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To prove that I have changed neither jot nor tittle of this article, the original is found at this link: 
www.hoshanarabbah.org/pdfs/lunar_sbth.pdf.   
 
You would think that the Messianic movement would be more Scripturally intuitive than your 
average "christian".  I mean, after all, they mostly keep the feasts using their understanding of the 
Hebrew lunar calendar.  Therefore they ARE a rung above christianity because of their feast 
keeping, and they look down their noses at mere christians because of it but I've rebutted a few 
anti-:Lunar Sabbath articles from Messianics and they are as blind as any christian, but more 
hard-headed (hearted?).  They should NOT be, but they are ignorant of the Creation Calendar of 
YHWH.  This is not a criticism, it is an observation.  Ignorance does not mean stupid, they just 
lack knowledge.  The hard part is getting them to admit that they don't know something. 
 
Few have ever brought a new argument to this debate and I don't expect Jacob Nathan Lawrence 
to, but I promise to keep an open mind and give him the benefit of the doubt.  Bro. Lawrence 
wrote in a black font, I will respond in blue [bracketed in blue], red and a little green.  Dated 6-
19-2014 
      
  

THE “LUNAR SABBATH” OR SATURDAY SABBATH??  
WILL THE REAL SABBATH PLEASE STAND UP?? 

 
HAS THE WEEKLY CYCLE BEEN ALTERED SINCE THE TIME OF YESHUA? 

 
By Ya’acov N’tan Lawrence of Hoshana Rabbah Messianic Community  

(503) 570-3376 • hoshanarabbah@earthlink.net 
 

  

Many have come to realize that if there is one thing in life that is certain it is that nothing is 
certain.  [Interesting opening statement considering what he followed it up with...]  The few 
things in life that seem to be unchangeable and rock-solid we tend to cling to tenaciously, for 
they give us a sense of permanency and stability—and we need that as we find ourselves being 
heaved and pitched to and fro on the oceans of change with ever increasing rapidity and 
frequency.  
  
As a former satyrday Sabbath keeper, I understand this completely.  But the truth of the matter is 
exactly as worded above...the things in life that SEEM to be unchangeable.  And the point of this 
rebuttal is not that the Sabbath has changed, it is that believers have adopted the wrong Sabbath, 
claiming satyrday to be the Sabbath of Creation in spite of the mountain of evidence against this 
conclusion. 
 
Below, Lawrence demands that everything about the Sabbath that HE observes (satyrday) has 
never changed.  So which is it?  That 1) nothing is certain, that we’ve been lied to?  Or 2) that we 
can have perfect faith and trust in our traditions because satyrday is the 7th day of the Gregorian 
calendar it must therefore be the Scriptural Sabbath all the way back to Creation with 100% 
certainty? 
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“A long habit of not thinking a thing wrong gives it the superficial appearance of being right.”  
Thomas Paine. 
 
“Most of our so-called reasoning consists in finding arguments for going on believing as we 
already do.”  James Harvey Robinson.       
 
“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 
 
 For many people, the weekly Shabbat (Sabbath) has been one of those Rock of Gibraltor 
foundational aspects of their lives to which they could anchor their spiritual ships—a harbor in 
which many have found safe refuge each week, week in and week out, month after month and 
year after year—with total faith and confidence that indeed the Shabbat was one thing that had 
never changed and would never change.  [The original Sabbath HAS never changed.  But who 
said satyrday was the Sabbath?  It is the seventh day of the pagan/papal Gregorian 
calendar.]  Indeed, the enduring legacy of the Jewish people, nationless and often homeless for 
nearly two millennia, yet remaining a distinct people-group, can be attributed to the prominent 
place the weekly Sabbath holds within their community. 
 
Have you read Lamentations 2:6 lately?  Indeed, the Israelites were originally a Sabbath 
keeping group of people, but when they went into apostasy, they forgot the Sabbath.  This has 
happened time and time again. The historical landscape is littered with Israel’s apostasy.  Here 
are the historical facts: 
 
In about 700 B.C., the ten northern tribes went into captivity in Assyria because of their apostasy 
and later were scattered to the four corners of the earth.  In A.D. 70, the two southern tribes were 
scattered to the four corners of the earth because of their apostasy.  Please note what YHWH 
says about Israel’s apostasy and what He did about it… 
 
And He [YHWH] hath violently taken away His tabernacle, as if it were of a garden: He hath 
destroyed His places of the assembly: YHWH hath caused the solemn feasts and sabbaths to be 
forgotten in Zion, and hath despised in the indignation of His anger the king and the priest.  
Lamentations 2:6 
 
When the Almighty causes you to forget, you will have forgotten it indeed.  Every time Israel 
went into apostasy they forgot the Sabbath because YHWH TOOK it from them.  Later, YHWH 
would send a prophet to Israel to turn them BACK from their apostasy. 
 
There has been no prophet since the Malachi, or the first century if you include the New(er) 
Testament.  What this means is that Israel is STILL in a state of forgetfulness because the Jews 
have turned to the rabbis for their knowledge and practice of the Sabbath.  The Jewish historians 
(as you will learn) are fully aware of ancient Israel’s Lunar Sabbath, but they do not themselves 
observe it due to their tradition that they received from Hillel II.  In A.D. 341, Hillel II was 
ordered by Rome to alter the Hebrew calendar because Rome wanted Easter to never fall on the 
same day as Passover, and since Rome was unable to figure out the Hebrew calendar, they 
ordered Hillel II to make the necessary changes.  This calendar alteration is what the Jews have 
adopted.  It is a false, man-made calendar as Hillel II had no authority to make any such changes. 
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So YHWH took the Sabbath from the Hebrew people.  Kind of hard to be the bastion of Sabbath 
keeping if you don't have a clue when it is.  This is going to turn off a lot of Messianics--but it's 
not the truth that hurts us, it is that we have been taught and believed so many things that are 
NOT  true.  Here's the kicker--the Jews are not Israelites.  They are Edomites, and the Jews have 
no problem ADMITTING that they are Edomites, not Israelites... 
 
“Here is a paradox . . . A most ingenious paradox: an anthropological fact, many Christians may 
have much more Hebrew-Israelite blood in their veins than most of their Jewish 
neighbors.”  Jewish author, Alfred M. Lilienthal, What Price Israel, p. 223.  
 
The 1980 Jewish Almanac, p. 3, in the first chapter entitled, “Identity Crisis” said… “Strictly 
speaking, it is incorrect to call an ancient Israelite a ‘Jew’ or to call a contemporary Jew and 
‘Israelite’ or a ‘Hebrew.’” 
 
“No one can deny that the Jews are a most unique and unusual people.  That uniqueness exists 
because of their Edomite heritage.  You cannot be English Jews.  We are a race, and only as a 
race can we perpetuate.  Our mentality is of Edomitish character, and differs from that of an 
Englishman.  Enough subterfuges!  Let us assert openly that we are International 
Jews.”  Manifesto of the “World Jewish Federation,” January 1, 1935, through their spokesman, 
Gerald Soman.  [Emphasis my own.] 
  
From the above, we can clearly see that the Jews fully understand their Edomite heritage and as 
the third edition of the Jewish Encyclopedia for 1925 records:  
 
“Chazars [Khazars]: A people of Turkish origin whose life and history are interwoven with the 
very beginnings of the history of the Jews of Russia.  The kingdom of the Chazars was firmly 
established in most of South Russia long before the foundation of the Russian monarchy by the 
Varangians.” (855). 
 
Hasdai ibn Shaprut, who was foreign minister to Abd-al-Rahman, Sultan of Cordova, in his letter 
to King Joseph of the Chazars (about 960 A.D.) speaks of the tradition according to which the 
Chazars once dwelt near the Seir Mountains.  The ‘Seir Mountains’ are none other than the 
original land of Esau-Edom - ‘Thus dwelt Esau in mount Seir: Esau is Edom’ (Genesis 36:8).  
Seir was a mountain range south of the Dead Sea and was also known as the ‘land of Edom’ 
(Genesis 36:21).  The Seir Mountains were the home of the Edomites for nearly a millennium 
(The Edomites arrived in Edom or Seir at the end of the 14th and beginning of the 13th century 
B.C. Encyclopedia Judaica, Vol. 6, p. 372).  Thus we have it from Jewish sources that the 
Khazars originally ‘dwelt near the Seir Mountains’ so are racially of Edomite stock, not Israelite.  
But how and when did Edomites get to Khazaria?  There is evidence that in the 6th century BC, 
some of the Edomites fled their homeland of Seir and migrated north, ‘After the fall of Jerusalem, 
in 586 BC, the Edomites began to press northward (Ezekiel 36:5).  The New Westminster 
Dictionary of the Bible, ed. by Henry S. Gehman, The Westminster Press, Philadelphia, 1970, p. 
418.” (The Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol. IV, (1905), p. 3). 
 
“Edom is modern Jewry.” —The Jewish Encyclopedia, 1925 edition, Vol.5, p.41 
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A percentage of the people who are known today as Jews are descendants of Abraham and Isaac, 
but not of Jacob.  History reveals that they are actually the descendants of the fierce Turkish, 
Khazar tribes which roamed regions of southern Russia and who adopted Judaism between 7th 
and 9th centuries A.D.  
 
“Today, the Khazars are known as ‘Jews,’ not because of any racial question, but because of 
their religion.”  (Jewish historian, Arthur Koestler, The Thirteenth Tribe, New York: Random 
House, Inc. 1976)  
 
Please don't take your anger or frustration out on me.  No one is forcing you to believe a lie. 
 I did not lie to you; I'm just the purveyor of truth.  Your ministers and churches lied to you.   
 
 But the validity and immutability of the Shabbat is only as viable as the 
unchangeableness of the weekly cycle upon which the Shabbat is dependant. If the weekly cycle 
has ever changed then the correct day for observing the seventh-day Shabbat must immediately 
be called into question. 
  
Which is precisely the point.  The original Sabbath never changed.  Mankind and all of 
churchianity adopted the pagan/papal Gregorian calendar.  Only the Father can change His 
calendar, in fact, He wrote it in the heavens where man couldn't mess with it.  Satyrday is found 
embedded in the calendar of the 4th beast power of Daniel 7 who would THINK to change times 
and laws. 
 
As long as Nathan Lawrence is going to take this approach, I’ll play along.  Actually, I know for 
a fact that he is not about to admit that the modern calendar has ever changed, so I’m going to 
share this knowledge with you so you can make an informed decision while Lawrence blathers 
on about the calendar never changing thus satyrday must STILL be the weekly Sabbath. 
 
Nathan Lawrence promotes the Holy Roman, Papal Gregorian calendar as the Calendar of 
Scripture.  He’ll deny this of course, but in his denial of the Lunar Sabbath, you will discover 
that this is quite true.   
 
The Roman calendar has gone through not one, but FOUR major changes in the history of the 
Roman Empire. 
 
Prior to 153 B.C., Roman officials did not take office until May 1 and March 15.  In the winter of 
154 B.C., the war was going badly for Rome.  The Emperor wanted new generals, but they could 
not take office until the 15th day of March, which at this time was the FIRST month of the 
Roman calendar.  The Emperor could not change this law, but as I said earlier, whoever is in 
charge is also in charge of the calendar.  So, the Emperor changed the first month to January, the 
new generals were seated, and the war went on, Rome eventually conquering the world.   
 
At that time, the months looked very similar to this… 
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At that time, the months of january, april, june, sextember (august), september, november and 
december all  had 29 days instead of 31, 30, 30, 31, 30, 30 and 31 days (respectively) that they 
consist of now.  This is a considerable calendar change.  And how can I prove that what I’ve said 
is true? 
 
Sextember (august) means sixth month in Latin, while august is presently the 8th month.  
September means seventh month, yet it is currently the 9th month.  October means 8th month, yet 
it is the 10th month of the present calendar.  November means ninth month, and yet it is the 11th 
month of the Gregorian calendar.  December means 10th month, but, as everyone knows, 
December is the 12th month.  When Rome moved the first month from march to january, they did 
not bother to rename the months at the end of the calendar. This, too, is a considerable calendar 
change.  But it is the Roman calendar, they can change it whenever they like.  For instance: 
 
Julius Casear decreed that the months in the Roman Empire would no longer be calculated by the 
moon.  “In 46 B.C., Julius Caesar asked [Greek] astronomer Sosigenes to suggest ways to 
improve the calendar.  Acting on Sosigenes suggestions, Caesar ordered the Romans to disregard 
the moon in calculating their calendars.”  World Book Encyclopedia, Vol. 3, p. 28.   
 
Everyone knows that the Creator’s months are lunar, beginning with the New Moon.  And here, 
a Roman Emperor is changing the ROMAN calendar so it will no longer follow the calendar 
months established by the Creator.  This is a considerable deviation from the calendar of 
Scripture.  
 
Satyrday was not the 7th day of the week until A.D. 321 when Constantine adopted the pagan 
seven day planetary week.  Satyrday had been the first day of this seven day week since about 
800 B.C., and was not promoted (demoted actually) until Constantine venerated the day of the 
sun, supplanting satyrday, as the first day of the week, with sunday in honor of his sun god, 
Mithra.   
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Here is a first century pagan planetary week and calendar… 
 

 
saturn’s day, sun’s day, moon’s day, mars’ day, mercury’s day, jupiter’s day, venus’ day 

 
Rome ruled the world in the first century B.C., thus the Roman numerals, but this is not a Roman 
calendar.  This is a bona fide pagan seven day planetary week as it existed from 800-600 B.C., 

until A.D. 321 when Constantine venerated 
the day of the sun.  You see, Constantine 
worshiped Mithra, the Persian version of the 
sun god.  He did not want the day of the sun 
taking a back seat to saturn, so when he 
venerated the day of the sun all he did was 
bump satyrday from the coveted #1 position 
in the week all the way to the seventh day, 
which was vacated by all the other days 
moving up one position in the weekly cycle, 
permitting the sun’s day to hold the 
preeminent position.  The sketch above came 
from this clay calendar tablet (at left). 
 

The dirty little secret is out.  Satyrday was not the seventh day of the week anywhere on the 
planet until A.D. 321, and then by virtue of Constantine, not the Creator Almighty, so it certainly 
was NOT the Sabbath of Israel at any time in earth’s history.  If Lawrence does not consider the 
above two calendar changes to be serious, he must now take pause.  This is a serious calendar 
change. 
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Finally, in 1582, Pope Gregory XIII, with the assistance of Jesuit astronomer Christopher 
Clavius, enacted the final change to the Roman calendar.  As everyone knows, Gregory XIII 
eliminated 10 days from the calendar to correct for the errors of the Julian calendar, adopted in 
46 B.C.  Th-day, Oct 4, 1582 was followed by f-day, October 15.  Lawrence will point out that 
the weekly cycle did not change, and that is true, but 10 days is not divisible by 7 evenly, so 
somewhere, this change altered the calendar week as we know it.  Regardless of what Lawrence 
wants to call it, this is a considerable calendar change.  Furthermore, the weekly cycle in 1582 
was an extension of the change Constantine made in A.D. 321.  So satyrday Sabbatarians can 
count backward by 7 all they want, their weekly calendar and Sabbath count will blow up in A.D. 
321.  Prior to this date, satyrday was the FIRST day of the week, not the seventh. 
 
I don’t know if Nathan Lawrence knows anything about the game of chess, but I believe this is 
check mate. 
 
 And while most Sabbatarians never even think to question the seeming inviolate nature of 
the weekly cycle, but unquestioningly assume that it has never changed, [and this is not a 
problem, why?  What happened to Prove all things, hold fast that which is good?  What 
happened to Try the spirits to see whether they are of YHWH?  What happened to Being a 
Berean, searching the Scriptures daily to see whether these things are so?  What about To 
the law and the testimony, if they speak not according to this word, there is no light in 
them?] there is, nonetheless, a very small, fringe group of Sabbatarians who believe that the 
weekly cycle has indeed changed.  [These would be the obedient Sabbatarians who refuse to 
accept the dictates, traditions or calendars of morally corrupt men.  These would be 
students of the Word who think to prove, try an search the law and the testimony of the 
prophets to see whether what they have been taught is true.]  These individuals are vocal 
beyond their size and some can be extremely aggressive, divisive and downright mean-spirited in 
their zeal to convert the world to their opinion.  [I cannot apologize for something I have not 
done.  That said, if presenting the Scriptural and historical evidence that is going to be 
suppressed by Nathan Lawrence is considered (by him) to be aggressive, divisive or mean-
spirited, then I stand guilty as charged.  I want to DO right, not BE right.]  Some of these 
individuals are very biblically learned and have swept some who are subpar to them in learning 
and scholarship into the belief that the weekly cycle has been changed and that the seventh day 
today is not the seventh day of creation, or of the early Hebrews, nor yet even of Yeshua or the 
Apostolic Fathers. These individuals claim, with little or no supporting evidence, that the weekly 
cycle was changed after the first century and before the middle of the fourth century A.D. 
  
Little supporting evidence?  Come now, let us reason together.  I only have a 2 year college 
degree but doctors, lawyers and PhD’s have accepted the Lunar Sabbath after reading my 
research.  The truth has nothing to do with intelligence or education.  The truth is so simple a 
child can understand it, otherwise, only the wise and learned will inherit the Kingdom, meaning 
that is a respecter of persons (something He said He was not…Deuteronomy 10:17.) 
 
 On the other hand there is a group of secular scholars who are part historian and part 
astronomer whose profession it is to study matters such as chronology, calendars and the weekly 
cycle. These scholars are employed by governments to keep time and to insure that records are 
correct. If our timing is off, then how can we fire a missile and hit a target? Or fire a rocket and 
hit the moon? These individuals are called chronologists and they have definite opinions about 
the weekly cycle. The “lunar Sabbath” proponents do not quote these scientists, and for good 
reason. But we will, for we are not afraid of the truth, and the truth needs no defense. 
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Then why is Lawrence defending satyrday as the Sabbath?  He is because he or his ministry is 
threatened by the Lunar Sabbath.  Assuming he has a ministry, ff some of his friends, family or 
those who assemble with him accept the Lunar Sabbath, then that means less support for him and 
his ministry.  If he has no ministry, then he speaks out of both sides of his mouth because (in his 
own words) the truth needs no defense, yet here he is defending what he feels is the truth. He 
must defend it because the evidence supporting his weekly Sabbath is weak beyond measure, so 
the old proverb is about to be made manifest.  If you can’t dazzle them with brilliance, baffle 
them with BS.  Or said more civilly, he will attempt to create a diversion so his readers will not 
accept the Lunar Sabbath due to aversion or abstinence. 
  
 The belief of the “lunar Sabbath” advocates runs something like this. Since the weekly 
cycle was changed (at some point in the distant past of dim antiquity) there is no way we can 
know on which day of the week the Sabbath falls: [Lunar Sabbattarians do not believe that 
there is no way we can know when the Sabbath is.] “Lunar Sabbath” proponents maintain that 
YHWH in establishing the weekly cycle at creation keyed the weekly Sabbath to the four 
monthly phases of the moon; namely, the first Sabbath of the month falls at the appearance of the 
first quarter of the new moon (some “lunar Sabbath” advocates claim this occurs on day seven of 
the month while others say day eight), the second Sabbath occurs at the full moon (or day 14 or 
15, depending on your point view, for they do not even agree among themselves on this point), 
the third Sabbath falls on the third quarter of the moon’s phase (day 21 or 22) and the final 
Sabbath of the month falls on the final (dark) phase of the moon (day 28 or 29). Therefore, the 
weekly Sabbath can fall on any day of the traditional week. 
 
Few Lunar Sabbatarians believe that the 7th, 14th, 21st or 28th days of the month are the Sabbath.  
Lawrence did not actually accuse us of this, but I’d like to make that clear from the onset.  What 
Lawrence did say is that the signal (the quarter phase) is seen on either the 7th or 8th day of the 
month (the full moon on the 14th or 15th, and so on).  And this is an argument that he has simply 
made up.  He is zoning in on two different concepts, and merging them.   
 
The first quarter phase of the moon is seen on the seventh day of the month at sunset.  This 
announces the 8th day of the month as the first Sabbath.  The full moon is seen on the 14th day of 
the month, announcing the 15th as the second Sabbath of the month.  How I know he is marrying 
two different thoughts is because he assumes that some lunar Sabbath keepers think the 21st or 
28th days of the month are the Sabbath.  This is not true, not true presently anyway.  There were 
some early Lunar Sabbath keepers who had not done their homework and concluded that the 7th, 
14th, 21st and 28th days of the month were the Sabbath.  I will address this issue in a moment. 
 
The third quarter moon is seen at dawn of the 22nd day of the month, announcing this day as the 
third Sabbath of the month, having nothing to do with the 21st day of the month as argued by 
Lawrence.  And the last sliver (which may or may not be seen due to the moon’s current 29.5 
day cycle) was originally seen at dawn of the 29th day of the month announcing the last Sabbath 
of the month, having nothing to do with the 28th day of the month as argued by Lawrence. 
 
The 14th of the month is never the weekly Sabbath.  Passover is the 14th day of the first month 
and Passover is ALWAYS preparation day for the Sabbath of Unleavened Bread (Abib 15), 
which is both a weekly and an annual Sabbath.   
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In fact, YHWH placed three speed bumps in His calendar that destroy all man-made calendars… 
 

New 
Moon 
Days 

First 
Week 
Day 

Second 
Week 
Day 

Third  
Week 
Day 

Fourth 
Week 

  Day 

Fifth 
Week 
Day 

Sixth 
Week 
Day 

Seventh 
Week 
Day 

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)        
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

  
On Abib 10, the Passover lamb must be purchased so Abib 10 is a commerce or work day, every 
year.  Abib 14 is always the preparation day for first day of Unleavened Bread, see Leviticus 
23:5-6, Matthew 27:62, Mark 15:42, Luke 23:54--24:1, John 19:14, 31, 42—John 20:1.  The 
barley could be harvested on the 16th of Abib after the Wave Sheaf had been offered the morning 
of the 16th, Leviticus 23:9-14.  The fact is that the 10th, 14th and 16th days of Abib (which float 
around on the Roman calendar) are, without exception, commanded work days.   
 
There isn’t one, but IF there was a continuous 7 day cycle in Scripture, every few years either 
the 10th, 14th and 16th of Abib will fall on a satyrday.  Evidence: Abib 10 fell on a satyrday in 
2003.  The 14th of Abib fell on satyrday in 2004, 2008 and 2011.  The 16th of Abib fell on a 
satyrday in 2002, 2006 and 2009.  There is no legislation provided to do the tasks commanded to 
be performed on these days a day early or a day late IF these dates just happened to fall on the 
Sabbath; these work dates are fixed.  And YHWH never commanded Israel do common work on 
a rest day.  He is not the author of confusion. 
  
Please look at the calendar above.  Since the 10th of Abib can never fall on the weekly Sabbath, 
neither can the 3rd, 17th or 24th days of the first month.  Since the 14th of Abib can never fall on 
the weekly Sabbath, neither can the 7th, 21st or 28th days of the first month.  Since the 16th of 
Abib can never fall on the weekly Sabbath, neither can the 2nd, 9th or 23rd days of the first 
month.  Since the Sabbaths in the first month can NEVER fall on days 2, 3, 7, 9, 10, 14, 16, 17, 
21, 23, 24 or 28, that is a pretty BIG dent in the days of the first month that the Sabbath can 
NEVER fall on.  Can any pagan/papal/man-made/solar-only calendar satisfy these 
demands?  Hardly!  If you are looking for evidence, this ALONE blows up the Gregorian 
calendar and Nathan Lawrence’s defense of satyrday! 
  
 Upon reading the written explanations and apologies of the “lunar Sabbath” advocates 
one could be easily swayed to their position by their admittedly in-depth biblical understanding 
and often-times scholarly approach, and sometime cleaver polemic.  [Most people accept the 
Lunar Sabbath because they realize the evidence supporting it is true, while the evidence 
supporting satyrday is false.]  But upon careful analysis, the holes in their line of reasoning 
become readily apparent.  [I hope Bro. Lawrence has some evidence for this because no one 
else has ever successfully found a hole on the Creation Calendar.]  It is not the scope of this 
work to address all the issues they throw up. Those of us who keep the Shabbat on Saturday 
don’t have to, for the burden of proof is on the other side to prove beyond a shadow of a doubt 
that the weekly cycle has been altered since the time of Yeshua the Messiah.  [Say WHAT now?  
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I recognize that Lunar Sabbatarians have a burden of proof, but why don’t Nathan Lawrence 
and satyrday Sabbatarians have to offer any evidence that satyrday is the Sabbath?  Is 
there a double standard here?]  If they cannot prove this, then no amount of cleaver reasoning 
either from secular or Scriptural sources matters, for it is all irrelevant to the issue.  [True, that’s 
why I don’t use clever reasoning, just the truth.] 
  
 How can I aver this so forcefully? It is rather quite simple logic. No one doubts that 
Yeshua kept the Shabbat on the correct day. Had he not, he would have violated the Torah 
making him a sinner (1 Jn. 3:4) and not the perfect sacrificial lamb slain for the redemption of 
sinful man. If he kept a “lunar Shabbat”, as the “lunar Sabbath” advocates maintain, then the 
burden of proof is upon them to prove that the weekly cycle was changed after the time of 
Yeshua. If it can be proved that the weekly cycle indeed did not change from the time of Yeshua 
until now, then the “lunar Sabbath” advocates of lost the argument and everything else they say 
or write, no matter how persuasive or scholarly it may be, is moot and irrelevant. [And since we 
CAN prove that Israel adopted an altered calendar after the first century, it should matter 
how persuasive or scholarly our arguments are, because they are true.] 
 
Hmm.  Three issues here.  Two of them are not on point, but I can’t help but respond to what 
Lawrence has claimed…. 
 
A.  [Removed at the request of the gentleman who sent Lawrence’s study to me.] 
 
B.  [Also removed at the request of the gentleman who sent Lawrence’s study to me.] 
 
C.  Yeshua kept the Lunar Sabbath.  So did the rest of Israel in the first century.  Yes, it was 
changed between the first and fourth century.  Burden of proof coming up… 
 
Burden of Proof #1.  (John 5:1--see margin, and 5:4-9 reveal that the 29th day of the fourth 
month is the weekly Sabbath.)  In context, it was summer.  Weddings took place in the spring 
(John 2:1), and shortly after the marriage, was Passover (John 2:23).  Passover is Abib 14.  In 
John 4:31-15, the man from Galilee speaks of the wheat harvest coming in 4 months, meaning he 
is speaking shortly after Passover.  Pentecost is centered upon the wheat harvest and falls on the 
29th day of the 4th month.  For much more proof, please examine the study at this link: 
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/17-FeastOfWeeks.pdf.  The beginning of John 5 
speaks of this great feast which is one of the 3 spoken of in Exodus 23:14-17 where all males 
were to appear before YHWH--a command Yeshua obeyed (John 5:1).   
 
Burden of Proof #2.  (John also reveals that the 22nd day of the 7th month is the weekly 
Sabbath.)  John 7:2 says it is Tabernacles time.  John 7:37 says Yeshua spoke on the last great 
day of the feast.  Leviticus 23:33-44 says it is a 7 day feast, so Tabernacles is on the 15-16-17-
18-19-20-21 days of the 7th month.  He spoke on the 21st day of the month, the last day of the 
feast.  From this point in John 7:30 to the end of John 8, he is engaged in a running spiritual 
battle.  A day later (the 22nd day of the 7th month), he heals a man ON THE SABBATH.  This is 
none other than the 8th day of the feast, the weekly Sabbath that always follows the 7 day feast.  
Since he observed the 22nd as the weekly Sabbath here, he also observed the 8th, 15th and 29th 
days of the lunar month as the Sabbaths by default.  The 8th day is a Hebrew idiom (expression) 
that refers to the weekly Sabbath.  The weekly Sabbath is the 8th day of the month, and also the 
“8th day” of the seven day Feast of Tabernacles. 
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Here’s the rundown: 
  
John 7:37 – Yeshua spoke during the last great day (John 7:2 says this was the feast of 
Tabernacles.) 
John 7:43-53 – There was contention between the people and the religious authorities.  After 
which every one went home. 
John 8:1 – Yeshua went to the Mount of Olives. 
  
Scripture says that Tabernacles is a seven day feast: 
  
Leviticus 23:34-36 says that Tabernacles begins on the 15th day of the seventh month and is a 
seven day feast.  Count the days…   
  
15    16    17    18    19    20    21 
  
The EIGHTH day spoken of was an additional day to the seven days of the feast.  The eighth day 
would be the 22nd day of the seventh month.  Proof: Israel was no longer in their booths on the 
8th day, Leviticus 23:42.  Let’s see what Scripture calls this “eighth” day of the feast.   
  
Now watch…  Remember the carpenter from Nazareth spoke on the last great day of a seven day 
feast… 
  
John 8:2 – The next day (the 22nd of the month), Yeshua returned to the temple.  (Why?)  There, 
another lengthy debate took place… 
John 8:59 – …After which Yeshua was nearly stoned, but He passed through… 
John 9:1 – as Yeshua left the temple, He passed by a blind man…read John 9:14. 
  
The eighth day of the feast was the 22nd day of the month, and the weekly Sabbath.  If the 22nd is 
the Sabbath, by default the 8th, 15th and 29th days of the month are also Sabbaths. 
 
Burden of Proof #3.  (The crucifixion on Passover day proves that the Abib 15 is the weekly 
Sabbath.)  Mark 15:42-43 says that the crucifixion took place on preparation day, the day before 
the weekly Sabbath.  Yeshua rested on the weekly Sabbath of Abib 15 in the tomb.  Since all 
Israel observed the 15th as the weekly Sabbath here, they also observed the 8th, 22nd and 29th days 
of this lunar month as the Sabbaths by default.  Second witness, Luke 23:54.  John 19:31 is a 
third witness where John calls Abib 15 (the day after the Passover, which is Abib 14) an high 
Sabbath.  Every scholar knows that this means it was an annual Sabbath as well as a weekly 
Sabbath.   
 
“An high day” has been misconstrued to mean the occasions that a annual Sabbath just happens 
to coincide with a weekly Sabbath.  Truth be told, the three pilgrimage feasts (Exodus 23:14-17) 
ALL fall on weekly Sabbath, every year.  The first day of Unleavened Bread and the first day of 
Tabernacles fall on the 15th day of the first and seventh months, respectively.  Feast of Weeks 
(a.k.a. Pentecost) falls on the 29th day of the 4th month.  See link in the middle of the previous 
page and compare it with short study at this link: 
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/16-QT-WhatSeasonWheatHarvested.pdf 
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Burden of Proof #4.  (The resurrection proves that Abib 15 is the weekly Sabbath.)  
Matthew 28:1 says he rose the day after Sabbath day.  “Sabbath day” in the Greek refers to the 
WEEKLY Sabbath.  Mark 16:1-2 is a second witness.  Luke 23:56-Luke 20:1 is a third witness. 
 
Burden of Proof #5.  (Acts 20 reveals that the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of the month are 
the weekly Sabbaths.)  Below is a Gregorian calendar model with Abib 14 and Abib 15 in the 
appropriate places (preparation day and Sabbath). 
 
Please read Acts 20:5-7.  We are not told when Paul got on the ship, nor is that information 
necessary.  The number of travel days is not mentioned, all we know is that he arrived at Troas in 
5 days after the last day of Unleavened Bread (arriving on the 26th of Abib).  And at Troas they 
abode 7 days (26-27-28-29-30-1-2) and he preached until midnight on the last night of his stay, 
the first day of the week, departing on the morrow (the second day of the week). 
 
Is the 2nd of the month (below) the first day of the week?  No, it is the 3rd day of the week. 
  

sun mon tue wed thur fri sat 
      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 1 2 3 4 5 6 

                                                                         
When this exercise fails to prove their counterfeit calendar, some manipulate the calendar so 
Paul CAN preach on the first day of the week.  Here is what THAT calendar model looks like... 
 

sun mon tue wed thur fri sat 
    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 1 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

 
They say that Passover (Abib 14) must have taken place on a w-day, forcing the weekly Sabbath 
to take place on the 17th.  Now when Paul leaves on the evening of the 21st, arriving in Troas in 5 
days (Abib 26), and abodes there 7 days, (26-27-28-29-30-1-2) ready to depart on the morrow, 
the night he preached was the first day of the week (on this calendar).  Do you see the problem?  
Do you see where the red arrrow above?  Abib 10 floats around on the Roman calendar.   
  
Do you remember what happens on Abib 10?  The 10th day of Abib is a commanded 
work/commerce day, the day to set aside the Passover Lamb.  If you did not own a lamb, you had 
to go and purchase one on THIS particular day.  Abib 10 is a commanded commerce day 
(Exodus 12:3).  There is no provision to procure this lamb a day early or a day late IF the 
Sabbath just happens to fall on Abib 10. 
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Isn’t it interesting how the Father maneuvered His commanded work days in such a fashion that 
they would totally disrupt and destroy all the calendar manipulations of apostate man?  So, 
would you like to see how Paul CAN abide in Troas for seven days AND preach on the first day 
of the week without running afoul of any of the calendar defenses Yah has set in place?  No 
problem... 
  

New 
Moon 

First 
day 

Second 
Day 

Third  
Day 

Fourth 
  Day 

Fifth 
Day 

Sixth  
Day 

Sabbath 

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        
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

  
Here the new moon days are a third category of day, not counting against the week (JUST like 
Ezekiel 46:1 says), and Passover (Abib 14) can be the preparation day for the Sabbath of Abib 
15, the first day of Unleavened Bread (JUST like YHWH commanded in Leviticus 23, et al), 
and Paul can preach on the first day of the week, ready to depart on the morrow (JUST like Acts 
20 says)—all without running afoul of the calendar commands in Scripture.  Unleavened Bread 
is over on the 21st day of the first month.  Paul arrived at Troas in 5 days (arriving on the 26th of 
Abib).  And at Troas they abode 7 days (26-27-28-29-30-1-2) and he preached until midnight on 
the last night of his stay, departing on the morrow (the 3rd). 
  
Isn’t it amazing?  There is always harmony in the truth. 
  
Scholars also admit that the weekly Sabbath was changed from the original lunar calendar to 
the current fixed calendar (all emphasis my own): 
 
“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. 
 
“… each lunar month was divided into four parts, corresponding to the four phases of the moon.  
The first week of each month began with the new moon, so that, as the lunar month was one or 
two days more than four periods of seven days, these additional days were not reckoned at all.”  
Universal Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol. 10, p. 482. Article "Week." 
 
“…the Hebrew Sabbathon … was celebrated at intervals of seven days, corresponding with 
changes in the moon’s phases...”  Encyclopedia Biblica, 1899. p. 4180  
 
“In the time of the earliest prophets, the New Moon stood in the same line with another lunar 
observance, the Sabbath.  Ezekiel, who curiously enough frequently dates his prophecies on the 
New Moon … describes the gate of the inner court of the (new) temple looking eastward as kept 
shut for the six working days, but opened on the Sabbath and the New Moon.”  Scribner's 
Dictionary of the Bible (1898 edit.), p. 521 
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“The Hebrew month is a lunar month and the quarter of this period—one phase of the moon—
appears to have determined the week of seven days.” Encyclopedia Biblica, p. 4780.  And why 
have we never been taught any of this??? 
 
“…The [early] Hebrews employed lunar seven-day weeks…which ended with special 
observances on the seventh day but none the less were tied to the moon’s course.”  Hutton 
Webster, in his book, Rest Days, page 254. 
 
In the article Shawui Calendar: Ancient Shawui Observance, we find confirmation of a radical 
change in YHWH’s calendar.  “The [lunar]...calendar was used by all the original disciples of 
Yeshua...  This original Nazarene lunar-solar calendar was supplanted by a Roman ‘planetary 
week’ and calendar in 135 C.E. -- when the ‘Bishops of the Circumcision’ (i.e. legitimate 
Nazarene successors to Yeshua) were displaced from Jerusalem.  This began a three hundred 
year controversy concerning the true calendar and correct Sabbath.” 
 
“This intimate connection between the week and the month was soon dissolved.  It is certain that 
the week soon followed a development of its own, and it became the custom -- without paying 
any regard to the days of the month (i.e. the lunar month) -- ...so that the New Moon no longer 
coincided with the first day [of the month ].”  Encyclopedia Biblica, (1899 edit.), p. 5290.  
 
“… the custom of celebrating the Sabbath every 7th day, irrespective of the relationship of the 
day to the moon’s phases, led to a complete separation from the ancient view of the Sabbath...”  
Encyclopedia Biblica, (1899 edit.), p. 4179.    
 
“The calendar was originally fixed by observation, and ultimately by calculation.  Up to the fall 
of the Temple (A.D. 70), witnesses who saw the new moon came forward and were strictly 
examined and if their evidence was accepted the month was fixed by the priests.  Eventually the 
authority passed to the Sanhedrin and ultimately to the Patriarchate.  …  Gradually observation 
gave place to calculation.  The right to determine the calendar was reserved to the Patriarchate; 
the Jews of Mesopotamia [Ed.— Babylonian Jews] tried in vain to establish their own calendar 
but the prerogative of Palestine was zealously defended.  So long as Palestine remained a 
religious centre, it was naturally to the homeland that the Diaspora looked for its calendar.  
Uniformity was essential, for if different parts had celebrated feasts on different days confusion 
would have ensued.  It was not until the 4th century A.D. that Babylon fixed the calendar…”  
Encyclopedia Britannica: Vol. 4, article “Calendar”.  
  
“These imported [from Babylon] superstitions eventually led Jewish rabbis to call Saturn Shabbti, 
‘the star of the Sabbath,’ [and]...it was not until the first century of our era, when the planetary 
week had become an established institution, that the Jewish Sabbath seems always to have 
corresponded to Saturn’s Day [Satyrday].”  Hutton Webster in his book, Rest Days, p. 244.  
Thus the condemnation in Amos 5:26 was set in stone. 
 
In Amos 5:26, the prophet is recorded as reminding Israel of their apostasy.  Israel started 
worshipping Chiun, a star-god of they made for themselves.  In Acts 7:43, Stephen quotes Amos 
and is translated into Greek as saying “Remphan, the star-god…”  Chiun and Remphan are the 
respective Hebrew and Greek words for saturn.  The Sabbath of Scripture is based upon the lunar 
cycle.  So Israel did indeed come to worship Saturn on his day, but at a much later date and not 
by Divine command.   
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“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 four quarters of the moon supply an obvious division of the month...it is most significant 
that in the older parts of the Hebrew scriptures the new moon and the Sabbath are almost 
invariably mentioned together.  The [lunar] month is beyond question an old sacred division of 
time common to all the semites; even the Arabs, who received the week at quite a late period 
from the Syrians, greeted the New Moon with religious acclamations. …  We cannot tell [exactly] 
when the Sabbath became disassociated from the month.”  Encyclopedia Biblica, 1899 edit., pp. 
4178-4179..  
 
How is it that Scholars cannot tell when the Sabbath was disassociated from the lunar cycle 
while modern satyrday sabbath keepers in general deny that the Sabbath was ever connected with 
the moon in the first place?  
 
The ox knoweth his owner, and the ass his master's crib: but Israel doth not know, My people 
doth not consider.  Isaiah 1:3  
 
If there is any possible remaining doubt that Israel observed a lunar Sabbath in Scripture, let this 
quote settle your conscience: 
 
“Luni-solar calendar foundations of the Jewish calendar extend from the earliest verses of 
scripture.  Natural, uniform motions of the heavenly spheres are the pivotal markers of time 
reckoning.  The list of ancient characters mentioned in the Old Testament used this lunar-solar 
calendar system of time recording.  Observation of lunar phases coupled with solar positioning 
graduated the lifetime ages of Adam and his descendants. . . .  
 
“Changes in the appearance of the moon provided the seven-day week.  Originating with ancient 
interpretations of lunar time, divisions of seven days separate the four basic lunar phases...  
Starting with a dark new moon, the moon gradually comes into view on following nights.  In 
about seven days the first half of the moon is visible.  The second half waxes until full moon at 
the end of two weeks.  Lunar light reverses progression in the third week, waning to half 
visibility again.  A fourth week completes the month, and visibility again diminishes toward a 
new moon.  Completion of four lunar phases comprises the month.”  Ages of Adam, published in 
1995, by Clark K. Nelson. 
 
Historians from the New Testament era agree with these more modern scholars and historians 
(above).  In fact, Philo and the Essenes, who lived before, during and after Yeshua’s ministry, 
prove with their writings that the original Hebrew calendar was lunar, never calling satyrday, the 
seventh day of the Roman calendar, the Sabbath. 
 
In order to have a lunar Sabbath, you must have a lunar “week”.  Did Philo link the Sabbath or 
the week with the phases of the moon?  Yes, in fact the lunar week and lunar Sabbath are the 
only week or Sabbath mentioned in Philo’s writings.  Notice that the number seven, the weeks, 
the Sabbath and the moon are all linked together in Philo’s writings… 
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In Allegorical Interpretation, 1 IV (8), it says:  
 
“Again, the periodical changes of the moon, take place according to the number seven, that star 
having the greatest sympathy with the things on earth.  And the changes which the moon works 
in the air, it perfects chiefly in accordance with its own configurations on each seventh day.  At 
all events, all mortal things, as I have said before, drawing their more divine nature from the 
heaven, are moved in a manner which tends to their preservation in accordance with this number 
seven.  … Accordingly, on the seventh day, Elohim caused to rest from all his works which he 
had made.” 
 
Elsewhere in his writings, Philo identifies that when he mentions the seventh day [of the week] 
he is speaking of the Sabbath.  Above, he tells us that the moon perfects its own configurations 
on each seventh day.  It was understood, that at the end each period of six work days there would 
be a weekly Sabbath.  The Greek speaking Jews referred to the Sabbath as the seventh day or the 
sacred seventh day, while in the language of the Hebrews it was termed Shabbat, or the Sabbath.   
 
Continuing on with Philo:  The Decalogue XXX (159), says: 
 
“But to the seventh day of the week he has assigned the greatest festivals, those of the longest 
duration, at the periods of the equinox both vernal and autumnal in each year; appointing two 
festivals for these two epochs, each lasting seven days; the one which takes place in the spring 
being for the perfection of what is being sown, and the one which falls in autumn being a feast of 
thanksgiving for the bringing home of all the fruits which the trees have produced.” 
 
Let’s look carefully at what Philo is saying.  To the seventh day of the week He [YHWH 
Almighty] has assigned the greatest festivals, in other words the greatest (longest) festivals have 
been assigned to the seventh day of the week.  Philo, keeping the same luni-solar calendar 
established in Scripture, calls the first day of each of these seven day feasts the “seventh day of 
the week”.  Scripture says that both of the seven day feasts (Unleavened Bread and Tabernacles) 
begin on the 15th day of their respective months.  See Leviticus 23:5-6 and 23:34.   
 
Friend, the seventh day of the week is the Sabbath, is it not?  It is the seventh day of the week 
EVERY year.  If the 15th is the weekly Sabbath, so are the 8th, 22nd and 29th days of the month. 
 
Notice Philo did not say they would receive two holydays of festivals, but one, the 15th.  Non-
Lunar Sabbatarian feast keepers insist that there will be a satyrday Sabbath that interrupts these 
seven day feasts, and indeed, if the Gregorian calendar were the calendar of Scripture that would 
be true.  But Scripture says nothing of a [satyrday] Sabbath in the middle of these 7 day feasts.  
To prove the seventh day of the week is the same as the 15th, elsewhere Philo states, “And this 
feast is begun on the fifteenth day of the month, in the middle of the month, on the day on which 
the moon is full of light, in consequence on the providence of Elohim taking care that there shall 
be no darkness on that day.” Special Laws II, The Fifth Festival, Section XXVIII (155) 
 
In other words, Philo is saying the weekly Sabbath begins these feasts, and is on the 15th.  This 
proves the Sabbaths by the lunar calendar is true and the Gregorian false because there is no way 
satyrday can begin these two festivals on the 15th day of the month in the 1st and 7th month each 
year, on a continuous seven day cycle employed by the Gregorian calendar we have today.  
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Speaking of “lunar” intervals, in Special Laws I. (178), Philo writes… 
 
“…there is one principle of reason by which the moon waxes and wanes in equal intervals, both 
as it increases and diminishes in illumination; the seven lambs because it receives the perfect 
shapes in periods of seven days—the half-moon in the first seven day period after its conjunction 
with the sun, full moon in the second; and when it makes its return again, the first is to half-
moon, then it ceases at its conjunction with the sun.” [All emphasis supplied by Troy Miller.] 
 
The half-moon (first quarter moon) announces the first Sabbath of the month.  It is the 7th day of 
the week, naturally, but this is the 8th day of the month.  New moon days are not counted against 
the week.  The full moon rising at the end of the 14th day of the month announces the 15th as the 
second Sabbath of the month.  If the new moon was counted, the quarter phases (or as Philo 
describes them, the moon as it perfects in its own configurations on each seventh day) would not 
come at the end of the week, disconnecting the perfection of the lunar cycle from the Sabbath.  
What YHWH has joined together, let not man put asunder.  
 
Philo gives a second witness in On Mating with the Preliminary Studies, XIX (102)… 
 
“For it is said in the Scripture: On the tenth day of this month let each of them take a sheep 
according to his house; in order that from the tenth, there may be consecrated to the tenth, that 
is to Elohim, the sacrifices which have been preserved in the soul, which is illuminated in two 
portions out of the three, until it is entirely changed in every part, and becomes a heavenly 
brilliancy like a full moon, at the height of its increase at the end of the second week”.  This 
statement needs no interpretation and is impossible to misunderstand.   
  
The sacred 7th day of the week, which comes at the end of the second week of each month, is a 
full moon Sabbath (Psalms 81:3-6).  People would like for us to believe that the months were 
originally by the moon but the weeks were not.  Philo was making a simple observation of how a 
person can be spiritually illuminated to a full brilliance just like a full moon at the height of its 
increase at the end of the 2nd week.  Friend, is there a Sabbath at the end of that 2nd week? 
 
Philo did not count the new moon when counting out the weeks as calendars do today.  This 
statement is very easily proven from the writings of Philo because he states in other places 
throughout his book that the full moon announces the 15th day of each month and he also 
separates the new moon from the weeks as a separate feast day.  Philo recognized the same order 
of the month as is described in Scripture.  Ezekiel 46:1 and verse 3 proves that the new moon 
and Sabbaths cannot fall on any of the six working days.  See also Amos 8:5, Isaiah 66:22-23 
and II Kings 4:23 corroborating witnesses.  
  
If the new moon was counted as the first day of the first week, at the end of the second week the 
full moon would rise before the 14th instead of the 15th as Philo plainly declares many times. This 
proves the new moon was not counted in counting out the weeks, the same as YHWH did not 
count it in Exodus 16 when he made the Sabbath known to Israel.  If the new moon was ever 
counted in counting out the weeks in Scripture, there would be pinpointed weekly Sabbaths on 
the 7th, 14th, 21st and 28th days of the month.  Yet, you cannot find these days pinpointed as the 
weekly Sabbath in Scripture because these days are always preparation days for the weekly 
Sabbath.  
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When Philo spoke of the 10th or 15th day of the month, he was counting the new moon day in his 
count, but it is an absolute that when he counted out the week, he did not count the new moon, 
which in itself proves lunar weeks.  Remember Philo is just stating how things were done in his 
day. 
 
The Essenes were also around during Philo’s time.  Along with Philo, they also were aware of 
the lunar Sabbath.  Please read this quote found among the fragments in the Qumran caves along 
with the Dead Sea Scrolls.  Seventy-six fragments of an astronomical text written in a cryptic 
alphabet record the phases of the moon divided into 1/14ths of the full size of the moon.  J. T. 
Milik has reconstructed a 14 line section based on fragment  ii, 2-14.  It is entitled Phases of 
the moon (4Q317), part of which is found below… 
 
“[On the f]ifth (day) of it (the month), [tw]elve (fourteenths of the moon’s surface) are covered 
and thus it [enters the day .  On the sixth (day) of it] thirteen (fourteenths of its surface) are 
covered and thus it enters the day.  On the seventh (day) of it [fourteen (fourteenths of its surface) 
are covered and thus] it enters the day.  vacat  [On the eighth (day) of it…the firmament 
above…its light is to be covered…on the first of the Sabbath.  vacat  [On the ninth (day) of it 
one (fourteenth) portion (of its surface)] is revealed [and thus it entered the night].  On the tenth 
(day) of it [two (fourteenths of its surface)] are [revealed and it enters] the night.  vacat  On the 
ele[venth (day) of it three (fourteenths of its surface) are revealed] and thus it enters the night.  
vacat”   
 
This is utterly astounding.  This statement flat out states that the 8th day of the month is the 
Sabbath and at the same time very clearly describes the visible light upon the face of the moon as 
it waxes, linking the moon with the numbered days of the month including the Sabbath. 
 
Here is another translation of the same parchment (4Q317) by another set of scholars…    
 
“On the eighth of the month [chodesh], the moon rules all the day in the midst of the sky...and 
when the sun sets, its light ceases to be obscured, and thus the moon begins to be revealed on the 
first day of the week”.  Wise, Abegg and Cooke, in their book The Dead Sea Scrolls, A New 
Translation, pp 301-303  [All emphasis my own] 
 
The Dead Sea Scrolls are said to be the work of the Essenes.  It is thought that their worn 
manuscripts were so sacred to the Essenes that they could not bring themselves to destroy them, 
so they placed the old parchments in clay pots and stored them in the Qumran caves to decay 
naturally.  If the Essenes did NOT observe the same luni-solar calendar that ancient Israel 
observed, why does the first day of the week follow the eighth day of the month?  The day 
BEFORE the first day of the week is the Sabbath!   
 
I must here confess that the Essenes had other calendar models recorded in their writings that 
they stored in the Qumran caves.  It is said that the Father's Name was so sacred to them that 
they would not destroy even a false doctrine if it arrived with the Sacred Name written on it.  But 
not every calendar lined up with the one in Scripture, thus there are false calendar models to be 
found in the Dead Sea Scrolls.  My point here is that the ALSO had in their writings the calendar 
that DOES line up with the Creation Calendar--the lunar-solar calendar with the Lunar Sabbath. 
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Scripture calls the 8th day of the month the Sabbath and Philo calls the 8th day of the month the 
Sabbath.  If the 8th is the Sabbath in any given month, so is the 15th.  The calendar they observed 
is presented below.  The Essenes call the 9th day of the month the first day of the week.  So does 
Philo.  Scripture reveals the same thing.   
 

New 
Moon 

First 
day 

Second 
Day 

Third  
Day 

Fourth 
  Day 

Fifth 
Day 

Sixth  
Day 

Sabbath 

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)        
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

 
Note: There are some Essene documents that record calendars other than the lunar-solar because 
they saved every parchment that had the Name YHWH on it.  Even if the doctrine was bad, they 
would not destroy the document because of their great respect for the Name of Yah.  So I accept 
the Essene documents that agree with Scripture, and disregard the others, in compliance with 
Isaiah 8:20. 
 
Here are a few more historical accounts of Israel’s lunar Sabbath… 
 
The first is found in the Talmud the Steinsaltz Edition”, Volume XIV Tractate Ta’anit Part II 
(1995 by Israel Institute for Talmudic Publications and Milta Books), pages 205-206.  It says the 
following regarding the destruction of Solomon’s Temple in Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar’s 
army:  
 
Page 205: “Then late on the day of the ninth, close to nightfall, they set the Temple on fire, and 
it continued to burn the entire next day, on the tenth.”  Page 206: “When the Temple was 
destroyed for the first time at the hands of Nebuzaradan [the captain of the guard], that day was 
the ninth of Av, and it was the day following Shabbat, and it was the year following the 
Sabbatical Year.... And similarly when the Temple was destroyed a second time at the hands of 
Titus, the destruction occurred on the very same day, on the ninth of Av.” 
 
Care to guess what day the ninth day of Av was when Titus destroyed the temple?  (The day 
after the weekly Sabbath, naturally.)  If I’ve done the math right, the ninth day of the month 
follows the 8th day of the month.  Correct?  If the 8th day of the month is the Sabbath, so are the 
15th, 22nd and 29th days of the month.  See calendar model on previous page. 
 
Still not convinced?  In the second century A.D., proof that the Israelites were still keeping the 
Sabbath day according to the lunar week can also be found in the writings of Clement of 
Alexandria (circa 150-215 A.D.):  
 
“[Peter] inferred thus: ‘Neither worship as the Judeans...[for] if the moon is not visible, they do 
not hold the Sabbath, which is called the first; nor do they hold the new moon, nor the feast of 
Unleavened Bread, nor the Feast, nor the Great Day’”   The Stromata, chapter 5).  
 
This clearly indicates that at this time the weekly Sabbath was still dictated by the moon’s course. 
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Further, in vol. 6, chapter 16 of The Stromata, Clement plainly writes that “in periods of seven 
days the moon undergoes its changes. In the first week she becomes half moon; in the second 
[week], full moon; and in the third [week], in her wane, again half moon; and in the fourth [week] 
she disappears.”  
 
This is about as plain as it can get.  Obviously, in Clement’s day, the week (as kept by the 
Israelites) was still tied to the moon’s phases and, by extension, the weekly Sabbath was also still 
tied to the moon!  History also records, however, that by this time (150-215 A.D.) some of the 
Christians had indeed gotten away from a week and Sabbath that was dependent upon the lunar 
reckoning.   
 
Even the Quran (Koran) agrees that the moon is part of the celestial clock: 
 
Sura 10.5. It is He who made the sun to be a shining glory and the moon to be a light (of  
beauty), and measured out stages for her; that ye might know the number of years and the count 
(of time).  Nowise did Allah create this but in truth and righteousness. (Thus) doth He explain 
His Signs in detail, for those who understand.  
 
Here is another translation of the same passage:  “YHWH is the One who made the sun 
luminescent and the moon a light, and He designed its phases to provide you with a timing 
device.  YHWH did not create all this in vain.” 
  
 So what proof do the “lunar Sabbath” advocates offer to show that the weekly cycle was 
changed?  [See above.  I think that should pretty much cover it, don’t you?  As I said before, 
Lawrence will suppress this information from his readers, either in ignorance or by design.  
He says that the Lunar Sabbath is false.  He says that satyrday is the Sabbath of Scripture.  
He implies that he has done his homework and that Lunar Sabbatarians are somewhat 
devious in their presentation of the evidence.  He imagines that Lunar Sabbath keepers 
cannot possibly have any evidence because he is in possession of all the solid evidence 
available.  Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury, who has offered solid evidence in support of 
his position?  Nathan Lawrence or this Lunar Sabbath keeper?]  This author has examined 
every treatise on the subject of the “lunar Sabbath” on the worldwide web which claims that the 
weekly cycle was disrupted sometime early in the A.D. period. Yet I have found none, except 
one, that can give definitive scholarly proof that the Jews ever kept a lunar Sabbath.  [Only ONE?  
Come now let us reason together.]  That one quote is from the Universal Jewish Encyclopedia 
a multi-volumed (sic) set that was published in this country in the early 1940s by members of the 
rabbinical Jewish community.  [Meaning that in all truth, Bro. Lawrence did very little 
examination of the evidence.]  In an article entitled, “Holidays” (p. 410, volume unknown) we 
find the following quotation: 
  

“The New Moon is still, and the Sabbath originally was, dependent upon the lunar cycle. 
Both date back to the nomadic period of Israel. Originally the New Moon was celebrated 
in the same way in the same way as the Sabbath; gradually became less important, while 
the Sabbath became more and more a day of religion and humanity, or religious 
meditation and instruction, of peace and delight of the soul, and produced powerful and 
beneficent effects outside of Judaism.” (A photo of the page where this quote is to be 
found may be viewed on the internet at http://www.lunarsabbath.com/uje410.htm.) 
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The Universal Jewish Encyclopedia also contains the following quote: 
  

“The idea of the week, as a subdivision of the month, seems to have arisen in Babylonia, 
where each lunar month was divided into four parts, corresponding to the four phases of 
the moon. The first week of each month began with the new moon, so that, as the lunar 
month was one or two days more than four periods of seven days, these additional days 
were not reckoned at all. Every seventh day (sabbatum) was regarded as an unlucky day 
[an obvious corruption of God's meaning for the day]. This method of reckoning time 
spread westward through Syria and Palestine, and was adopted by the Israelites, probably 
after they settled in Palestine. 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...” (Vol. 10, Article 
entitled “Week,” p.482). 

  
According to preeminent scholar, Immanual Velikovski, all nations on earth had the same 
calendar (with minor variations) until the 8th or 7th century B.C.  He went back in time studying 
ancient calendars and came upon a generation when suddenly all the calendars were the same, a 
360 day lunar-solar year consisting of 12 thirty day lunar months.  12 x 30 = 360. 
 
Babylon and Israel both had this calendar during Israel’s captivity in Babylon.  The variations 
Babylon had made were beginning the month based upon the sighting of the first visible crescent, 
beginning the day at sunset, and naming the days of the week and months (as Israel used ordinal 
numbers).  If anyone is looking at ancient calendars and finds the calendar of Babylon, unless 
they are already a well-grounded believer in Scripture, they might come to the conclusion that 
Israel copied Babylon’s calendar due to the fact that the rabbis that refused to return to Israel 
with Ezra and Nehemiah DID adopt the Babylonian variations above.  These variations were 
later included in the Talmud. 
 
But when the next prophet was sent to Israel, they repented of these calendar changes, and 
returned to the original calendar of Creation.  This was the calendar Israel observed in the first 
century when all other nations had abandoned the lunar-solar calendar in the 8th or 7th centuries 
B.C., creating their own calendars in order to worship their pagan deities. 
 
 It is not apparent who the author of this article was, but it would have been helpful had he 
given supporting Scriptural or secular historical evidence to justify his bold assertion, for this is 
not the majority view in the standard reference works (which we will soon see) on the subject 
both Jewish and non-Jewish. 
  
Max Joseph was the author, and all he was doing was repeating the ancient historical doctrines of 
Israel.  These doctrines were Scriptural then, and they are now.  It was not the intent of Max 
Joseph to convert non-believers, he was writing for a Jewish Encyclopedia, recording Israel’s 
history for posterity.  The Scriptures that supported his writings were expected to be known to 
his readers.   
 
Nathan Lawrence is complaining that Mr. Joseph did not include the Scriptural references; 
apparently he’s not willing to search for it himself.  In reality, Lawrence does not believe it is 
actually there, and has no intention of, in his opinion, wasting his time.  In light of this, his 
readers deserve to know the truth… 
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Genesis 1:14 says that the two great lights would be for signs, seasons, days and years.  Thus the 
calendar of Yah is in the heavens. 
   
Exodus 31:13, Ezekiel 20:12, and 20:20 all say that the Sabbath is a sign, using the 
SAME Hebrew word found in Genesis 1:14 (owth), meaning signal or beacon.  But it does not 
say which luminary regulates these signs.  So, try this little test.  Can you go outside, look at the 
sun and tell whether it is satyrday or the Sabbath?  If not, then try the lesser of the two great 
luminaries. 
  
Psalm 104:19 says that the moon will regulate the seasons (Mo’edim--appointed times, set 
feasts).  Leviticus 23:1-3 shows the weekly Sabbath to be the first feast (Mo’edim--appointed 
times, set feasts).   
  
This alone is enough to prove that the Sabbath is regulated by one the lights in the heavens, but it 
does not answer every possible question as to HOW or WHY that might take place.  Yours is not 
to ask WHY.  Either obey or obey not.  The HOW will only be answered by going outside and 
looking AT the heavenly clock and watching for patterns.  There are some shortcuts to lead you 
to a better understanding though...  
  
Israel did not recognize New Moon day as a day of the week.  If last month began with a new 
moon and the second month after creation began with a new moon, what do you think the FIRST 
month of the first year of earth’s history began with?  New Moon.  Genesis 1:1-2 and Ezekiel 
46:1 proves that new moon day (the first day of every month, even the FIRST month of earth’s 
history) is a third category of day, not counted as a week day.  Genesis 1:1-2 is a time 
consuming creation event that was not included in the first work week, yet it WAS part of the 
first month of earth’s history.  The temple gate is shut during each and every one of the SIX 
working days, but it is opened each and every Sabbath and new moon.  Amos 8:5, Isaiah 66:23 
and II Kings 4:23 also prove that the days of set-apart convocation (Sabbaths and new moon 
days) belong in a separate category, apart from the six common work days.   
 
Amos: The unscrupulous venders are seeking to cheat the Israelites, but it is Sabbath and new 
moon.  Israel won't come out to buy their wares until a work day.   
 
Isaiah: We will worship YHWH on the Sabbaths and new moon days, not on work days.   
 
II Kings: The boy collapses in the field, his mother races out, scoops him up and runs inside.  
There the boy dies in her lap.  So she runs upstairs, places the boy on Elisha's bed, then runs to 
her husband asking permission to take a donkey and a servant with her to go see the prophet.  To 
which he inquires, It is neither New Moon, nor Sabbath, why do you want to go see him today?  
Where was the man?  In his field.  What was he doing?  Working.   
  
Put the new moon day back in its rightful place in the lunar cycle, and suddenly (IF one is going 
outside and LOOKING at the Creator’s clock--the lights in the heavens) the Sabbaths will be 
announced by quarter phase moons before the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of each lunar 
cycle.  There is simply NO evidence in Scripture that the Sabbath is EVERY 7th day in 
succession.  There is simply NO evidence in Scripture that satyrday is the Sabbath.  Scripture 
says that the Sabbath is the seventh day of the week.  Period.  But whose week?  Yah’s week or 
the pagan planetary week?   
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Yah’s Creation week began the first month of earth’s history, and began with a new moon day, 
described in Genesis 1:1-2.  THAT unnamed, unnumbered segment of time was dark, and it is 
not part of the SIX day work week.  In this Creation model, the Sabbath was indeed the seventh 
day of the week (it always has been), but it was the EIGHTH day of the first month.  It has 
always been THAT too, as well as the 15th, 22nd and 29th days of the lunar cycle.  Interestingly 
enough, because I got off my butt and went outside and looked, I discovered that the first quarter 
moon is seen directly overhead at sunset before the morning of the 8th, announcing the 8th as the 
Sabbath.  I discovered that the full moon later rose in the east at or after sunset before the 
morning of the 15th announcing the 15th as the Sabbath.  I saw that I was onto something so I 
looked at sunset before the morning of the 22nd and saw nothing.  Hmm.  What happened?  The 
moon is moving at right angles to the earth every 7.3 days (in relation to the sun), and 90 degrees 
from the full moon at sunset is DAWN.  So, I went outside the MORNING of the 22nd and lo and 
behold, there was the third quarter moon directly overhead, announcing the 22nd day as the third 
weekly Sabbath.  Using this idea, I went out the morning of the 29th day of the lunar month and 
discovered that at Dawn, I could see the last sliver in the east, announcing the 29th as the 
Sabbath.  If I saw the sliver that morning, there followed two days of new moon celebration (two 
dark days).  If the crescent was not seen, it was still the Sabbath, but there followed only ONE 
day of new moon (one dark day). 
  
Isn’t it amazing how all nature sings the wonder and majesty of Yah? 
  
If you cannot accept these simple instructions and this simple astronomy lesson, then perhaps 
you need more direct information proving that Satyrday is not the Sabbath.  Scripture can 
provide that too, but I think Yah is more pleased with simple obedience to the evidence of the 
Creation Calendar already given above rather than rubbing Lawrence’s nose in what Yah calls 
disobedience, but here it is anyway... 
  
Indeed, Israel worshiped on satyrday.  I admit it.  But it’s not what you think.  But you have 
borne the tabernacle of your moloch [king] and Chiun your images, the star of your god which 
you made for yourselves.  Amos 5:26 
 
Chiun is the Hebrew word for saturn.  Here Amos sees a day where Israel worships a star-god 
that they would make for themselves.  Israel would have been in apostasy then. 
 
Stephen, in Acts 7:43 quotes Amos and is translated as Remphan, which is Greek for 
Saturn.  Satyrday is ONLY a day found on the pagan 7 day planetary week.  Satyrday was the 
first day (not the seventh) of this pagan calendar week beginning about 800 B.C.  The Father’s 
calendar is found in the sun and moon (the two great lights), not in the planets. 
  
Why am I spelling it satyrday instead of saturn’s day?  Because Saturn and the Satyr are both 
linked to the same false system of worship.  
 
Do this word study with your concordance.  Isaiah 13:21 says…  But wild beasts of the desert 
shall lie there; and their houses shall be full of doleful creatures; and owls shall dwell there, and 
satyrs shall dance there.  
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The wild beasts of the desert shall also meet with the wild beasts of the island, and the satyr shall 
cry to his fellow; the screech owl also shall rest there, and find for herself a place of rest.  Isaiah 
34:14  
 
In both cases, the Hebrew word here translated as satyr is Strong’s H8163. 
 
It would seem that the Father stopped Israel’s Satyrday observance early on.  Speaking to Israel 
after their deliverance from Egypt, YHWH said…  And they shall no more offer their sacrifices 
unto devils, after whom they have gone a whoring. This shall be a statute for ever unto them 
throughout their generations.  Leviticus 17:7.  Notice the word for devils (below). 
 
And they shall no 3808 more 5750 offer 2076 (853) their sacrifices 2077 unto devils, 8163 after 310 whom 
834 they 1992 have gone a whoring. 2181 This 2063 shall be 1961 a statute 2708 forever 5769 unto them 
throughout their generations. 1755  
 
Same Hebrew word, H 8163, Satyrs. 
 
Jeroboam and his sons were later cursed for leading Israel BACK into idolatry.   II Chronicles 
11:15 says…  And he [Jeroboam] ordained 5975 him priests 3548 for the high places, 1116 and for 
the devils, 8163 and for the calves 5695 which 834 he had made. 6213  
 
Same Hebrew word, H 8163, Satyrs. 
 
Jeroboam brought back what YHWH had removed from Israel in Leviticus 17.  And nearly 
every time Jeroboam’s name is mentioned thereafter it is either prefaced or followed by the 
statement, who has made my people Israel to sin.  Amos reminded Israel of their satyrday 
idolatry; Stephen later repeated it and it got him killed.   
 
Some people are touchy about their idolatry.  I hope you are not and that you are willing to 
examine why the Father calls satyrday worship idolatry.  Satyrday was not the 7th day of the 
week until 321 A.D. when Rome adopted the pagan seven day planetary week.  Satyrday was the 
first day of this seven day week for its entire history (during the time Scripture was being 
written), and not promoted (demoted actually) until Constantine venerated the day of the sun, 
supplanting satyrday as the first day of the week with sunday in honor of his sun god, Mithra. 
 
Earlier I said that the satyr and saturn were part of the same false system of worship.  Would you 
like to see the evidence?  Ever heard of a dual counterfeit?  Only the enemies of YHWH would 
accept an obvious counterfeit, but for the more elect, the Adversary has a not-so-obvious 
counterfeit.   
 
How long halt ye between two opinions? if the LORD be Almighty, follow Him: but if Ba’al, then 
follow him.  And the people answered him not a word.  I Kings 18:21.   
 
Ba’al is the obvious fraud, but what about “the LORD”?  Every time you read LORD or GOD in 
all capital letters, the underlying Hebrew is YHWH, the Creator’s Name.  Ba’al means “Lord” in 
Hebrew.  In Hebrew there is no deception, His Name is YHWH, (which is how the Hebrew reads) 
but in English there is no right answer from which to choose.  Friends, what we have here is a 
dual counterfeit; one is obvious (Ba’al), the other (the LORD) is not-so-obvious. 
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Which day do YOU keep holy? 
 

• Sunday, the current first day of the pagan Roman/papal 
calendar 

 
• Saturday, the current seventh day of the pagan 

Roman/papal calendar.   
 
I say “current” because these days were not always the first and 
seventh days of the week, respectively.  Originally, satyrday was 
the first day of the week, sunday the second. 
 
As a side note, I find it interesting that we pronounce the “n” in 
woden’s day (wednesday), but we don’t for “saturn’s day” 
(saturday).  Have you ever heard of a satyr?  The cloven footed 
half-man, half-goat—the universal symbol of Satan himself? 

 
Sunday is the obvious fraud.  Only the enemies of YHWH would observe sunday, in honor of 
the pagan sun-god.  But every satyrday, of every week, of every year, Sabbatarians every-where, 
in spite of themselves, worship on satyrday — a day named after Satan himself.   
 
Very cleverly, the Adversary receives his worship every week, all year long, by sincere folks 
who believe they are following YHWH.  Friends, what we have here is a dual counterfeit; one is 
obvious, the other not-so-obvious.  Even if saturday really is named after saturn, don’t think we 
are going to get off the hook so easily.  Saturn worship is the oldest form of Satanism and is 
clearly and historically linked to satyr, the horned goat.  Please feel free to connect the dots…  
Satan (or Pan) is called the "Horned God“ 
 
Pan a lusty satyr, half-man, half-goat, was given to every form of licentiousness and debauchery. 
 
Kronos, the father of the gods……for a certain wicked deed, was called Titan, and cast down to 
hell.  
 
Kronos is none other than Satan himself.  Titan, or Teitan, as it is sometimes spelled, is the 
Chaldee form of the Hebrew word Sheitan, the common name of the Adversary. 
 
In the region where the Chaldean Mysteries were originally concocted,--that Adversary who 
was ultimately the real father of all the pagan gods,--and who (to make the title of Kronos 
(Saturn), "the Horned One," appropriate to him also) was symbolized by the Kerastes, the 
Horned serpent.  
 
Horned goat, horned serpent, father of the gods, Satan (Adversary)….hmm.  Kronos (Satan) 
claims to be in charge if TIME!  Kronos is where we get our word Chronology, the study of time.  
Kronos, said another way, is also Father Time.   
 
For thou hast said in thine heart, I will ascend into heaven, I will exalt my throne above the stars 
of Elohim:  
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I will sit also upon the mount of the congregation, in the sides of the north: I will ascend above 
the heights of the clouds; I will be like the Most High.  Isaiah 14:13-14 
 
The word congregation here is the Hebrew word Mo’edim, which means “appointed times”.  A 
mountain in Scripture is a controlling power or authoritarian presence, a government.  What 
Satan is proclaiming here is that he will sit on the mount of the appointed times.  He is saying 
that he will control the calendar, and the appointed times.  And indeed he does.   
 
Now, the name Saturn in Chaldee is pronounced Satur; and, as every Chaldee scholar knows, 
consists only of four letters, thus — S T U R.  This name contains exactly the Apocalyptic 
number 666… 
 
   S = 060  
   T = 400  
   U = 006             
    R = 200           The information in the green font on this and the previous page  
         666 was gleaned from Alexander Hislop’s The Two Babylons. 
                                   
Truth is a two edged sword.  If we are going to condemn “sunday” observance as worshipping on 
the “venerable day of the sun,” satyrday Sabbath keepers need to look in the mirror.  Is 
worshipping on a day named after Satan any better?  Satyrday bears the name of our enemy. 
 
You see, Scripture says that the Sabbath would be regulated by either the sun or the 
moon.  Leviticus 23:1-3 and Psalm 104:19 prove that this light is the moon.  Can you prove 
this?  Absolutely.  Go outside on every morning and look at the sun as it is rising.  Can you tell 
the difference between satyrday and the other days of the pagan/papal calendar?   
  
What, didn’t that work for you?  NO?  Well the solution is simple.  You were looking at the 
wrong light.  Try the moon.  Psalm 104:19 was written for a reason.  (See Isaiah 28:9-
10).  Then read Genesis 1:14 and Leviticus 23:1-3 again. 
 
 Let us now review a number of other scholarly sources with regard to the weekly cycle 
and see what they have to say. 
 
By all means.  Please show us all the quotes you can that support satyrday as the Sabbath, and 
believers everywhere will simply ignore or reject them as speaking against the law and the 
prophets, Isaiah 8:20.  Truth seekers have an obligation to prove all things, hold fast that which 
is good, and unlike the pious people that play church, they are not afraid to move away from 
their traditionally held false doctrines once they are proven false. 
 
 

THE ORIGINS OF THE WEEKLY CYCLE  
  
 Of the origin of the (traditional) weekly cycle and the pagan origins of the lunar the 
Jewish Encyclopedia states (in contradistinction to the above quoted Universal Jewish 
Encyclopedia) in an article entitled “Chronology”: 
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“The week, with the attribution of each day to one of the seven planets, is one of the most 
ancient institutions of the Babylonians. This nation commenced the hebdomadal period 
with the sun, followed by the moon, Mars, Mercury, Jupiter, Venus, and Saturn. Every 
planet in succession presided over twenty-four hours, but not in the order assumed for 
their spheres, which was as follows: the sun, Venus, Mercury, the moon, Saturn, Jupiter, 
Mars. The initial hour of the first day was consecrated to the sun; the twenty-fifth, or the 
initial hour of the second day, to the moon; the forty-ninth to Mars; the seventy-third to 
Mercury; the ninety-seventh to Jupiter; the one hundred and twenty-first to Venus; and 
the one hundred and forty-fifth to Saturn. 
  
“It has been claimed that this arrangement is of more modern invention; but indications 
of its existence are found in the earliest texts. The Mosaic accounts of Creation, of course, 
ignore the assignment of the weekdays to divers stars; but, independently of all astral 
influence, the seventh day was instituted as a sacred day, quite distinct in character 
from the seventh day of the lunar synodic month, which was regarded as a holy day by 
the Chaldeans. 
  

Philo, Clement and the Essenes did not get the memo from the rabbis that the week was not 
dependent upon the moon.  Clement was not an Israelite, and the Essenes had several different 
calendars in their writings because of their inherent inability to destroy any scrap of parchment 
that contained the Name YHWH.  But Philo brings a different problem for satyrday Sabbatarians. 
He was a first century Hebrew historian. 

 
“From the Mosaic times down the synodical month in the Jewish calendar was calculated, 
as in the Babylonian, from one new moon to the next. This is proved by the well-known 
passage in Ex. xii. 2. Here no Egyptian influence may be assumed. But the system of 
thirty-day months, also, seems to have been recognized by the Jewish calendar” 
(emphasis added). 

  
The Jewish Encyclopedia admits that the Babylon and Israel had similar lunar calendars and uses 
Exodus 12:2 as proof.  The Hebrew calendar also had 12 thirty day months.   
 
 In another article, entitled, “The Week — Connection with Lunar Phases” the Jewish 
Encyclopedia has the following, seemingly contradictory statement to the previously quoted 
article about the origins the weekly cycle: 
  

“A division of time comprising seven days, thus explaining the Hebrew name. There are 
indications of the use of another system of reckoning time, in which the month was 
divided into three parts of ten days each, the decade being designated in Hebrew by the 
term " 'asor" (Gen. xxiv. 55; comp. the commentaries of Dillmann and Holzinger ad loc.; 
Ex. xii. 3; Lev. xvi. 29, xxiii. 27, xxv. 9). This apparently represented one-third of the 
solar month, while the week of seven days was connected with the lunar month, of which 
it is, approximately, a fourth. The quadripartite division of the month was evidently in 
use among the Hebrews and other ancient peoples; but it is not clear whether it originated 
among the former. It is unnecessary to assume, however, that it was derived from the 
Babylonians, for it is equally possible that observations of the four phases of the moon 
led the Hebrew nomads spontaneously and independently to devise the system of 
dividing the interval between the successive new moons into four groups of seven days 
each...  
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Normally I do not interrupt a quote, but I have here.  Please see the admission I have underlined 
for emphasis above.  This is to distinguish my emphasis from the bold emphasis of Nathan 
Lawrence, seen below.  Israel got their lunar Sabbath from YHWH, not the Babylonians. 

 
...There is ground, on the other hand, for the assumption that both among the 
Babylonians and among the Hebrews the first day of the first week of the month was 
always reckoned as coincident with the first day of the month. The emphasis laid on 
the requirement (Lev. xxiii. 15) that the weeks of Pentecost should be "complete" 
("temimot") suggests that weeks might be reckoned in such a way as to violate this 
injunction. This was the case as long as the first day of the first week of the month was 
made to coincide with the new moon. At the end of four weeks an interval of one or two 
days might intervene before the new week could begin. At an early date, however, this 
intimate connection between the week and the moon must have been dissolved, the 
chief cause of the fixed week of seven days being, in all probability, the 
predominance of the seventh day as the Sabbath (but see Meinhold, "Sabbat und 
Woche im O. T." Göttingen, 1905, according to whom Sabbath, originally only the full-
moon day and the week are independent of each other). The week thus became a useful 
standard in the measurement of intervals of time (one week, Gen. xxix. 27 et seq.; two 
weeks, Lev. xii. 5; three weeks, Dan. x. 2; seven weeks, Deut. xvi. 9; Lev. xxiii. 15)” 
(emphasis added). 
  

Again, modern scholarship is not ignorant of the fact that Israel disposed of the lunar calendar.  It 
was taken from them for their apostasy, and they created for themselves a star-god called chiun 
(saturn). 
 
I find it interesting that this quote admits that the original count to Pentecost prohibited any 
calendar other than one that reset the weekly count at New Moon and that after the 4th week, the 
4th Sabbath there were 1-2 New Moon days.  This is a quote I had not seen before.  Thanks Bro. 
Lawrence!  One more nail in satyrday’s coffin. 

 
 Again, on the origins of the weekly cycle the Encyclopedia Britannica (Fifteenth Edition) 
has the following to say : 
  

“Among primitive peoples, it was common to count moons (months) rather than days, but 
later a period shorter than the month was thought more convenient, and an interval 
between market days was adopted. In West Africa some tribes used a four-day interval; 
in central Asia five days was customary; the Assyrians adopted five days and the 
Egyptians, 10 days, whereas the Babylonians attached significance to the days of the 
lunation that were multiples of seven. In ancient Rome, markets were held at eight-day 
intervals; because of the Roman method of inclusive numeration, the market was denoted 
nundinae (“ninth-day”) and the eight day week an inter nundium.” Continuing in the 
same article, “The seven-day week may [purely speculative] owe its origin partly to the 
four (approximately) seven-day phases of the Moon and partly to the Babylonian belief in 
the sacredness of the number seven, which was probably related to the seven planets. 
Moreover, by the 1st century BC the Jewish seven-day week seems to have been 
adopted throughout the Roman world, and this influenced Christendom” (Vol. 15, 
article entitled “Calendar”) (emphasis added). 
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Please note Lawrence’s attempt to diminish aught from Scripture by his addition [purely 
speculative] seen above.   
 
The Roman Empire did not adopt the Hebrew seven day week, they adopted the pagan seven day 
planetary week as shown on pages 4-6 above.  These weeks had only ONE thing in common—
the number of days (7).  After reading Genesis 1 and 2, only a very insincere person (or an idiot) 
would try to convince you that Israel got their seven day week from Babylon. 
 
Please also note that the above quote admits that (before they adopted the pagan seven day 
planetary week in A.D. 321) Rome had an 8 day market calendar.  Meaning that in the first 
century, when the NT was being written, Rome had an 8 day market week, not a seven day week.  
The evidence is forthcoming.  So I simply have to ask, why on earth are satyrday Sabbatarians 
trying to extrapolate the current seven day calendar week (which Rome did not adopt until A.D. 
321) all the way back to the crucifixion, trying to prove that satyrday is the Sabbath?  Nathan 
Lawrence will not the answer to this question, I’m sure.   
 
Here is copy of the first five months of a first century Roman calendar.  Rome’s 8 day market 
calendar looked like this, A-B-C-D-E-F-G-H, which you can see in the vertical columns below.  
Please note that Rome’s week continues from one month to the next if the week was not 
completed in the month in which it began. 
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In the first century, Rome did not have a calendar which included a friday, satyrday or sunday.  
They did not even have a seven day week, so what could possibly compel a Sabbatarian to try to 
force a fri-sat-sun crucifixion weekend (that is not historically possible) other than ignorance or 
deceit? 
 
Ignorance does not mean stupid and is quite treatable, just add knowledge.  Deceit is a different 
animal altogether.  Thus far, I’m willing to suggest that Nathan Lawrence has been ignorant of 
the facts.  That said, he certainly did not look very hard before he condemned Lunar Sabbath 
keeping as unscriptural.  I’m guessing his tradition (and the support of that tradition) is more 
important to him than the truth; otherwise he would have made a greater attempt to ascertain the 
truth or would have taken his time before speaking out against the calendar and Sabbath of 
Scripture. 
 
 The Encyclopedia Britannica (Eleventh Edition) states the following on the origins of the 
weekly cycle: 
  

“The week is a period of seven days, having no reference whatever to the celestial 
motions, —a circumstance to which it owes its unalterable uniformity. Although it did 
not enter into the calendar of the Greeks, and was not introduced at Rome till after the 
reign of Theodosius [the fourth century AD], it has been employed from time 
immemorial in almost all eastern countries; and as it forms neither an aliquot [fractional] 
part of the year nor of the lunar month, those who reject the Mosaic recital will be at a 
loss, as Delambre remarks, to assign it to an origin having much semblance of probability. 
It might have been suggested [purely speculative!] by the phases of the moon, or by the 
number of the planets known in ancient times, an origin which is rendered more probable 
from the names universally given to the different days of which it is composed” (Vol. 4, p. 
988). 

  
I think Philo and the Essenes, who lived during the NT era, trump this quote from the Jewish 
Encyclopedia. 
 
Again, please note the bracketed statement [purely speculative!] added by Lawrence.  The more 
he does this, the more I lean away from ignorance, and toward intentional deceit.  He gives the 
appearance of being unbiased by including these quotes in his study, but by adding comments 
that negate the commentary he’s quoting, he’s showing his readers he is more interested in his 
own commentary than he is in finding out why these authors are suggesting that Israel’s calendar 
may have been regulated by the moon. 
 
There are reasons why these scholars are suggesting a lunar connection.  The many supportive 
quotes from ancient history and the underlying Hebrew of the Scriptures support Israel’s lunar 
Sabbath.  This information was very well available to the authors of the Jewish Encyclopedia.  
These authors were also very well acquainted with the “Jews” long observance of satyrday.  If 
these Jewish scholars come right out and demand that the original Sabbath of Scripture was lunar 
(when the entire Jewish nation is keeping a fixed satyrday Sabbath on a pagan/papal calendar, 
those reading the Jewish Encyclopedia are going to be in an uproar.  So, these scholars hint 
strongly in one place, then back-peddle in another.  If they come right out and say that satyrday 
has always been the Sabbath of Israel, they would be excoriated by other scholars and students of 
Scripture.  If they come right out and say that Israel’s calendar has always been lunar, the Jews 
would crucify them.  So they speak from both sides of their mouth.  It’s called self-preservation. 
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Philo, Clement and the Essenes were under no such scrutiny as Israel’s lunar Sabbath was 
common knowledge at that time.  Of note, Josephus, Israel’s other first century historian, never 
calls satyrday the Sabbath anywhere in his writings either. 
 
 In regards to the origin of the week and its connection to the ancient Babylonians, James 
Hastings in his Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics, says: 
  

“The Babylonians appear to have observed a Sabbath on every seventh day of the lunar 
month, and it is probable that this usage was originally connected with the four quarters 
of the moon. Among the Jews the seven days’ week was reckoned independently of 
the moon, and we already find traces in the 1st cent. BC of its connexion at Rome with 
the sun, moon, and five planets, which have given their names to the seven days of the 
week” (Hastings, article entitled, “Calendar,” Vol 3, p. 63) (emphasis added). 

 
Someone is either lying or not familiar with the truth.  Philo was BORN in the first century B.C., 
living from 50 B.C. to A.D. 20, and he says that the Hebrew Sabbath was lunar.  Hastings’ 
Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics was written between 1908 and 1927.  Care to guess which 
author I’m going to accept as being correct, familiar with the subject matter? 
 
It apparently has never dawned on Nathan Lawrence that some authors have an agenda being 
somewhat less that 100% truth.   
 
People lie, Bro. Lawrence.  You cannot expect students of the Word to accept historical or 
scholarly research, no matter how old or well received if it is contrary to the evidence in 
Scripture.  Here is now I 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.   
 
2.  In Scripture: If I find a single text that says "thus saith YHWH", (Deuteronomy 8:3b, 
Matthew 4:10, Luke 4:8), it is truth; I must admit it and 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.   
 
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 lacks 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.   
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6.  Any historical evidence that agrees with Scripture (e.g. the Torah and the prophets) is 
acceptable as supportive evidence to the truth.  Any historical record that 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 a thousand witnesses (accusers, followers, 
scholars, etc.) come later saying that he did NOT say such or did not MEAN such and such; the 
spoken word of the person in question (i.e., Almighty Yah, the prophets, etc.) takes precedence 
over that of all his defenders OR detractors. 
 
8.  If someone claims to be Messiah, or a prophet, or to have a special message for the body of 
believers, but fail to provide Tests 1, 2 and 3 above, then Isaiah 8:20 and Deuteronomy 18:18-
22 (in essence, Tests 4 and 5) need 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. 
 
These are the tests that the New Testament (NT) authors recognized and taught their converts.  
John and Paul instructed their converts 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).  The carpenter from 
Nazareth never quoted a verse from the NT because the ONLY Scripture in existence then was 
the Old Testament.  In other words, the NT must meet the standard of the OT, not the other way 
around.  If a NT writer does not meet the standard of the law [Torah] the testimony [of the 
prophets], there is no light in his writing either. 
  
 The New Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge says of the origin of the 
week and its connection to the Hebrew people: 
  

“The week in its proper sense is now in general use among Christian peoples, but in 
antiquity was found only among the Hebrews, and about the Christian era among the 
astrologers of the East. The Hebrew week was based upon the Sabbath of Yahweh 
(see SABBATH); the astrological week depended upon the conception that each day in 
turn was controlled by the " seven planets," the sun, moon, Mars, Mercury, Jupiter, 
Venus, Saturn. In the first Christian centuries these two conceptions were combined in 
such a way that Saturn's day coincided with the Sabbath. The seven-day week was not 
found among other ancient peoples than the Hebrews...Yet even the Babylonians did 
not have a seven-day week, though the seventh, fourteenth, twenty-first, and twenty-
eighth days were " evil days," when fresh bread, fresh roasted meats, fresh clothing, and 
the like were unlawful for ‘the shepherd of the great people’ (the king?). But of a week 
proper there was no knowledge, as is shown by the incommensurability of the week 
and the month...” 

  
Then why did the Babylonians (in spite of the claim otherwise), Egyptians and other ancient 
civilizations have seven day weeks if this was limited to the Hebrews?   
 
Philo was BORN in the first century B.C., (50 B.C. to A.D. 20), and he says that the Hebrew 
Sabbath was lunar.  The New Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge was written 
in 1908 to 1914.  Care to guess which author I’m going to accept as being correct, familiar with 
the subject matter? 
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“While, then, a regularly ordered week of seven days was in antiquity limited to the 
Hebrews, the employment of seven-day periods was much wider, owing to the setting of 
special mystical value upon the number seven. Thus the continuation of festivities in 
Babylonia for seven days is an instance; and such a period is of frequent mention in the 
Old Testament for the Hebrews (e.g., Gen. vii. 4, 1. 10; Ex. vii. 25; Josh. vi. 4, 15, etc.). 
Among the Persians and in ancient India the seven-day duration was common for 
celebrations; the same is true of the ancient Germans, where it was very usual, while 
seven-day and seven-year periods were known to the early Greeks. But the Hebrew week 
does not range itself with these. It is not probable that the seven-day period of Babylonia 
is to be traced to a quartering of the month first, and then to a relationship with seven. A 
favorite method of explaining the seven-day period is by referring it to the seven planets; 
but the reckoning of just seven planets is less common than the high estimation placed 
upon the number seven. In Babylonia the reckoning of seven planets can not be proved 
for a high antiquity; and a connection of the Hebrew week with the planets is 
untenable. Nor can the holiness of the number seven be connected with the Pleiades. Yet 
that the valuation of this number was heightened by the number of planets known and of 
the Pleiades is clear... With the planetary week the Hebrew week had originally no 
connection; indeed, an early age for the relation of the week to the number of planets is 
not yet proved and does not appear in the cuneiform tablets, certainly not in the order 
now followed of sun, moon, Mare, (sic-Mars) Mercury, Jupiter, Venus, Saturn” (Vol. 12; 
article entitled, “Week” p. 282-284) (emphasis added).  

 
Then why did the Babylonians, Egyptians and other ancient civilizations have 7 day weeks if this 
was limited to the Hebrews?  Someone is not telling the truth! 
 
Wow, Schaff-Herzog admits that the order of the pagan planetary week was not originally sun, 
moon, mars, mercury, jupiter, venus, saturn.  Satyrday was originally the first day, not the 
seventh. 
 
At least Schaff-Herzog had the integrity to admit that the Hebrew 7 day week had nothing to do 
with the pagan planetary week.  I wonder why satyrday Sabbatarians, such as Lawrence, try to 
prove that Israel used the Roman version of the pagan planetary week in the first century, even 
though Rome did not adopt the 7 day pagan planetary week until A.D. 321?  How does THAT 
make any sense? 
 

 “It is equally difficult to be assured that the week was derived from the month by 
division of the latter into four parts (see WEEK). There is general agreement that the 
seven-day period was derived from Babylonia, where it was employed in pre-Semitic 
times-this is confirmed by the fact that not only were the seventh, fourteenth, twenty-first, 
and twenty-eighth days of the month observed, but that the nineteenth was also a special 
day, the reason being apparently that thirty plus nineteen are forty-nine, this number 
making up a week of weeks. The union of the planetary bodies with the names of the 
days of the week seems to have been a very late phase, probably not completed till the 
Greek period” (Article entitled “Moon”; vol. 7, p. 49) (emphasis added). 

  
That’s funny, Philo, Clement and the Essenes, et al, did not have any trouble with their 
conscience by stating that the week derived from the month, being linked to the 4 quarter phases 
of the moon.  Guess whose testimony I’m going to accept? 
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 The following are the exact quotations of two letters, copies of which this author 
possesses in his files, first from the U.S. Naval Observatory and finally from the office of the 
Royal Astronomer of England regarding the origins of the weekly cycle:  
  

A letter from the office of the Superintendent of the U.S. Naval Observatory, 
Washington D.C., dated 12 March 1932 (signed, James Robertson, Director 
American Ephemeris)— in response to a letter asking them about the continuity of the 
weekly cycle the following response was received:  

  
“ I can only state that in connection with the proposed simplification of the 
calendar, we have had occasion to investigate the results of the works of 
specialists in chronology and we have never found one of them that has ever 
had the slightest doubt about the continuity of the weekly cycle since long 
before the Christian era” (emphasis added).  

  
Whose week?  Has there never NOT been a week observed by someone somewhere on the planet 
since Creation?  This statement in no way discredits the Lunar Calendar as there are weeks 
involved.  And on the other side of the coin, I can most certainly point out a disruption of the 
pagan planetary week in A.D. 321. 
 
Also, by the admission of Schaff-Herzog above, the pagan planetary week days did not come into 
existence until the Greek empire.  So, how can that calendar extend all the way back to Creation?  
If the witnesses contradict each other, they are both dismissed and their evidence stricken from 
the record.  That is Hebrew jurisprudence. 
 

A letter from the Royal Astronomer of the Royal Observatory, Greenwhich, (sic) 
England dated 4 March 1932 from F.W. Dyson, Astronomer Royal in response to a 
letter asking the Royal Observatory about the continuity of the weekly cycle the 
following response was received:  

  
“As far as I know, in the various changes of the Calendar there has been no 
change in the seven day rota (sic) of the week, which has come down from 
very early times.  
  
“In the ‘Nautical Almanac’ for 1931, p. 740, in the last paragraph, a very learned 
chronologist, Dr. Fotheringham, states, ‘When we come upon clear evidence, the 
period of seven days was reckoned independently of the month and in fact of all 
astronomical periods. From the Jewish Church it passed into the Christian 
Church.’  

 
There was not a Jewish Church until created by the Babylonian rabbis long after their ancestors 
refused to return to Israel with Ezra and Nehemiah.  They, along with the christian churches, 
adopted Hillel II’s calendar corruption circa A.D. 341. 
 
Then, Philo, Clement and the Essenes all agree that the first century Hebrew calendar was Lunar.  
Guess whose opinion I’m going to accept--the eyewitnesses or the blind modern scholars who 
are leading the blind? 
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“You will see from this statement that no astronomical evidence connected 
with the seven day period can be given” (emphasis added). 

  
Oh really?  Then what took up so many pages of this rebuttal above? 
 
 

WHAT SEVERAL OTHER ENCYCLOPEDIAS SAY ABOUT  
THE ORIGIN AND HISTORY OF THE WEEKLY CYCLE  

 
Bro. Lawrence, Lunar Sabbatarians believe that the origin of the weekly cycle began at Creation, 
not with Babylon or any other nation or religion.  Why do we need to see what Encyclopedias 
have to say about the origin of the week? 
 
What we have listed below are several additional scholarly sources which discuss the origins of 
the sevenday week and the present-day weekly cycle. Although there is divergence of opinion as 
to the genesis of the sevenday week, most of the quoted sources give credit to the Hebrews and 
the Bible as the source of the weekly cycle as we know it. [And so do Lunar Sabbatarians.]  It is 
interesting to note that not a single source questions the validity of the present-day weekly cycle.  
[“A long habit of not thinking a thing wrong gives it the superficial appearance of being 
right.”  Thomas Paine.]  All the sources recognize that the number of the days of the week 
varied in ancient cultures, but that eventually the seven-day week of the Hebrews influenced the 
Christians which then influenced the Romans which officially accepted it in the fourth century 
(although it had already been popular throughout the empire since the first century B.C.) when 
Christianity became the state religion of the Roman Empire. 
  
Which is so much hockey puck.  The seven day week observed by the early “christian church” 
was the lunar week.  The seven day week later adopted by Rome was the pagan planetary week.  
I can understand why a pew warmer or half convert would fall for something like this, but what 
on earth would possess Nathan Lawrence to assume that these weeks were identical? 
 
There was a calendar war for about 150-300 years where the Hebrew seven day week was 
phased out (facilitated by Hillel II in A.D. 341) and the pagan planetary week moved into 
prominence.  How is it possible that an otherwise reasonable man such as Lawrence would think 
that the Hebrew week was linked to the planetary gods of the pagans?   
 
I’ll tell you how.  Tradition.  The tradition of the church and the tradition of his fathers.  All of 
the protestant churches are daughters of the Papacy.  Rome adopted the pagan planetary week 
(which consisted of seven days JUST LIKE THE HEBREW CALENDAR) and all of her 
daughter churches observed the SAME calendar without consideration to its origin.  It was a 
counterfeit calendar from the beginning that was accepted as the genuine by non-thinking 
laymen lacking spiritual integrity and has been handed down to many generations of non-
thinking pew warmers lacking spiritual integrity.  Those leading the charge of the Lunar Sabbath 
are not on breast milk.  We think and we care.  We have teeth and we devour the Word of Yah 
and follow the Tests for Truth given in Scripture. 
 
We have no fear of being wrong (Cold) and seek no fame for being right (Hot).  What we fear 
most is doing nothing (being lukewarm) after the Spirit has led us to this truth. 
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 eLibrary at Encyclopedia.com (http://www.encyclopedia.com/html/w1/week.asp) in an 
article entitled: “week” gives a history of the weekly cycle with no mention of its being 
changed. It says that the Christian week most likely derived from the Hebrews, and again, 
there is no mention of the Hebrews having changed the weekly cycle. 

 
Most likely the christian week derived from the Hebrew week?  This is not exactly a ringing 
endorsement, is it?.  In reality, the only thing in common between the Hebrew week and the 
Catholic week (what is meant by christian week above) is the number of days in each.  The 
reason there is no ringing endorsement is because these folks probably know that someone like 
me or some other student of the Word would discover the distinct difference between these two 
“weeks” and would laugh these scholars to scorn. 
 
This lack of endorsement is called hedging one’s bet or covering your behind. 
 

 The 1908 Catholic Encyclopedia (http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/) says of the origins 
of the weekly cycle in its article entitled “Sunday”: “During the first and second century 
the week of seven days was introduced into Rome from Egypt, and the Roman names of 
the planets were given to each successive day. The Teutonic nations seem to have 
adopted the week as a division of time from the 
Romans...” (http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/14335a.htm). In its article entitled, “The 
Jewish Calendar” it discusses the seven-day week within the context of Judaism, and 
again no mention of the weekly cycle being changed is alluded to 

 
And what would you expect from a Catholic Encyclopedia?  What I can’t figure out is why 
Nathan Lawrence DOUBTS the Jewish Encyclopedia’s commentary about the origin of the 
Hebrew week but accepts the Catholic commentary upon it? 
 
Also, please note that Rome adopted the week from EGYPT, not Israel.  Naturally, the Catholic 
Church is not going to say that the Hebrew week is different from the pagan planetary week.  
That would be telling the truth. 
 
And he [Beast power of Rome] shall speak great words against the most High, and shall wear 
out the saints of the most High, and think to change times and laws: and they shall be given into 
his hand until a time and times and the dividing of time.  Daniel 7:25 
 
And this from Bishop T. Enright, CSSR, St. Louis, Missouri, 1905… 
  
Dear Friend,          June, 1905 
 
I have offered and still offer $1000 to any one who can prove to me from the Bible alone 
that I am bound under grievous sin to keep Sunday holy. 
 
It was the Catholic Church which made the law obliging us to keep Sunday holy.  The 
Church made this law long after the Bible was written.  Hence said law is not in the Bible. 
 
Christ, our Lord, empowered his Church to make laws binding in conscience.  He said to 
his apostles and their lawful successors in the priesthood “whatsoever you shall bind on 
earth shall be binding in heaven.”  Mth 16:19, Mth 18:17, Luk 16:19 
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The Cath. Church abolished not only the Sabbath, but all the other Jewish festivals. 
 
Pray and study.  I shall be always glad to help you as long as you honestly seek the truth. 
 

Respectfully, 
 

                  (signed) T. Enright, CSSR 
  
 
“Question:  Have you any other way of proving that the Church has the power to institute 
festivals of precept (feast days)? 
Answer:  Has she not such power she could not have done that in which all modern religionists 
agree with her; she could not have substituted the observance of Sunday, the first day of the 
week, for the observance of Satyrday, the seventh day, a change for which there is no Scriptural 
authority.”  A Doctrinal Catechism, p. 174 
 
Just because the Catechism says that sunday replaced satyrday as the day of worship, are we 
forced to accept that the Hebrew week contained a sunday and a satyrday?  Or could this be more 
propaganda? 
 
“Of course the Catholic Church claims that the change was her act…  And the act is a mark of 
ecclesiastical power and authority in religious matters.”  Letter, Cardinal Gibbons, 11-11-1895 
 
“The earliest Christians didn’t immediately disassociate themselves from the observance of the 
Jewish feasts.  Many references in the New Testament indicate that Jesus and his disciples, as 
well as the early Palestinian Christian communities, observed the Sabbath and the major annual 
festivals.”  The New Catholic Encyclopedia, Vol. 5, p. 867. 
 
These were found on Israel’s LUNAR calendar and the Catholic Church actually admits it… 
 
On 1-5-06, Catholic scholar and apologist, Patrick Madrid, made a startling statement of which 
every Sabbatarian should be aware.  EWTN, Global Catholic Radio Network, hosts a call-in 
radio show entitled Open Line.  A listener called in with a question regarding the allegation that 
the Catholic Church has changed the Sabbath from Saturday to Sunday.   
  
Madrid stated that the current Saturday is not the original Biblical Sabbath but that the change 
made by the Catholic Church was actually one of calendation.  Following is a transcript of his 
statements. 
  
“Well, what we have to remember is, first of all what Jesus said: He said don't forget that man 
was not made for the Sabbath; the Sabbath was made for man.  And, the Lord Himself, we're told, 
was the Lord of the Sabbath, so He had the authority, in areas as far as how we would observe 
that commandment. 
  
“What your brother-in-law may not understand is that the Catholic Church did not change that 
commandment.  The Catholic Church observes the commandment to keep holy the Lo- . . .  the 
Sabbath, but it does so on the Lord's Day, and the earliest Christians transferred their observance 
of that commandment from Saturday to Sunday.   
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“First of all, because there was a distinct break between the Old Testament requirements: the 
rituals and Mosaic covenant demands dealing with the Sabbath worship and animal sacrifices, 
and that sort of thing.  And they wanted to show that Christianity was distinct from Judaism.  It 
came from Judaism, but it was distinct from it.  Uh, celebrating the Lord's coming, I'm sorry, 
celebrating the Lord's resurrection and death on the day that He rose from the dead seemed to be 
the most appropriate. 
  
“Uh, the other thing that we should remember, too, is that, our calendar that we follow, including 
Seventh-day Adventists, is not only a calendar that was devised by the Catholic Church, but also 
it is a calendar that's based upon the solar year, not the lunar year.  And the Jewish calendar that 
was observed in the time of Christ is, follows a lunar calendar, which is several days short of the 
solar calendar. 
  
“So the great irony is that even the Seventh-day Adventists themselves are not worshiping on 
exactly the same Sabbath day as the Jews of the time of Christ, because it's several days off now, 
uh, having, uh, switched … following the lunar calendar.” 
  
The Roman Catholic Church has always known that Constantine's law was much more than a 
switch from saturday to sunday.  Now that the truth about the Biblical calendar is being more 
widely agitated, they are acknowledging the validity of the luni-solar calendar in the time of 
Yeshua.  Scholars with any shred of integrity know this as well which is why the quotes from all 
these Encyclopedias never say straight up that the Hebrew calendar week morphed into the 
pagan planetary week which was adopted by the Constantine in A.D. 321.    
  

 The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition 
(http://www.bartleby.com/65/we/week.html) in its article entitled “week” states with 
respect to the origin of the weekly cycle: 

  
“The seven-day week is said to have originated in ancient times in W Asia, probably in 
Mesopotamia. This is thought to have been a planetary week predicated on the 
astrological concept of the influence of the planets, which were long erroneously believed 
to be seven celestial bodies revolving around the earth; these were the sun and moon and 
five of the bodies recognized today as planets—Mars, Mercury, Jupiter, Venus, and 
Saturn. The Hebrew week is based chiefly on the religious observance of the Sabbath, 
which comes every seventh day and is usually associated with the seventh day of creation, 
when the Lord rested from his labors. The Christian week and the Muslim week were 
probably derived chiefly from the Hebrew week, although the weekly holy days are 
different (Hebrew, Sabbath, seventh day; Christian, Sunday, first day; Muslim, Friday, 
sixth day). The influence of the weeks of Chaldaeans, Christians, and Jews slowly 
made itself felt in the Roman Empire, and elements of the systems were probably 
merged. The planetary week was at first preeminent, and the use of planetary names, 
based on names of pagan deities, continued even after Constantine (c.321) made the 
Christian week, beginning on Sunday, official in the civil calendar” (emphasis added). 

  
 Again we find no mention of the weekly cycle that currently exists having been disrupted 
by the Jews before or after the time of Yeshua the Messiah in the first century A.D. 
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That is because they are not addressing the calendar war that raged from the first to the fourth 
century.  And this Encyclopedia flat out says that the week they are addressing is the one that 
began in Babylon (Mesopotamia).  Bro. Lawrence, did the Hebrew week begin in Babylon?  If 
not, then why this quote?   
 
This quote also flat out says that the Chaldaean, Christian and Hebrew week all made an impact 
on the Roman Empire and elements of these systems were MERGED in Rome.  While it is not 
true, Rome never understood the Hebrew week, later forcing Hillel II to alter the Hebrew week 
so that Passover would never fall on Easter.  If they never understood it, why would they adopt it?  
If the Roman calendar was an amalgamation of calendars, why on earth would Nathan Lawrence 
DEFEND this calendar as the calendar of Scripture? 
 
What unseen agenda does Lawrence have?  It clearly is not presenting the truth.  If he were 
interested in the truth, Lawrence would have asked himself these questions BEFORE he hit 
“save” and “print” on this study. 
 

 The Greenheart.com (http://www.greenheart.com/billh/index.html) website, a site that 
specializes in calendrical related subjects, in its article on the Jewish calendar 
(http://www.greenheart.com/billh/hebrew.html) we find no mention made of the weekly 
cycle being changed. Elsewhere we find a scholarly discussion on the Hebrew calendar, 
but again there is no mention of the weekly cycle being changed or any discrepancy 
between the weekly cycle of the pre-Messianic (B.C.) and the post-Messianic (A.D.) eras 
(http://www.geocities.com/Athens/1584/#08). 

 
No mention can also mean ignorance or deceit, so it cannot be entered as evidence that Israel 
never had a Lunar Sabbath in light of all the other evidence that they did.   
 
For example, Philo, Clement and the Essenes agree that the 1st century Hebrew calendar was 
Lunar.  Guess whose opinion I’m going to accept?  The eyewitnesses who observed the Hebrew 
lunar calendar and/or the calendar wars, or the blind modern scholars intent on leading the blind? 
  

 The World Book Encyclopedia (1969 edition) in its article entitled “week” credits the 
Hebrews with being among the first to use the seven-day weekly cycle with the ancient 
Egyptians being the originators of the names of the week from the planets. Again, there is 
no mention of the weekly cycle as derived from the Hebrews being disrupted at any point 
in time. 

 
The Egyptian calendar had four 91 day quarters, was solar and was created for the express 
purpose of worshipping false gods.  The reason that there is no mention of the Hebrew week 
being disrupted by the Egyptian week is because they are distinct calendar weeks.  The Egyptian 
calendar was different so YHWH removed Israel from Egypt to re-teach them HIS calendar. 
  
 We have referenced the above works for the purpose of posing the following question: If 
the weekly cycle has been changed sometime in the early part of the common era, as the “lunar 
Sabbath” advocates claim, then where is the secular historical evidence of this? [I think I have 
offered plenty of this evidence above.  This evidence was there for Nathan Lawrence to 
“reference” at any time, but he did not, either because it contradicted his conclusion of he 
did not think it valid.  Considering his commentary negating the Jewish Encyclopedia and his 
endorsement of the Catholic Encyclopedia, the ladies and gentlemen of the jury will decide.]  
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Surely some historian, scholar, theologian, chronologist or astronomer somewhere would have 
written about it.  [You mean like Philo, Josephus, the Essenes, Clement of Alexandria, The 
Talmud, the Koran, Hutton Webster, Clark Nelson, the Universal Jewish Encyclopedia, the 
Encyclopedia Biblica, Scribner's Dictionary of the Bible, Encyclopedia Britannica, among 
others?]  If someone has then (sic-has them) why have not the “lunar Sabbath” advocates 
quoted them?   [The quotes I’ve offered above have been on the website for over 10 years.  
Others had them before I did.  They were written hundreds it not thousands of years ago.  
When was Nathan Lawrence’s study written?  Bro. Lawrence did not find them because he 
did not look.]  With the entire premise of their argument riding on this one point— that the 
weekly cycle was changed shortly after the time of Yeshua —would it not be to their advantage 
to produce scholarly evidence to substantiate their claim?  [And just because the Lunar 
Sabbatarians Lawrence has been exposed to did not have that information does NOT mean 
it does not exist!]  But so far they have not. Why? Perhaps it is because such evidence does not 
exist. 
 
Bah!  Come now, let us reason together.  Bro. Lawrence is either blind or cannot see.  You pick. 
 
 Again, we say emphatically that the burden of proof is on the “lunar Sabbath” proponents 
to prove that the weekly cycle was changed, not on the rest of us to prove that it has not been 
changed, although we can prove this point and have proven it. 
 
I am only one Lunar Sabbath keeper, but I accept the burden of proof.  And I call Lawrence on 
his bluff that he has indeed proven that the week has not changed.  This is so shamelessly 
shallow that it is almost laughable. 
  
 The old adages of “Put up or shut up!” or “Where is the beef?” or “Put your money where 
your mouth is” are applicable here. There is yet another popular adage which seems fitting: “If 
you can’t convince them with the facts, then baffle them with b--- sh--!”  [I certainly agree.  I 
have put up (the evidence) so I don't have to shut up.  I have shown everyone where the 
beef is, and I have put my money where my mouth is.  Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, 
has Bro. Lawrence done any of these things?  Nay, he has repeatedly attempted to baffle us 
with b--- sh--!]  Perhaps this is a bit course and too blunt for some, yet those who claim that the 
Sabbath we are now keeping is not the true Sabbath “because the weekly cycle was changed by 
someone somewhere way back when, but we don’t know who, where or when, but just take our 
word for it, anyway, and since we can’t prove it, let’s skip over this fact and look at reams of 
human reasonings elsewhere which seem to validate our point” are destabilizing and confusing 
many innocent and well-meaning truth-seeking Believers.  [I wish Nathan Lawrence would tell 
us how he really feels.  I have no idea where this rant came from, but it was not in the least 
bit correct or honest.  If he really did not have this evidence available to him before he 
wrote this dissertation against the Calendar of Yah, then he should be about to explode with 
gratitude toward Lunar Sabbath keepers who DO have this evidence to share with him, 
unless, of course, he is not really interested in the truth.  At this juncture, it would be 
prudent to know whether Lawrence wants to BE right or DO right.  I was a satyrday 
Sabbath keeper for 37 years.  I was wrong.  I admit it.  It was not painful to admit it, it was 
liberating because the truth sets you free (from false doctrine).]  The Sabbath is one of the 
great cornerstone commandments of Scripture and YHWH said that it would be a sign between 
him and his people (Ex. 31:13). Tampering with the truth of the Sabbath day and on what day it 
occurs is not a matter to be taken lightly!  
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Indeed, it is a matter of eternal life or death!  Genesis 1:14 says that the two great lights would 
be for signs, seasons, days and years.  Exodus 31:13, Ezekiel 20:12 and 20:20 say that the 
weekly Sabbath is a sign, using the SAME Hebrew word found in Genesis 1:14.  That means 
that either the sun or the moon regulates the weekly Sabbath.  Again, can you go outside, look at 
the sun, and determine whether it is either satyrday OR the Sabbath?  No, because you are 
looking at the wrong light in the heavens. 
 
How can anyone claim to be His people if they are observing the weekly Sabbath by a light in 
the heaven that does NOT regulate the weekly Sabbath?  If Exodus 31:13 is true, so must 
Genesis 1:14 be true. 
 
They claim that the Gregorian calendar is solar, but is it…? 
 
The solar only calendar is a man-made invention, and I agree, it tracks time VERY well.  But it 
is not the calendar in Genesis 1:14.  And I would argue that the Gregorian (although called a 
solar calendar) is not even that.  The entire thing is a contrived, convoluted mess.  The days in 
Scripture are not midnight to midnight.  The sun is not out at midnight either so how can the 
Gregorian calendar day be solar?  So much for a solar Gregorian day. 
  
The weeks in Scripture are not every seven days in succession.  The Gregorian calendar weeks 
are not linked to the sun either.  The sun is not on a 7 day cycle.  Cycles have to be hinged to 
something stationary or a revolution that has a distinct starting point so one will know where 
they ARE in the cycle.  Can you go outside, look at the sun and tell me whether it is a Sabbath or 
satyrday?  Nope.  So much for a solar Gregorian week.  
  
The months in Scripture are lunar.  In fact the English word month is from an older time when 
this was a recognized fact.  The word month comes from moonth, leaving a lunar legacy on a 
modern segment of time that is completely divorced from its lunar origin.  Are the Gregorian 
months linked to any solar cycle?  Nope.  So much for a solar Gregorian month. 
  
The years in Scripture are from Spring to Spring (Abib to Abib actually).  Sure, the Spring 
Equinox is the sign in the cosmos that spring has begun and this is a solar measurement, but in 
Scripture, the new moon of the first lunar month was also in the equation, so the year in Scripture 
is a lunar-solar event.  The Gregorian year begins january 1, in the dead of winter.  Is there any 
significant solar event to announce january 1?  Nope.  So much for a solar Gregorian year. 
  
The Gregorian calendar is a fraud.  It is a complete lying fraud, claiming to be a solar calendar 
when in reality it is based solely upon the vain machinations of carnal men.   
 
 

SUMMATION OF FINDINGS REGARDING THE ORIGIN OF THE WEEK  
  
 It is evident from the scholarly sources quoted above that there is some question as to the 
origin of the weekly cycle.  [I’m not sure what the questions were really.  The pagan 
calendar week was created by pagans.  The Hebrew calendar was instituted by YHWH at 
Creation.  The problem CONTINUES to be that people who claim to be children of the King 
accept the pagan week as the Scriptural week.  To compound their error, they deny that 
they are observing the wrong calendar.]  Was it of Babylonian, Hebraic or some other origin? 
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Was it originally tied to the lunations of the moon or was it originally independent and has 
remained so to this day?  [The question must be asked, which week are you referring to?  The 
modern week, which week is it related to?  According to people who know, the Babylonian 
week morphed into the pagan planetary week which was adopted by Rome in A.D. 321 and 
is still in use today.  The Hebrew week has remained since Creation a lunar measurement.]  
Most of the sources quoted above are disinclined to believe that the Hebrew week was 
influenced by the lunations of the moon 
  
Most of the sources Lawrence quoted above were not initially referring to the Hebrew week, they 
were referring to the source of the current week, and they inferred that the Hebrew week may 
have been a common ancestor.  They were not disinclined to admit a lunar connection, they were 
not referencing the original Hebrew week.  But truth be told, many of the pagans observed lunar 
weeks until the 8th or 7th century B.C. still clinging to the original calendar.  If it ain’t broke, 
don’t fix it. 
 
 To affirm dogmatically that the weekly cycle was originally tied to the lunations of the 
moon, as the “lunar Sabbath” advocates claim, is something that cannot be done in light of the 
scholarly evidence presented here. [The scholarly evidence referenced was not tasked to 
identify the original Hebrew week.  The scholar evidence I offered was.  Lawrence’s 
evidence does not disprove the lunar Sabbath, nor does it prove satyrday is the Sabbath.]  
Likewise, in light of the same evidence, it is impossible to state that the weekly cycle has always 
been independent of the cycles of the moon. [And if it is impossible to state that the weekly 
cycle has always been independent of the moon, why did Lawrence spend all this time 
denying the possibility?  WHICH week is being compared to the available evidence?  
Naturally, there is no evidence linking the pagan planetary week to the moon.  Nor is there 
evidence linking the Hebrew week to the pagan planetary week.]  The bottom line is: We 
simply do not know how the weekly cycle originated, though some scholars, such as Schaff and 
Herzog, seem certain that it originated with the Hebrews (who Holy Scripture would teach, on 
account of the Sabbath commands, received if by divine revelation) 
 
Nathan Lawrence says that we do not (or he does not) know how the weekly cycle originated?  
Now he’s hedging his bets again.  Bro. Lawrence, you don’t know how WHICH weekly cycle 
originated?  Are you implying that the weekly cycle did NOT begin at Creation?  If so, then you 
MUST be in reference to the pagan planetary week, which is difficult to pinpoint an exact time 
and place of origin.  If you are referring to the Hebrew week, and you don’t know how it began, 
then you need to find something else to do because you are not a very good student of Scripture. 
  
 What can be stated with absolute certainty is that there is no question that the weekly 
cycle, as we know it, has not been tampered with since before the birth of Yeshua the Messiah.  
[It is better to be thought a fool than to open your mouth and remove all doubt.]  There is 
no scholarly evidence, that this author has found, to suggest that it has been changed, and quite to 
the contrary, there is evidence in the same scholarly circles that it has not changed for more than 
2000 years. [Bro Lawrence did not find it because he did not look.  He that answereth a 
matter before he heareth it, it is folly and shame unto him, Proverbs 18:13.  There was a 
serious change a mere 1693 years ago when satyrday went from being the 1st day of the 
week to the seventh.]  True, the calendar has changed several times and though admittedly the 
Gregorian calendar of today is of pagan origination, the historicity of the weekly cycle stands 
independent of and outside of the Gregorian calendar.  [Hmm.  This is an amazing confession.  
Makes me wonder why he observes the pagan/papal calendar.  He wishes to paint a picture 
where he can be disobedient and still get full credit for obeying the fourth commandment.  
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If the Gregorian calendar is pagan, and it is, then stop observing it.  Be in the world not of 
the world.]  In other words, it is a well known fact that this calendar was instituted without 
disrupting the weekly cycle.  [Well known fact?  Guffaw!  Again, WHICH weekly cycle are we 
in reference to?  Sure, the lunar weeks have never been changed, but the same cannot be 
said of the pagan planetary week.]  To refuse the weekly cycle on account of a pagan calendar 
could be labeled as scholarly naivete, or worse yet, outright dishonesty. 
  
The same could be said about a refusal of the Lunar Sabbath.  Not only is it dishonest to reject 
the Lunar Sabbath based on scholarly naïveté, (they aren’t naïve, the ones supporting satyrday 
are duplicitous) to present the pagan/papal calendar as the unchanged calendar of Scripture is 
sheer ignorance, severely lacking in integrity, and/or a lie in the highest order of magnitude. 
 
 If there is objective and impartial evidence from scholars who are quite ambivalent about 
the Shabbat, and thus who are impartial in this regard, then why do the “lunar Sabbath” 
proponents not find and publish the expert testimony of these scholars? Could it simply be 
because such testimony is nonexistent?  [If only Lawrence were so blessed.  Now he has to 
look in the mirror and ask the hard questions.  Like, Why did I open my big mouth?  Why 
am I so blind?  Why did I not research the Lunar Sabbath more thoroughly?  How could I 
have been so confident in what has proven to be a lie?  How many people have I deceived, 
whose blood is going to be upon my head if I don’t make this right?  Father, can you forgive 
me of my ignorance?]  And to make our case that the Sabbath of today is the same Sabbath that 
Yeshua kept we do not need to prove the origin of the weekly cycle one way or the other. [Oh 
really?  I’d say that the burden of proof just shifted to YOU Bro. Lawrence.]  All we have to 
prove is that our weekly cycle and that of Yeshua’s day match. Again, since Yeshua was without 
sin, [original comment removed at the request of the gentleman who asked me to comment 
on Lawrence’s work] he most assuredly had to have kept the Shabbat on the correct day as 
prescribed by the Torah-law of YHWH Elohim as revealed in the Hebrew Scriptures 
  
It is true, and his reputation is in tact.  Yeshua kept the lunar Sabbath taught in Torah.  So did all 
the other believers found in the New Testament.  The only Sabbath ever mentioned in the NT is 
lunar.   
 
All the Scriptural evidence you can possibly want can be found at this link: 
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/28-8-15-22-29_Proof.pdf 
 
 

THE PAGAN (BABYLONIAN) NON-HEBRAIC ORIGINS OF THE “LUNAR 
SHABBAT”  

  
 In regards to the origin of the week and its connection to the ancient Babylonians, 
Hastings says, 
  

“In the hemerologies of the library of Ashurbanipal, however, in which apparently every 
month consisted of 30 days, we find entries from a Chaldaean calendar with months of 30 
and 29 days, according to which the new moon fell on the 1st day of their 1st month and 
of alternate months thereafter, while a penitential day... was observed on the 7th, 14th, 
21st, and 28th days of the 1st month, and on the [5th, 12th, and] 19th of the 2nd month, 
and so on throughout the year; here, therefore, we have quite plainly a week of 7 days” 
(Hastings, article entitled, “Calendar,” Vol 3, p. 63). 
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Before the 8th or 7th century B.C., ancient Babylon would have had a lunar calendar similar to the 
Hebrew calendar in function, just not utilized in the same manner.  All nations at that time had 
the same calendar, just utilized differently.  They had different ideas about what a New Moon 
was, what days were holy, when the year began, when a day began, etc.  But they all had 12 
thirty day months for a total of 360 days in their lunar-solar calendar.  Please refer to Immanuel 
Velikovsky’s book, World’s in Collision. 
 
 The same article goes on to say that the division of the week was not based so much on 
the worship of the moon as of various deities ascribed to various days of the lunar month. A list 
of these deities is then given along with their dates and religious festivals associated with them. 
The article continues 
  

“That the majority of these festivals were of astral origin appears from their manifest 
connexion (sic) with the courses of the moon; from the fact that most of the sacrifices had 
to be offered in the evening or by night; and finally, from the explicit mention of the 
worship of the ‘star of the waggon’ on the 10th and 25th of the month” (Hastings, Vol 3, 
p. 76). 
 

There was not a single sacrifice offered by night in Israel.  There was no worship of any lights in 
the heavens when they were following YHWH or observing the calendar established at Creation.  
The same cannot be said when they were in apostasy. 
 
Here these quotes very specifically are targeting the ancient Babylonian week and the reason for 
its astral origin: the worship of false gods.  The Hebrew week may have been astral in origin, but 
there were no names of pagan deities involved and moon worship was forbidden as an 
abomination.  Again, distinct differences between the Babylonian (pagan) week and the Hebrew 
week are ignored by Bro. Lawrence in his haste to compare them.  

  
“Under “The Babylonian Sabbath and the seven-day week [subheading].—This is the 
week with which we are well-acquainted, and which Christians have adopted from 
the Hebrews, merely changing the day of rest from the seventh to the first day.  [Not 
true.  The Babylonian week was the pagan week.  The Hebrew week was first 
adopted by the christians, but was later abandoned for the Roman week, which just 
happened to be the then current version of the pagan planetary week.  Whoever is in 
charge is in charge of the calendar.  As long as Israel was permitted to be nearly 
self-ruling, they could observe their own calendar.  They did, and the apostles and 
disciples taught the converts the lunar Sabbath and the feasts.  But after A.D. 70 
when Israel was scattered, there were no self-ruling Hebrews in the region, thus 
between A.D. 70-341, the Greek speaking converts eventually adopted the Roman 
week as it was only calendar in town.]  Here, however, sa-bat and sapattu, its 
derivative, were not applied to the seventh day by the Babylonians, but another word was 
used which they evidently considered more appropriate, namely u-hul-gallum, from the 
Sumerian u-hul-gala, which they translated by umu limnu, ‘evil day.’ This was the 7th, 
14th, 21st, and 28th days of every month, so that as the Babylonian months has 29 or 30 
days each, every month consisted of three weeks of seven days each, and one of nine or 
ten days, according to the length of the month.  [Since this is clearly not the Hebrew 
week, why is Lawrence bringing it up?]  Two reasons may be suggested for the adoption 
of this seven-day period: (1) the seven (divine) planetary bodies, and (2) the fact that the 
period of a lunation may be divided, roughly, into four sections of seven days each.  
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[Lawrence is kidding, right?  I would say something sarcastic, but it would be 
counterproductive.]  The following is a paragraph given by the hemerologies for the 
observance of the seventh day of the month as a sabbath: ‘The 7th day is a holy day... of 
Merodach and Zer-panitum—an acceptable day, an evil day.’ ...The fourteenth was 
dedicated to Nin-la and Nergal, to whom the king brought offerings and sacrifices at 
night time; the 21st was the day of votive offering to Sin (the moon-god) and Samas (the 
sun-god)...” and likewise on the 21st and 28th days of the month” (Hastings, Vol. 10. p. 
890; article entitled Sabbath [Babylonian])” (emphasis added). 

  
Again, this is clearly not the Hebrew calendar, yet here we are talking about it rather than the 
Hebrew calendar.   
 
I’m pretty sure that you, the ladies and gentlemen of the jury, are more interested in the calendar 
of Scripture, I know I am, and yet this calendar dissertation is primarily about the Babylonian 
calendar.  I’m thinking smoke screen, but that would mean that Lawrence is deliberately 
misleading his readers.   
 
What do you think?  
 

“It may be further questioned whether there ever was among the early Hebrews any 
attempt to adapt the week of 7 days to the lunation.  [Considering that there is no 
Sabbath in Scripture dated on any days other than on the 8th, 15th, 22nd or 29th days 
of the month, how is it possible to consider otherwise?]  There is some ground for such 
a supposition, in the fact that in the most ancient Babylonian calendar every 7th day of 
the moon—the 7th, 14th, 21st, and 28th —was a dies nefastus, on which no public or 
official work could be done... It would seem that the old Babylonian month was 
practically a period of 4 weeks, with one or two intercalary days added at the end to make 
it agree with the lunation.  [You think?  Why is it that Lawrence considers the 
Babylonians smart enough to figure this out, but not the Hebrews?]  As to whether 
this system was ever adopted by the Hebrews we have no direct evidence; but, were it so, 
its obvious inconvenience must sooner or later, as with the Babylonians, have caused the 
substitution of the regularly occurring conventional week of 7 days” (Hastings,, Vol. 3, p. 
108; Calendar [Hebrew])” (emphasis added). 

  
I’m glad Hastings said this and not Lawrence, but I’m going to chew on Lawrence because he 
was ignorant enough to use it as evidence.   
 
The Lunar calendar was an obvious inconvenience?  And since when does YHWH care about 
our comfort regarding the laws He requires us to obey?  When the entire nation is observing the 
Lunar-solar calendar and the Lunar Sabbath, there is no inconvenience.  It is the norm.  The 
workers would have no trouble because their employers are on the same calendar. 
 
This is just plain ignorant.  It doesn’t get any more blatant than this.  Not only is there direct 
evidence of Israel’s lunar calendar, the only time it was inconvenient was when they were in 
apostasy, having gone a whoring after false gods. 
 
 Of the origin of the (traditional) weekly cycle and the pagan origins of the lunar the 
renowned Jewish Encyclopedia states in an article entitled “Chronology”: 
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“The week, with the attribution of each day to one of the seven planets, is one of the most 
ancient institutions of the Babylonians. This nation commenced the hebdomadal period 
with the sun, followed by the moon, Mars, Mercury, Jupiter, Venus, and Saturn. Every 
planet in succession presided over twenty-four hours, but not in the order assumed for 
their spheres, which was as follows: the sun, Venus, Mercury, the moon, Saturn, Jupiter, 
Mars. The initial hour of the first day was consecrated to the sun; the twenty-fifth, or the 
initial hour of the second day, to the moon; the forty-ninth to Mars; the seventy-third to 
“Mercury; the ninety-seventh to Jupiter; the one hundred and twenty-first to Venus; and 
the one hundred and forty-fifth to Saturn. 

 
Here the Jewish Encyclopedia is hedging its bets.  The Babylonian calendar began with satyrday, 
not sunday.  The pagan planetary week was unchanged from its inception until A.D. 321 when 
Roman Emperor Constantine bumped satyrday from the preeminent #1 position to the seventh 
spot causing all the other days to move up one position in order for sunday could be the first day 
in honor of the Persian sun god mithra, whom Constantine worshipped.  The Catholic Church 
STILL worships mithra. 
  

“It has been claimed that this arrangement is of more modern invention; but indications 
of its existence are found in the earliest texts. The Mosaic accounts of Creation, of 
course, ignore the assignment of the weekdays to divers stars; but, independently of 
all astral influence, the seventh day was instituted as a sacred day, quite distinct in 
character from the seventh day of the lunar synodic month, which was regarded as 
a holy day by the Chaldeans. 

  
The Hebrew week differed from the Chaldean week, and just because someone says that the 
Mosaic account of Creation and the week was independent of all astral influence does not make 
in true, especially since Genesis 1:14 says that the sun and/or moon would regulate signs, 
seasons (mo’edim), days and years.  If this is not a calendar statement I don’t know what it is.  
Elsewhere in Scripture the Sabbath is called a sign (Exodus 31:13, Ezekiel 20:12, 20:20) and it 
is also twice called a mo’edim in Leviticus 23:1-3.  Psalm 104:19 says that the moon regulates 
the mo’edim, referring, naturally, to the calendar mo’edim spoken of in Genesis 1:14. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, just what does this mean to you?  What should it mean to Bro. 
Lawrence? 
 

“From the Mosaic times down the synodical month in the Jewish calendar was calculated, 
as in the Babylonian, from one new moon to the next. This is proved by the well-known 
passage in Ex. xii. 2. Here no Egyptian influence may be assumed. But the system of 
thirty-day months, also, seems to have been recognized by the Jewish calendar” 
(emphasis added). 

 
This is not calculation, this is observation.  In Exodus 12:2, YHWH is actually pointing out the 
moon He wanted Moses and Aaron to recognize as the one announcing the first month of the 
new year.  Calculation is something you can do in a room with no windows.  Observation means 
you have to get up off your butt and go outside and look up. 
 
If you are interested, that particular moon looks like this… 
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This flat bowl shaped moon is seen ONE time a year, at the New Moon nearest the spring 
equinox.  When you see this moon, within 2-3 days, there will be barley found in Israel ready to 
offer as the wavesheaf offering on the 16th day of the month (Leviticus 23:9-11). 
 
  

A BRIEF SUMMARY OF CONTRA “LUNAR SABBATH” ARGUMENTS FROM 
SCRIPTURE 

  
 While it is not the scope of this present work to address every point the pro-“lunar 
Sabbath” advocates tender to substantiate their viewpoint, the author believes it would be helpful 
to the reader to present here several clear truths from the Word of Elohim which delegitamize 
pro-“lunar Sabbath” arguments. 
  
This should be interesting.  If he is successful delegitimizing the Lunar Sabbath, he won’t have 
any Sabbath left as the information I’ve shared here destroys satyrday as a viable option as the 
Sabbath of Scripture.  Frankly, he has no chance at success because he has failed to utilize 
Scripture to prove that satyrday is the Sabbath or to disprove the Lunar Sabbath thus far.  If he 
had Scripture that refutes the Lunar Sabbath, why would he not play that card at the very first?  I 
say this because he did not present any historical sources that refute Israel’s Lunar Sabbath either.   
 

(1) Perhaps, the most obvious problem facing “lunar Sabbath” proponents is that the weekly 
cycle does not fit evenly into the monthly cycle. If the monthly cycle were exactly 28 
days in duration, the “lunar Sabbath” might make more sense logically.  [Since when 
does YHWH care about man’s logic and when has it ever been wise to apply our logic 
to a command of YHWH?  Isaiah 55:8-9 says that His ways are not our ways, that 
His ways are higher than our ways, and considering that YHWH is the Potter and we 
are the clay, Isaiah 45:9-13 clearly says that we are not given a vote.  YHWH is the 
Potter, we are the clay.  Can we say to HIM, “Hey, what do you think you’re doing?”  
Somehow I think not; the tail does not wag the dog.]  However, the moon’s cycle is 
29.5 days, and since half days are impossible this means that the month sometimes is 29 
days and sometimes 30 days in length.  [This sentence is true.]  Therefore, in the “lunar 
Sabbath” model the last week of the month will have from eight to nine days in it. Yes, 
you read it correctly, a week of eight or nine days. This is what the “lunar Sabbath” side 
believes and teaches.  [There are no 8-9 day weeks in Scripture.  Lunar Sabbatarians 
do not observe 8-9 day weeks.  This is the gross ignorance of Nathan Lawrence.]  
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Yet Scripture is clear, in the Ten Statements (“Commandments”) of Exodus 20 that 
YHWH expects man to work six days and rest on the seventh (Sabbath). No mention is 
made anywhere in Scripture of resting for two or three days (a prolonged Sabbath rest) 
while awaiting the new moon’s appearance so that day one of the month (and the week) 
can occur 

  
Why does the week have to fit evenly in the monthly cycle?  Where is the Scripture that demands 
that the week fit evenly in the month?  I can prove to you that the months in Scripture were 
originally ALL 30 days in length meaning that it is physically impossible for 7 day weeks to 
EVER have fit evenly into a Scriptural month. 
 
The luni-solar year was originally 360 days long.  Twelve 30 day months = 360 day year.  Here 
is the evidence for this.  Genesis 7:11 says that the flood began on the 17th day of the second 
month.  Genesis 8:4 says the water prevailed upon the face of the earth until the 17th day of the 
seventh month.  That is 5 months.  Genesis 7:24 and 8:3 say that the water prevailed upon the 
earth for 150 days.  150 divided by 5 = 30.  So there were 5 consecutive 30 day months in 
Scripture, which is not possible with the current relationship between the earth and moon.  So, 
we have solid Scriptural proof that the months were all 30 days in length.  The lunar cycle is now 
29.5 days rather than 30 day in length, which equates to some months being 29 days long, some 
being 30 days long.  
 
Side Note: It was not until YHWH dented His clock that there were 29 day months.  I personally 
believe this dent occurred in during the 8th or 7th century B.C.  Feel free to ask more about this 
dent. 
 
The reason that the weeks have NEVER fit evenly in a Scriptural month is because the months 
begin with 1-2 days of New Moon.  New Moon days have never been included in the week in 
Scripture; they are a third category of day.  See pages 20-21 above.  Bro. Lawrence, it is true, the 
weeks do not fit evenly into the lunar months.  Have you ever considered this?  They don’t fit 
evenly in the Gregorian calendar months either because the week was unhinged from the month 
by Julius Caesar in 46 B.C., a practice kept alive by Constantine and Pope Gregory XIII.  New 
Moon days are not week days, but they are days of each month of the year. 
 
Nature reveals just how foolish Nathan Lawrence’s argument here is. 
 
There are three phases of the moon and three categories of calendar days.  There is the dark 
phase, and the illuminated phases, of which there are 4 quarter phases (a sub category).  There 
are new moon days, work days and Sabbaths.   
 
There are 28 week days in each lunar month.  There are 28 days showing an illuminated moon in 
each whole (30 day) lunar cycle.   
 
There are 4 Sabbaths in each lunar month.  Interestingly, there are 4 quarter phases in the lunar 
cycle.   
 
There are 1-2 New Moon days after the last Sabbath of the lunar month.  There are 1-2 dark days 
(no illuminated moon) after the last Sabbath of the lunar cycle.     
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Since the 28 days of waxing and waning moon announce all 28 week days, and assuming the 
New Moon phase is correctly identified as (and lined up with) the dark phase of the moon, then 
the quarter phases will announce all 4 Sabbaths. 
 
All nature screams the majesty of YHWH.  Nature does not lie.  Men do.  It is Nathan 
Lawrence’s refusal to recognize the New Moon’s place in the calendar that has led him to 
conclude that the Lunar Sabbath is incorrect.  As long as he forces the New Moon into a non-
Scriptural position, the Lunar Calendar will never make sense to him.  And it is because it does 
not make sense to him that he feels qualified to lead an attack against the Lunar Sabbath when all 
it really does is disqualify him as all his attack upon the Lunar Sabbath has been is to throw his 
ignorance at it.  Ladies and gentlemen, ignorance is not a weapon one can use against someone 
or something else or to defend yourself against someone or something else.  Ignorance, as a 
weapon, is like a satyrday night special (homemade gun).  Ignorance, like the satyrday night 
special, can blow up on the hand of the one wielding it injuring the one using it, sometimes 
fatally.  Ignorance is a VERY poor weapon, and while probably not Lawrence’s weapon of 
choice, it was the only thing available to him to use against the Lunar Sabbath.  And true to form, 
it has blown up in his face.  
 
The weeks in Scripture and on the Hebrew calendar DO fit into the lunar month.  The 1-2 days 
left over are New Moon days.  These days are not added to the last 7 day week of the month 
making an 8-9 day week.  New Moon days are not week days.  Never have been. 
 

(2) YHWH instructed the Israelites to gather manna for six days and rest on the seventh day 
(Ex. 16:22- 23,26-27). If the Israelites were keeping a “lunar Sabbath” then where is the 
mention of gathering enough manna once each month at the end of the month to last not 
just for one day, but for up to three days while awaiting the arrival of the new moon and 
hence the first day of the week? 

 
It had to happen eventually.  When a man is drowning, he will grab onto anything that looks 
substantial. 
 
First of all, the manna example we are given in Scripture is the sample of ONE week.  Not one 
month.  Basically, we are not given enough information about the calendar in the example of the 
manna (Exodus 16) because the New Moon days are not week days.  It is not possible to 
extrapolate a sample of one week forward or backward to the New Moon phase of the month and 
be able to figure out what happened regarding the manna.  All we can do is speculate and look 
for evidence outside of Scripture. 
 
Satyrday Sabbatarians have tried to use the story of the manna as “proof” that the Lunar Sabbath 
is a false teaching.  They say the narrative in Exodus 16 offers no instruction for Israel to pick up 
manna (or not) during their 40 years in the wilderness.  These same folks admit that the new 
moons were observed, but because there is no mention of them in conjunction with the falling of 
the manna, they say that this proves that the seven day weeks are not interrupted by the new 
moon days and therefore, manna MUST have fallen on the new moon days.  In the same breath, 
these same well meaning folks insist that the days of the week go 1-2-3-4-5-6-7 uninterrupted all 
the way back to Creation, and with no evidence other than our present Gregorian calendar and 
their tradition, say that Satyrday IS that seventh day. 
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Let me propose that this is not the case—for several reasons.   
 
(1) When Israel was walking in the Torah, they always observed the same lunar-solar calendar 
established in Genesis 1.   
 
(2) With this calendar, the days of new moon are described as a third category of day in Ezekiel 
46:1, II Kings 4:23, Isaiah 66:23 and Amos 8:5.  Since new moon is a third category of day 
(neither a work day nor Sabbath) elsewhere in Scripture, then it was a third category of day 
during Israel’s wilderness sojourn.   
 
(3) By insisting that Israel gathered manna on new moon days during their wilderness sojourn, 
they are adding to Torah, in violation of Deuteronomy 4:2.  Scripture does not say whether 
Israel gathered or ate manna on new moon days, so they can only speculate.  Where Scripture is 
silent, silence (on our part) is golden.   
 
(4) Satyrday is only the seventh day of the week by virtue of Emperor Constantine.  In 321 A.D., 
he venerated the day of the sun which moved satyrday from its coveted position as the first day 
of the week to the seventh day of the week. 
 
Historically, Israel fasted on new moon days.  Says Hutton Webster, “the establishment of a 
periodic week ending in a Sabbath observed every seventh day was doubtless responsible for the 
gradual obsolescence of the new moon festival as a period of general abstinence, since with 
continuous weeks the new-moon day and the Sabbath Day would from time to time coincide” 
(Rest Days., p. 255).    
 
“Each new moon was celebrated with a fast” (Jewish Family Celebrations, p. 35).   
 
And we also find the following: “the sacred festival of the new moon, which the people give 
notice of with trumpets, and the day of fasting, on which abstinence from all meats and drinks is 
enjoined . . .” (Philo, Book 26, XXX, 159). 
 
I find it interesting that science has shown that fasting once a month is great for your health.  
Satyrday Sabbath keepers who have knowledge of the health message should jump up and shout 
for joy, but they won’t because they must also admit defeat regarding the manna issue.  You see, 
Scripture is silent about what Israel ate or did not eat on New Moon, but the historical record is 
not.  And what the historical record indicates is that the New Moon days are not week days 
because if the New Moon days WERE week days either one or two days worth of food would 
have fallen on New Moon. 
 

(3)  The creation account in Genesis chapter one does not take the “lunar Sabbath” into 
account. The heavenly bodies, including the moon, were created on the fourth day of 
creation while YHWH rested three days later on the seventh day. Did YHWH create the 
moon as a new moon on day three, or a full moon, or what? “Lunar Sabbath” proponents 
argue that while YHWH created the moon on day four of creation, it was actually on the 
fourth day of its lunar cycle so that the first Sabbath would fall on the first quarter of the 
new moon.  [We don't say this because this is not Scriptural.]  In the science of biblical 
interpretation (hermeneutics) there is a technical term for this kind of Scriptural 
interpretation: eisegesis or reading one’s own meaning or interpretation into Scripture.  
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[This is precisely what Lawrence is doing because there is not a single reference or 
inference in Scripture that satyrday is the Sabbath.]  Wouldn’t it stand to reason that 
on the fourth day the moon was shining as a full moon to be the night light that YHWH 
intended it to be?  [YHWH does not reason with man or tolerate man’s reasoning.  The 
full moon is seen the night of the 14th (Passover), so it can’t be seen on the night of 
the 4th.  This is a fact Lawrence is aware of, but ignores the obvious truth in order to 
present a lie.]  He declared his creation to be good and he made everything whole and 
complete. Nevertheless, Scripture does not say this and so we cannot build a doctrine on 
it, but neither does it say that moon was created in the fourth day phase of its lunar cycle.  
[True.  It does not.] 

 
If the second month after Creation began with a New Moon and this month began with a New 
Moon, what do you suppose the first month of earth’s history began with?  New Moon.  Can we 
find evidence of this in Scripture?  Sure -- Genesis 1:1-2. 
 
THAT unnamed, unnumbered segment of time was dark, and it is not part of the SIX day work 
week.  In this Creation model, the Sabbath was indeed the seventh day of the week (it always has 
been), but it was the EIGHTH day of the first month.  
 
Genesis 1:1-2 and Ezekiel 46:1 proves that New Moon day (the first day of every month, even 
the FIRST month of earth’s history) is a third category of day, not counted as a week day.   
 
That the sun and moon were not created until the 4th day of Creation week is yet another matter, 
one that again shows Lawrence’s ignorance.  He THINKS that Scripture supports him, but does 
not offer any texts in his argument above, when in reality, Scripture supports the Lunar Sabbath. 
 
Sun, moon and stars not created on day 4: 
Moses used two different words in the creation account.  One means created from scratch 
(H#1254, Bara), the other doesn't.  Created from scratch (bara) is found in Genesis 1:1, when 
YHWH created (bara) the heaven and earth.   An example of the other is found in verse 16. 
  
And God made two great lights; the greater light to rule the day, and the lesser light to rule the 
night: he made the stars also.  
And God set them in the firmament of the heaven to give light upon the earth,  
And to rule over the day and over the night, and to divide the light from the darkness: and God 
saw that it was good.  
And the evening and the morning were the fourth day.  Genesis 1:16-19 
 
This word “made” (Strong’s H# 6213) is used several times during the creation week.  This is the 
Hebrew word asah, (ah-saw).  It means made from something, or advanced upon or appointed.  
The Hebrew word “made” would be used in this sentence; I made (asah) my bed this morning.  
The bed was not created from scratch this morning; it was already there, it was only advanced 
upon and made ready for use the next night.  For example: He appointed (asah) the moon for 
seasons…  Psalm 104:19.  Here David very nearly quotes Genesis 1:14, only he’s very specific 
about the role of the moon.  Seasons here in Psalm 104:19 is the same Hebrew word found in 
Genesis 1:14; mo’edim, appointed times or set feasts.   
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If I "made" you a general in my army, does that mean you did not exist until I pinned the stars on 
your lapel?  No, it means I advanced upon or appointed you as a general in my army.  You 
existed prior to your appointment. 
  
YHWH created the earth and other celestial bodies at a certain point in time.  He doesn’t call it a 
day because the time piece that regulates the day was not yet ordained as such.  Then on day one, 
YHWH lights the sun creating light and, of course, day and night as a result.  If the earth and sun 
were created during the initial event, it is plausible that the planets, moons, etc., were created at 
the same time as well.  We are not wresting Scripture when we make this statement because the 
underlying Hebrew should have been translated in this way. 
  
So on day four, YHWH advanced upon the luminaries that He had created earlier [when He 
created the heavens and the earth and then illuminated on day one], and ordained them, 
appointed them as time keepers.  The moon rules the week/Sabbath (signs), the month (seasons) 
and the year. The sun rules the day and the year.  The moon is listed as having a roll in the 
Creation Calendar as well as the sun, so the Creation calendar is NOT solar only.   
 

(4) Scripture reveals that between the feast day of Unleavened Bread and Shavuot (Pentecost) 
seven complete weeks of 49 days are to be counted with Shavuot occurring on the fiftieth 
day (Lev. 23:15-16; Deut. 16:9) — hence the name Pentecost (in the Apostolic Writings) 
meaning fiftieth or count fifty. This counting of 49 days or seven weeks of seven days 
each does not take into account a “lunar Sabbath” week of which the last week of each 
month would have eight to nine days. Again we see the fallacy of the “lunar Sabbath” 
concept here 

  
Again, because of his ignorance of the Scriptural calendar, Lawrence is disqualified from making 
demands or presenting “facts”.  What he is qualified to do is to listen. 
 
Leviticus 23:15-16 does not say to count weeks or days from wavesheaf.  We are told to number 
SABBATHS.  So when you get to the seventh Sabbath, what is the number you have?  SEVEN.  
If you have 49, then you were not counting what you were TOLD to count.  New Moon days are 
not week days, so they are not included in the first segment of this count.  Count Sabbaths.  
Period.  Then from the morrow after the seventh Sabbath shall you number 50 days. 
  
Some have pointed out that “ad” or “od” (Strong’s H-5704, H-5703, translated as Even unto) 
does not mean “FROM” the morrow after the 7th Sabbath (and they would be correct) 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 YHWH.3068  
 
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 (H5704) FROM (H4480) 
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:   
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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 
 
In fact, Fenton agrees with Philo, a man who lived 2000 years ago.  “The solemn assembly on 
the occasion of the festival of the sheaf having such great privileges, is the prelude to another 
festival of still greater importance; for from this day the fiftieth day is reckoned, making up the 
sacred number of seven sevens, with the addition of a unit as a seal to the whole…”  The works 
of Philo, The Special Laws, II, The Seventh Festival, XXX (176), page 584. 
 
This sounds as if Pentecost is 50 days after wavesheaf, doesn’t it?  Let’s let Philo speak.  “These 
men assemble at the end of seven weeks venerating not only the simple week of seven days, but 
also its multiplied power.  For they know it to be pure and always virgin; and it is a prelude and a 
kind of forefeast of the greatest feast, which is assigned to the number fifty, the most holy and 
natural of numbers…” The works of Philo, On The Contemplative Life, VIII (65), page 704. 
 
Great, greater and greatest.  Wavesheaf is the great feast spoken of.  From this passage it is clear 
that at the end of the seven weeks there was a greater feast but the greatest was yet to come, the 
one assigned to the number 50.  Remember that 50 day count?  So, does Philo see Pentecost 
being 50 days from wave sheaf, or 50 days from the end of the seven week count? 
 
Please examine this evidence for yourselves.  Philo agrees with nature, Leviticus 23 and the 
Sinai account in Exodus 32.  The correct count to Feast of Weeks looks like this… 

 
1………….. 1st Month 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8   
9 10 11 12 13 14 15   

 wave sheaf > 16 17 18 19 20 21 22   <1st “Sabbath complete” 
  23 24 25 26 27 28 29   <2nd “Sabbath complete” 
        30 
        1…………… 2nd Month 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8      <3rd “Sabbath complete” 
9 10 11 12 13 14 15    <4th “Sabbath complete”  
16 17 18 19 20 21 22    <5th “Sabbath complete” 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29    <6th “Sabbath complete” 

                         1………….. 3rd Month 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8      <7th “Sabbath complete” 

morrow after >9 10 11 12 13 14 15   
7th Sabbath      16  17 18 19 20 21 22 

23 24 25 26 27 28 29 
        30 

1………….. 4th Month 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 Feast of Weeks/Pentecost,  
16 17 18 19 20 21 22 50 days from the morrow 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29  <=  after the Seventh Sabbath 
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Please see these three studies: 
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/16-QT-WhatSeasonWheatHarvested.pdf.   
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/17-FeastOfWeeks.pdf  
http://www.creationcalendar.com/CalendarIssue/17-3WitnessCalendarCount.pdf.   
 
This date (the 29th day of the 4th month) can be proved by three different methods, two counts in 
Scripture and one count in nature.  This is three witnesses.  If you are counting 50 days from 
wavesheaf, you are not only going against the count given in Scripture, you are using the 
Catholic count to Pentecost.  If you think this is a serious charge, then seriously considering 
examining the evidence in the above three links.  You won’t regret it. 
 

(5) Hebrew is the mother of all languages.  [Agreed.]  We know this for several reasons. 
First, all languages on earth can trace their etymological roots back to Hebrew. Linguistic 
scholars are beginning to recognize this (For example, see the book entitled The Word — 
The Dictionary That Reveals the Hebrew Source of English, by Isaac E. Mozeson at 
www.homestead.com/edenics). This would point to Hebrew as the original pre Tower of 
Babel universal language.  [Also true.]  Furthermore, the Torah or Pentateuch (the first 
five books of the Bible) was a word-for-word transcription by Moses from YHWH 
Elohim. It stands to reason that YHWH, having any language at his disposal by which to 
reveal his sacred written instructions to mankind, by choosing the Hebrew language was 
validating it as a language of divine origination and the original language of the Garden 
of Eden. Therefore, perhaps this language will give us some clues into the Sabbath 
concept. To wit, the Hebrew word for Sabbath (Strong’s Hebrew Dictionary 7673) is 
Shabbat and is related etymologically to the Hebrew word shuvua (weeks, Strong’s #7620) 
which in turn is related to the Hebrew word sheba (Strong’s #7651) which means seven. 
The meaning of the word Sabbath, as related to seven makes no sense if the week is not 
always seven days, as Scripture clearly indicates from the Genesis one creation account 
and from the Sabbath command of Exodus chapter 20.  [And here the lunacy begins yet 
anew.  I knew it could not last.]  Since the lunar month of 29 to 30 days is not divisible 
by seven how can the week and Sabbath, by biblical and linguistic definition, be related 
to the lunar cycle?  [Another completely erroneous statement, made in complete 
ignorance of the Father’s calendar.  The Gregorian months are not divisible by seven 
either, so why the double standard?]  Since YHWH instituted the Sabbath and the week 
of seven days at Creation, the “lunar Sabbath” must have originated subsequently and 
have been of non-Hebraic (biblical) origination.  [Then why is it found in Genesis, and 
elsewhere in Scripture?]  Indeed, we give credible evidence in this paper that the 
quarters of the moon’s lunation (corresponding to the “lunar Sabbath”) were indeed 
observed by the ancient Babylonians as part of their (pagan) religious rituals while very 
little if any credible historical evidence points to the Hebrews being involved in such a 
practice. 

  
Yes, the Babylonians, all pagans observed the same or similar calendar as ancient Israel.  And 
for the identical reason that all languages spring from ancient Hebrew (the language of Eden).  
They were speaking Hebrew at the Tower of Babel.  And after YHWH confused their languages, 
they moved in different directions based on their new language keeping the SAME calendar that 
they had from Eden.  Why is it that Lawrence can see this from the standpoint of the language 
but not the calendar? 
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To say that Lunar Sabbatarians have no credible evidence to support the Lunar Sabbath is 
foolhardy.  Truly, Lawrence has answered the matter before he heard it.  Proverbs 18:13 
 
The weeks ARE always 7 days long in Scripture.  There are no 8-9 day weeks in Scripture nor do 
Lunar Sabbatarians observe 8-9 day weeks.  There is no link between the Hebrew words Sabbath 
and seven other than sharing a few letters in common.  Is there a link between harp and harpoon?  
If not, then we have further evidence of a red herring.  Lawrence wants your attention here so 
you won’t or can’t see what is going on there. 
 
H7676 Sabbath, Shab-bawth', Intensive from H7673; intermission, that is, (specifically) the 
Sabbath: - (+ every) sabbath. 
 
H7673 shâbath shaw-bath' A primitive root; to repose, that is, desist from exertion; used in many 
implied relations (causatively, figuratively or specifically): - (cause to, let, make to) cease, 
celebrate, cause (make) to fail, keep (sabbath), suffer to be lacking, leave, put away (down), 
(make to) rest, rid, still, take away. 
 
You see, the primitive root word for Shabbath (H7676) is Shawbath (H7673).  Unless the 
Hebrew word for seven (H7651) shares the same primitive root word, there is NO connection 
between Sabbath and the number seven.  Let us see… 
 
H7651 sheh'-bah, shib-aw', From H7650; a primitive cardinal number; seven (as the sacred full 
one); also (adverbially) seven times; by implication a week; by extension an indefinite number: - 
(+ by) seven ([-fold], -s, [-teen, -teenth], -th, times). Compare H7658. 
 
H7650 shaw-bah' A primitive root; properly to be complete, but used only as a denominative 
from H7651; to seven oneself, that is, swear (as if by repeating a declaration seven times): - 
adjure, charge (by an oath, with an oath), feed to the full [by mistake for H7646], take an oath, X 
straitly, (cause to, make to) swear. 
 
H7658 shib-aw-naw' Prolonged for the masculine of H7651; seven: - seven. 
 
The primitive root word for Sabbath (H7676) is H7673.  The primitive root word for seven 
(H7651) is H7650.  There is no etymological link between these words.  And if I understand the 
word correctly, etymological means the link between words found in two or more different 
languages.  Baptizo (Greek) and baptize (English) have the SAME etymological roots.  They 
both mean to immerse, the English word being derived from the Greek. 
 

(6) Scripture indicates that the New Moon and Sabbath celebrations are two separate events 
(Isa. 66:23; Ezek 46:1; Col 2:16) and not on the same day.  

 
Lunar Sabbatarians agree.  What is your point, Bro. Lawrence? 
 
The New Moon days are a third category of day.  Not only are the New Moon days not Sabbaths, 
they are also not week days.  This is the only calendar model that answers all the calendar 
questions posed in Scripture. 
 
Looks like this....  



56 
 

 
New 
Moon 

First 
day 

Second 
Day 

Third  
Day 

Fourth 
  Day 

Fifth 
Day 

Sixth  
Day 

Sabbath 

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)        
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

 
This model answers why all of the Sabbaths in Scripture fall on the 8th, 15th, 22nd and 29th days of 
the month.  This calendar model answers why and how Abib 10, 14 and 16 can be commanded 
work days that will never interfere with the Sabbath.  This model explains how there can be a 
seven consecutive day battle/siege in Scripture where Israel did not break the Sabbath.  This 
calendar model allows the New Moon days to be excluded from the work week.  This model 
represents how the weekly Sabbaths and the annual feasts can be regulated by the moon (as per 
Genesis 1:14, Psalm 104:19 and Leviticus 23:1-3) since the phases of the moon line up for and 
announce each of them.  This calendar model provides an answer why the time consuming 
creation event in Genesis 1:1-2 was not included in the first work week. 
 
I adjure Nathan Lawrence in the Name YHWH to provide us with a calendar model that provides 
for each of the scenarios above.  The Gregorian calendar can’t do it, no man-made calendar can. 
  

(7) In Ezekiel 46 Scripture again makes a distinction between the Sabbath and New Moon 
events as it lists the offerings made on each day. Verses one through five discuss the 
offerings and events pertaining thereto accompanying the Sabbath-day celebration while 
verses six through nine discuss the day of the new moon. Then starting in verse nine 
continuing to the end of the chapter we find listed the offerings made on the solemn feast 
days. Scripture treats these three events as separate and distinct from one another.  
[Something Lunar Sabbatarians have said for years.  Why, then does Bro. Lawrence 
believe his New Moon days can fall any day during the week?]  There is no correlation 
made between the Sabbath and any lunar events — new moon or otherwise. Again in 
Numbers 28:9-10 we find listed the offerings and sacrifices made on the Sabbath while in 
verses 11 to 15 are listed those made in the beginning of the month (at the new moon) 
followed by those made during the solemn feast days. As in the Ezekiel account, the 
Torah treats these events as separate and distinct. Nowhere does Scripture link the 
Sabbath and new moon events with regard to the offerings and sacrifices made on those 
respective day 

  
But in Genesis 1:14, Exodus 31:13, Ezekiel 20:12, 20:20, Psalm 104:19 and Leviticus 23:1-3, 
we DO find the correlation between the moon and the Sabbath.  You have to look here a little, 
there a little, line upon line, precept upon precept.  Ezekiel 46:1 proves that the New Moon day 
is not a Sabbath or work day.  If you wish to find the texts that support the lunar Sabbath you 
have to start looking for and at those texts.  The truth of the matter is that Nathan Lawrence does 
not want to find these correlating texts.  That does not mean they are not there, just that he 
dismisses them out of hand. 
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As predicted, Nathan Lawrence brought nothing against the Lunar Sabbath other than his own 
tradition and the support of scholarly quotes that are easily discredited by historical quotes from 
people who were there, boots on the ground. 
 
If Lawrence’s goal was to discredit the Lunar Sabbath or prove support for satyrday as the 
Sabbath, he was far from successful.  I cannot cast Lawrence away, he is still our brother, but he 
is in serious need of intervention.  He needs to be shown his error.  Perhaps he will repent.  
Perhaps he will try a different angle to refute the Creation Calendar.  Rest assured, someone will 
hold his feet to the fire if he again tries to bluff his way through a matter of this nature.  Better it 
be someone like me than the Almighty on judgment day. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Troy Miller 
www.CreationCalendar.com  
  
 


