers brings to the table, shall we? He writes in black,
blue (table of contents, weblinks) and green (sub headers). I will respond in purple, [bracketed in
purple], with a little blue, red and orange as necessary. Dated 7-21-2017.
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The Hebraic Roots Movement has caught the attention of a lot of people. Jews and Christians
have been exploring their biblical roots and have been leaving their churches and synagogues behind to
find a gathering of like minded people who love the Creator Elohim and his (sic) Torah. The Jews are
being introduced to the Messiah who is the Prophet like Mosheh, and Christians have been discovering
the foundation of all biblical truth - the Torah of Elohim.
As we have been given insights into the meaning of the Bible and have been coming out of
"Babylon," we have been changing much about our worship habits and lifestyle habits. Leaving
tradition behind [as well as the traditional Sabbath], it is exciting and fulfilling to find out from the
Scriptures the way Elohim wants us to live. And so many of the customs, teachings and traditions we
grew up with are being tossed as we have discovered the sinister source of these false teachings.
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Bro. Rogers has no idea just how bad this paragraph is going to taste when he must eat it for I am
about to prove to everyone reading this that his satyrday sabbath is nothing more than a papal tradition
supported by an altered pagan calendar. And he proclaims this the Sabbath of Elohim. I wonder how
Elohim feels about that?
But the thrill of new discovery can sometimes be addictive. [Most people find it terrifying,
because they fear more change. Truth seekers are addicted to truth, but our carnal nature is no more
hard-wired for "change" than anyone else. It is exciting only after the fact. It becomes self-evident
that whatever we have discovered is true, then we make the change, THEN we become thrilled because
YHWH has without merit thought to shine His light upon us.] As a result, many believers of the
Hebraic Roots continue to search for new teachings, new lifestyle changes new and different ways of
biblical interpretation. [I know the type, having found them in the body of believers and pity them for
the same reason Bro. Rogers does...] Thus, they face the danger Paul warned about concerning "every
wind of doctrine."
Then we will no longer be infants, tossed back and forth by the waves, and
blown here and there by every wind of teaching and by the cunning and
craftiness of men in their deceitful scheming. (Ephesians 4:14)
Sadly, there are some who are seeking for change merely for the sake of change. [Don't know
many of these. Those who are truly spiritual do not find change all that appealing unless it is necessary,
and we hardly seek out reasons to change.] These run into the problem of being tossed about... by the
craftiness of men.
At the rate they are going, there may some day be as many false doctrines being propagated in
the Messianic congregations as there are in the Christian churches! Well, Christianity has had a long
time to entertain false prophets and false doctrines, so it may take a little while for the Messianics to
catch up.
Nah, I'd say that since the Messianic movement and christianity are made up of people, there is
probably the same percentage of false doctrine and false prophets in both sects. Everyone but truth
seekers likes smooth things for their itching ears (Isaiah 30:10, II Timothy 4:3). And truth seekers
usually find their way OUT of the Messianic movement and christianity if not forcibly removed.

The Lunar Sabbath
One such false doctrine, formed from the craftiness of men which is catching sincere believers
and carrying them away to ridiculous extremes, is the teaching that the seventh day Sabbath is based
on the lunar calendar. [Because it is. It is what Scripture teaches and proves repeatedly. So we have a
choice, can't beat them so join them, or kick against the pricks.] The traditional view of the Sabbath is
that the day of rest instituted at creation is simply the seventh day of the week. The weeks follow after
one another in perpetuity. Thus, the Sabbath day occurs regularly, every seventh day.
And here I'm going to call Bro. Rogers bluff. It is a bluff because he offered no proof; he simply SAID
that the weeks follow one another in perpetuity and the Sabbath occurs regularly, every seventh day.
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He ASSUMES that because the Gregorian calendar presents weeks in an uninterrupted manner and
that satyrday is the seventh day of these repeating weeks that THIS is proof of the Scriptural Sabbath.
I adjure Bro. Rogers in the Name YHWH to provide this evidence from Scripture or demand that he
retract this statement as evidence.
He will do neither. He cannot provide any evidence from Scripture that proves the weeks are uninterrupted, and if he retracts this unsubstantiated statement as evidence, then he has no case as this is the
very foundation of his understanding of the Sabbath. He is going to base every argument in his arsenal
on this false conclusion, and I will shoot holes in every single one of them because I know what the
Scriptures say about the Sabbath because I have examined the evidence, found my tradition was wrong
and slowly (dare I say reluctantly) chased after the Lunar Sabbath because that was the only Sabbath
that can be found (and proved) in Yah's Word.
But the Lunar Sabbath theory purports that the Sabbath is not just every seventh day - the
seventh day of every week. In that system, the Sabbath is the seventh day after six working days, and
the count is reset at the beginning of every month. This results in a Sabbath day that is not every
seventh day. [Every Lunar Sabbath is the seventh day of the week, just as commanded.] Following
the fourth Sabbath in the lunar cycle, there may be as many as nine days until the next Sabbath!
True statement. First of all, there is not a single text in Scripture that says the Sabbath is every seventh
day. Every single one says that the Sabbath is the seventh day of the week. Please examine the
context of every passage in question. Secondly, after the 4th Sabbath of the lunar month, there is
either one or two days of New Moon. You remember the New Moons, right? Supposed to STILL be
observing them according to Isaiah 66:22-23. If the Sabbath was kept by the patriarchs and prophets,
observed by the man from Galilee and his followers and are still going to be observed in the future,
shouldn't they still be observed today? This is the seventh-day Sabbath keepers argument against
sunday observance. Problem is New Moon was kept by the patriarchs and prophets, observed by the
carpenter from Nazareth and his followers, and according to Isaiah 66, will still be observed in the
future, so SHOULDN'T they still be observed today?
It so, then the Scriptural New Moon days should be observed (not the man-made), yes? Well,
Scripture proves that New Moon days are a third category of day. They are neither work days nor
Sabbaths, thus they cannot FALL on work days or Sabbaths. Click here to find a short study that
reveals this to be so: http://creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/03-QT-ThreeDistinctDays.pdf.
So observing New Moon as defined by Yah's Word demands that the weeks be interrupted by New
Moon days. These days are days of the month and year, they are days in the sun, they are just not days
of the week. Thus the COUNT for the week is reset at each New Moon, which is why Lunar Sabbath
keepers can rightly claim that they observe the seventh day (after 6 work days) as the Sabbath.
While there is no consensus on all the legs of the Lunar Sabbath theory, the majority view
basically holds to the tenet that there are three distinct types of days in the month. [I see Bro. Rogers
has heard of it. Let's see if he accurately presents what Lunar Sabbath keepers believe or if can poke
any holes in it.] First, there is the new moon day. Second, there are the six working days. And third,
there is the Sabbath. [So far, so good.] In their view, these three type of days can never overlap. For
example, the Sabbath could never fall on a new moon day or on a working day. Nor could the new
moon day also be a working day.
Give the man a gold star. Looks like this...
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The new moon day is always the first day of the month. [Indeed, and when there is a 30 day
month, it is also the last (as depicted above), making a 2 day New Moon when combined with the first
day of the following month.] Then, days two through seven of the month are the six working days,
followed by the eighth day of the month which is the seventh day of the week - the Sabbath day. This
pattern of six working days followed by the Sabbath goes through the rest of the month. Every month
follows this pattern, Thus, the new moon day is the first day of the month. The Sabbath days are
always on the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of the month in the view of the Lunar Sabbath system.
Every calendar month looks like this:
The Month According to the Lunar Sabbath Theory
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I suppose SOME Lunar Sabbath keepers offer a calendar model as the one above, but day 30 is the first
day of a 2 day New Moon; why is it in a different column? Bro. Rogers (and any Lunar Sabbatarian
who promotes such a calendar model) creates a 4th category of day. Scripture only provides for three.
The "week" consists of the working days and the Sabbath day. The new moon day is not part of the
"week," nor is the thirtieth day on the month (if there is one that month).
It is true that the thirtieth day is not included in the week, but it SHOULD be included as a New Moon
day, not put in a separate column.
In the view of the Lunar Sabbath theory, the new moon day is not a working day - it is a day of
rest and worship. And the thirtieth day of the month is a day of waiting (I guess). In fact, no one
knows if the thirtieth day is actually the thirtieth day of the month or the first day of the next month,
until the next evening arrives, when they can either still not see the moon or they can see it and declare
that day to be the second day of the week. Thus, the thirtieth day is treated like a new moon day until
they actually see if it was the new moon day or not! Yet, to be fair, there is a high degree of certainty
if there will be 29 or 30 days in any given month.
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Indeed, you need to be fair, Bro. Rogers. New Moon days are not week days, therefore they are not
numbered with the 6 work days each week. However, "work" was done on New Moon days all
through Scripture, so they are not "rest" days. When I say work, I mean labor. For instance:
The foundation of the earth was laid on new moon day (Genesis 1:1). This was a segment of time
BEFORE the first work day of the first month of the first year of earth's history. The desert tabernacle
was erected on new moon (Exodus 40:2-17), the foundation of Yah's temple was laid on new moon
day (I Esdras 5:57) and the foundation of Solomon's Temple was relaid on new moon day (Haggai
1:1, 2, 8, 12). YHWH never sent Israel into battle on the Sabbath. The first day of the battle of
Jericho was on New Moon day (Joshua 6:1-4, Jasher 88:14). There is also another seven day battle
in I Kings 20 (see 20:29 specifically). The only way for Israel to be engaged in a seven day siege or
battle without violating the weekly Sabbath is if the first day of the seven is New Moon day (see
illustration below). For the record, war is work. There is a convocation that takes place on new moon
day, but the convocation is called "holy", not the day. For the Sabbath, the DAY is called "holy". On
the first day of the first month, Noah removed the roof from the ark (Genesis 8:13), not typically
something that would be done on the weekly Sabbath, but was non-commerce labor. The first census
was taken on new moon day (Numbers 1:1-4). Again, not a Sabbath activity, but neither was it
commerce.
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As you know, there was a "set-apart" convocation required on New Moon, so Scripture says we will
worship on New Moon in some way (without any further explanation), but labor was also conducted,
and in some cases commanded on New Moon. But there is no commerce or paid labor that can be
proven. One would suppose that since ancient Israel was an agrarian culture, that the farmers might
sharpen or repair their tools on New Moon, or take the family for a picnic. Something that would not
normally be done on Sabbath, but neither was it commerce.
And before anyone takes me to task for "guessing", you see the events recorded above in Scripture and
the Apocrypha. You know what Isaiah 66:22-23 says about New Moon. So you have to do the same
thing I have done; reconcile these texts one with the other. It appears that New Moon was kind of like
the mid-week services (prayer meeting) that protestants practice. Labor could be performed on this
day, but there was a convocation or worship service of some sort. That means New Moon is NOT a
Sabbath, and it clearly is not just a work day. It is a third category of day.
The primary reason given for insisting that the Sabbath day is regulated by the lunar cycle is
Psalm 104:19:
He appointed the moon for seasons (Hebrew moedim): the sun knoweth his
going down. (KJV)
And compare this to Leviticus 23:2-3:
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Speak to the sons of Yisrael and say to them: 'These are my appointments
(Hebrew, moedim), the appointments of Yahuwah, which you are to proclaim
as set apart assemblies. There are six days when you may work, but the
seventh day is a Sabbath of rest, a day of set apart assembly. You are not to
do any work; wherever you live, it is a Sabbath to Yahuwah.'
Since the moedim are regulated by the moon, and since Leviticus 23 lists the Sabbath as the first of the
moedim, their conclusion is that the Sabbath then must be regulated by the lunar cycle. [And if you are
paying attention rather than fault finding, this is following the instructions given in Isaiah 28:9-10.]
At first blush, this seems reasonable. But they believe that in spite of the total lack of any other
instruction or reference in the Bible about the Sabbath day being connected with the lunar cycle. [Bro.
Rogers does err, not knowing the Scriptures. He forgot to list Genesis 1:14 where the calendar of
Creation was established. Here the two great lights are said to be created for signs (owth) seasons
(mo'edim), days and years. Exodus 31:13, Ezekiel 20:12 and 20:20 all call the Sabbath a sign (owth)
using the SAME Hebrew word found in Genesis 1:14. Also, EVERY weekly Sabbath in Scripture that
is given a date or enough information to triangulate a date all fall on either the 8th, 15th, 22nd or 29th
day of the month. There is not a single example of a weekly Sabbath falling on a date other than the
8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of the month. Bro. Rogers, in heaven and on earth, this is called
evidence. http://creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/28-8-15-22-29_Proof.pdf, the study at this link
gives a nearly exhaustive account of each of the Sabbaths that can be date identified in Scripture. I say
nearly exhaustive because there may be more. Please see calendar model immediately below and
explain what is wrong with it.] To the contrary, the Sabbath day is said to be the seventh day of the
week many times in Scripture.
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Indeed, the Sabbath is said many times to be the seventh day of the week. Unless I am blind, cannot
count or I am an idiot, it seems to me that each of these Sabbaths is the seventh day of its respective
week.
This is only a summary of the Lunar Sabbath theory so that the reader may have a bird's eye
view of what this theory purports. We will break it down into a detailed analysis later on in this study
article.
And I can hardly wait or contain myself. Men and women who THINK themselves wise continue to
speak against the Sabbath of Scripture, and I continue to use Scripture, nature and the historical record
to prove them wrong. Bro. Rogers simply happens to be next in line, I have nothing personal against
him. It is not my fault that he thought to stand against the Creator and the Sabbath of Creation.
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Why the Lunar Sabbath Theory is the Latest Craze
There are several reasons why the Lunar Sabbath Theory has been so compelling for Messianic
believers to believe and adopt. It is the latest fad doctrine to come down the pike. [I had no idea that
Messianics were so weak minded that they are unable to discern what is truth. Or more pointedly, I
had no idea that some (like Bro. Rogers) consider Messianics to be so weak minded.] Though
proponents insist that this lunar Sabbath cycle has always been in existence, there are really other
reasons why this renewed cycle of weeks each new month has been so well received. We will name a
few.
First, many Messianics are ever longing for new teachings, new discoveries, new
practices. [Bro. Rogers is the first I have ever heard say this. I may ask why he thinks this to be so,
but I doubt I will ever get an answer.] Many of us have already had to make so many changes in our
lifestyle and worship as we have discovered our Hebraic Roots, the relevance of the Torah and all the
set apart days, and the realization of the true name of the Father and the Son. One reaches a point
where we begin to expect more changes to come. [And why wouldn't we? Have you read Isaiah 55:89 lately?] Thus, some of the Hebraic Roots Movement have become hooked on change. When not
enough changes keep coming, those who are susceptible to change look for it wherever they can find it.
For My thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways My ways, saith YHWH.
For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are My ways higher than your ways, and My
thoughts than your thoughts. Isaiah 55:8-9

What about this one...
And YHWH shall guide thee continually, and satisfy thy soul in drought, and make fat thy bones:
and thou shalt be like a watered garden, and like a spring of water, whose waters fail not.
And they that shall be of thee shall build the old waste places: thou shalt raise up the foundations of
many generations; and thou shalt be called, The repairer of the breach, The restorer of paths to
dwell in. Isaiah 58:11-12 (Just for grins, read verses 13-14 too.)

It appears to even the casual reader that when YHWH guides His children, they find all manner of old
forgotten truths, and they are blessed when these are restored and practiced. Change for the sake of
change is admittedly foolish, perhaps even dangerous. But change for the sake of truth brings
blessings whether it is one truth or an hundred.
So, the Lunar Sabbath theory is appealing to them. [The truth is appealing to all truth seekers.]
It certainly calls for major revisions in the way they count days and weeks. [Only because it is
necessary.] It requires major overhauls in Sabbath keeping and calendar and moon watching. It
appeals to the feeling that they are even more "set apart" than the brothers who hold to a traditional
Sabbath day approach. It leaves their proponents thinking they are doing Elohim's will even more
nobly than others who have come out of the Christian Church.
You know, I have NEVER met a Lunar Sabbath keeper who felt this way. Almost every one of them
feel humbled, recognizing their own lack, their sin and wondering why YHWH chose to open their
eyes to this knowledge. It appears that Bro. Rogers is projecting upon Lunar Sabbatarians something
that is not there. I read a hint of smugness, perhaps envy in Rogers assessment of us. Shame on him.
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Most recognize this as a great blessing, a great burden and a great responsibility. The truth always
brings a sword. The Lunar Sabbath is no different.
Second, and related to the previous, the Lunar Sabbath Theory is appealing on the presumption
that every doctrine and every practice of Jews and Christians has been corrupted over the course of
time. [This is not a presumption. If you read the Talmud, the corruption of the Jews is clear and
obvious. If given the opportunity, I will offer evidence somewhere below. If you read the NT (which
is full of Mithraism, the corruption of christianity is also plain. Roman Emperor Constantine laid
claim to christianity in the 4th century. Pagan Rome morphed into Papal Rome. Modern christianity
is related to Papal Rome for all protestant churches (who claim to be christian) are daughters of
Catholicism. Catholicism adopted Mithraism, and called it christianity. It ain't rocket science. Just
follow the money, and if that doesn't work, follow the blood trail. Both lead back to Papal Rome.]
The brothers in the Hebraic Roots Movement have become all too aware of the dangers of using man
made tradition to dictate a religious doctrine. So the Lunar Sabbath does not claim tradition or
precedent as the reason why they insist that this is the true way of reckoning the Sabbath. Yes, we all
know that "our fathers have inherited lies." So it stands to reason, in their view, that everything we
have believed and have been doing in the Christian Church must be thrown in the trash and all our
practices must be different from anything others have been guarding. They feel like they must reinvent
the wheel.
I know what Bro. Rogers is saying here. I am not in the Hebrew Roots movement, but I was raised as
a satyrday Sabbath keeper, and as the Spirit of Yah moved us out of this "church" I learned that of the
fundamental beliefs adopted, practiced and defended by this denomination, only 2 (TWO) of them
were true. The others were either lies or half truths.
But contrary to Bro. Rogers' conclusion, we are not reinventing the wheel. The Father's truth has
always been there, it has just been buried by the rubble of the traditions of men. The wheel established
at Creation is still just as round as ever, it just awaits rediscovery.
On that basis, the Lunar reckoning of the Sabbath makes sense. It is very strange and different
from anything practiced in Churchianity. And even further, it distances those who hold to it from the
Jewish practice and tradition of keeping the Sabbath every seventh day, a practice which the Lunar
Sabbath brethren insist came from Babylon and not from the Scriptures.
Israel adopted a calendar of repeating seven day weeks somewhere around the 4th century. And, for
the record, the "Jews" admit that the original Sabbath was regulated by the moon...
“The New Moon is still, and the Sabbath originally was, dependent upon the lunar cycle.” Universal
Jewish Encyclopedia, p. 410. No quote can be clearer than this.
“With the development of the importance of the Sabbath as a day of consecration and the emphasis
laid upon the significant number seven, the week became more and more divorced from its lunar
connection...” Universal Jewish Encyclopedia: Vol. 10, 1943 edit. Article, "Week," p. 482.
“The Sabbath depending, in Israel’s nomadic period, upon the observation of the phases of the
moon, …could not, according to this view, be a fixed day.” www.jewishencyclopedia.com
The "Lunar Sabbath brethren" are correct, having a sabbath every seven days is a pagan institution
because having consecutive seven day weeks is a pagan invention. Looked like this...
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saturn’s day, sun’s day, moon’s day, mars’ day, mercury’s day, jupiter’s day, venus’ day
This calendar is from 100 B.C. Oh, and Bro. Rogers, I am JUST getting warmed up.
Yet a third reason why the Lunar Sabbath theory is so enticing is that it seems to appeal to the
natural. What I mean is this: The Lunar Sabbath people insist that the simplicity of looking at the
moon can let you know when the true Sabbath day is. [True statement. The Father wrote His calendar
in the heavens where man could not mess with it. And this calendar is so simple even a child can
understand it. How many 4 year olds can figure out a Gregorian calendar hanging on the wall?] If the
moon is exactly at the quarter stage - that is, when you can clearly see exactly half of the moon, it is a
Sabbath day. Then when the moon is full, that is the second Sabbath of the month. Then, at the third
quarter stage - when the other half of the moon is exactly displayed in the sky, the third Sabbath has
arrived. And finally, at the night of the final sliver fading into darkness, the fourth Sabbath of the
month is here.
Um, kind of but... no. Shows you just how little Bro. Rogers knows about the lunar cycle or the Lunar
Calendar of ancient Israel, yet considers himself capable of rendering judgment against it. Interesting.
First of all, the first quarter is seen at sunset, directly overhead while facing south (if you are north of
the equator). It announces the following morning as the first Sabbath. The full moon rises in the east
at sunset a week later, it also announces the following day as the Sabbath, the second of the month.
The quarter phases move 90 degrees across the sky over the course of a week. At sunset a week later,
the moon is shining on the opposite side of the earth, it cannot be seen. However, at sunrise of the
third Sabbath of the month, the third quarter moon is seen directly over head while facing south (if
north of the equator). The last sliver is not seen at night. It is seen in the twilight just before dawn
over the eastern horizon, disappearing the moment the sun breaks the horizon.
Makes you look ignorant when you wax eloquent about something you know little about Bro. Rogers.
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Isn't that easy? Sure it is. So that must make it right, right? Not really. The problem is that
the Bible doesn't tell us that the Sabbath occurs at these exact phases of the moon. But it sure sounds
good and feels nice. Too bad that an appeal to our sense of "natural" is not a legitimate criterion for
sound Biblical doctrine.
And this statement rather cements my case against Bro. Rogers. Nature is the first gospel. All nature
screams the majesty of YHWH. Nature does not lie, men do.
Bro. Rogers, Genesis 1:14 says that Elohim placed the two great lights in the heavens to regulate the
signs (owth), seasons (mo'edim), days (yom) and years. Exodus 31:13, Ezekiel 20:12 and 20:20 calls
the Sabbath a sign (owth). Leviticus 23:1-3 TWICE calls the weekly Sabbath a mo'edim. And get this,
Bro. Rogers, Exodus 20:8 and Deuteronomy 5:12 call the Sabbath a day (yom).
What don't you understand about this? This isn't brain surgery; this is called evidence. There are
THREE different witnesses, that all point to the lights in the heavens regulating the weekly Sabbath.
Can you go outside, look at the sun and tell whether it is either satyrday or the Sabbath? Yes or no? If
not, try the other light. There are only two to choose from. And if you are still thick in the head, here
is a little help for you...
Psalm 104:19 says that the moon (specifically of the two great lights) regulates the seasons (mo'edim).
So, Bro. Rogers, please tell me why looking at Scripture, recognizing the commands therein, then
looking to nature for verification of these commands is not right or "not a legitimate criterion for sound
Biblical doctrine"? On the contrary Bro. Rogers; it is very sound doctrine.
“Never does nature say one thing and wisdom another.” Juvenal
“There is a principle which is a bar against all information, which is proof against all arguments, and
which cannot fail to keep a man in everlasting ignorance; that principle is contempt prior to
investigation.” Herbert Spencer
“Most of our so-called reasoning consists in finding arguments for going on believing as we already
do.” James Harvey Robinson.
Fourth, and finally, the Lunar Sabbath theory appeals to the pride of our intellect. It is so
clever the way the whole system works out (in their thinking), that it must be correct. [There is no
pride in discovering that what we have been taught in the churches is a lie. There is no pride when
upon discover of this lie and the true Sabbath and knowing that a change must be made. It fact, it is
the opposite of pride, it is called humble obedience.] The person or people who have figured out for us
this elaborate plan for reckoning the Sabbath must really be smart. And since they are so smart and
intellectually superior than the rest of us, then who are we to question them or doubt their integrity or
the veracity of this Lunar Sabbath teaching? Therefore, because it is so "smart," the Lunar Sabbath
theory must be correct.
Sarcasm does not suit you Bro. Rogers. I know of not a single Lunar Sabbatarian who feels
themselves intellectually superior. Quite the opposite really. The more they learn, the more ignorant
they recognize themselves to be. I have heard this more times than I can remember.
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A Point By Point Refutation of the Lunar Sabbath Theory
Oh, this should be interesting. Consider my headline to be "Point by Point Rebuttal of Bro. Rogers
Refutation of the Lunar Sabbath."
So, let's break open our Scriptures and take a look at the claims of the Lunar Sabbath
theory. We must be careful not to fall into the common error of biblical interpretation of which many
Christians are guilty. They so often take their belief system and impose it upon the biblical text. This
always leads to affirming what one already believes.
Oh I see. Bro. Rogers insists that satyrday is the sabbath when satyrday is never mentioned anywhere
in Scripture. And since 600 B.C., satyrday was the first day of the seven day planetary week. In A.D.
321, Constantine adopted the pagan planetary week, but they worshipped Mithra (the Persian version
of the sun god) and did not want their god playing second fiddle to saturn. So, Constantine bumped
satyrday from the first day of the week to the seventh, allowing all the days to move up one column
and sunday to take the coveted number one slot. The order of days did not change, only their position
on the calendar, so in reality, satyrday is STILL the first day of the week since Constantine adopted a
pre-existing pagan planetary week, altering it for his own purposes.
Whoever is in charge is in charge of the calendar. The calendar you observe tells you when to work
and when to worship. WHEN you worship tells heaven and the on-looking universe WHO you
worship, so getting the day right is THAT serious. As for me and my house, we will keep the Sabbath
established at Creation, not the seventh day of the pagan/papal calendar. Please examine the short
study reproduced below:
How Roman/Babylonian Cycles Came To Dominate Modern Time.
In this Section we will deal with the time-reckoning of three different groups in the New Testament Era. These
three groups are the Romans, the Hebrews and the man from Galilee and his disciples. Through this
examination we will come to get a grasp on how time-reckoning evolved from the Scriptural system into the
calendar most of us are on in modern times. As we examine the facts be prepared for some startling surprises.
We start with the Roman system that evolved into essentially the system we have today.

THE ROMAN REPUBLICAN CALENDAR
The very earliest calendar used by the Romans was lunar, similar to others we have discussed in these lessons,
although details of that most-ancient Roman Calendar are obscure. By later Republican times, the Roman
Calendar is well documented. Certain Roman religious customs, as well as the monthly subdivisions of Kalends,
Nones, and Ides, indicate that the calendar was lunar, and that months began upon direct observation by a priest
of the new moon crescent.
In the Roman Republican calendar, the months contained three primary markers -- the Kalends, the Nones and
the Ides. The Kalends were always the first day of the month. The Nones were usually the 5th but sometimes
the 7th, and the Ides were the 15th but sometimes the 13th. All the days after the Ides were numbered by
counting down towards the next month's Kalends. Incidentally, this Latin word, Kalends is where our English
word Calendar comes from. This system was vaguely like the lunar "weeks" we have found in other calendars,
in the sense of being tied to the moon's cycle. The holidays were generally bunched together to form continuous
celebrations, and the remaining days of the month were usually nondescript workdays.
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It is in the Roman Republican calendar that we find a recurring cycle distinct from the lunar cycle. This was
still not a week such as we know it today, but after a few more centuries, well after the New Testament era,
eventually evolved into it. This "week" had a recurring cycle of 8-days called the nundinae = nine-days (nine
because of inclusive counting). This was by no means an unchangeable cycle, as our modern 7-day week seems
to be, however. This is shown from the fact that it was not always 8 days, at times it was 10, based upon
convenience and commerce. The Roman "week" was not religious in significance, but originally indicated days
upon which a market would be held in Rome. It was simply a schedule of when business could be done and was
something like a train or bus schedule might be viewed today. In that sense it was not viewed strictly as a
division of time as the week is viewed today. Extant Roman calendars indicate this interval by giving each
consecutive day a letter A through H. Note that this was simply a space marker for each day. The Romans did
not call the individual days "day A," "day B," "day C," etc.

THE JULIAN CALENDAR
The Julian calendar was a major modification by Julius Caesar of the Republican calendar. As pontifex
maximus, Caesar was responsible for the smooth operation of Rome’s calendar, which previous neglect by other
pontifices had been allowed to fall behind the seasons. In the second year of Caesar’s dictatorship (47 BC) the
calendar was running as much as 90 days behind the seasons, due largely to political manipulation of the
calendar. Caesar began his calendar reform by ordering an ordinary leap year (intercalation of one lunar month).
That was not sufficient to deal with the problem. Therefore, during his second consulship he inserted 67 days
(exactly how isn’t perfectly clear, but probably 2 months between November and December of 22 and 23 days,
plus another intercalary month after February). With this "fix", by the end of the year we know as 46 BC, the
calendar was pretty much back in sync with the seasons. As you might imagine, these changes caused a great
deal of confusion at the time. In fact, later writers called it the annis confusionis (year of confusion).
The New Encyclopedia Britannica elaborates: The origin of the calendric system in general use today - the
Gregorian calendar - can be traced back to the Roman republican calendar, which is thought to have been
introduced by the fifth king of Rome, Tarquinius Priscus (616-579 BCE)... By 46 BCE the calendar had become
so hopelessly confused that Julius Caesar was forced to initiate a reform of the entire system. Caesar invited
the Alexandrian astronomer Sosigenes to undertake this task. Sosigenes suggested abandoning the lunar system
altogether and replacing it with a tropical year of 365.25 days. Further, to correct the accumulation of
previous errors, a total of 90 intercalary days had to be added to 46 BCE, meaning that January 1, 45 BCE,
occurred in what would have been the middle of March. To prevent the problem from recurring, Sosigenes
suggested that an extra day be added to every fourth February. The adoption of such reformatory measures
resulted in the establishment of the Julian calendar, which was used for roughly the next 1,600 years.
Thus, the Julian Calendar marked a major change from the Lunar Republican Calendar, being a Solar calendar
and the predecessor of the Calendar still in use today. It was not until 1582 AD that Pope Gregory XIII decreed
a modification to the Julian calendar, giving us the "Gregorian Calendar" that governs modern time. The New
Encyclopedia Britannica explains why that became necessary: During that time (since the initiation of the Julian
calendar in 46 BC), however, the disagreement between the Julian year of 365.25 days and the tropical year of
365.242199 gradually produced significant errors. The discrepancy mounted at a rate of 11 minutes 14 seconds
per year until it was a full 10 days in 1545, when the Council of Trent authorized Pope Paul III to take
corrective action. No solution was found for many years. In 1572 Pope Gregory III agreed to issue a papal bull
drawn up by the Jesuit astronomer Christopher Clavius. Ten years later, when the edict was finally proclaimed,
10 days in October were skipped to bring the calendar back in line.
Considered as a theoretical calendar (i.e., projecting it back before it was actually invented), the Gregorian
calendar matches up with the Julian in the third century CE. Because the pre-Julian Roman calendar was not
regular, the custom of historians is to use the Julian calendar proleptically for earlier dates. That is, dates before
45 BC, which are naturally recorded in different calendars, are translated into the Julian calendar.

ACTUAL JULIAN CALENDARS CIRCA FIRST CENTURY
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The actual Julian calendar represented here
is from the time when the Julian calendar
was already well-established. Although the
original calendar of the Roman Republican
period was replaced, some conventions of
the earlier Republican era calendar
continued to be maintained in the new
calendar. One important feature carried
over into the Julian Calendar from the
earlier Republican Calendar was the 8 day
“market” cycle, represented by letters A
through H on the calendar. The 7-day
Roman planetary week (7 day cycle named
after the planet gods) had not yet evolved
and is nowhere to be found on this first
century Julian calendar. As we shall see,
the 7-day planetary week was a later
innovation initially unrelated to market days.
This is significant for Scripture study. We
must understand that the Romans had no
7-day week during the New Testament
era. Any reference to a "week" in the
New Testament IS NOT a reference to
the same cycle known today as a week.
The 7-day cycle known today as a week
was completely unknown to the Romans
of New Testament times, having not been
adopted by them yet!
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A 7 Day Planetary Week Emerged where each planet controlled the first hour of the day named after it. This
system was brought into Hellenistic Egypt from Mesopotamia, specifically Babylon, where astrology had been
practiced for millenniums and where seven had always been a propitious number ("lucky" 7). This pagan idea
developed into a scheme among the Romans where certain days became connected with each of the seven
planetary "gods." A connection of each day with one of the seven planetary gods began to spread through the
Roman Empire around the turn of the first century. The earliest evidence of the beginning of the development
of the planetary week was found at Pompeii, the amazing Roman city destroyed by a volcanic eruption during
the final quarter of the first century. A wall inscription with the heading 'days of the gods' lists the planets in the
order Saturn, Sun, Moon, Mars, Mercury, Jupiter, Venus.
This original order of the planetary week (starting with Saturn's day) varies from the week eventually written
into Roman law in the fourth century, which features the Sun's day as the first day of the planetary week. We
should stress again that this innovation of a 7-day planetary week did not arise in the Roman Empire till after the
writing of most if not all of the New Testament books; "Since the earliest evidence for the existence of the
planetary week is to be dated toward the end of the first century A.D." - W. Rordorf
Even then, the religious planetary 7-day cycle did not have the force of time-reckoning later associated with it.
It would take over a century more for the ceremonial planetary week to evolve into the institution of a continual
7-day weekly cycle used in dates. The earliest known instance of this is from 205 AD, in an inscription from
Karlsburg, Transylvania, while the earliest case from the eastern empire is a school lesson from Egypt, dated
294 C.E.

CONSTANTINE ENFORCES ROMAN /
BABYLONIAN TIME AT THE LATE DATE OF
321 AD.
In 321 AD the Emperor Constantine the Great permanently
grafted the astrological planetary week system onto the
Roman calendar, making the first day of this new week the
day of the Sun and a day of rest and worship for all, and
imposing the sequence and names to the days of the
planetary week as we know them today. With this official
edict the market week and the planetary week were finally
and permanently fused into one continuous seven day cycle
named after the "gods". By edict of the Emperor RomanBabylonish time was suddenly transformed into "Christian"
time. While there were holdouts for a while, the new
Roman system of time was adopted throughout most of
western Europe: in the Germanic languages, such as Old
English, the names of four of the Roman gods were
converted into those of the corresponding Germanic gods.

PAGAN WEEK DAY NAMES TELL THE
STORY
All of this should be sufficient to demonstrate that the week
we are so familiar with today originated as an
amalgamation of paganism and commercialism and was
not in any sense given to us by YHWH. In fact, the pagan
origin of the planetary week is still to be seen in the names of the days of the week in use today:
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Planetary
Latin
"god"
Sun
Solis
Moon
Lunae
Mars
Martis
Mercury Mercurii
Jupiter Jovis
Venus
Veneris
Saturn Saturni

Germanic Modern
"god"
English
Sunday
Monday
Tiu
Tuesday
Woden
Wednesday
Thor
Thursday
Freya
Friday
Saturday

Modern
Italian
domenica
lunedì
martedì
mercoledì
giovedì
venerdì
sabato

THE PAGAN PLANETARY WEEK HAS NO CORRELATION TO SCRIPTURAL TIME
The above facts are not in tune with the common perception that the current seven day week has always existed,
and has existed in the same order in which we find it today. Historically that just isn't true, yet quotes such as
the following are produced and repeated as "proof" that the seven day week has been an uninterrupted institution
from the beginning of time: "It is to be noted that in the Christian period, the order of days in the week has
never been interrupted. Thus, when Gregory XIII reformed the calendar in 1582, Thursday, 4 October, was
followed by Friday, 15 October. So in England, in 1752, Wednesday, 2 September, was followed by Thursday,
14 September." (The Catholic Encyclopedia (1910 Edition, Vol. 3, page 740,in the article "Chronology")
In reality, it is irrelevant that the order of the days of the planetary week "in the Christian period" may have
remained "uninterrupted" with the Gregorian calendar change in 1582 AD. The "Christian period" The Catholic
Encyclopedia is necessarily talking about is not the New Testament era (first century), but from 321 AD when
Emperor Constantine, the first historic Pope, institutionalized the planetary week. The salient point here is
therefore obvious to the avid Scripture student and truth-seeker. Namely, 321 AD is just too late a time to be
Scripturally relevant. Further, the order of the Roman planetary week was never tied to any Scriptural
numbering of days of the "week." Indeed, the Roman week evolved completely separately from Scriptural time
and changed in order with "Saturday" being moved from the first day to the last day of the Roman week. In
short, even if there were such a thing as a Scriptural weekly cycle continuing unbroken from creation forward
we could not assume that "Saturn's day", now the last day of the Roman week, is the same as the "seventh day"
of the creation week. If Sabbath-keeping depended upon identifying the true seventh day of a continuous cycle
of weeks from creation forward then Sabbath-keeping is impossible, for there is no unbroken cycle of Roman
weeks that tie in directly to the Scriptural calendar! Saturday and Sunday Sabbath-keeping are both equally
based on the myth of the first century Roman week that never existed. Thank Yah that He "made the moon for
appointments!" Unless He had done so we would have no way to determine when to meet Him to keep His
Sabbaths.

OUT OF SYNC WITH THE CREATOR'S TIME CYCLES - IN SYNC WITH BABYLON
I would conclude this lesson by suggesting that the Roman system of time reckoning institutionalized by
Constantine the Great has had a much more profound effect on us than we can scarcely realize. YHWH gave us
a system of time-reckoning tied directly to the natural order he created. By it any child can easily keep in step
with Him according to the natural cycles that are meant to bless us in body, mind and spirit. By contrast, the
Roman system, based on commercial greed and pagan Babylonian religion, has the effect of divorcing us from
the natural order. It has put us on a 7-day treadmill that has little or no connection whatever with anything Yah
created and that tends to keep us out of sync with both creation and Creator. Its purpose is to keep us in sync
with an artificial and de-humanized hamster-wheel mindset controlled by the ungodly world system of
"Babylon" in rebellion to the healthful natural order and rule of Yah. This has harmful effects upon us in body,
mind and spirit that we probably can't even begin to imagine.
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Friends, we have been almost totally asleep at the wheel, intoxicated by poisons we have taken for granted
because we've never known any different. It’s time to wake up and get a grip while it is still barely possible.
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Nuff said? Bro. Rogers, are you still willing to defend satyrday as the Sabbath of Scripture? Perhaps
if this were a live debate, you would be so disinclined. However, if you are disinclined, I would have
to stop this rebuttal and that would be no fun for either me or my readers. So, we are going to pretend
that you are stiff-necked (like a good Israelite) and carry on because you have MUCH more to say, and
I have MANY more things to reveal that prove you do err, not knowing the Scriptures.
Dispensationalists are especially prone to do this. They take their doctrine and read it into the
text and conclude that the text is teaching their doctrine, rather than what is actually happening when
their doctrine controls their interpretation of the text. So, as we examine the pertinent biblical texts, we
must let the text say what it is saying and not insist that its saying what we want it to say.
Oh wow, this is rich. Scripture does not say that satyrday is the Sabbath (not even once). It does not
say that the Sabbath is the seventh day of uninterrupted seven day weeks (not even implied). This is
read into the text by satyrday Sabbatarians because of their doctrine and interpretation of the text and
the fact that the only calendar they have ever known is the Gregorian (pagan/papal) calendar. The
Gregorian calendar was established in 1582, not Creation week. Bro. Rogers hold Lunar Sabbath
keepers to a standard that he himself cannot meet. He cannot examine the pertinent texts and let them
say what they are actually saying because he insists that they say what he wants them to say. Me
thinks the pot calleth the kettle black.
Lunar Sabbatarians are not Dispensationalists.
We begin our analysis of the Sabbath "in the beginning." We start in the opening account of
creation in Genesis.
Excellent. I could not agree more.

The Sabbath of the Creation Account
The first account of the establishment of the Sabbath day rest is given in a simple, straightforward manner. Genesis chapter one describes in some detail the order of created things. [And the
details of these events includes the fact that the Creator calls the pagan satyrday the Sabbath, right?
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This is evidence of my point above. Bro. Rogers accuses us of something when in reality he himself is
guilty, not Lunar Sabbatarians. In Jeremiah 10:2 YHWH says to learn not the way of the heathen. I
would imagine that since verses 1-5 indicates an early pagan "christmas" celebration that the heathen
calendar is included in this command.] It starts with Elohim creating heaven and earth, separating light
from darkness, etc. At the end of each section, it concludes with, "and the evening and the morning
were the first day," and "the evening and the morning were the second day," etc. Each of the first six
days Elohim creates and forms something.
Then the record tells us this about the seventh day:
Thus the heavens and the earth were completed in all their vast array. By
the seventh day Elohim had finished the work he had been doing; so on the
seventh day he rested from all his work. And Elohim blessed the seventh day
and separated it, because on it he rested from all the work of creating that he
had done. (Genesis 2:1-3)
It is noteworthy to observe that there is no mention of the month or the moon in the account of creation
and the seventh day. The seventh day of the first week of heaven and earth is declared to be the day
that Elohim rested from all his work.
Oh brother. It appears Bro. Rogers missed Genesis 1:14 where YHWH established His calendar in the
heavens. There is a COMMAND from the Creator that the two great lights would regulate the signs,
seasons (appointed times), days and years. The Sabbath is a day, Bro. Rogers. Can you L@@K at the
sun and tell whether it is satyrday or the Sabbath? If not, sit down and be silent. (Proverbs 18:13, I
Corinthians 10:12) Every syllable from your mouth at this point is just so much sounding brass. It
does not matter how loud or how long you blather on. The truth will be heard above the din.
When we come to the Ten Words (the Ten Commandments) in Exodus 20:8-11, we have this
instruction about the Sabbath:
Remember the Sabbath day to set it apart. For six days you may labor and
do all your work, but the seventh day is a Sabbath to Yahuwah your Elohim;
on it you shall not do any work, you, or your son, or your daughter, or your
male servant, or your female servant, or your cattle, or your resident
foreigner who is in your gates. For in six days Yahuwah made the heavens
and the earth and the sea and all that is in them, and he rested on the seventh
day; therefore Yahuwah blessed the Sabbath day and set it apart.
This pattern of working for six days and then resting on the seventh day is based upon what Yahuwah
did in creation week when he rested on the seventh day. Again, no mention is made of the moon or the
month, a lunar cycle or a special way of counting the six days and then the seventh. It merely instructs
us to rest on the seventh day.
The seventh day of what? The week. Which week? The pagan/papal week or the week established at
Creation? And, Bro. Rogers, you don't get to ignore the evidence and say there is none, and you don't
get to make demands of Almighty Yah, saying what He did or did not do. If the cycles of the sun and
moon are not included in the Sabbath command, they certainly were at Creation, it has just escaped
your attention because you are too busy forcing the text to say what you THINK it should say....
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New
Moon
(Genesis
1:1-2)
1

Day 1 of
week
(Genesis
1:3-5)
2
9
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23

Day 2 of
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1:6-8)
3
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(Genesis
1:9-13)
4
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(Genesis
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5
12
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Day 5 of
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(Genesis
1:20-23)
6
13
20
27

Day 6 of
week
(Genesis
1:24-31)
7
14
21
28

7th day
Sabbath
(Genesis
2:1-3)
8
15
22
29
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There was a New Moon day at Creation. YHWH created heaven and earth during this unidentified
segment of time in Genesis 1:1-2. All the other creation events were time consuming (called days),
thus the first creation event was also a time consuming event.
The months in Scripture are lunar. The feasts (annual appointed times) are all based on Israel's lunar
calendar months. So, the second month after Creation began with a New Moon. Last month began
with a New Moon. What do you suppose the very first month of earth's history began with?
But the sun and moon were not created until day 4 you say? Nonsense. There are THREE named days
in Genesis before the 4th day of Creation week. What light rules the day? The sun. What was created
during that un-numbered "day" in Genesis 1:1-2? Heaven and earth. So, not JUST earth. Before I ask
what was in those heavens, let me point out that the light that was lit on the first day of the work week
divided day from night. "And the light He called Day, and the darkness He called Night." What light
in the heavens divides day from night? The sun. In fact, yom (the Hebrew word translated day) means
heat (as in from the sun). Without the sun, there are no "days" on earth?
Now I'm going to ask you, just what was included in the heavens that were created in Genesis 1:1-2?
The evidence points to the sun, moon and the stars all being included. And the "evidence" that
supports this conclusion is found in Genesis 1:16, where it says He (YHWH) made (asah) the two
great lights. Asah is NOT the Hebrew word for created, which is bara, which means created from
scratch, from nothing. Asah means advanced upon or appointed. You advance upon or appoint
something that is already there. In fact, asah would be used if you were making your bed. Not
creating a bed frame, head board and foot board along with the mattress and box springs. As in
rearranging the sheets so you can get in it the next night. I MADE my bed (advanced upon it) this
morning, just like YHWH made the sun, moon and stars on day 4. They were already there, created
during Genesis 1:1-2. All Yah did on day 4 was advance upon them and give them their job
description, define how His children would use them to tell time.
I'm sorry Bro. Rogers, but that is ALL one can conclude from the Hebrew used in the text. I'm not
adding to the Hebrew, I am understanding it for the first time because my church thought to lie to me
that I might perish for the lack of knowledge.
Later on in Exodus 31:13-17, the Sabbath day is described as a sign:
"Tell the sons of Yisrael, 'Surely you must keep my Sabbaths, for it is a sign [owth,
one of the things regulated by one of the two great lights in the heavens] between
me and you throughout your generations, that you may know that I am Yahuwah
who separates you. So you must keep the Sabbath, for it is set- apart for you.
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Everyone who defiles it must surely be put to death; indeed, anyone who does any
work on it, then that life will be cut off from among his people. Six days work may
be done, but on the seventh day is a Sabbath of complete rest, set-apart to
Yahuwah; anyone who does work on the seventh day must surely be put to
death. And the sons of Yisrael must keep the Sabbath to observe the Sabbath
throughout their generations as a perpetual covenant. It is a sign between me and
the sons of Yisrael forever; for in six days Yahuwah made the heavens and the
earth, and on the seventh day he rested and was refreshed."
As before, the simple instruction is to work for six days and then rest on the seventh day, just as our
Creator worked for six days and rested on the seventh. [Then please explain the time consuming
creation event that was NOT included in the count of the first work week. (cricket...cricket...). I'm still
waiting Bro. Rogers.] There is no mention of this counting of days to be based on the lunar cycle or
the new moon. [Then please explain why every Sabbath in Scripture that can be date identified falls
on either the 8th, 15th, 22nd or 29th days of the month, INCLUDING the Sabbaths of the first month
of earth's history?] It simply states that work is done for six days and then the seventh day is a day of
rest. And the sons of Israel are to keep this pattern of working six days and then resting on the seventh.
And Lunar Sabbath keepers work 6 days and rest on the seventh day (of the week). Does Genesis 1
say to rest every seventh day in succession, without interruption? Does Genesis 1 say that that
satyrday is the Sabbath? Does Genesis 1 say that the Sabbath would be found embedded in a
pagan/papal calendar? No on all three counts. Genesis 1 establishes that the two great lights in the
heavens would regulate the signs (owth) seasons (mo'edim) days (yom) and years. The weekly
Sabbath being identified as owth, mo'ed and yom in Scripture. Genesis 1 proves that the sun was lit on
day one permitting all of the days of the Creation week to be numbered in the same manner as every
day since. The New Moon days are dark days (no lunar illumination), thus even the very first New
Moon was dark--the sun wasn't even lit yet--but dark nonetheless. Genesis 1 provides for New Moon
day, the third category of day later identified in Scripture, thus the first month of earth's history looks
very much like every lunar month since. See the calendar model on the previous page.
It is not my fault that New Moon days are not included in the week, and are a third category of day.
They have been excluded from the week since "In the beginning...." There is always harmony in the
truth.
In Leviticus 23:2-4, we are given further instructions about the seventh day Sabbath observance:
Speak to the sons of Yisrael and tell them, 'These are Yahuwah's appointed
times which you must proclaim as set-apart assemblies--my appointed times:
Six days work may be done, but on the seventh day there must be a Sabbath
of complete rest, a set-apart assembly. You must not do any work; it is a
Sabbath to Yahuwah in all the places where you live. These are Yahuwah's
appointed times, set-apart assemblies, which you must proclaim at their
appointed time.'
As in each of the instructions before it, this time the Sabbath is the seventh day of the week following
six days of work. [That is correct, and each month was interrupted by New Moon. Not my opinion,
not my idea, just fact. Scripture proves it unequivocally.] But even though the Sabbath is declared to
be and appointed time (Hebrew moed), the Sabbath day is not connected with the lunar cycle, a new
moon or anything other than a simple counting to six and then the seventh day for resting.
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Oh, and where did Genesis 1, Exodus 20 or Leviticus 23:1-3 say this Bro. Rogers? You are doing
nothing but forcing your own opinion upon the text. It simply does NOT say what you want and
believe it to say.
And finally, in Deuteronomy 5:12-15, where the Ten Commandments are rehearsed by Mosheh
to all Yisrael, the Sabbath days is described again:
Guard the day of the Sabbath to set it apart just as Yahuwah your Elohim
has commanded you. You are to serve and do all your work in six days, but
the seventh day is the Sabbath of Yahuwah your Elohim. On that day you
must not do any work, you, your son, your daughter, your male slave, your
female slave, your ox, your donkey, any other animal, or the foreigner who
lives with you, so that your male and female slaves, like yourself, may have
rest. Recall that you were a slave in the land of Mitzrayim and that
Yahuwah your Elohim brought you out of there by strength and power;
therefore, Yahuwah your Elohim has commanded you to keep the Sabbath
day.
We find the exact same pattern here as in other instructions about the Sabbath day. Six days work is to
be done but the seventh day is a Sabbath of rest. Nowhere is the lunar cycle mentioned or alluded to
here in this clearly laid out instruction about the Sabbath.
Au Contraire. You do err, not knowing the Scriptures. I'm thinking you cannot read either, or in your
haste to defend your false, counterfeit Sabbath you simply failed to notice the following....
By the way, I am SO glad you brought up Deuteronomy 5:12-15. Exodus 20:8-11 links the weekly
Sabbath to the Creation event on the seventh day of the first week. But what does Deuteronomy 5
link the weekly Sabbath to? The exodus from Egypt (Mitzrayim)!!! Do you know what day Israel
began their journey out of Egypt? The 15th day of the first month (the day AFTER the first Passover).
Looks like this...
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For the record, there is no such thing as a Sabbath day's journey in Scripture. That is Talmud. And
marching out of Egypt with all their belongings and livestock was not work, nor did they consider it so.
It was a victory parade. What better day to be released from bondage (literal, physical, mental or
emotional) than on the Sabbath? Remember the cripple healed on the Sabbath in John 5:1-10?
I'm not half way through your refutation Bro. Rogers. Have I missed anything yet? Have I failed to
defend the Lunar Sabbath for any paragraph above yet? Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, were we
keeping score, would Bro. Rogers have even one point yet?
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As a matter of fact, NOWHERE in all the Scriptures is the seventh day of rest following six
days of work ever connected with the new moon or the lunar cycle or the lunar calendar. [Fact, huh?]
The Bible never says any such thing. [Never? That is a pretty strong word when you don't know what
you are saying.] To suggest belief in the Lunar Sabbath theory, when the Sabbath is never connected
by any instruction of Scripture to the Lunar cycle, is irresponsible and irrational. [Actually, based on
just the evidence presented so far, I disagree. It is called obedience. And I am far from finished
presenting evidence.] Even worse, it is adding commandments to the Scripture, a practice which is
strictly forbidden by the Torah itself several times.
Oh, ladies and gentlemen. Please take note of the last sentence above. This is a perfect example of
hyperbole. If he huffs and puffs loud enough, perhaps Bro. Rogers will persuade some to disregard the
Lunar Sabbath or dissuade them from examination in the first place. What's next? Is he going to lay in
the floor flail his arms, kick his legs and hold his breath? I'm half serious.
The mere lack of any hint of the Sabbath being connected to the lunar cycle implies that the
Lunar Sabbath theory is a man made doctrine with absolutely no Biblical basis. Indeed, the simplicity
of the Sabbath commandment, everywhere it occurs, is testimony to the fact that the Sabbath is a day
of rest following six working days. And this pattern is perpetual.
It is true. Work six days and rest the seventh. It is a perpetual pattern. So is New Moon beginning
each month a perpetual cosmic event. Sorry Bro. Rogers, but until you reconcile the instructions and
examples of New Moon in Scripture, you have nothing. New Moon is part of the calendar month.
You can ignore it, but it is not going away. You can face it now or in judgment. You decide.
Lunar Sabbatarians work six days and rest on the seventh. And we put New Moon in its rightful place.
You don't. Not our fault that you do err, not knowing the Scriptures.

The Sabbath as a Moed (Appointed Time)
Now the Sabbath day is proclaimed to be an Appointed Time, as we noted above:
Speak to the sons of Yisrael and tell them, 'These are Yahuwah's appointed
times which you must proclaim as set-apart assemblies--my appointed times:
Six days work may be done, but on the seventh day there must be a Sabbath
of complete rest, a set-apart assembly. You must not do any work; it is a
Sabbath to Yahuwah in all the places where you live. These are Yahuwah's
appointed times, set-apart assemblies, which you must proclaim at their
appointed time.' (Leviticus 23:2-4)
The Hebrew word moed (pl. moedim) is translated as appointed time, or appointment, or even season
or set time. It refers to the special days which the Almighty has set apart for his special
purposes. These days are times when Yahuwah meets with his people; thus they are called
appointments.
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Proponents of the Lunar Sabbath theory, taking note of the fact that the Sabbath is a moed,
claim that Psalm 104:19 is a primary text providing proof positive that the Sabbath day is regulated by
the new moon.
He appointed the moon for seasons (Hebrew moedim): the sun knoweth his
going down. (KJV)
The NIV renders the Hebrew text this way:
The moon marks off the seasons, and the sun knows when to go down.
The Hebrew could be rendered either of two ways: "He made the moon for seasons," or "The moon
makes for seasons." The first is preferable.
If the first is preferable, why plant the seed of doubt (with the NIV version)? And for the record, it
cannot be rendered either way; asah (translated "made") does not mean mark off...
This is the definition found in Strong's Concordance. "Mark off" is not found among the many
possible uses.
‛ע ָ ש ָ ׂהâśâh aw-saw'
A primitive root; to do or make, in the broadest sense and widest application: - accomplish, advance,
appoint, apt, be at, become, bear, bestow, bring forth, bruise, be busy, X certainly, have the charge of,
commit, deal (with), deck, + displease, do, (ready) dress (-ed), (put in) execute (-ion), exercise,
fashion, + feast, [fight-] ing man, + finish, fit, fly, follow, fulfil, furnish, gather, get, go about, govern,
grant, great, + hinder, hold ([a feast]), X indeed, + be industrious, + journey, keep, labour, maintain,
make, be meet, observe, be occupied, offer, + officer, pare, bring (come) to pass, perform, practise,
prepare, procure, provide, put, requite, X sacrifice, serve, set, shew, X sin, spend, X surely, take, X
thoroughly, trim, X very, + vex, be [warr-] ior, work (-man), yield, use.

Bro. Rogers, please try to hold yourself to a higher standard than to offer evidence that you know is
neither true nor relevant.
Now we have to give due consideration to this interpretation. It does indeed say that the moon
is for the appointed times, and the Sabbath is an appointed time! But one statement does not a doctrine
make. [Excuse me, but that is a false statement. Indeed, the Father many times offers 2-3 witnesses
(because we are stiff-necked, but there are places where there is a SINGLE "Thus saith YHWH", and
that verse is law, fact, unassailable, and impossible to misunderstand. Example below.] There is no
other affirming passage of Scripture which describes the moon as regulating the Sabbath. The Torah
requires two or three witnesses to establish a thing.
There is much to say here. In no particular order...
Isaiah 66:22-23 is a perfect example of a SINGLE verse making a singular statement, prefaced by a
Thus saith YHWH. Here YHWH says that when the time comes (It shall come to pass) that all will
come to worship before Him on New Moon. There is not a single passage elsewhere in Scripture that
attests to this verse, repeats it of offers a second (or third) witnesses. According to Bro. Rogers, that
means believers cannot take this to heart. It cannot be true because there are no other witnesses. And,
if you have not figured it out yet, Bro. Rogers speaks without knowledge, the definition of a fool.
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Secondly, Genesis 1:14 is a second witness to Psalm 104:19. It says that one of the two great lights in
the heavens would regulate the signs (owth), seasons (mo'edim), days (yom) and years. It just does not
say which light. But ONE of the two great lights regulates these time segments and the weekly
Sabbath is called by each of the first three items listed. Let me ask the question ONE more time. Can
you go outside, look at the sun and tell whether it is satyrday or the Sabbath. Unequivocally, the
answer is NO! That means that without question it is the moon that regulates the Father's appointed
times.
Does Bro. Rogers agree that the moon regulates the annual feasts (mo'edim)? Ladies and gentlemen of
the jury, do YOU recognize that the moon regulates the annual feasts (mo'edim)? If the moon
regulates the annual feasts listed in Leviticus 23, and the weekly Sabbath, twice called a feast in
Leviticus 23:1-3, why is it out of the question that it also regulates the weekly Sabbath considering
that the weekly and annual feasts are described as mo'edim?

How does Scripture tell us to determine what is truth?
1. In Scripture: If I find 2-3 witnesses, texts saying the same thing, (Genesis 41:32,
Deuteronomy 19:15, II Corinthians 13:1) then it is truth that I must admit and comply with.
2. In Scripture: If I find a single text saying "thus saith YHWH", (Deuteronomy 8:3b, Luke 4:8,
Matthew 4:10) it is truth; it is my duty to obey His command whether there are 2-3 witnesses or not.
3. In Scripture: If I find a chain of texts where there is an unfolding of truth, one expounding upon
the other, (Isaiah 28:9-10), this reveals truth that I am responsible for. For example, Genesis
1:14 says that the luminaries in the heavens regulate the seasons (Hebrew: mo'edim). Psalm
104:19 reveals that the moon alone regulates the seasons (mo'edim). Leviticus 23:1-3 calls the
weekly Sabbath a feast (mo'edim). This is a chain of evidence that cannot be questioned.
4. If it is in the law [Torah] or the prophets, it is true, Isaiah 8:20. If something outside of Torah
and the prophets agrees with the Torah and the prophets, neither adding nor diminishing aught
(Deuteronomy 4:2), it is the straight truth. The standard listed in Isaiah and Deuteronomy (above)
was given to trump Test 1 IF the 2-3 witnesses are false witnesses (speaking not according to the
Torah and the prophets).
5. A doctrine or accepted belief that fails any of the above 4 tests means that it is NOT true. YHWH
says that He will do NOTHING unless He reveals His secret to His servants the prophets, Amos 3:7.
If the prophets are silent, then it did not come from YHWH. If there is no "thus saith YHWH, no 2-3
witnesses, no chain of inter-textual evidence and thus no support found in the Torah and the
prophets, then it is my privilege to admit it and tell others that it has no foundation in truth.
6. Any historical evidence that agrees with Scripture (e.g. the Torah and the prophets) is acceptable
as supportive evidence of the truth. Any historical record that disagrees with or contradicts Scripture,
failing the first 4 tests above, is a lie in the highest order of magnitude.
7. If someone makes a statement, it does not matter if 1000 witnesses come later saying that he did
NOT say such and such or did not MEAN such and such; the spoken word of the person in question
(Almighty Yah, the prophets, you or I) takes precedence over that of all his defenders OR detractors.
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8. If someone claims to be Messiah, or a prophet, or to have a special message for the body of
believers, but fails to pass Tests 1, 2 and 3 above, then Isaiah 8:20 and Deuteronomy 18:18-22
(in essence, Tests 4 and 5) must be applied. If what they say doesn’t come to pass or they speak
not according to the Torah or the testimony of the prophets, fear them not, there is no light in them.
Included here are the tests that the New Testament (NT) authors recognized and taught their
converts. John and Paul instructed their converts/followers to try the spirits (I John 4:1), to prove all
things and hold fast that which is good (I Thessalonians 5:21), and also to search the Scriptures daily
to see whether these things (that Paul taught them) were so, Acts 17:10-11. As silly as this might
sound, the Carpenter from Nazareth never quoted a verse from the NT because the ONLY Scripture in
existence during the first century was the Old Testament. In other words, the NT must meet the
standard of the OT, not the other way around. In truth, if a NT writer does not meet the standard of
the law [Torah] the testimony of the prophets, there is no light in this writing either.

I apologize if you are offended by this rebuttal, Bro. Rogers, but it is not my fault that you do err, not
knowing the Scriptures, that you falsely accuse Lunar Sabbath keepers, that you have not examined the
evidence before opening your mouth or that you think yourself qualified to refute the Sabbath of
YHWH. If you don't like this rebuttal, I have a solution. Recant and repent. A little "R&R" never
hurt anyone.
So, how do we explain Leviticus 23:2-4 in light of Psalm 104:19? [Here's a novel idea. Why
don't you try an honest examination.] If the Sabbath is a moed, but we say it isn't regulated by the
moon, how can this be? [There's your first clue: The Sabbath is a mo'ed, but WE SAY IT IS NOT
REGULATED BY THE MOON. Try not including what you think into the equation Bro. Rogers.]
First, as we already pointed out at length above, there is no Scripture which indicates or even alludes to
the Sabbath being regulated by the lunar cycle. [Yeah, and how has that worked out for you so far?
You keep saying it, and Scripture keeps proving you to be in error.] But each of the other annual
moedim as listed in Leviticus 23 are explicitly attached to a certain day of a named month, and are thus
clearly regulated by the lunar cycle.
An amazing admission. Please re-read the first two paragraphs of the previous page.
Second, the very way that the Sabbath and the other moedim are listed and described in
Leviticus 23 strongly indicates that the Sabbath is not regulated by the lunar cycle while the rest of the
moedim are. Leviticus 23 begins by declaring the "appointed times of Yahuwah."
What? I don't know what is worse, blind ignorance or willful blindness.
Speak to the sons of Yisrael and tell them, 'These are Yahuwah's appointed
times which you must proclaim as set-apart assemblies--my appointed times:
Six days work may be done, but on the seventh day there must be a Sabbath
of complete rest, a set-apart assembly. You must not do any work; it is a
Sabbath to Yahuwah in all the places where you live. (Leviticus 23:2-3)
There is nothing said in the description of the Sabbath which connects it to the lunar cycle. It only
mentions what every other instruction passage of Scripture says about the Sabbath, and that is that six
days a man shall work but then rest on the seventh day.
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Isaiah 28:9-10 Bro. Rogers. Fact: the two great lights regulates the signs, seasons, days and years.
Fact: the moon regulates the mo'edim. Fact: the weekly Sabbath is twice called a mo'ed in Leviticus
23:1-3. I am sorry, but according to Isaiah 28:9-10, THIS is called evidence. And on top of it all, the
weekly Sabbath is LINKED to the day of the exodus, which was Abib 15. This just so happens to be
announced by the full moon seen the night of Passover, and announces the second Sabbath of the first
month, EVERY YEAR. If the weekly Sabbath is forever linked to the seventh day of rest the first
week of Creation (Exodus 20:8-11), then how in the devil can Abib 15 be forever linked to the weekly
Sabbath (Deuteronomy 5:12-15) if that day is not the weekly Sabbath EVERY year? You explain
that Bro. Rogers. When you have an answer, come see me. Just because your anniversary and July
4th falls on a different day of the pagan/papal week day every year does not mean the Father's special
days fall on different week days of His calendar.
You keep saying that there is no lunar connection to the weekly Sabbath in Scripture as if repeating it
will somehow make it true or that some ignoramus will fall for it. Tell me how that works out for you.
“All error does not become truth by reason of multiplied propagation, nor does truth become error
because no one will see it.” Gandhi
“Truth is not what I believe. Truth is not even what I know. Truth is Fact. I may not believe it. I may
not know it. That does not change it. It is there nevertheless, waiting to be discovered and believed.
Truth does not depend on the unsettled and changing opinions of men. It was truth before it was
believed. It remains truth, whether it is believed or not. Reason does not originate or create it. It
merely discovers it.” Carlyle B. Haynes
Leviticus 23 then goes on:
These are Yahuwah's appointments, the set apart assemblies you are to
proclaim at their appointed times: Yahuwah's Pesach begins at twilight on
the fourteenth day of the first month. On the fifteenth day of that month
Yahuwah's Feast of Unleavened Bread begins; for seven days you must eat
bread made without yeast (Leviticus 23:4-6).
The text repeats the declaration that "these are Yahuwah's appointments." Then the Pesach is
announced. The Pesach is to occur on a specific day on a particular month of the year. Obviously, this
specific pinpointing of a certain day in a certain month is controlled by the lunar cycle. The fourteenth
day of the first month is when the Pesach is slaughtered.
So he admits that the annual Sabbaths are regulated by the moon. I am utterly stunned. He has no idea
how ignorant he sounds denying the weekly Sabbath the same qualification when it is defined in the
SAME manner.
Then the text goes on the inform us that the Feast of Unleavened Bread begins on the fifteenth
day of the first month and lasts for seven days (taking us through the end of the twenty-first day of the
month). Again, this is without a doubt regulated by the lunar cycle. The moon cycles mark for us the
beginning of each month and therefore the counting of days in each month.
And Abib 15 is called and defined as a Sabbath in Leviticus 23:6-11. See that word "Sabbath" in
verse 11? That is the Hebrew word H7676, Shabbawth, Hebrew for the WEEKLY Sabbath.
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Now the rest of Leviticus 23 lists each of the annual moedim and gives specific details about
which day of which month each of these occur every year. So, all of the annual moedim are regulated
and controlled by the lunar cycle.
So, Leviticus 23 indicates by its specifics that the Sabbath is a weekly moed not regulated by
the lunar cycle, while the annual moedim are most certainly regulated by the lunar cycle and must
occur at exact days in a month and on a particular month of each year.
How's that Bro. Rogers? Every weekly Sabbath that can be date identified in Scripture falls on the 8th,
15th, 22nd and 29th days of the month. According to Isaiah 28:9-10, this is called evidence.
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The study showing this to be the case is at the link offered in the middle of p. 7 above. The Sabbath of
Unleavened bread falls on the 15th day of the first month. The Sabbaths of Tabernacles fall on the
15th and 22nd of the seventh month. These are high Sabbaths every year, both an annual and weekly
Sabbath.
So why does Psalm 104:19 say that the moon was made for the moedim? Well, in fact, this is
true in general. But, Leviticus 23 breaks down this statement into detail and describes for us which of
the moedim are actually regulated by the moon and separates from the other moedim the one that isn't
regulated by the lunar cycle. [Oh, and just WHERE in Scripture does it say that "the other mo'edim" is
not regulated by the moon? I don't recall seeing the book of David Rogers in the Old Testament.] This
is not hard to understand. The Bible has many statements in one place that get clarified and explained
in another place.
So Bro. Rogers ADMITS that Scripture will make a statement in one place then clarify and explain it
in another (which is what Isaiah 28:9-10 says), but denies that Genesis 1:14, Psalm 104:19 and
Leviticus 23:1-3 does EXACTLY that. I never cease to be amazed at the ignorance and dishonesty
displayed by nay-sayers. Bro. Rogers holds Lunar Sabbatarians to a standard that he himself cannot
reach, then uses the same texts we use to prove our point as if he holds the key to understanding, while
ignoring our obvious application of the very term to which he is referring.
I'm sorry ladies and gentlemen of the jury, but this is evidence of a double-minded man. It's OK
friends. if I cross my eyes, I can only see one of him. And if I cross my eyes, stand on my head and tie
one arm behind my back, I will still readily and easily capable of presenting the Scripture that defeats
him and his conclusion.
With Psalm 104:19, the proponents of the Lunar Sabbath theory make way too much of a
statement which was never intended to formulate a doctrine, but was merely a summary declaration of
the purpose for the creation of the moon.
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Can you believe this guy?
An article entitled, Beware of the "Lunar Sabbath" (http://www.eliyah.com/lunarsabbath.html),
further suggests reasons why the argument by proponents of the Lunar Sabbath theory are wrong in
their interpretation of Psalm 104:19. First, the word moed ("appointed time") is used in Numbers 28:24 with reference to the morning and evening sacrifices:
"Give this command to the sons of Yisrael and say to them: 'See that you present
to me at the appointed time (Hebrew moed) the food for my offerings made by fire,
as an aroma pleasing to me.' Say to them: 'This is the offering made by fire that
you are to present to Yahuwah: two lambs a year old without defect, as a regular
burnt offering each day. Prepare one lamb in the morning and the other at
twilight...
Here, this moed is most definitively NOT regulated by the moon. The morning and evening sacrifices
are regulated in time by the sun! So, this use of moed demonstrates that NOT ALL the moedim are
regulated by the moon. Thus, to say that the Sabbath is not regulated by the moon (which we have
demonstrated in several ways) does not detract from or conflict with the statement of Psalm 104:19.
It is true, not every single mo'ed listed in Scripture is regulated by the moon. The timing of a mother
in labor is called a mo'ed (the time appointed for the delivery of the baby) in Scripture. Birds migrate
at their mo'ed, their time appointed by the Creator. All this and more is presented in my rebuttal of
EliYah's Beware of the "Lunar Sabbath" which is also listed in the Hall of Shame with this rebuttal.
The point is rightly made that not every mo'ed is regulated by the moon because not every cycle out
there is lunar based. But the CALENDAR of YHWH is lunar-solar based. So if the annual Sabbaths
are regulated by the moon and the weekly Sabbaths are referred to using the SAME Hebrew listed in
Genesis 1:14, and the weekly Sabbath is part of the calendar of YHWH, then guess what? Bro.
Rogers and EliYah's arguments fall harmlessly to the ground as so much chaff in the wind.
EliYah is a personal acquaintance. That did not stop me from presenting the Scriptures that shredded
his refutation of the Lunar Sabbath. I don't know Bro. Rogers. So, ladies and gentlemen of the jury,
should I show him any restraint? I'm finding it difficult to even respect the man after some of the
double-mindedness he's displayed.
And one final observation about our text in Psalm 104:19 should put to rest forever this false
assertion of proponents of the Lunar Sabbath theory.
The high mountains belong to the wild goats; the crags are a refuge for the
coneys. The moon marks off the seasons, and the sun knows when to go down.
(Psalm 104:18-19, NIV)
The Hebrew parallelism reads literally like this:
The high mountains are for the goats...
He made the moon for the moedim....
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The mountains are made for WILD goats, Bro. Rogers. The literal Hebrew word is H3277, and is used
three times in Scripture and is translated 3 times as wild goat. There is a different Hebrew word used
for she goat (H5795) and a he goat (H8163).
Since these statements are parallel, then we should be able to see similarities in what they declare. So,
if there is ever a case when the goats do not live in the high mountains, then it is equally tenable that a
moed may not be regulated by the moon. Since it is true that not every goat in the world lives in the
high mountains, though many of them do, then we can also conclude that not every moed is regulated
by the moon, though many of them are. Clearly the declaration of verses 18 and 19 are summary
statements and are not intended to be a law. The Lunar Sabbath theory falls apart under this kind of
careful scrutiny.
Bro. Rogers, no one said that Psalm 104:19 was law. It is however a commentary of fact based on
Genesis 1:14 which IS the establishment of law. Natural law was co-opted to enforce and regulate the
Sabbath laws.
This argument is so internally weak and silly it is akin to saying that the only fish in a stream named
Trout Creek must be trout and that if trout are not the only fish living in this creek, it cannot be called
Trout Creek. And yet it is regardless of the fact that other fish swim its waters.
Earlier we agreed that not ever mo'edim (appointed time) was regulated by the moon. Scripture proves
that not every mo'edim is regulated by the moon (because not every time appointed is linked to the
lunar cycle) but that does not change the fact that the Sabbath is clearly one of the mo'edim that is
regulated by the moon.

The Three Categories of Days
Another major component of the Lunar Sabbath theory is the categorizing of days. The Lunar
Sabbath teaching purports that there are three separate types of days - the new moon day, the "working
days" and the Sabbath day. They root this teaching in one [ONE? Nay my friend, there are 4, when
we only need 2-3 witnesses.] biblical text:
This is what the Sovereign LORD says: The gate of the inner court facing east is to
be shut on the six working days, but on the Sabbath day and on the day of the New
Moon it is to be opened. (Ezekiel 46:1, NIV)
There it is! Proof positive that there are three distinct types of days. But what if the new moon falls on
a Thursday (on the non-Lunar calendar month)? Do they shut the gates or not? There is no right
answer for the Lunar Sabbath people. [There is no right answer for US? Now that is funny. He is
plagiarizing (or quoting) something I have said for years. It is one thing to take another person's words
and make them eat them because they are not true, but this is ridiculous. Bro. Rogers once again
shows the depth of his ignorance. I have already shown you the evidence in Scripture that reveals 3
categories of day. How, then ladies and gentlemen of the jury, do you judge his comment here?] By
definition, the Sabbath day is not one of the working days, because we are commanded to work for six
days and rest on the seventh. But there is no such statement in Scripture about the new moon
day. Therefore, in their view, the new moon day can NEVER also be a working day. It must be a
separate day.
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That is because it is a separate day. We do have an answer for this verse because it plainly says that
the gates will be OPEN on New Moon but SHUT on a work day. Thursday (the example used above)
is a work day. A gate cannot be open and shut at the same time. It is one or the other, which proves
that there are 3 categories of day in Scripture. In this scenario, thursday could not be a New Moon
because thursday is a known work day. Since thursday IS one of the SIX work day, the Gregorian
calendar (or it's ancestor actually) could not have been used in Ancient Israel.
There are a few other verses that the Lunar Sabbath proponents cite as supporting their view of
these three distinct types of days. [I thought there was only one. First Bro. Rogers states (for the
record) that there is only one verse Lunar Sabbatarians use as evidence to support that Scripture
teaches of three categories of day, then says that there are others. Talk about being double minded or
simply deceitful. You decide.] We will cite them here:
"As the new heavens and the new earth that I make will endure before me,"
declares the LORD, "so will your name and descendants endure. From one New
Moon to another and from one Sabbath to another, all mankind will come and
bow down before me," says the LORD (Isaiah 66:22-23, NIV).
The people of the Lunar Sabbath theory contend that this utterance of the prophet implies that the new
moon day is equal to the Sabbath in set-apartness, since all mankind will come to bow down before
Yahuwah on those days.
Were it equal to the weekly (or annual) Sabbath, it would be described or defined as the Feast of
Trumpets (the seventh new moon of the year) is defined in Leviticus 23. Only the seventh New Moon
(Feast of Trumpets) is ever described as a Sabbath. Which, again, proves our position that the New
Moon is a third category of day. The gate is OPEN on New Moon and the gate is SHUT on all SIX
work days, which precludes and prevents the Gregorian calendar (or its like) from being the calendar
presented of Scripture because New Moon can and does fall on the Gregorian thursday (one of the 6
common work days), which is not possible using the definition for a New Moon in Scripture.
Our response to this is that nowhere in all of the Torah is the new moon day ever listed or
commanded to be set-apart, [But it does in Isaiah 66:22-23.] or that we need to cease from labor on
that day [But it does in Leviticus 23:24-25 and Amos 8:5. Leviticus is Torah.], or that it is a special
day of worship [But it does in Isaiah 66:22-23. You have read Isaiah 8:20, right? There it says that the
law [Torah] AND the testimony of the prophets regulate what is truth, not just Torah.]. The new moon
day is never said to be holy, nor is there a holy convocation commanded for the day as their is for the
Sabbath day. The new moon day is nothing like the Sabbath, if you consider the Torah to be your
guide.
Another verse is,
Hear this, you who trample the needy and do away with the poor of the land,
saying, "When will the New Moon be over that we may sell grain, and the Sabbath
be ended that we may market wheat?"-- skimping the measure, boosting the price
and cheating with dishonest scales... (Amos 8:4-5).
This citation is used to support the idea that every new moon day was a day of rest, since these wicked
ones couldn't sell grain until the New Moon was over.
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Not a day of rest, just not a common work/commerce day either. Please Bro. Rogers, do not put words
in our mouths. The words in your own mouth are without foundation, accuracy or cause; you need not
add insult to injury by misrepresenting what Lunar Sabbatarians believe.
The explanation of this statement in Amos is that the new moon day of the seventh month is a
set-apart day on which no work is to be performed. All other new moon days appear to be just regular
days. [This (the previous sentence) is not what is taught by the Lunar Sabbath movement.] Thus, the
prophet was speaking about a particular incident when on Yom Teruah, these people were
complaining. There is no other biblical law or principle which could explain this saying by those who
trample the needy.
But in conjunction with Ezekiel 46:1 and Isaiah 66:22-23, it makes a compelling case that the New
Moon is not a work day, nor is it a Sabbath--it is a third category of day. This, by the way, is putting to
practice the maxim revealed in Isaiah 28:9-10...
Whom shall He [YHWH] teach knowledge? and whom shall He make to understand doctrine? them
that are weaned from the milk, and drawn from the breasts.
For precept must be upon precept, precept upon precept; line upon line, line upon line; here a little,
and there a little:

Furthermore, there are several other strong objections to this idea of there being three
categories of days. First, it is true that the new moon day is the first day of the month. But the Torah
says almost nothing [almost being the operative word here...] about the new moon day. It says nothing
about it being in a separate category of days. It says nothing about the new moon day being set-apart
or is to be a day of worship [But it does in the prophets--Isaiah 66:22-23, which, according to YHWH
in Isaiah 8:20, qualifies as evidence, contrary to Bro. Rogers conclusion.]. The only thing said about
the new moon day is that the silver trumpets are to be blown over your offerings on that day (Numbers
10:10), and that there are special burnt offerings, grain offerings and drink offerings to be made on the
new moon day (Numbers 28:11-15). That's it! That's pretty much all the Torah has to say about the
new moon day.
Once again Bro. Rogers does err, not knowing the Scriptures, much less Torah. Numbers 10:1-10
(which is Torah) definitely reveals that New Moon is distinct category of day. Rogers points out the
verse that proves the New Moon is a third category of day, then denies that the verse means anything
of the sort. This is double-mindedness at it's finest. The silver trumpets give off a distinct sound on
New Moon and feast days (which are special Sabbaths) that is not given for regular work days. Bro.
Rogers, it is not our fault that you are ignorant, nor is it our fault that you keep misrepresenting
Scripture and what Lunar Sabbath keepers believe.
It is better to be silent and thought a fool than to open your mouth and remove all doubt.
And, for the record, you forgot II Kings 4:23. After heir son died (probably of heat stroke), the
mother ran to her husband and said, Honey, I need a donkey and a servant so I can go see the prophet.
And he said, Wherefore wilt thou go to him to day? it is neither new moon, nor sabbath. And she
said, It shall be well.
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Where was the man. In the field. What was he doing? Working. Just another text proving a third
category of day. New Moon days never fell on any of the six work days. And, also for the record,
Sabbaths and New Moon days were designated as the times when YHWH's people went to worship
and apparently to see the set-apart men (prophets).
Another objection to the Lunar Sabbath way of categorizing days is that there is no category for
the thirtieth day of the month (when there is one). [What are you talking about? It is a New Moon
day.] What kind of day is this? [New Moon.] Is it a work day? [No, it is a New Moon day.] Is it a
worship day? [Yes, but it is not a Sabbath.] The Bible says nothing, zero, zip about this other type of
day. And the proponents of the Lunar Sabbath theory ignore this elephant in the room, also. They
have no explanation for it. [Friend, stop misrepresenting Lunar Sabbath keepers. It is a New Moon.
There are 4 seven day weeks in the original 30 day lunar month, for a total of 28 days. Everything else
is a New Moon day.] Yet, by their own system, it must be a different type of day than the other three
types, because it does not fit with nor meet the requirements to be classified in any of the other three
types of days.
“And David said unto Jonathan, Behold, tomorrow is the new moon, and I should not fail to sit with
the king at meat” (1 Samuel 20:5)

David did not attend the New moon dinner with King Saul which was customary. Now on the
second day celebration of the new moon, David seat was still empty.
“And it came to pass on the morrow, which was the second day of the month, that David’s place was
empty: and Saul said unto Jonathan his son, wherefore cometh not the son of Jesse to meat, neither
yesterday, nor today?” (1 Samuel 20:27)

It was not the second day of the month. The literal Hebrew reads the second day of the new moon. I
asked a converted Jew who is fluent in Hebrew what this phrase meant, second day of the month or
second day of new moon. He is not a lunar Sabbatarians, and without hesitation, he answered that it
was the second day of the new moon.
The Hebrew COULD have been translated as “second day of the month” but the context of the passage
prohibits such. The context is that David was expected to eat with the king during new moon…
And David said unto Jonathan, Behold, to morrow is the new moon, and I should not fail to sit with
the king at meat: but let me go, that I may hide myself in the field unto the third day at even. I
Samuel 20:5

Please note that the context of the passage includes that David anticipated two days of new moon as he
and Jonathan are not scheduled to meet until the third day (from when they were making the
agreement). And here is the proof in the pudding:
And the king sat upon his seat, as at other times, even upon a seat by the wall: and Jonathan arose,
and Abner sat by Saul’s side, and David’s place was empty. [the first day of chodesh, New Moon]
Nevertheless Saul spake not any thing that day: for he thought, Something hath befallen him, he is
not clean; surely he is not clean.
And it came to pass on the morrow, which was the second day of the month, [second day of chodesh,
New Moon in context] that David’s place was empty: and Saul said unto Jonathan his son,
Wherefore cometh not the son of Jesse to meat, neither yesterday, nor to day? I Samuel 20:25-27
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David has already said that he was expected to eat with the king (apparently by special agreement) on
New Moon, which means that David was NOT normally expected to sit with the king every other day
of the month. Please note that Saul expected to see David the following day. Naturally, (coupled with
the agreement to shoot the arrows on the third day), the following day when Saul was expecting David
to eat with him was the second day of a two day New Moon celebration.
Until whatever conflagration in the cosmos moved the moon a half day closer to earth (creating a 29.5
day lunar cycle) each and every lunar month was 30 days in duration. This not only agrees with the
ancient lunar-solar year which was 360 days long, it also agrees with the timed prophecies which
ALSO list the years as 360 days in duration.
A time in prophecy is a year. Time, times and the dividing (half) of time equates to 360 + 720 + 180 =
a 1260 day prophecy.
This ain't rocket science. There is always harmony with the truth.
That extra day of the month is not a weekday. It is not one of the six working days. It is not a
Sabbath. And it is not a new moon day. Then what is it? It completely messes up the system of days
and weeks as set forth by the Lunar Sabbath theory. [It messes up nothing because it is indeed part of
the New Moon celebration.] So, it must be a forth category of days. But no one really knows what its
purpose is and what can and cannot be done on that day. It is a day in limbo. No one really knows
what to do with that extra day. This anomaly of the Lunar Sabbath theory makes that theory look silly
and ridiculous.
It is not an anomaly. And Bro. Rogers, it is your argument that makes you look silly and ridiculous.

The First Three Months of the First Year Out of Egypt
Those who espouse the Lunar Sabbath theory say that they can prove that the first three months
of the year when Israel came out of Egypt all had the same days of the month that were Sabbaths. And
if three months in a row all have the same pattern of numbered days, then every month of the year
must be the same.
As we illustrated earlier, for the Lunar Sabbath people, every month looks like this:
The Month According to the Lunar Sabbath Theory

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9 10 11 12 13 14 15
16 17 18 19 20 21 22
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
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Close. But day 30 is a New Moon day, thus it belongs in that column when the month is 30 days long.
Looks like this...
New
Moon
1

Day 1 of
week
2
9
16
23

Day 2 of
week
3
10
17
24

Day 3 of
week
4
11
18
25

Day 4 of
week
5
12
19
26

Day 5 of
week
6
13
20
27

Day 6 of
week
7
14
21
28

7th day
Sabbath
8
15
22
29

(30)
The Lunar Sabbath theory insists that the calendar of the first three months out of Egypt is exactly the
same for each month. [It's true. And wherever Bro. Rogers twists or misconstrues the evidence, I will
be there to shine a light upon his misdeeds.] Let's look at their "proof" that this is so.

First Month - The Month of the Aviv
The usual argument about the first month of the year Israel came out of Egypt epitomizes the
sheer foolishness and error of the Lunar Sabbath theory. Proponents of the Lunar Sabbath attempt to
prove that the Sabbaths of that first month fell on the 8th, the 15th, the 22nd and the 29th. Here's how
they "prove" it.
They assert that the 15th of Aviv was a Shabbat. They insist that this is what Deuteronomy
5:15 implies:
Remember that you were slaves in Mitzrayim and that Yahuwah your Elohim
brought you out of there with a mighty hand and an outstretched arm. Therefore
Yahuwah your Elohim has commanded you to observe the Sabbath day.
They confirm this, in their minds, by insisting that the journey that day from Goshen to Ramses (sic) to
Sukkoth was a mere "Sabbath day's journey." [There is no Sabbath day's journey in Torah, this was
introduced by the Talmud, and spoken of in the New Testament. The 4th commandment in Exodus
20:8-11 undeniably links the weekly Sabbath to Creation week. The 4th commandment in
Deuteronomy 5:12-15 likewise undeniably links the weekly Sabbath to the day Israel was delivered
from Egypt. That day was Abib 15, the 15th day of the first lunar month, the day after Passover.] And
then Israel actually left [the land of] Egypt on the 16th, which Numbers 33:3-6 suggests:
The sons of Yisrael set out from Rameses on the fifteenth day of the first month,
the day after the Pesach. They marched out boldly in full view of all the Mitzrites,
who were burying all their firstborn, whom Yahuwah had struck down among
them; for Yahuwah had brought judgment on their gods. The sons of Yisrael left
Rameses and camped at Succoth. They left Succoth and camped at Etham, on the
edge of the desert.
Since Succoth is within the borders of Egypt and the edge of the desert is not, then clearly on the 16th
they literally left Egypt. And that's it. That's their proof that the 15th of Aviv was a Sabbath!
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Abib 16 was when Israel left the land of Egypt (which is what the text says in Exodus 19:1.) More on
this verse later. Abib 15 was the day of the exodus, which is the day spoken of in Deuteronomy 5:1215...
Keep the sabbath day to sanctify it, as YHWH thy Elohim hath commanded thee.
Six days thou shalt labour, and do all thy work:
But the seventh day is the sabbath of YHWH thy Elohim: in it thou shalt not do any work, thou, nor
thy son, nor thy daughter, nor thy manservant, nor thy maidservant, nor thine ox, nor thine ass, nor
any of thy cattle, nor thy stranger that is within thy gates; that thy manservant and thy
maidservant may rest as well as thou.
And remember that thou wast a servant in the land of Egypt, and that YHWH thy Elohim brought
thee out thence through a mighty hand and by a stretched out arm: therefore YHWH thy Elohim
commanded thee to keep the sabbath day.

Anyone who denies that the day of Israel's deliverance (Abib 15) is linked to the weekly Sabbath in
this verse is not wise, not paying attention and does err, not knowing the Scriptures. One would have
to bury their head in the sand to think otherwise.
OK. When I read this "proof" I did a double-take and a triple-take. Where's the proof? [Right
there, ink on the page.] Was I missing something? [Yeah, the point.] Is the proof so profound that I
missed it? [No, it is so simple a child can understand it.] No. The truth is... there is no indication that
the 15th of Aviv was a Sabbath. [Well, other than Deuteronomy 5:12-15 linking the weekly Sabbath
to the day of the exodus.] Nothing at all is said about the sons of Israel resting on that day. [That is
because they were told to leave Egypt, YHWH procured their delivery, no different than when
Yahushua healed the cripple on the Sabbath and told him to carry is bed home ON THE SABBATH.
It is for this reason in Exodus 12:16 that Israel was given a one time permission to cook on the
Sabbath because they only had time to carry their victuals out in their aprons (Exodus 12:33-34).
Exodus 12 is where YHWH gives Moses the final instructions about what about to transpire, and He
thought of everything.] On the contrary, they were very busy packing, obtaining goods from the
Egyptians [They were already packed before Passover and according to Exodus 11:1-3, they had
already taken the gold and silver from their Egyptian neighbors. However, it is possible that Israel
again took advantage of the Egyptians to obtain even more wealth in Exodus 12:35, although this
verse could also be understood that Israel had already obeyed the voice of Moses and took the wealth
of Egypt, and this verse is merely repeating the fact.] and moving out with all of their earthly
goods. The only reason for thinking that the 15th of Aviv was a Sabbath is if it has to be so in order to
validate your theology! But there is no proof for it.
Deuteronomy 5:12-15 is very much proof. And Leviticus 23:6-11 (written nine months after the
Exodus) offers a second witness, calling the morrow after the Sabbath, wavesheaf day. Wave sheaf is
Abib 16. Abib 15 is the first day of Unleavened Bread, and very much called a Sabbath below...
And on the fifteenth day of the same month is the feast of unleavened bread unto YHWH: seven days
ye must eat unleavened bread.
In the first day ye shall have an holy convocation: ye shall do no servile work therein.
But ye shall offer an offering made by fire unto YHWH seven days: in the seventh day is an holy
convocation: ye shall do no servile work therein.
And YHWH spake unto Moses, saying,

35

Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them, When ye be come into the land which I give
unto you, and shall reap the harvest thereof, then ye shall bring a sheaf of the firstfruits of your
harvest unto the priest:
And he shall wave the sheaf before YHWH, to be accepted for you: on the morrow after the sabbath
the priest shall wave it. Leviticus 23:6-11

See that word Sabbath there in the last verse. That is H7676, the Hebrew word for the WEEKLY
Sabbath. It is Abib 16 that Josephus writes about, his words hammering the counterfeit calendar and
its proponents. Please understand that Josephus is writing to a non-Israelite audience. In The
Antiquities of the Jews, Book 3, Chapter 10, section 5, he has this to say about the Passover season:
(248) “In the month of Xanthicus, which is by us called Nisan, and is the beginning of the year, on the
fourteenth day of the lunar month, when the sun is in Aries (for in this month it was that we were
delivered from bondage under the Egyptians, and law ordained that we should every year slay that
sacrifice which I before told you we slew when we came out of Egypt, and which was called the
Passover; and so we do celebrate this Passover in companies, leaving nothing of what we sacrifice till
the day following. (249) The feast of unleavened bread succeeds that of the Passover, and falls on the
fifteenth day of the month and continued seven days, wherein they feed on unleavened bread… (250)
But on the second day of unleavened bread, which is the sixteenth day of the month, they first partake
of the fruits of the earth, for before that day, they do not touch them. …. (251) They take a handful of
ears, and dry them, then beat them small and purge the barley from the bran; they then bring one tenth
deal to the altar, to Elohim; and, casting one handful of it upon the fire they leaven the rest for use of
the priest; and after this it is that they may publicly or privately reap their harvest.”
So, using the concept in Isaiah 28:9-10, we can link Abib 15 in Exodus 12 to the Abib 15 mentioned
in Deuteronomy 5 and Leviticus 23. That is THREE witnesses that together prove that Abib 15
(while clearly an annual Sabbath--first day of Unleavened Bread), it is also a weekly Sabbath.
This is called evidence. You should learn how to present it, Bro. Rogers.
Deuteronomy 5:15 does not even imply that the day they began to move out was a Sabbath.
Deuteronomy 5:15 simply connects the Sabbath day, thematically, to the freedom the Almighty gave
Israel on the day they were set free. In no way does it indicate that the 15 of Aviv was a Sabbath.
Oh, I see. YHWH thematically connects random events for no reason at all. And where is your
evidence for this? Read it again Bro. Rogers:
12. Keep the sabbath day to sanctify it, as YHWH thy Elohim hath commanded thee.
13. Six days thou shalt labour, and do all thy work:
14. But the seventh day is the sabbath of YHWH thy Elohim: in it thou shalt not do any work, thou,
nor thy son, nor thy daughter, nor thy manservant, nor thy maidservant, nor thine ox, nor thine ass,
nor any of thy cattle, nor thy stranger that is within thy gates; that thy manservant and thy
maidservant may rest as well as thou.
15. And remember that thou wast a servant in the land of Egypt, and that YHWH thy Elohim
brought thee out thence through a mighty hand and by a stretched out arm: therefore YHWH thy
Elohim commanded thee to keep the sabbath day.

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, does this verse link the 15th day of the first month (the day of the
exodus) to the weekly Sabbath? Oh look, it seems to be unanimous vote against your conclusion. Pity
that after all that ranting and raving that something as quaint as "evidence" can unravel your position.
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That the weekly Sabbath of Exodus 12 which links the weekly Sabbath to the seventh day of rest
spoken of in Genesis 2:1-3 is the SAME weekly Sabbath spoken of in Deuteronomy 5 is without
question. Creation week was in the first month of the year in earth's history. The exodus also took
place during the first month of the Scriptural year. Looks like this.
New
Moon
(Genesis
1:1-2)
1

Day 1 of
week
(Genesis
1:3-5)
2
9
16
23

Day 2 of
week
(Genesis
1:6-8)
3
10
17
24

Day 3 of
week
(Genesis
1:9-13)
4
11
18
25

Day 4 of
week
(Genesis
1:14-19)
5
12
19
26

Day 5 of
week
(Genesis
1:20-23)
6
13
20
27

Day 6 of
week
(Genesis
1:24-31)
7
14
21
28

7th day
Sabbath
(Genesis
2:1-3)
8
15
22
29
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We need not go any further to demonstrate the irrationality of the Lunar Sabbath theory. This
alone shows how desperate they are to make a point to prove their teaching. But the Bible says no
such thing.
Desperate? Bro. Rogers, shall I ask the ladies and gentlemen of the jury just who is desperate to make
a point to prove their teaching?

Second Month - The Month of the Manna
When we come to the second month, we have no need to refute what is obviously so. We are
told:
The whole community of the sons of Yisrael set out from Elim and came to the
Desert of Sin, which is between Elim and Sinai, on the fifteenth day of the second
month after they had come out of Mitzrayim. (Exodus 16:1)
The account goes on to say that on the 15th day of the second month, Israel grumbled. Yahuwah
answered them and promised them meat in the evening and bread in the morning. So, for six days the
manna was on the ground in the morning. And on the seventh day, it was not.
This very clearly shows us that the 15th of the second month was a Sabbath because the
following morning was the first of six days of manna on the ground. And the 22nd of that same month
was a Sabbath, because the manna was not there on the ground on that day.
OK. So that makes one month that clearly fits the monthly pattern shown by Lunar Sabbath
proponents where the Sabbaths were on the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th of every month. But one month
does not a pattern prove. [Agreed. That is why we linked these three months together. You know, the
three months you are desperately trying to disprove having any linkage to a lunar Sabbath or the
Sabbaths falling on the 15th of the month for three consecutive months.] So, let's see if the third
month helps out their cause.
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Israel collected manna in certain amounts on different days of the week. Looks like this:
New Moon
1

x1
2
9
16
23

x1
3
10
17
24

x1
4
11
18
25

x1
5
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26

x1
6
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20
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x2
7
14
21
28

Sabbath
8
15
22
29
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As Bro. Rogers is forced to admit, if the 22nd is a Sabbath, so is the 15th.

Third Month - The Month of Sinai
The account of Sinai begins in Exodus 19:1, where we are told:
In the third month after the sons of Yisrael left Mitzrayim-- on the very day-- they
came to the Desert of Sinai.
Much is made of the expression on the very day. The Lunar Sabbath theory holds that it refers to the
third in the expression in the third month. So, they assert, it means the third day of the third month.
Not so. I don't know a single Lunar Sabbatarian who believes this. Surely Bro. Rogers misspoke.
This refers to the day Israel left the land of Egypt (in the first month). This verse says that Israel
arrived at Mt. Sinai (in the third month) on the SAME day that Israel left "THE LAND OF" Egypt in
the first month. According to Numbers 33:3-6, that was the 16th. Israel left Rameses on Abib 15, but
Succoth is only 30 miles away and is still very much in the land of Egypt. However, the following day,
they pitched in Etham, on the border of Egypt and the Wilderness of Sin.
Please note that Bro. Rogers offers some newfangled translation that does not present the whole picture
recorded in the verse Exodus 19:1.
In the third month, when the children of Israel were gone forth out of the land of Egypt, the same
day came they into the wilderness of Sinai.

The same day as what? Israel left Egypt in the first month. This is the third month. So what is this
verse trying to say (that the translation offered by Bro. Rogers obscures entirely)? Thus Israel left the
land of Egypt on the 16th of Abib (as recorded in Numbers 33). Therefore, they arrived at Mt. Sinai
on the SAME DAY (of the third month) that they left the land of Egypt (in the first month).
This is not talking about the third day of the first month, it is talking about the 16th day of the third
month: Abib 16.
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Next, the record indicates that Yahuwah spoke to Mosheh and told him to set apart the people
for three days, and that on the third day he would appear to them on the mountain. So, it follows that
the Sinai event happened on the sixth day of the third month.
The Lunar Sabbath people cite the Book of Yahshar 82:6 as supporting this timetable:
And in the third month from the children of Yisrael's departure from Mitzrayim, on the
sixth day of it, Yahuwah gave to Yisrael the ten mitzvoth/commands on Mount Sinai
(from a pamphlet entitled, "Check Mate Material," a compilation of material from A.
Bowen, Warren A Smith and the RAMYK)
Thus, the third month looks like this for the Lunar Sabbath theory:
The Third Month

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9 10 11 12 13 14 15
16 17 18 19 20 21 22
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
Oh, I get it. Bro. Rogers thinks that if he quotes from one Lunar Sabbath keeper (and at that, a
compilation of material compiled by someone he does not name) that he speaks for all Lunar Sabbath
keepers. I do not doubt the existence of this pamphlet, but I was unable to find any reference to it on
the internet other than the one above by Bro. Rogers. There is a TON of old studies out there
published by Lunar Sabbath keepers who were new at the time and had not yet discovered every
nuance of the Lunar Calendar, or who had not yet been exposed to evidence that contradicted their
conclusion, etc. Finding a study and twisting its meaning is not evidence. And if Rogers quoted it
accurately, it is only evidence against that particular Lunar Sabbath keeper, not all of them as a whole.
The majority of Lunar Sabbath keepers do not believe Israel arrived at Mt. Sinai on the third day of the
third month because Exodus 19:1 is not referring to the third day of the third month, the evidence in
Scripture is in reference to the 16th day of the third month.
Jasher is not Scripture. If Jasher says the same thing as Scripture, then it can be used as a second or
third witness, but if it contradicts Scripture, there is no light in at least that portion of it (Isaiah 8:20).
For instance, the Book of Jasher 82:6 says that Israel arrived at Mt. Sinai on the 6th day of the third
month, while the Book of Jubilees 1:1 says that Israel arrived at Mt. Sinai on the 16th day of the third
month. Thus Bro. Rogers seeks to use against Lunar Sabbath keepers the passage in Jasher that
disagrees with Scripture. To him, this makes perfect sense. He has no case against the Lunar Sabbath
in Scripture, or he would have presented it. He thinks he has evidence in the historical account, but it
is contradicted by Scripture and other historical documents. He has no evidence in nature. Scripture
(Exodus 19:1 in conjunction with Exodus 12:29-37 and Numbers 33:3-6) reveals that Israel arrived
at Mt. Sinai (in the third month) the same day they left the land of Egypt (in the first month). That day
was the 16th, so guess which passage above is accurately used as a second witness? The Book of
Jubilees--which reads like this...
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“And it happened in the first year of the exodus of the children of Israel out of Egypt, in the 3rd month,
on the 16th of this month, and YHWH spoke to Moshe saying: “Ascend to me here on the mountain,
and I will give to thee the two stone tablets of the law and the commandments; as I have written
them, thou shalt make them known.” Jubilees 1:1.

So, what is the problem between Jasher and Jubilees? Both of these accounts about Mt. Sinai were
written by Hebrews, and both were generally accepted in Israel as historically accurate. I do not have
the Book of Jasher in Hebrew or one marked with Strong's Hebrew numbers, but there is a Hebrew
word (H8337) that can be translated as sixth or sixteenth....
H8337 ש ִ ׁש ָ ּׁה ש ֵ ׁשׁ
shêsh shishshâh shaysh, shish-shaw'
(The second form is masculine); a primitive number; six (as an overplus (see H7797) beyond five or
the fingers of the hand); as ordinal sixth: - six ([-teen, -teenth]), sixth.
Total KJV occurrences: 215

Of the 215 occurrences, three of them were translated as sixteenth (I Chronicles 24:14, 25:23, and II
Chronicles 29:17), and 23 were translated sixteen. The remainder (189 times) this word was
translated as six or sixth. Is it possible that this is the issue with the Book of Jasher? That it is simply
a matter of mistranslation? Without seeing the original Hebrew, I do not know, all I know is that
Jubilees (in this particular case) does not make such an error as to contradict the evidence in Scripture.
Now there is something glaringly wrong that is staring us in the face in this calendar
month. Take notice of the fact that the sixth of the month lands on the fifth day of the workweek
(Thursday) on this calendar. That is the day, in their view, that Yahuwah appeared to Israel on Mount
Sinai.
Hah! Did you see that? Bro. Rogers subtly superimposed the Gregorian calendar (thursday) which did
not exist until 1582 with the calendar reference in Jasher (which was written several thousand years
B.C.) Thursday did not historically exist when Israel approached Mt. Sinai, in fact it was not part of
the original pagan planetary week until the Middle Ages when it replaced mercury's day (the 4th day of
the pagan planetary week until A.D. 321). Thor being the Scandinavian god of worship in the Middle
Ages. Also at that time, Woden's day (we-day) and Freya's day (fr-day) replaced mars' day and venus'
day, respectively in the pagan planetary week.
You gotta watch men like this. They come to conclusions contrary to the evidence and when they can't
find evidence in Scripture, they manufacture evidence against the Lunar Sabbath by quoting other
Lunar Sabbath keepers. If his assessment was right, there WOULD be something glaringly wrong. So,
here is the evidence. Ladies and gentlemen, please tell me what is wrong here...
Exodus 19:1 proves that the children of Israel arrived at Sinai on the 16th day of the third month.
Please read the context. Moses indicates that the children of Israel rested at Rephidim the 15th of the
third month. The root word for Rephidim means “rest” and this passage says that they arrived at the
Wilderness of Sinai the “same day” of this month that they left Egypt (two months earlier). If you’ll
remember, Israel got as far as Succoth the 15th, and actually left Egypt the on the 16th. Numbers 33:36. So Israel arrived at Sinai on the 16th and Moses was immediately summoned up the mount. YHWH
told Moses to go back down the mountain and to tell the people to consecrate themselves for on the
third day of the week (the 18th) He would come down on the mount in a cloud, Exodus 19:10-11.
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If the 18th is the third day (which is EXACTLY what it is), then the 16th is the first day, meaning that
they were “resting” in Rephidim on the Sabbath, the 15th, which is the weekly Sabbath.
Looks like this:
New
Moon
1

First
day
2
9
16
23

Second
day
3
10
17
24

Third
day
4
11
18
25

Fourth
day
5
12
19
26

Fifth
day
6
13
20
27

Sixth
day
7
14
21
28

Sabbath
day
8
15
22
29

30
Amazing isn’t it? Doesn't this calendar look strangely like the calendars pictured in Exodus 12 and
Exodus 16 (whose illustrations are on pp. 37 and 38 above). They were all three based on the
evidence given in the text itself. There is always harmony in the truth.
The problem with that is that we know that Yahuwah appeared to Yisrael on Mount Sinai at
Shavuot. [Where in Scripture does it say this? This is assumed by feast keepers, and nothing more.
There is no positive statement that this is the case. That said, I agree that YHWH gave the law on
Shavuot, but this is determined by date checking, not by statement or command. And BECAUSE there
is no positive command, those who merely SAY this apply this event to any date on the calendar that
they believe is Shavuot (aka Pentecost).] This was the purpose of Shavuot - the Yahuwah had an
appointment with his people and would appear to them. Shavuot is one of the annual moedim
(appointments). The instruction about Shavuot tells us that it always occurs on the first day of the
week, the day following the Sabbath:
'From the day after the Sabbath, the day you brought the sheaf of the wave
offering, count off seven full weeks. Count off fifty days up to the day after the
seventh Sabbath, and then present an offering of new grain to Yahuwah. From
wherever you live, bring two loaves made of two-tenths of an ephah of fine flour,
baked with yeast, as a wave offering of firstfruits to Yahuwah. (Levitucus 23:15-17)
That is not what this verse says in English OR Hebrew (evidence forthcoming). This is really sad, but
not surprising. Everyone, Bro. Rogers included, has their own belief system, and nearly everyone
simply accepts the "evidence" (so called) that appears prove their conclusion.
“Most of our so-called reasoning consists in finding arguments for going on believing as we already
do.” James Harvey Robinson.
Thus, Shavuot - the day of the wave offering of firstfruits - always lands on the first day of the
week. But the Lunar Sabbath theory puts Shavuot on a Thursday, the sixth day of the Lunar Sabbath
calendar!
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Lunar Sabbath keepers in general, and truth seekers in particular, do not merely accept evidence that
simply supports their previously held beliefs. They look for what is truth, provable, sustainable, and
repeatedly verifiable.
Some have pointed out that “ad” or “od” (Strong’s H-5704, H-5703) does NOT mean “FROM” the
morrow after the 7th Sabbath, but H-4480 DOES. Guess where THAT word is?
Leviticus 23:16 Even unto5704 the morrow4480, 4283 after the seventh7637 sabbath7676 shall ye
number5608 fifty2572 days;3117 and ye shall offer7126 a new2319 meat offering4503 unto the
LORD.3068 KJV
Look at what Strong’s says about H-5704 “whether of space (even unto) or time (during, while,
until)”. Leviticus 23:16 is about time, not space, so we’ve been applying the word in the wrong
manner all along. The Hebrew actually could be translated: WHILE FROM the morrow (after the)
seventh Sabbath (shall ye) number fifty days (and ye shall) offer a new meat offering (unto) YHWH.
The Fenton Translation is the ONLY translation that seems to be honest with this evidence:
You shall also count for yourselves from the day after the Sabbath that you bring the Wave-Sheaf,
seven Sabbaths. They must be complete.
Then after the seventh Sabbath, you shall count fifty days, when you shall present a new offering to the
Ever-Living. Leviticus 23:15-16
I have no idea what translation Bro. Rogers just trotted out. He did not say and it is clearly not the
King James English. I have an entire study devoted to this subject, and it can be found at the three
links below. Bro. Rogers, due to habit, is repeating the traditional count to Pentecost (which is the
Catholic count that ends on sunday at their behest) by messing with the underlying Hebrew.
1. http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/16-QT-WhatSeasonWheatHarvested.pdf
2. http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/17-FeastOfWeeks.pdf.
3. http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/17-3WitnessCalendarCount.pdf.
Scripture reveals that the wheat harvest that attends Shavuot (Pentecost) is a summer harvest, not
spring, or a mere 50 days after wavesheaf as Bro. Rogers here attests. As said above, that is the
Catholic count. I'm not Catholic, I am a believer in the Most High Yah, and I wish to worship Him at
HIS appointed times, not the pope's. But that's just me. Rogers, and you for that matter, can do as you
like. As for me and my house, I will serve YHWH. If you are a truth seeker, you will examine the
evidence presented in the three links above and decide for yourself if Bro. Rogers bothered to examine
any of the evidence surrounding this feast and its special count or if he just repeated his tradition.
Isn't is perfectly clear that the clear instruction about the timing of Shavuot teaches us that the
Lunar Sabbath calendar for the third month of the year when Yisrael came out of Egypt cannot be
correct. (Sic, he asked a question without a question mark.) [After reading the links above, isn't it
perfectly clear that Bro. Rogers does err, not knowing the Scriptures?] It is no overstatement to say
that the Lunar Sabbath theory is glaringly wrong. This is only one example of how Shavuot disproves
the Lunar Sabbath theory. We have more to say about Shavuot and the Lunar Sabbath theory below.
Would that Bro. Rogers knew when he was beat (and how silly he looks) and sat down and was silent.
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So, if their calendar for the third month is wrong, and the calendar must look a little different
than they say it does, isn't it also quite clear that the Lunar Sabbath theory does not deliver on its
promises. It is wrong every way we look at it.
Then look at it correctly.
The lunar calendar applied to the third month is not wrong. It lines up the wheat harvest with the feast,
just like for all the other feasts. Remember, nature is the first gospel. Nature does not produce a
spring wheat harvest in ancient times. Supplying one in modern times does not make a doctrine, no
different than finding the seventh day of a modern pagan/papal calendar does not a Sabbath make.

How Did David Know That "Tomorrow is the New Moon"?
I don't get this argument often, so at least he's doing a little more digging than some. Still, been there,
done that.
We could go on and on presenting more "proofs" from the Lunar Sabbath theory and then
dismantling these proofs with clear statements and instructions from the Bible. [He could go ON?
When is he going to start? Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, have you seen any proof or clear
statements and/or any instructions from Scripture that disprove the Lunar Sabbath? I haven't.] But we
will cover only one more here. And that is the assertion that since David knew when the new moon
was to occur, that this somehow proves the Lunar Sabbath theory.
Actually, this passage does not prove the lunar Sabbath as there are no dates that can be triangulated or
determined, all it proves is that there were two days of New Moon in David's day. From this you can
derive a Lunar Sabbath calendar, but this is only ancillary evidence. Let's see what Bro. Rogers has to
offer....
The text in review comes from 1 Samuel 20:5-6. David was trying to prove to Jonathan that
Sha'ul was out to kill David. So, they made plans to test his theory.
So David said, "Look, tomorrow is the New Moon festival, and I am supposed to
dine with the king; but let me go and hide in the field until the evening of the day
after tomorrow. If your father misses me at all, tell him, 'David earnestly asked
my permission to hurry to Bethlehem, his hometown, because an annual sacrifice
is being made there for his whole clan.'
So, how did David know that the next day would be the New Moon?
Because it was the Sabbath when he made this statement. New Moon ALWAYS follows the last
Sabbath of the lunar month. David did not have to guess or calculate, it was common knowledge.
After going to great lengths to explain how to recognize a new moon, which for him is a dark
moon, Troy Miller, [Oh my, he drops my name. Am I to be flattered? Ladies and gentlemen of the
jury, if you have never seen someone's name take in vain, please continue to read...] in an article
entitled, "Tomorrow is the New Moon," explains how David knew when the new moon was to be:
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So it was on the 29th day of the month that David said to Jonathan, "Tomorrow was (sic)
the new moon." David knew because that morning I believe the moon had come up
before the sun meaning that the old month had not yet passed, which meant that it
would be a 30 day (or whole) month, not a 29 day (deficient) one. David understood
that there would be two days of feasting (Day 30 and Day 1) which is why he requested
that Jonathan come into field to shot the arrows on the third day (the day following the
second day of t he new moon celebration). The underlying Hebrew in 1 Samuel 20:27,
34 literally means the 2nd day of the new moon (celebration) not the 2nd day of the
month as translated. (I asked a Hebrew student).
This is currently how the paragraph reads in my study presented by Bro. Rogers above.
"So it was on the 29th day of the month that David said to Jonathan, “Tomorrow is the
new moon.” David knew because that morning I believe the moon had come up before
the sun meaning that the old month had not yet passed, which meant that it would be a
30 day (or whole) month, not a 29 day (deficient) one. David understood that there
would be two days of feasting (Day 30 and Day 1) which is why he requested that
Jonathan come into field to shoot the arrows on the third day (the day following the
second day of the new moon celebration). The underlying Hebrew in 1 Samuel 20:27,
34 literally means the 2nd day of the new moon (celebration) not the 2nd day of the
month as translated. (I asked a man fluent in Hebrew)."
Bro. Rogers clearly has not read any of the corrected, updated or edited versions. To him, the version
he has is all the evidence he needs. And in reality, all David knew was 30 day months. The alteration
of the cosmos did not occur until the 8th or 7th century B.C. This is why David knew he was expected
to eat with the king for two days--all they ever had was 2 days of New Moon every month. Either way,
it was still the last Sabbath of the month (the 29th) when David and Jonathan had this conversation.
Which by itself does not prove or disprove the Lunar Sabbath, but it is evidence because Sabbath, New
Moon and work days are three different categories of day in Scripture. Looks like this...
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Wow! By the authority of a Hebrew student (!) he can authoritatively insist on this. [And this is the
ONLY fault Bro. Rogers can find with this statement? That it was verified by a man fluent in Hebrew?
That only serves to show Bro. Rogers arrogance, not merely his ignorance.] So, if you don't know
Hebrew, just ask someone else who doesn't know Hebrew, but is learning it. He will always give you
the correct analysis!
As I said, his mocking attitude proves his arrogance. Someone who fluently SPEAKS the language of
Scripture will understand the meaning of a phrase 100% of the time better than a man who does not.
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This is not rocket science or a spitting contest. For the record, the man in question was not a student
learning Hebrew, he was a Hebrew speaking theology student. "Hebrew student" can mean more than
one thing, but only ONE thing in the mind of a nay-sayer like Bro. Rogers who thinks that by going
after what he THINKS I am saying he can undo my conclusion rather than face the evidence that
supports my conclusions.
This is getting real. Real ugly that is. I had hoped Bro. Rogers would not stoop to this level, and he's
done pretty good to this point. Thankfully, he said this was his last argument. Perhaps he can salvage
his character with his follow-up. I will certainly give him the opportunity to show his colors, and
acknowledge if he can make up for this egregious comment.
Actually, if the Lunar Sabbath theory were true, that would be a good explanation of how
David knew. But there is a simpler explanation about how David knew that "tomorrow will be the new
moon." It is as easy as this.
Every month has 29 or 30 days. No month can have 31 days. So, David could very easily
know that "tomorrow is the new moon" if the day he was speaking this was already the 30th day of the
month! Under this condition, the next day had to be the New Moon day. That's it.
This is a plausible answer if it were only historically true. The lunar calendar was practiced by all
nations in David's day, and all nations had 12 thirty day months for a 360 day year. So it is NOT as
simple as that. Now you have to discover and apply this historical fact to the number of New Moon
days observed by Israel and what, exactly, constituted New Moon in Israel. Considering the fact that
every Sabbath in Scripture that can be date identified falls on the 8th, 15th, 22nd or 29th days of the
month, (meaning that days 2-8 were the first 7 day week, days 9-15 were the second 7 day week, days
16-22 were the third 7 day week and days 23-29 were the last 7 day week) that leaves days 30 and 1 as
the two New Moon days. Looks like this...
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So, David's statement can be understood by either the standard reckoning of the new moon or
by the Lunar Sabbath theory. But his statement offers no evidence or proof at all that the Lunar
Sabbath theory is true. [All by itself, this is a true statement, but combined with all the other evidence,
it is supportive evidence that the Sabbaths fell on the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of the month,
which DOES support the Lunar Sabbath without a positive statement in I Samuel 20 saying such. The
point is, that the Lunar Sabbath was assumed by every writer in Scripture, so it is not always spelled
out, but in many cases, the evidence supports that very thing. In no case does the evidence ever
support satyrday as the Sabbath, or a Sabbath every seventh day in an unbroken cycle of seven day
weks.] If the preponderance of the evidence of Scripture supported the Lunar Sabbath theory, then we
could say that David's statement fits that scenario. [It does.] But since Scripture does not support the
Lunar Sabbath theory, then David's words still are easy to understand and they make sense.
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Then, Bro. Rogers, where is your Scriptural evidence in support of satyrday or a Sabbath every seventh
day in an unbroken cycle of seven day weeks?
I see, you want to diminish, bury, disregard or ignore the preponderance of evidence that supports the
Lunar Sabbath and merely stand on the sidelines without any Scriptural support and say that the Lunar
Sabbath simply can't be so because YOU say so. Sorry, Bro. Rogers, but the truth seekers that I
associate with would eat me alive if that was the quality of evidence that I brought to the table in
support of the Lunar Sabbath.
Good thing you are merely dealing with me. The taste of a nay-sayer is not at all appealing to me. I'm
just going to hold your feet to the fire and demand you present Scriptural evidence in support of your
misguided claims against the Sabbath of Creation. In the event that you are unable to do so, the ladies
and gentlemen of the jury will do the rest. Your temporal life will be in no danger, but you will have
made a record in heaven of your disloyalty to the Sabbath of YHWH, and to YHWH Himself. And
you did that, Bro Rogers, without me rebutting one jot or tittle of your presentation.

Definitive Proof That the Lunar Sabbath Theory is Wrong
Now that we have completed a point by point refuting of the main tenants of the Lunar Sabbath
theory, we have additional information that should "seal the deal" for anyone following this
teaching. [I'm still waiting for the point by point refutation. What about you?] There are a few clear
cut, indisputable [Indisputable? This should be interesting...] evidences from Scripture that the Lunar
Sabbath theory is wrong. We will present them here to put the "final nails in the coffin" of the Lunar
Sabbath theory. This is our "Check Mate Material." (In an attempt to be humorous, I've used several
metaphors in the preceding four sentences which the Lunar Sabbath teachers themselves used to
promote their teachings.)
Oh, yeah. That was funny.
Bro. Rogers, use our words against us if you can find evidence in Scripture that contradicts us, but
laughing at our conclusions or using our catch phrases in an attempt at levity is neither funny, nor does
it help your case.

Shavuot Instructions Preclude the Possibility of a Lunar Sabbath System
We showed briefly above that the calendar for the third month of the year that Yisrael came out
of Egypt cannot be the Lunar Sabbath calendar, since Shavuot must be on the first day of the week
every year. [Where does Scripture say this? Shavuot is not a mere 50 days from wavesheaf because
the wheat harvest was in the summer with the grapes and olives in the entire world, including Israel.
The morrow after the seventh Sabbath (which would be the first day of the week) is a divider between
the first part of the count, the seven Sabbaths complete, and the final portion of the count, the 50 days.
This day is certainly not a sunday, which is a day found exclusively on the pagan/papal calendar, nor
does it prove satyrday is the Sabbath, which was the first day of the pagan week during the OT era.]
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On their proposed calendar, Shavuot falls on a Thursday. This is impossible. It contradicts the very
clear teaching about Shavuot.
HUH? It is not on a th-day this year. It CAN fall on a th-day, but only rarely. This year it actually
falls on a sunday (7-23-2017), just like Bro. Rogers thinks it should and wants it to. But this is after
counting to Shavuot like Leviticus 23 says to. Seven Sabbaths complete, which from wavesheaf (412-2017), the seventh Sabbath fell on a f-day, 6-2-2017. The morrow after the seventh Sabbath would
be a satyrday this year, but it is not part of the 50 day count, as the verse says FROM the morrow after
the seventh Sabbath, ye shall number 50 days. Day 50 is 7-23-2017.
But an equally compelling reason to reject the Lunar Sabbath theory is in the counting up to
Shavuot. Here is the instruction from the Torah:
From the day after the Sabbath, the day you brought the sheaf of the wave offering,
count off seven full weeks. Count off fifty days up to the day after the seventh
Sabbath, and then present an offering of new grain to Yahuwah (Leviticus 23:1516)
I thought he was going to present other compelling evidence? You know, the final nails in the coffin?
He has already covered this ground, ineffectually, but he's already been here and failed to do anything
to damage the Lunar Sabbath or the count to Pentecost.
A first fruits offering was required on the day after the Sabbath during the Feast of Unleavened
Bread. This is the "sheaf of the wave offering" being referring to in verse 15 above. From that day,
"the day after the Sabbath," which is the first day of the week, a counting was to begin. So that day
was "day 1."
The instruction is to count off "seven full weeks." And then - the day after the seventh Sabbath
- which was another first day of the week, was "day 50." [That is not what the verse calls it. It says
that this day is the morrow after the seventh Sabbath, and from there we are instructed to number 50
days. I want to know why Bro. Rogers is numbering days from wavesheaf. He was told to number
Sabbaths complete. A week and a day are two different segments of time. We are not told to number
days until we come to the morrow after the 7th Sabbath.] This is when Shavuot occurs, and a new
grain offering is to be presented to Yahuwah.
Indeed, about 103 days after wavesheaf. In the summer. In the season when grapes and olives are
being harvested. Using summer wheat, not winter wheat (that is indeed harvested in the spring). If
you have not done so, you really need to examine the studies at the links on p. 42, above.
Now, by this counting, the "seventh Sabbath" is day 49 in the count, since the day after the
seventh Sabbath is day 50. Agreed? [Sure, if I were an idiot or a lemming or a sheep I might agree.
But I am a truth seeker. And a truth seeker recognizes that we were not told to number days from
wavesheaf. Yeah, yeah, yeah, we all know that there are seven days in a week and 7 days in seven
weeks is 49 days, but that is not what we were told to count. Remember, New Moon days are not
included in the work week. They are not included in the first segment when seven weeks are being
numbered. See illustration on the following page.] This requirement of counting the days indicates
that there are no other days during this count than the standard 7 day weeks. And there are 7 such
standard weeks in the counting. [Excuse me, but you were told to count WEEKS, not days.]
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Pentecost has two separate units of measure. Seven weeks are counted or completed and then the 50
days are counted. I am 5’9”; feet are made up of inches, no different than weeks are made up of days,
but they are distinct segments of length and time (respectively). There is no command in Leviticus 23
to begin the 50 day count from wavesheaf or at the same time as the seven week count begins. We are
to number 7 Sabbaths from wavesheaf, then it says to number 50 days from the morrow AFTER the
seventh Sabbath complete.
And ye shall count unto you from the morrow after the sabbath, from the day that ye brought the sheaf
of the wave offering; seven sabbaths shall be complete:
While from the morrow after the seventh sabbath shall ye number fifty days; and ye shall offer a new
meat offering unto YHWH. Leviticus 23:15-16.
These are weeks as reckoned on YHWH’s calendar, not the Gregorian (Roman Catholic) calendar.
Yah’s weeks do not include new moon days. See the short study at this link:
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/03-QT-ThreeDistinctDays.pdf. Consider the
following calendar. The Sabbaths are in Red, the New Moon days are in Blue. As odd as it sounds,
the New Moon days are never included in the seven day week in Scripture....
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Count underlined days. The 29th day of the 4th month is Feast of Weeks, here’s another witness.
Exodus 19:1 says that the children of Israel arrived at Sinai on the 16th day of the third month. Please
read the context. This passage says that Israel arrived at the Wilderness of Sinai the “same day” of [of
the third] month that they left the land of Egypt [two months earlier]. If you’ll remember, Israel got as
far as Succoth the 15th, but actually left the land of Egypt the on the 16th. Please read Numbers 33:3-6.
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Here is yet another witness that Israel arrived at Mt. Sinai on the 16th day of the third month:
And it happened in the first year of the exodus of the children of Israel out of Egypt, in the 3 rd month,
on the 16th of this month, and YHWH spoke to Moshe saying: “Ascend to me here on the mountain, and
I will give to thee the two stone tablets of the law and the commandments; as I have written them, thou
shalt make them known.” Jubilees 1:1.
Israel's arrival date, the 16th of Sivan (the third month) is well past the date that Bro. Rogers calls the
Feast of Weeks which occurs the 6th, 7th or 8th of Sivan (depending on who is counting). It is HE who
assumes that Feast of Weeks is when the law was handed down from Sinai. It was, just not when Bro.
Rogers says. Israel arrived at Sinai on the 16th which is the 1st day of the week and Moses was
immediately summoned up the mount. YHWH told Moses to go back down the mountain and to tell
the people to consecrate themselves for on the third day of the week (the 18th) He would come down
on the mount in a cloud...
And YHVH said unto Moses, Go unto the people, and sanctify them today and tomorrow, and let them
wash their clothes,
And be ready against the third day: for the third day YHVH will come down in the sight of all the
people upon mount Sinai. Exodus 19:10-11
Look at the context (verse 10). Today, tomorrow and the third day comprises the three days in
question. YHWH calls the 18th day of the month the third day. If the 18th is the third day, then the
16th is the first day, proving that the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of this month were the weekly
seventh day Sabbath.
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At the set time, YHWH comes down from heaven and the Ten Words came thundering down the
mount, (Exodus 20:1-17). The people drew back in fear so YHWH calls Moses up and verbally gives
him the remaining part of the covenant. In Exodus 24:1-3 we find Moses giving an oral dissertation of
what he heard on the mount and the children of Israel agreeing to the terms of the covenant. Moses
then spends that night (of the 18th) writing down the terms of the covenant. The next morning (the day
of the 19th) Moses rose and built an altar, offered sacrifices and then read the terms of the covenant to
the people who once again agree to the terms, (Exodus 24:4-7). After this, Moses is again called up
on Mount Sinai where he stayed 40 days and 40 nights. Count the underlined days above.
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Notice that in Leviticus 23 we are told to count “seven Sabbaths complete” and here we are told to
count 40 days and 40 nights. By counting 40 days and nights, we must count even the new moon days,
because they ARE days. However, when counting “Sabbaths complete” we only count a complete six
work day/Sabbath sequence, not the days of the rebuilding of the moon which Scripture excludes from
the work week.
Now, from the 19th of the third month, if you count the 40 underlined days on the calendar model
above, you again end up on the 29th of the fourth month. For evidence that the 29th day of the 4th
month is a feast day—see Exodus 32:1-6. Aaron knew it was a feast day for it was his job as high
priest to proclaim the feasts of YHWH; he just celebrated it the wrong way and YHWH was wroth.
On this same day (the day Aaron said was a feast unto YHWH) Moses came down the mountain with
the tables of the covenant, Exodus 32:7-20.
Not to be lost is the fact that the Law was indeed delivered at Feast of Weeks, in written form, not
orally on the 6th of Sivan, as Israel did not arrive at Sinai until the 16th day of the third month. At the
end of the 40 days and 40 nights, Moses received the tablets of stone, Deuteronomy 9:11. Granted,
Moses broke them in a fit of rage, but the Law was indeed sent down the Mount to the people at
“Pentecost.” This cannot be overlooked and should not be lightly regarded or ignored.
The Lunar Sabbath theory has an additional day at the beginning of each month and sometimes
another extra day at the end of the month. [They are neither additional nor extra, they are New Moon
days, they are part of the lunar month, they are just not included in the week in Scripture. As such,
they are a third category of day.] If the Lunar Sabbath calendar were true, it would be impossible to
count 50 days beginning with the 1st day of the week and ending on the 1st day of the week. [First of
all, Feast of Weeks is never said to be the first day of the week in Scripture. Second, the Lunar
Sabbath IS true, it just does not line up with Bro. Rogers' pre-conceived notions about the count to
Pentecost. No one can cram a truth into a box and make demands upon it. The truth already is. Our
job is to either accept and embrace it, deny it or rebel against it. Ignoring it is also a third option, but
establishing a set or rules and thresholds that it must meet in order to be true is not up to Bro. Rogers,
nor any man.] On their calendar you would have to count 3 extra days. This is why their "Sinai" day
is on a Thursday on their calendar. They tried to squeeze in 3 extra days that were not part of their 7
day week.
I have not a clue what he is trying to argue here. No lunar Sabbath keeper has EVER said that Shavuot
must land on a thursday. This is Rogers' invention. We don't have any extra days either. New Moon
days are not included when numbering the weeks, but they are not extra as we were first told to
number weeks, not days. It is not our fault that New Moon days are not included in the week in
Scripture. It is our job, nay, our DUTY to comply with the evidence supplied in Scripture, neither
adding nor diminishing ought from it. Bro. Rogers simply has no idea how this is successfully done.
To him, doctrine is a apparently a thing of the individual man's ideology or opinion and nothing more.
He has certainly not rightly divided the Word or presented any evidence against the Lunar Sabbath
thus far, and as I recall, I said this back on page 1...
"David Rogers will present his tradition as evidence, and because he personally does not like the
Lunar Sabbath, or cannot see (more likely has not examined) the evidence that supports it, he CALLS
it the doctrine of demons."
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I am sad to say that this is ALL he has done thus far.
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Doesn't this emphatically show that the Lunar Sabbath calendar cannot be true? Indeed, the
Lunar Sabbath calendar and their theory as a whole is shown to be another false doctrine and false
teaching.
Shown? Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, what has Bro. Rogers shown other than his tradition?
When one confronts a believer of the Lunar Sabbath theory with these indisputable problems
Shavuot presents their view, it has been my experience, they tell you not to worry about that. "That
doesn't matter," they say. "What is more important are the 50 some Sabbaths each year. So you can
ignore that one single Shavuot." This reminds me of the Wizard in the famous old movie, The Wizard
of Oz. While Toto is trying to pull back the curtain to reveal his true identity, he yells in the
microphone to the others, "Pay no attention to that man behind the curtain."
I have no knowledge of any Lunar Sabbath keeper that believes the count to Pentecost does not matter.
Before I had completely embraced the Lunar Sabbath I was aware of several arguments about
Pentecost that feast keepers have. I said, while lying on the bed one evening while looking at the
ceiling fan going around in circles, "If the Lunar Calendar is true, then it will solve for all the
arguments feast keepers have about Pentecost."
And an honest examination of the evidence has proven EXACTLY that.
No Lunar Sabbath keeper wants you to pay no attention to the man behind the curtain. On the contrary.
We want to know why nay-sayers keep bringing up the same old traditions of man (traditions of the
church) as evidence. In reality, Bro. Rogers is more the guy hiding behind the curtain because he does
not want you to know that he is manipulating his readers by attempting to render the Lunar Sabbath
false by using the false traditions of men as evidence against it. If his readers knew that he was lying
to them (whether willfully or ignorantly), how many readers would he continue to have?
That is my point.
Most Lunar Sabbath keepers are transparent. Some bring their traditions to the table and have to
overcome them (as I have had to do), but mature, veteran Lunar Sabbath keepers do not hide behind
their tradition. If a Lunar Sabbatarian cannot back up their beliefs with Scripture, they are either new
to the message or frauds. Simple as that. This applies to every other teaching out there.
The teachers of the Lunar Sabbath theory do not want you to pull back the curtain to see what
is behind their curtain. They want you to ignore those "minor things" that don't fit in with their view.
Of course, this amounts to burying the head in the sand, since they don't want to be confronted by solid,
biblical evidence that their theory doesn't hold up under scrutiny.
Bro. Rogers does not want you to know that he is hiding behind and presenting nothing more than his
tradition. He wants you to ignore that he has not offered a single text that says satyrday is the Sabbath
or that the weekly Sabbath is every seventh day in an uninterrupted cycle of seven day weeks. Of
course, this amounts to burying his head in the sand, since he does not want to be confronted by solid,
Scriptural evidence that his theory doesn't hold up under scrutiny.
Let's not be swayed by slick sounding arguments supported by shoddy biblical interpretation
and slight of hand trickery which the Lunar Sabbath theory extends to us. The Bible is clear about
these things. And the Lunar Sabbath theory cannot stand the test of biblical soundness.
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And let's not be swayed by ignorant sounding arguments supported by shoddy interpretations of
Scripture and the tradition of men when Bro. Rogers extends to us either. Scripture IS clear about
these things. Prove all things, hold fast that which is good. Rogers has not done this. Search the
Scriptures daily to see whether these things are so. Rogers has not done this. Study to show thyself
approved. A workman that need not be ashamed, rightly dividing the Word of truth. Rogers has not
done this either.
The Lunar Sabbath "theory" stands the test of Scripture soundness just fine. We are still waiting for
the evidence that supports satyrday Sabbath of a repeating seven day count.

Messiah's "Sign of Jonah" Demonstrates the Impossibility of the Lunar Sabbath
Theory
I don't recall this being linked to the Lunar Sabbath argument, so this should be interesting.
There is still another compelling proof of the impossibility of the Lunar Sabbath theory. That
proof comes from the experience of the Master Messiah and his time in the tomb. Yahusha had
prophesied to his disciples on many occasions, informing them that he would be in the grave three days
and three nights, just as Jonah was in the belly of the sea creature:
He answered, "A wicked and adulterous generation asks for a miraculous sign!
But none will be given it except the sign of the prophet Yonah. For as Yonah was
three days and three nights in the belly of a huge fish, so the Son of Man will be
three days and three nights in the heart of the earth. (Matthew 12:39-40)
Whoa, whoa, whoa there tiger. Where does this verse say ANYTHING about being in the grave for
three days and three nights?
Heart of the earth means the land of Israel. Heart of the earth and midst of the earth are the same thing.
Please understand that Scripture is its own dictionary and the FIRST time this phrase is used is in
Genesis 48:16 and thus defines "Heart of the earth" for the rest of Scripture.
Complete explanation and examination of the evidence forthcoming. Bro. Rogers did not even do a
side by side comparison between Matthew 12 and Luke 11, the other passage that records the sign of
Jonah mentioned by Yahusha. Had he done so, his conclusion might have been very different. Nah, it
wouldn't. Contrasting evidence does not mean anything to men like Bro. Rogers.
This prophesy may have been the most important sign he gave his disciples, so its fulfillment had to be
precise. [Agreed. 'Tis a shame Bro. Rogers does not offer his readers one.] Read the full study article
on the Sign of Yonah here.
Go ahead if you wanna see how non-truthseekers put together a study. When you are done, read the
following study I've put together on this subject. I want you to notice the contrast.
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How do you explain the three days and three
nights Yahusha said he would be in the grave?
I explain it like this. Where does it say Yahusha would be in the grave for 3 days and 3
nights?
Heart of the earth means the land of Israel. Please understand that Scripture is its own
dictionary and the FIRST time this phrase is used is in Genesis 48:16. Matthew was writing
his gospel to Israelites so he wrote in terms that they would readily recognize. “In the heart
of…” is very much a Hebrew idiom or expression, a figure of speech. This phrase is found
several times throughout the Old Testament, which was the only Scripture extant at the time
Matthew wrote. Let’s examine some of them.
The Angel which redeemed me from all evil, bless the lads; and let my name be named on
them, and the name of my fathers Abraham and Isaac; and let them grow into a multitude in
the midst of the earth, Genesis 48:16. See also Exodus 8:22, Psalm 74:12, and Daniel 4:10
Out of heaven he made thee to hear his voice, that he might instruct thee: and upon earth he
showed thee his great fire; and thou heardest his words out of the midst of the fire.
Deuteronomy 4:36
There be three things which are too wonderful for me, yea, four which I know not:
The way of an eagle in the air; the way of a serpent upon a rock; the way of a ship in the midst
of the sea; and the way of a man with a maid. Proverbs 30:18-19
Midst of the earth and heart of the earth are the same thing, one being translated from Hebrew,
the other from the Greek. Heart of the earth is a Hebrew idiom used in both the OT and the
NT and it is never used to mean grave. If Yahusha had wanted to say he was going to be in
the "grave" for 3 days and 3 nights, he had plenty of words and expressions to choose from:
grave, sheol, hell, the pit, gehenna, tartarus, the abyss, hades, etc. Granted, some of those are
Greek, not Hebrew/Aramaic, but the Greek translators did not use the Greek equivalent for
grave either.
He is saying that he will be in the middle of Israel for three days and three nights. What
exactly is meant by this is open to debate, but what cannot be successfully argued is that this
phrase means grave when it literally means something on the surface of the earth, not 6 feet
under (so to speak). How can we know? Do any of the above passages in any way indicate a
location beneath the surface of the earth or sea? Is a ship that is in the heart of the ocean on
the surface or has it sunk to the bottom? Was the heavenly voice heard from underneath the
fire or out of the middle of it?
Many (including me at one point) thought that the sign of Jonah meant the time he spent in the
belly of the great fish. And if you only read Matthew's account, this is easy to think. But
stopping there will show our lack of studiousness. Read Luke's account.
If you compare Matthew 12 to Luke 11:29-32, the sign of Jonah is about the message Jonah
gave the Ninevites, not the interesting journey Jonah endured getting to Nineveh. Evidence:
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What was the only sign Jonah gave the Ninevites? It was "repent or die." The Ninevites had
no knowledge of Jonah’s interesting ride to the shore. In case you have never considered this,
Nineveh is about 600 miles from the shore where Jonah was vomited out on the beach. Do
you suppose that it was one of Darwin’s fish that sprouted legs permitting this great fish to
walk on to Nineveh? There is no record (thus no evidence) that Jonah gave this testimony in
Nineveh, so the Ninevites had no knowledge of it. So how could it be a sign for the Ninevites
if they knew nothing of it?
What was the ONLY sign Yahusha gave to the scribes and Pharisees? The same one Jonah
gave Nineveh. Repent or die. There is always perfect harmony in the truth.
In order to have Yahusha in the tomb for three full days and be resurrected on a “Sunday”
some say that Passover must have been on a “wednesday”. Even then the resurrection is
forced to take place minutes after sundown on the Sabbath (from sunset on the 14th to sunset
on the 17th) when Scripture said it took place shortly before dawn on the first day of the
week. (Matthew 28:1, Mark 16:2, Luke 24:1 and John 20:1) This segment of their calendar
looks like this:
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Interestingly, if you were to count backward by seven using today’s calendar, Passover was on
what we now call tuesday (if 31 A.D. is the crucifixion year), not friday or wednesday. Look
at the calendar model above. Let’s assume for a moment that the remark about the sign of
Jonah WAS Prophetic, the prophecy was for 3 Days and 3 Nights (in that order). Order is
everything in a prophecy. That is one way to determine if it was a false prophecy or a false
fulfillment. If he was buried at even (at sunset) on the 14th, then he was in the tomb for 3
nights and 3 days, not 3 day and 3 nights. Which would be a false fulfillment, right? And in
order for him to be the wavesheaf, he would have had to be resurrected right at dawn, the
morrow after the Sabbath. Yet by forcing a 3 day/3 night prophecy onto this passage (and
applying it to a calendar) he would have been raised at sunset on the 17th, the seventh day, not
at dawn the first day: 14th n, 15th d/n, 16th d/n, 17th d -- that's 3 nights and 3 days. And
according to the NT record, he was resurrected on the first day of the week, not the seventh
(see passages above).
Understanding the weekend of the crucifixion in this manner creates another very critical
problem. See the first calendar model above. It is correctly said that the Sabbath that
occurred after Passover was the first day of Unleavened Bread (Abib 15). The problem is that
this forces the 17th of Abib to be some spurious “weekly” Sabbath after which would follow
resurrection Sunday (the 18th as presented here). Now, count backward seven days from the
17th. Do you know what the 10th day of Abib was for?
Every year, on the 10th day of Abib, Israel was commanded to go into the field and select the
Passover lamb and set it aside. Folks who did not have livestock went to the temple and
purchased a sacrifice. There are no instructions to postpone the purchase or to make the
purchase a day early if the 10th just happened to fall on the Sabbath. Isn't that odd? You
cannot say that this was Holy Work or a Holy Purchase because these were common men, not
the priests. There is no such thing as a Set-Apart (holy) purchase. Commerce is commerce.
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Those who force Passover (Abib 14) to fall on a wednesday have a problem. See again the
calendar model on the previous page. If the 17th was a Sabbath, so was the 10th. The 17th is
nowhere called a Sabbath, but the 10th IS a commanded work day, see Exodus 12:3-6. If you
will read Leviticus 23 you will find that the Passover is the 14th of Abib, the Sabbath is the
following day, the 15th so the morning AFTER the Sabbath is the 16th. It is always best to
make things line up with Torah. The resurrection took place on the 16th in the NT if the OT is
to be believed. What is NOT to be believed is that the phrase “in the heart of the earth” has
anything to do with a grave/tomb.
The day after Passover in the year of the crucifixion was most certainly the weekly Sabbath,
see Mark 15:42, Luke 23:54-56, John 19:31. Now, let’s put the Abib 14 back where it belongs
as preparation day for the Sabbath (see below) and add the false prophecy of 3 days and 3
nights IN THE TOMB, and now Yahusha would have been raised at sunset on the 17th, the
second day of the week, not the first day at dawn. There is nothing about the statement in
Matthew 12 that is prophetic or that found fulfillment at the crucifixion.
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There are many places where the man from Galilee said he would rise on the third day. Third
day and 3 days and 3 nights are two different things. Let me explain. It rained for 40 days
and 40 nights. If the text said it had only rained for 40 days, that would mean it stopped
raining at night, raining only during daylight hours. That’s why the flood account reads as it
does, specifically mentioning day AND night.
Third day means exactly that. We have an example in Exodus 19:11.
And YHVH said unto Moses, Go unto the people, and sanctify them today and tomorrow, and
let them wash their clothes,
And be ready against the third day: for the third day YHVH will come down in the sight of all
the people upon mount Sinai. Exodus 19:10-11
Look at the context (verse 10). Today, tomorrow and the third day comprises the three days in
question.
There are MANY places in the 4 gospels where the man from Galilee says he will rise on the
third day. Only one where he says in three days he would rise (John 2:19), and in this account
he distinctly does not add “three nights” to his statement. In the context of how days are
counted, he was killed on the 14th, rested on the 15th, and raised on the third day (the
16th). The accounts in Matthew 12 and Luke 11 taken together say nothing about him being
in the grave for any amount of time. There isn’t anything in either passage that resembles the
grave nor is there a word/phrase that means “grave” in either passage.
To the law and to the testimony: if they speak not according to this word, it is because there is
no light in them. Isaiah 8:20
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A couple of things:
1. Leviticus 23:4-14 gives the timeline for this particular event. If it is prophetic, then the
fulfillment has to line up with it to the letter. Leviticus 23 is Torah. In this passage, Abib 14
is Passover, the next day is the Sabbath of unleavened Bread, and the morrow after the
Sabbath (Abib 16) is wavesheaf. If you want a historical reference for this, here's Josephus...
In The Antiquities of the Jews, Chapter 10, section 5, he has this to say about the Passover
season:
(248) “In the month of Xanthicus, which is by us called Nisan, and is the beginning of the
year, on the fourteenth day of the lunar month, when the sun is in Aries (for in this month it
was that we were delivered from bondage under the Egyptians, and law ordained that we
should every year slay that sacrifice which I before told you we slew when we came out of
Egypt, and which was called the Passover; and so we do celebrate this Passover in companies,
leaving nothing of what we sacrifice till the day following. (249) The feast of unleavened
bread succeeds that of the Passover, and falls on the fifteenth day of the month and continued
seven days, wherein they feed on unleavened bread… (250) But on the second day of
unleavened bread, which is the sixteenth day of the month, they first partake of the fruits of the
earth, for before that day, they do not touch them. …. (251) They take a handful of ears, and
dry them, then beat them small and purge the barley from the bran; they then bring one tenth
deal to the altar, to Elohim; and, casting one handful of it upon the fire they leaven the rest for
use of the priest; and after this it is that they may publicly or privately reap their harvest.”
Josephus is explaining to the Gentile nations how the barley could be harvested on the 16th,
and says exactly what Leviticus 23 says about the feast of Passover, Unleavened Bread and
wavesheaf.
2. If you are going to apply the timeline of Leviticus 23 to the crucifixion, than you are
obliged (dare I say, forced) to stay within the parameters of the text. That means you have the
14th, 15th, and 16th to work with. If it speaks not according to this word, there is no light in it.
[End study] So, how did your comparison of Bro. Rogers study on the three days and three night and
the sign of Jonah compare and/or contrast with the 3.5 pages above? Amazingly different aren't they?
One openly, freely examines all the evidence available and allows the reader to come to the only
available conclusion based on the evidence. The other, well...does not. You decide which is which.
But Messiah put another stipulation on this prophesy. He said he would rise on the third day:
From that time on Yahusha began to explain to his disciples that he must go to
Yerushalayim and suffer many things at the hands of the elders, chief priests and
teachers of the law, and that he must be killed and on the third day be raised to life
(Matthew 16:21)
Third day and three days and three nights are two different idioms, with two entirely different
meanings/applications.
So how could the Master be in the heart of the earth for three days and three nights and also rise on the
third day. There is only one way this could happen.
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This should be interesting...
Keep in mind that a full day in Hebrew reckoning begins in the evening (presumable at
sundown). [Ha! A day in Hebrew starts at dawn. Genesis 1:5 says that the light He (Elohim) called
Day, and the Darkness He called Night, and He divided (separated) the light from the darkness. So
day and night will not even touch, yet Bro. Rogers REPEATS the tradition of men, saying that the day
begins at night. See study at: http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/18-DawnDayStudy.pdf.
Bro. Rogers really should read Isaiah 5:20-21 to learn what YHWH thinks about those who can't
figure out the difference between day and night, light and darkness.] So the evening comes first and
then the morning part of the day. [This doctrine is straight out of Babylon and has been assumed to be
Hebrew, when in reality it is nothing more than Judaism, the half pagan religion of the rabbis who
remained in Babylon. Only 10% of the Hebrews returned to Israel with Ezra and Nehemiah. The
rabbis who remained in Babylon are responsible for the Talmud and who adopted several Babylonian
teachings that were later incorporated into Judaism.] The night and the day make up a full day. Now,
Yahusha was placed in the tomb just as the sun was going down at the end of the day. So the count
begins at night. [I thought Rogers said he was in the tomb for three DAYS and three nights. Day is
"prophesied" first so if this is prophetic, it must be fulfilled to the letter, in that order.] Night number
one, day number one. Night number two, day number two. Night number three, day number
three. And then on that third day, he rises.
Sure, go ahead, do the math. LOL If Yahusha died on a friday evening (like we were taught),
night/day, night/day, night/day, ends with a resurrection on monday morning. Go ahead, do the math.
But Rogers is not done butchering this passage. When he's done, go ahead, laugh behind your hand,
just not to his face. He's about to prove that he does err, not knowing a thing about Scripture or the
power of YHWH....
You have been warned (informed)...
As I explained in the article cited above, Yahusha was crucified on the fourth day of the week
(Wednesday) [Indeed, Bro. Rogers explained this. He did not prove it from Scripture, but he wants
you to accept it as truth anyway because he says so.] and was laid in the tomb as the sun was going
down. [Well, that much is true.] That means he was in the tomb Wednesday night and Thursday day,
Thursday night and Friday day, Friday night and Saturday day. (Sorry for the use of the pagan,
Gregorian names for days of the week, but its easier for most to think this way). [Rogers admits they
are pagan, yet believes that YHWH embedded His calendar and Sabbath in the pagan/papal calendar.
Unbelievable.] And on Sabbath day, near sunset, he rose from the grave. Hallelu Yah!
HalleluYah? Has Bro. Rogers never read Matthew 28:1, Mark 16:2, 16:9, Luke 24:1, John 20:1 and
20:19 that all say he rose on the first day of the week, not the seventh? Hallelujah is a positive
command in Hebrew to Praise YHWH. You don't come up with some half-assed doctrine and then
command your readers and the on-looking universe to praise YHWH with you. That is just plain
ignorance.
Matthew 28:1 says he rose near dawn of the first day, not sunset of the seventh. If you recall, YHWH
divided day from night. They don't touch. Sunset and dawn are about 12 hours apart (on a sundial).
This should explain to you the special kind of garbage Bro. Rogers is trying to pass off as truth to you.
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But the calendar of the Lunar Sabbath theory makes it impossible for Messiah to be in the tomb
for a full three days and three nights and at the same time rise on the third day. [That is because he
wasn't in the tomb for a full three days and nights. And believing that has nothing to do with the Lunar
Sabbath doctrine.] Again, here is their calendar:
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The fourteenth day of the first month was when the Master was hung on the tree and died. On the
Lunar Sabbath calendar, this is the sixth day of the week.
That is correct. Abib 14 is a work day. There is a good reason for this. Since Bro. Rogers had the
courtesy of offering you an illustration of the lunar calendar that is at the foundation of this particular
issue, please allow me to present to you a calendar illustration that depicts his conclusion:
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Do you see the problem? Rogers does not because he did not bother to look or cross reference his
conclusion with the facts.
The 14th day of Abib is always the preparation day for first day of Unleavened Bread, which is Abib
15 and a Sabbath. Abib 14 floats on our current version of the Roman calendar. Abib 10 is the day to
purchase a lamb if you don't already own one. Abib 10 floats on the Roman calendar. The fact is that
the 10th, 14th and 16th of Abib are, without exception, commanded work days. The barley could be
harvested on the 16th only after the Wave Sheaf had been offered and accepted, Leviticus 23:9-14. If
there is a continuous 7 day cycle, every few years either the 10th, 14th or 16th will fall on a
satyrday. In fact, satyrday fell on Abib 10 in 2003. Satyrday fell on the 14th of Abib in 2004, 2008
and 2011. Satyrday fell on the 16th of Abib in 2002, 2006 and 2009. There is no legislation provided
to do these tasks a day early or late in case these days "just happen" to fall on the Sabbath, these work
dates are fixed. YHWH never has Israel do common work on a rest day, and did not here either.
These days will never fall on the Sabbath, yet they will fall on the pagan satyrday every few
years. Can Rogers explain this?
Of course he can't (and won't). His calendar forces the 10th day of Abib to fall on the weekly Sabbath.
How was Israel to buy their Passover lamb on Abib 10 if it falls on the weekly Sabbath? They would
have been prohibited from any such purchase, yet they were commanded to do so.
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So what fool thinks that YHWH would command Israel to perform commerce (work) on a certain day,
then not have any control over His calendar, enabling Abib 10 to fall on the Sabbath? Oh, sorry Bro.
Rogers. I did not see you standing there believing that foolishness. Ladies and gentlemen of the jury,
neither Abib 10 nor Abib 14 or 16 ever falls on a Sabbath because every month of the Lunar calendar
looks like this...
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YHWH is the intelligent Designer, remember? He brings order to the universe, and His calendar does
not permit for such foolishness as here presented by Bro. Rogers.
Keep in mind that very early, while it was still dark, on the first day of the week, the tomb was
discovered empty. So, following the Lunar Sabbath theory reckoning, Messiah was placed in the tomb
at sunset on the sixth day of the week. So, let's count: He was in the tomb the night of the Sabbath,
the daytime of the Sabbath, and maybe the night of the first day of the week. Then the tomb was
discovered empty while it was still dark and sunrise imminent on the first day of the week. That's only
one night and one day for sure that Messiah was in the grave. You might even be able to argue two
nights and one day. But that's all there is.
Count all you want. We are dealing with the evidence revealed. Rogers is comparing apples to
oranges. There is no three day and three night prophecy for Yahusha to be in the grave. "Heart of the
earth" does not mean the grave; never has, never will.
The facts are recorded that he died on Passover, Abib 14, which is the 6th day of the week. He rested
in the tomb on the Sabbath (Abib 15) and was resurrected on the morning of the first day of the week
(Abib 16). That is the ONLY narrative we are given in all 4 of the gospels. This is called evidence,
Bro. Rogers. These days are not fri-sat-sun as Israel did not observe the pagan planetary week. Bro.
Rogers more than likely believes Yahusha was the fulfillment of the first fruit offering, but cannot
create a calendar where he is resurrected on Abib 16, wavesheaf day, nor has he considered that his
calendar model does not allow for this alleged prophetic fulfillment.
In order for the truthfulness and the integrity of the Messiah's prophesy to be maintained, he
must be in the grave three full days and three full night and rise on the third day. [It was not a
prophetic statement. The sign Jonah gave to Nineveh was, Repent or die. That is the same sign
Yahusha gave the Pharisees.] This is impossible under the constraints of the Lunar Sabbath theory. So
you have a choice. Will you believe what the Master said, or will you believe the Lunar Sabbath
theory and all its errors and misinterpretations which contradicts what the Master said?
Contradicts? Ladies and gentlemen, how many contradictions have I pointed out between Bro. Rogers
anti-Lunar Sabbath study and Scripture?
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Here is what the caendar (sic) looked like that month of Messiah's death, burial and resurrection:
The True Calendar Month of Messiah's Passion
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Rogers admits that Israel had no more than 30 days in a month (last sentence, page 5), yet he offers 31.
This is another example of his double-mindedness; he has NO IDEA what he believes or why. Also,
do a little extrapolation and you will note that New Moon, the first day of the month (although not
depicted) must fall on the 5th day of the week. Last I knew, the 5th day of the week is a work day (one
of the SIX working days when the temple gate is shut). Ezekiel 46:1 says that the temple gates are
open on New Moon. And, finally, the 10th day of Abib (a commanded work day) falls on the Sabbath.
See what I mean by contradictions? Bro. Rogers has a lot of gall saying that the Lunar Sabbath
contradicts Scripture when he forces contradictions all over the place. He is not even bashful about it.
Lunar Sabbath keepers in general and truth seekers in particular would chew me up and spit me out if I
were to try to pull something like this. Obviously, Bro. Rogers does not rub shoulders with many truth
seekers, otherwise, we would not be having this little party.
Please note, I have said that Bro. Rogers is ignorant, but he's not stupid. There is no cure for stupid.
The cure for ignorance is knowledge. Something that is within reach of Rogers, just not to his taste.
The 14th was when the lambs were slaughtered and when Messiah was crucified [And the 10th was
when these lambs were purchased. See what I mean when I said earlier that Bro. Rogers never
bothered to look and cross reference his conclusion with the facts. Here was his chance, and he blew it,
failing miserably at presenting the facts, but succeeding beyond his wildest dreams at presenting the
traditions of men.] The Feast of Unleavened Bread was from the 15th through the 21st. Thus Messiah
was in the tomb night and day on the 15th, 16th and 17th - a full three nights and three days. And he
rose on the 17th at sunset at the end of the day. [Which agrees entirely with 6 verses in the 4 gospels
that say he rose at the beginning of the first day at dawn. Guffaw. Sorry, that slipped out.] Then, the
following morning, very early, the tomb was found empty.
Forgetting (ignoring, diminishing ought) from the fact that these verses say that he ROSE on the first
day at about dawn, not just that the tomb was found empty (which it was, naturally).
Oh, Bro. Rogers. What are we going to do with you? More to the point, what is the Righteous Judge
going to do with you come Judgment day? Wheat or tare? Sheep or goat? Faithful servant or...

The Probable Calendar of the First Three Months
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Rogers said above (in the middle of p. 43) that he was going to present one last thing. He has returned
to his vomit several times since, rehashing the same old arguments he's already lost. Oh well.
We have demonstrated that the Lunar Sabbath calendar is impossible by many infallible
proofs. [Still waiting for the first infallible proof. Makes you wonder just how little Bro. Rogers
accepts as infallible proof doesn't it?] So, now it's time to show you what the actual calendar looked
like for those first three months that Israel came out of Egypt. So, without further ado, here it is:
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Issues created by Bro. Rogers by ignoring or disregarding the evidence given in Scripture:
Calendar as a whole: Created issue--he starts counting days from Abib 16, wavesheaf, rather than
Sabbaths (or complete weeks). At the end of his count he has 50 (days) when we were told we would
number only seven (Sabbaths complete). There is a difference. YHWH says what He means and
means what He says. Rogers does not take that into consideration because he is blinded by his
tradition.
The Month of Abib: Created issues--Bro. Rogers presents New Moon (first day of the month) as the
6th day of the week. New Moon in Scripture never falls on any of the SIX working days when the gate
to the temple courtyard is shut because the gate is open on New Moon. He presents Abib 16 as a
Sabbath, when it is a work day. Abib 16 is wavesheaf, and the barley harvest could begin ON THIS
DAY once the wavesheaf had been accepted by YHWH. There is not a single incidence in Scripture
of the weekly Sabbaths ever falling on the 2nd, 9th, 16th or 23rd day of the month. Finally, Rogers
gives the first month only 29 days when at the time of the exodus EVERY lunar month still had 30
days. Historically, there were no 29 day lunar months anywhere on earth until the 8th or 7th century
B.C.
The Second Month: Created issues--Bro. Rogers asserts that New Moon (the first day of the second
month) falls on a weekly Sabbath. New Moon days are not Sabbaths, only the seventh one (Feast of
Trumpets) is described and defined as a Sabbath (an annual one). Thus this New Moon is not
acknowledged as a third category of day, interrupting the counting of weeks as demanded in Scripture.
The Third Month: Created issues--Bro. Rogers presents the New Moon day of the third month as the
second day of the week. New Moon in Scripture never falls on any of the SIX working days when the
gate to the temple courtyard is shut because the gate is open on New Moon. He did not correct for his
drag and drop of the previous month having the 12th day of the month followed by the 15th. He
reckons that the first Sabbath would have been the 6th, so I have corrected for his oversight. If the 6th
is the date of the first "seventh-day Sabbath", then the others would be the 13th, 20th and 27th days of
the month. Problem is that there is not a single incidence in Scripture of the weekly Sabbaths ever
falling on the 6th, 13th, 20th or 27th day of the month. He concludes that the seventh day of the third
month is Shavuot (Pentecost) when that date is still in the spring. The wheat harvest in Scripture is in
the summer along with the grapes and olives.
These were unforced errors. No one held a gun to his head and made him print/publish this garbage.
These issues are the result of his tradition being his god. He filters everything in Scripture through the
lens of what he thinks, or wants it to say, then creatively comes up with a way to present his "proof"
while ignoring the actual evidence. Truth seekers see right through this kind of thing and are neither
persuaded nor impressed.
There are exactly 50 days from Aviv 17 (first day of the week and the beginning of the count) to 3rd
Month 7th day (another first day of the week and Shavuot).
Which would be great if we were actually told to number 50 days from wavesheaf.
There are actually several other possibilities, [How convenient. If one false conclusion does
not work, there is another to fall back on. There is but one truth. Just because the Gregorian calendar
allows the numbered dates to fall on any day of the week, does not mean the Creation Calendar does.
62

In Scripture, the weekly and annual Sabbaths had fixed dates; the annual feasts by command, the
weekly Sabbaths by example.] each depending on whether the first month had 29 days or 30 days and
whether the 2nd month had 29 or 30 days. [As I said, all months had 30 days at the time of the exodus.]
Here would be the calendar for the first 3 months if the 1st and the 2nd months have 30 days:
The Month of the Aviv
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And as I did before, I will point out the unforced errors of Bro. Rogers second calendar option...
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Calendar as a whole: Created issue--Bro. Rogers again starts counting days from wavesheaf, rather
than Sabbaths (or complete weeks). At the end of his count he has 50 (days) when we were told we
would number only seven (Sabbaths complete), not days.
The Month of Abib: Created issues--Bro. Rogers presents New Moon (first day of the month) as the
5th day of the week. New Moon in Scripture never falls on any of the SIX working days when the gate
to the temple courtyard is shut because the gate is open on New Moon. Also, he presents Abib 18 as
wavesheaf when Scripture and history demand that this should be Abib 16. There is not a single
incidence in Scripture of the weekly Sabbaths ever falling on the 3rd, 10th, 17th or 24th day of the
month. He puts Abib 15 of the exodus in the 5th day of the week column when Deuteronomy 5:12-15
reveals that this day was the weekly Sabbath. Additionally, the Sabbath in Leviticus 23:6-11 is Abib
15, the first day of the Feast of Unleavened Bread. See the word "Sabbath" in verse 11? That is the
Hebrew word H7676, Shabbawth, Hebrew for the WEEKLY Sabbath. Finally, Bro. Rogers presents
the 10th day of the first month as a weekly Sabbath when Abib 10 is the commanded day to go buy a
Passover lamb.
The Second Month: Created issues--Bro. Rogers asserts that New Moon (the first day of the second
month) falls on a weekly Sabbath. New Moon days are not Sabbaths, only the seventh one (Feast of
Trumpets) is described and defined as a Sabbath (an annual one). Thus this New Moon is not
acknowledged as a third category of day, interrupting the counting of weeks as demanded in Scripture.
The Third Month: Created issues--Bro. Rogers presents the New Moon day of the third month as the
second day of the week. New Moon in Scripture never falls on any of the SIX working days when the
gate to the temple courtyard is shut because the gate is open on New Moon. He corrected this calendar
month where he did not the first time. He reckons that the weekly Sabbaths would have been the 6th,
13th, 20th and 27th days of the month. Problem is that there is not a single incidence in Scripture of
the weekly Sabbaths ever falling on the 6th, 13th, 20th or 27th day of the month. He concludes that
the seventh day of the third month is Shavuot (Pentecost) when that date is still in the spring. The
wheat harvest in Scripture is in the summer along with the grapes and olives.
It doesn't really matter whether the first and second month had 29 or 30 days. [Yes, it does matter,
because historically, there is no argument. There were only 30 day months at that point in history. A
cursory examination of the evidence would have revealed as much.] Shavuot is still on the first day of
the week, [Actually, it doesn't. It falls on the 29th day of the 4th month, a weekly Sabbath.] which will
be either the 7th or the 8th day of the 3rd month (depending on the count of 29 or 30 days in the
second month). And this completes and unmistakably refutes (sic) the Lunar Sabbath theory.

An Appeal to My Lunar Sabbath Friends
I have many Lunar Sabbath friends. A few of them I have met, most of them I have not. But I
know that you, my Lunar Sabbath friend, are intelligent and sincere in seeking truth. We who call
upon the name of the Almighty and guard his Word are all pressing on to know him better and to serve
him in truth. I know my Lunar Sabbath friends fall into this category. You want to hear those words
from the Master, also: "Well done, good and faithful servant."
Well, we can both be wrong, but we both can't be right. At this point, someone will miss out on this.
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I have rigorously refuted the Lunar Sabbath theory here. [You have done nothing of the sort. It
was neither rigorous nor a refutation. It was an exercise of your tradition and your first amendment
right to freedom of speech. Nothing more.] But I don't hate those who hold to this view. I want my
Lunar Sabbath friends to consider what I have written here, and re-evaluate your practice of keeping
Shabbat according to a Lunar calendar. [Based on the strength of this refutation, I think most Lunar
Sabbatarians are thankful that they have adopted the Sabbath of Scripture.] I think I have provided
enough evidence for you to convince you of the wrongness of the Lunar Sabbath teaching. [Actually,
we were waiting for something that actually resembled evidence rather than your tradition. We had to
overcome our tradition and many of the same arguments you offered already, just to get where we are
at today. Rehashing arguments that we already know do not hold water is not evidence of wrongdoing.]
I have not covered all the arguments for that theory, but I have shown you that the main tenants cannot
be upheld. And I have shown you several other reasons why the Lunar Sabbath theory must be
incorrect.
It's just that Bro. Rogers arguments are weak, inept, and without merit, so any conclusion that the
Lunar Sabbath must be incorrect is rather premature.
Keep on serving YHWH. But come back to the sensible practice of setting apart the seventh
day, in a continuous cycling of weeks. [What continuous cycling of weeks? Bro. Rogers certainly has
not shown us a continuous cycling of weeks in Scripture.] The enemy of our souls want to split us up
and scatter us by any possible means he can convince us of. [Indeed, and I would rather remain split
and be on the side of truth, rather than agree in error. There is no man, no institution, no reward that I
hold in higher esteem than YHWH and His Scriptural truth.] The Lunar Sabbath theory is one of those
devices that divides and scatters. [NEWSFLASH!: The truth is always divisive.] Come back to
allowing the Bible to dictate your view of the Sabbath. Give no place to man-made doctrine, no matter
how intellectual or clever it may be.
END
We can't go back Bro. Rogers. We have drank from the well of truth now no other source of water will
satisfy.
In fact, all truth is divisive. What did Yahusha say? He said that he did not come to bring peace (unity)
but a sword (Matthew 10:34-36). The truth is a sword that divides friends from family just as it does
joint from marrow (Hebrews 4:12, see also Jeremiah 23:29).
Now I simply must ask David Rogers, would he rather be unified in error of divided over truth? You
can’t have both, and division over truth is the best thing that can happen to the body of believers. As a
storm knocks the dead wood out of the trees, making a more healthy forest, so the truth knocks the
dead wood out of the body of believers, strengthening it in the process.
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, have you prepared your verdict? Has Bro. Rogers proven the Lunar
Sabbath is false? Has he offered infallible, irrefutable evidence against it?
Respectfully submitted,
Troy Miller
www.CreationCalendar.com
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