
On 

"Is the Sabbath Day Binding 

On Christians" 

Between 

W. T. BO,\Z - Church of Christ 

"·· H. FOU LSTON- Seventh Day . .\.dvcntist 

Toronto, 0Jttario, Canada 

Order Fr om 

W. T. BOAZ 
:nz King St. West 
Toronto, Canada 

-.. 

Evangel ist \N. R. Foulslon 
88 College St. 
Toronto. 

Dear Sir: 

372 King St. West 
Toronto, Ontalio 
Mny 29, 1945 

By chance your lecture on "Who is the Scape­
goat?" fell into my hands and I notice your con­
troversy with Rev. Smith of the People's Church 
over who A:wzel is. I further notice that you claim 
quite an array of authorities backing your position, 
nnd in the Jist you give Smith's Bible Dictionary. 
Fortunately I have Smith's Bible Dictionary, nnd 
when turning to this pnrticular subject I was sur­
prised to find that you had fallen into the error you 
claimed 1\ir. Smith did, namely, misrepresentation. 
Smith's Bible Dictionary does not take your position. 
ll would be well for you to correct this enot· before 
your church in fairness to everyone concerned. 

I have read other lectures of yours and it seems 
that with you the strength of your lectures depend 
lnrgely upon what you can say about the Sabbath 
and lhe Pope changing the Sabbath from Saturday 
to Sunday. ln view of this habit of yours, of con­
stantly deaiing with the Sabbath question as if it 
were the all-absorbing and paramount issue of the 
Bible, I will ask, First-When was the Sabbath firs" 
gi vcn to man. Before Moses? If so, give the com­
mand; and to whom was it given? Now we will 
agree that it existed from Moses to the Cross. So 
my second question-Who wns commanded to keeo 
the Sabbath after the Cross? And in view . of th~ 
importance you attach to the command was the 
greatest commandment to be found in the Deca­
lo~tuo? And fou1·th-Did Chl'ist ever meet with His 
di!:ciplcs on the Sabbath Day nfter His resurrection? 
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Firth -Why do you never rc!cr to Mrs. Ellen G. 
Whi l•· in your pulJiic lecture~? Si.xlh-Uo you no~ 

giv<.: out her hooks to your membct·s nflot· they urc 
indoctrinated in Adventism and not before. Scvcmh 
- Do YllU not claim hC1' writings to be the Word of 
the Spiril or of God'! Eighth-If so, whut do you 
mc·an when you sny to the public "Let us take tho 
13iblc nnd the Bible alone as our Guide." Ninth­
Will you name tho Pope who cla imed to change th.: 
Sabbath from Suturday to Sunday- name the time, 
piP:ISC. 

I nsk lhcsc questions to elicit truth solely. 

CIIURCB 
3 Awdo S tr oot 

Truly yours, 
W. T. Boaz 

ntSJDCNCC 
81 Oolawaro Avo. 

Seventh-day Adventist Church 
TORONTO, ONTAlUO 

?osta: 
·.:; R. fOULSTON 

De11r )I r. Bonz: 
3i2 King Su·e~t \\'est 
Toronto, Ontario 

Ocnr. :llr. Boaz 

June 14, 1945 

I :1m quite surprised that you did not find the 
ronunents regnrding the Scapegoat and Azazel in 
"Smith's Bible Diction:.ry." I certainly do not accept 
your chnrgc that 1 have misrepresented the matter 
by using" him as an auth01·ity, and for your benefit l 
CJtlllll.! po1·lions of the discussion under article "nlon~:­
lllclll" uu pag,':; !:IJ -82. Aftet· discussing twu oth<:t' 
view:; ns to "Aznzel" und one of them without com­
ment l quote these wot·ds : ( "3. Others who have 
studied the subject most closely take Aznzel !or n 
person:~! being .to whom lhe goat was sent. (n) 
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Gcseuius suppo~>c~> it to he some fal se deity who wns 
to be appeased hy such s:tcrifice as thnt. of the ~;ont. 
(b) But olhcrs, in the spirit of n simpler faith, have 
regarded him ns an evil spirit, or the devil himself. 
Spencer supposes that the gont was given up to the 
rlcvil. Hengstenberg affit·ms that Aznzcl cannot 
pnssihl y be nnylhing but another name for Satan.'' 
Although I ngrce with this part I do not accept 
Hengcnbcrs;'s suggestion thnt it was to mark the 
spiritual cncmy, because I sec even a greater truth 
revcalc:d by interpreting this to mean a symbol of 
the dc,·il himsel f. 

Ful'ther in the discussion under the subject of 
the "Scapegoat" reference is made to the view held 
by Oswald Smith, namely, "Hence some, r egarding 
each goat as n type of Christ, supposing that the 
one which wns olnin represented his death, n.nd that 
the goat set free signified his resurrection. But we 
sha ll take a simpler, and perhaps a tnter view, if we 
look upon the sluin goal as setting forth the act M 
sacrifice, in giving up its own Hie for others 'to 
J ehovah,' . .. :111d the go:1t which carried off its load 
of sin 'for complete removal,' as signifying th~ 
clc:tning influence of faith in that sacrifice." In the 
light of this, J do not know how you can accuse me 
of misrepresenting this authority. 

As to my references to the Sabbath, I make no 
apologj('S for so doing. Jf 1 wer e to come to a city 
in which people were openly stealing and were 
notorious for their immorality, I am sure everyone 
in the city would urge me on if in every meeting I 
ra ised my voice in protest against these evils dono 
so openly. Here iu Torolllo when those sins are done 
they m·e done secretly, but as to the violation of thr. 
Sabbnth commandment, it is done openly and brass­
cnly, nnd I expect to oppose vjoJations of thut com­
mandment ns strongly ns I would oppose violations 
of any other commandment clone as openly. Your 
ubjl-rl ions arc undouot<'dly inspired by your desire 
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to continue to bre.1k God's lnw nntl resent :my refer­
ence to any s in thnt makes the ~uilty seem so 
uncomfortnble. However, J do not believe 1 hnve 
spent too much time on this question, because !or 
months J h:we prenched on topics nnd mndc no 
mention about the Sabbath nor of Sunday. It is 
pvident that those having :l guilty conscience f ind 
any reference to their sin painfully dis tinct. I ha"e 
spen t much more time talking about. the secolld 
corning of Christ th:m the Sabbath. 

As to the other questions: 
First: The Sabbnlh was first g iven to Adam 

nnd Eve nt the close of the creation week. To snn.!· 
tify rne:lns to set apart for u holy usc, indicating 
God's intention that. it be observed. At. the time of 
Moses, the Israelites were pt·ovell r egarding the 
commandments, and the fourth was the one chosr.n 
upon which to test their loyalty. 'l'his is given in 
Exodus 16, s till some time bdore the Law wns 
placc.-d in writ ten form at S inai. When it was placed 
in '1·riting, the fourth commandment wns begun with 
''Remember." How could they remember what had 
not been given. If you refuse to nccept this ns proof 
that the Sabbath was observed before Moses, then 
you pro,·e thnt it was not. 

Second: The Sabbath was commanded and ex­
pected to be kept after the cross. Malt hew 24 :!!0, 
"But pray ye that your flight be not. ... on the sab­
bath day." This was Jesus' statement that the Sob­
bath was expected to be kept nt. the destruction nf 
Jerusalem, 70 A.D. If yon do not. accept. thnt tht' 
Sabbath as here used is tho seventh day ("Th~ 
seventh day is the Sabbath oC the Lord thy God") 
then you prove which dny it. docs refer to. John U: 
15, 16. Acts 5:32 makes it plnin thnt the very 
promise of the Holy Spirit is condition to those who 
a rc ohcdicnl lo the commandments. 

Third: J esus did not come to destroy the Fntho;·'s 
commandments, Mntt. !i:17-19. H is aumm:trizalinn 

of tlwm in t\lalt. 22:36-40 \\'liS IIOl lo supet·cedc, hul 
was lo iucludc "nil the lnw." That mcnns not on:y 
nine but all len at·e included in this summarization, 
the first four out· duty to God nnd the lost six our 
duly to man. 

Fourth: As fa1· ns I know, we have no informn­
tion that Jesus did or did noL meet. with the disciples 
on the Snbbnlh day. But oven if there was me1·e 
mention oC his meeting with the disciples would not 
be proof of o Sobbl\th. II that kind of a proof were 
sufficient., t.hen tho visit of John 21, when they went 
fish ing, would make that. day also a rest dny. 1 
notice in yout· question you ask, " Did Christ OYer 
meet with His disciples on the Sabbath after the 
Cross?" I understand the intent of your question, 
and note that you call it the Sabbath day. 

Fifth nnd Sixth: Yes, T do refer to llirs. White 
in public, and just t•ecenlly I disl-ribuled one of her 
books to cvet·y family present at the meeting. For 
further information rend 1 Cor. lol :22. 

Seventh nnd Eighth: Yes, we believe in th! 
Bible and the Bible only as our rule oi faith. D:> 
you? Let Mrs. White spenk for herself: "Testi­
monies" Vol. V, p. G65, ''Tho \YI'ilten testimonies are 
not to give new light, but to impress vividly upon 
the heart the L1·uths of inspiration alre:1dy revealed." 

Ninth: As lo the att.empled change !rom Sab­
buth to Sunday, it carne gmdually as a result of the 
spread ing of Milhraism. Alexandria and Rome be· 
came important schools und the result was a life and 
dcnth struggle bet..ween ll1ithrnism and Christianity, 
which ended in n compromise. Drit.lmnica Encyclo­
pedia, 11th Edition, article ''Mit.ht·ns" tells the slory. 
This change was given impetus by ConslnnLine the 
Jtomnn Emperor who on Mnrch 7, 32J A.D. made the 
first. civil law respecting Sunday usn day of worshi)l, 
"The venerable duy of the sun" us ho cnllcd it. (S..:c 
the above cited authority, tlrticlc "Sundny," Vol. 
XXVI, p. !l6. Also Chnrnbcrs' Encyclopedia, cuticle, 
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"Sabbath," fvt· thu lc:-xt of <.:ons lunt.ine's Sunday lt~w, 
and the infonnntion that this was "unquestionably 
the first law, either cccesinst.ical or civil." Still it 
was but n civil day until the lenders of the Church 
meeting in Council of Lnodicca (336 ot· 364, Pt·olt.;­
t.nnt and Catholic authot·ilies di!fcr :lS to the exact 
date) "History of the Church Councils" by C. J . He 
felc, D.D., Vol. II, p. 3JG, gives the text demanding 
that. Christi:ms shnll not judai7.e and be idle on the 
Saturdny (Sabbath, Origin:1l) but. shall work on thut 
day but the Lord's day they shn11 especially honer 
... " Now this one nction of one Catholic Council 
would not have been sufficient completely to reverse 
the practices of the entire church in all parts o! tht. 
world, but it did constitute the first official uttcrant~ 
by the church in that direction, and instead o! repu­
diatitlg whnt was done at Loodiceu, Inter councils 
have invariably upheld it. The 64 art.icles adopted 
br that council ;11·e today practically a part of the 
canon Ia\\' oi the Roman Catholic Church. 

If you desire more information reg:~rding any of 
lhe llbove, feel Ire~ lo write and I am sure if y1.nt 
are an honest inquirer the Spil'it o! God will lead you 
into all truth, and fo1· this I am praying. 

Mr. W. R Fouls ton 
81 Delaware Ave. 
City 

D1·at· M t '. Foul~lou : 

Very sincerely yours, 
W. R. Foulston 

872 King S t. We!>t 
Toronto, Ontario 
June 25, 1!>45 

Your le t te r· of June 1rl cnrne dul y lo hnnd. 
You suy you n rc qui to 5\II'Jlriscd lhnt I did not 

find tlu: " Comme nts" regarding the S cnpegout and 
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;\7.a7.d in "Smith's Uiblc Oictionary." Sorry, my 
dl•:u· hrolhcr, I did find the "Comments'' in "Smith's 
Bible Diclion:u·y" bul l did not find Smith's Bible 
Dictionary endorsing the "Comments"; but taking 
:m entirely different position !rom the "Comments'' 
you rcfer to. 

And let 01<' here remind you of the. fact tha t you 
did not say the "Comments" were "in" the Diction­
Rrr but you gave Smith's Bible Dictionary :~s un 
authorily, at least one o f them, for your position. So 
T still claim thnt you hn,·e misrepresented "Smith 's 
Bible Dictionary." And you should be courageous 
enough to :tcknowlcdge it to your audience. Will you 
do it ? 

. Then I notice lhnt you pass judgment upon me 
simply because I asked you a few questions on "The 
S<1bbnth." Your lnn.s;uage Hi( follow:<; 

"\'ou1· objedi(lns nr·e undouhtt'dly inspired 
by your de!\in· to c-ontinue to brenk God's 
l:lw nnd resem any reference to any sin 
that makes th" rnrilty seem so uncomfort­
ahll'. 

Would you be kind enough to read Matt. 7:1 and be 
govemcd accordingly before you claim to take the 
\\'ord or God as your guide. 

When I read this, I wondered what code "i 
r:thics you follow. I do not count all who disagree 
with me as dishonest. And I do nol get sore when 
a~kC!d a fl'w que~tions on what I hdicvc. 

I asked you fi rst, When wns the Sabbath first 
~h·cn to men? '"foJ Adam and E'·e, you say, at tlw 
close of creation." Strange you did not point out thr 
command :1t that lime. Yes, God "Rl!stcd" and God 
s;~nctified or appointed the &tbbath, but it devolves 
upon you lu show when God !lanctified o r a ppointed 
it. The n ook of Concsis 1\'llS wri tten twenty five: 
hundred ycnrs nfter Creation and a t that time Cod 
had set apa rt or a ppointed the sev•:nth da y us a dny 
of resl fo r 'J'ho.sc Who Came Out of Eg yptian Bond-
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age. J!;xodu~ 20:2, !.1 , 10. Plcusc 1111tc \"crs,: :!. 

nut you say lhHl Got.! said "l{cmcmlll•r" uud }"lltl 

ask "How could they 1·emcmber whnL had not been 
given? ' ' Strnnge you fo rgot refe rring me to Ex. lli, 
and saying that this was before the Giving of the 
Law on i\It. Sinai. In Ex. 16 Moses does not say 
"Remember," but teachcl! them the " Sabbath Law.'' 

And you say the Snhhnlh was commanded and 
expected to be kept aflor the Cross.- Mnt. 24:20. 

Now thnl scripture mentions the Winter as well 
as lhe Sabbath. So we h:we "Holy Win ter and Holy 
Sabbath." That, Lhnl proves too much proves no~h­
ing. So try again. Wh~· not put your imaginativn 
to work and not t ry the: scripture, for you know 
lhat not one single Christian, J ew or Gentile a fter 
the Cross was ever commanded to Keep the Sabbath. 
Scripture please. 

You say as f:11· as you know, we h:n·e no info:·­
mation that Jesus did or did nol meet with his dis­
ciples on the Sabbnlh after the Cross. And you can 
be safe in saying that we have no p1-oof that any of 
the apostles ever commanded any of the disciples to 
keep the Sabbath after the Cross. 

Now suppose you try it by st~n·ting a t the fit·~;; 
chapter of Romans nud go 0 11 un t il you reach Reveia­
tion 22nd chapter nnd tell us what luck you have-­
t ry please. 

And you say you do refer to Mrs. White in your 
preaching and that you only lately gave one of her 
books to every fnmily pt·cscnl. Then you r efer to 
1 Cor. 14:22. Now were there any unbelievin~ 
families? 1 f so, d id you folow this scripture ? 

You say, ''Let l\l rs. White spea k for herself." 
I asked you, Do you believe hc1· words to be the 

Word of the Spirit or the Word of God? Can't ynu 
answer for "Yourself"' ? 1 know whnl Mrs. Whi ~e 
claimed, but the question is to you. Answer it 
please. 

l know lhnt Mt·s. WhiLe once snid The Door of 
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Salvation is clvsed to all Sinners. And then she had 
anolhcr rev!'lalion and said it was opened to them 
again. She ou ts trips the Pope here. 

You fai ll•d to answer my last question-What 
Pope claimed to change the Sabbath from Saturday 
lo the first day of the week? You refe r to Councils 
nnd Civil Magistrates tlu·ough the first few cen­
turies before there was any Pope-and fail to tell 
me the Pope who claimed to make the change. Put 
yom imagination to work here. Why not? 

Stran~e, isn'l it, that. when you quote the Deca· 
Iogue Ex. 20, you never quote verse 2 that s hows to 
whom this Jaw was given. 

When you exhibit a cha1t with the Ten Com­
mnnclments on it. you always le1we off verse 2 of 
Ex. 20. WilY ? 

You will find the pronoun "Thou, Thee, and 
Thy." 

To publish the Ten Commandments without the 
introduction is an:1logous to publishing the Constitu­
tion without the Preamble or the publishing of :1 
Stntute without the " Enacting Clause." 

It now falls to you lo prove that any one else 
was e,·er commanded lo keep the Sabbath except the 
"Thou," "Thee," "Thy." Do so please, or say you 
can't. 

VPr l'c JO of Ex. 20 says "Thou" shnll do no 
work, nor Thy sons, Thy daughters, Thy men serv­
ants, maid servants, ox, ass, or the Stranger within 
Thy gntes.'' 

But l\Trs. White says The Stranger Without the 
Gates too, must do no worlt on that d:1y; nnd nil 
Advents say "Amen." 

In lhis she m:1kes a law that God nev('r mndc-
and yuu tnlli of the Pope mnkin~: In ws. 

One more question-
What Coven:~nt arc you under? 

Sec Gnl. 4 :2·1. Is it this one? 

11 



When did Lhe New Covenant become of IorcP.? 

Hcb. 9:17. 
I have only begun to give you work to do, l'-? 

don't peal with my honesty or dishonesty. Get down 
lo the tn sk in hand :md try to ~ivc me some pr(lof. 

Mr. W. Boaz 
372 King Street W. 
Toronto, Ontario 

Dcnr. Mr. Bonz 

Very sincerely yours, 
W. Boaz 

81 Delawnre A v~. 
Toronto, Ontario 
July 3, 1945 

.Just A fi'W lines in reply to your recent Jetter. 
The answer to many of your questions will uP. 

found in some material that I am sending you under 
separnte cover. The r eason I am doing this is be­
cause it would be impossible for me to g ive as com· 
plete nnswer ns will be found in this materinl. This 
largely concerns your latest question regarding the 
"Covenants." Certainly I am l iving \mder the New 
Covenant and under it!; terms I will have the law of 
God written within my heart and will depend on the 
Gt·nce of Christ to save me from its transgressions. 

Many become confused because they do not 
understand the Moral and Ceremonial law and hence 
\\'hen th C> y rend lhnt somt>thing was abolished they 
conclude that it was the Mornl instead of the Cerc­
moni:\1. This disti nction hetwecn Moral and Cere­
moninl law is a distinction that has been clearly 
unclcrstoocl by rno!\l rclisdous organizations and n~' 
c(ln(usion is noticed unlil they try to e\'ade the 
responsibilily to keep the fourth commnndmen~. 
Tlu•y do not appeal lo this in regard to any of the 
other commnndmcnts . 

'fhC'rl! is n qnr·slion thal r am going to nsk you 
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and that is when· yrtu find in lhc Bible tbe com­
mand lo ltt•t•p Surulay ur auy !;llg'lj<'t>tiun that. it w:ts 
to IJc ol>scrwd as a holy day. If it. is a parl of Chris­
tian ol>ligation then it mus t ue there somewhere 
l.lccuusc Paul ,.:aid," For 1 have uol shwmed to dednrc 
unto you ltll the council of GoJ." Acts 20 :27. AuJ 
agaiu in Acts 28:1 7 Paul w:ts a ble l.o say, "Though 
I have committed nothing a~ainsllhc people, or cus. 
toms of our fa then>, yet was 1 dcl ivcrcd prisoner ... " 
l'aul kept the snmc day the J ews did even after the 
l.lcsurrcction ..,,. he would never have been able to 
say thi s and be telling the truth. And s ince he gave 
"all lhe council of God'' where is his instruction re­
garding the ouservan<;c of Sunday. When you reply 
giving me the text as lO where this change is clearly 
given or C\'Cll insinuated or hinted at as taking the 
place of the four th commandment I will thank you 
becnuse it would be so much cosier for me personally 
to keep lhc day that t.he world observe!; out I cannot 
do h till I find it 111 th<: Bible. Where do you get 
your authori t y? 

Hoping- that you find lhe answer to all your 
questions regarding the Covenants and the two la ws 
in the material and ii you hnve further questions 
feel free to write me about them. J am 

Mr. W. n. Foulston 
81 Delaware Avenue 
City 

My Ucur Sir: 

Sincerely yours, 
W. R. Foulston 

:.l'i2 King St. West 
Toronto, Ontario 
July 11, 1945 

Your lclll.: r of July :.lrd lo hnn<.l and it is somc­
whuL of u :>Uilll'isc lo me. 

It appears to me you are declining further di11-
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~u:.sion of Lhe questions before us. 
The t1llt!Siton of Smith's lliiJic 1Jicliona1·y is •l 

serious one to me. 'fo slate that. an uutho1· lakes n 
ccn:~in pusition, and whon shown thut suit! nuth:>r 
docs not, but tnkcs a rcvct·sc position :md you clo:.c 
up liken clam; it louks to me that. the musk h:~s been 
tom off you completely nnd yon arc lc(l without a 
leg to stnnd upo11. 

You must rcmcmb<.: t' that you put. yout·scl! up Ul> 

n !cadet· of men, a followet· of Clu·isl, an example to 
the public, and yout· conduct should be such tbat th\! 
world could follow wilh safety. You know that theH.: 
is nnothct· command to the Decalogue· besides tlh: 
Sabbath, "Thou shall not bear false witness." You 
know that you ba\'C miSl'Cpresented this author-­
What at·\! you going to do about jt '! 'rell your pe•>­
ple that you misrept·esenlcd this author 01· stand 
com·tcted before God as a pet·,·crter of fact:.. 

Then whcu pl'cscntcd with other question to 
regat·ding Adventism, you evade the issue by senu­
mg a lot o! litet·aturc filled with contradictions not 
only o! the .Bible but o! your own posit.ions, anJ 
deeline to e\·en attempt to aJlSWer the things 1 ha\'c 
p1·esentcd. 

One of the leaflets sent me written by a Hom.1n 
Pl'iest clauns that the Subbath was changed by the 
Rom<~n Catholics during the d:tys of the apostht-;. 
;\ow du you believe thul? 'l'hct·c was no Pope then, 
1nd thts conuadicts what you ha\'c suid in your 
lectures and in your lcllcrs to me. Yet you send out 
;uch rot, fo1· the public to read. ln sending out this 
rot, you IJccome a party to the crime. 1 must say 
that you arc hard pressed to resol'l to this trick. 
But it docs not wot·k on me. 

An Advent writer in one oC the magazines sent 
me cluims that the disciples diu nut come together 
on the first day of the week, bul: on the Subhath. 
Acts 20:7. If lhis be true the Bihle lied. Wh:n 
teacher!! these Advents!!! 
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,\ nd tho commnml to kceJl the Saubnlh from 
Adam to Moscti--yOu nwdc one attempt, and when 
shown youl· enor you sity no more. You say it is 
first mentioned in Exodus, 16th chapter and the 
word "Remember" is not there. You know th!tt 
Moses saic.l "God made nol this cO\'cnunt. with our 
fnthers." Dcut. 5:1-4. You know lhat Mos.cs said, 
Deut. !i: 15 "J\ nd rcmemuct· lhn l thou wnst a sel'vant 
in the land o( Egypt-Therefore the Lo1·d lhy God 
comm:tlHlccl 'thee to koup lhc Suubath." Do you 
t·cmcmbcr this when you keep the Sabbath? 

And you know that the Bible says-God made 
known to ls1·ncl His Holy Sabbath alter bringing 
them om of Egypt, yc~ you say they knew it before. 
llcnd Nch. !>:1<1. And you send literature that triel> 
to make a distinction between the Law of the Lord 
and thr l:l\\' of Moses. The Biule makes no such 
dtstinctlon and I challenge you to produce it. l know 
thal the Sabhuth was given to Israel through Mos!!3: 
nnd 1 know thnl Cot· 1500 years jl was binding on 
Is rael, bul it was not binding on the stranger with­
out Israel's gates. 

You ask me to prove so and 30 regarding the 
fir'St day o( the week. ~ly brothe1·, I am not affirm­
ing anything. I nm denying that the Sabbath is 
btndinc on Christians. ThaL is for you to prove. J 
do deny that the first dny of lhe week is the Sab­
bath-never has been nnd never will be. So do not 
try to change the subject until you have proven your 
position. When you do this, 1 am willing lo take a 
position on the lirst. dny of the week, nnd I'll not 
lSk Romun Priests lo help me out either-God pily 
the religion that has to go to Rome !or n witness 
Ol' proof of its posi tion. 

I asked you were you n mcmbct· oi the Coven:snt 
mentioned in Galatian3 II ::lil. Did )•ou :111swer? No, 
you did uot. 

You suy you ure a member of the New Covenaht 
unc.l thnl the lnw is written in your heart. Now 
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plc<tl>C shO\\ me where God ever Wl'ole t he Subbath 
in nny he<tt·t as " command or the N~.:w Covenant. I 
can show you <Ill the other nine command~ of the 
Uccnlogut: \Hillen in the New Covenant, yet God 
did not once mention the Sabbath us a command in 
tbe New Covenant. Yet Mrs. Whit.c snys it is tuc 
Grc;ttest Command in the Dcc:ulo!,"\11!. 

1 nsked you, Do you believe the wttllngs 01 ~l!"S. 
White to be the Word of the Spu·l\. ot· the Word of 
God. Did you alll>Wet·'! Oh no, you did not. Why~ 

1 said that 111 all yout· chutts gt,·in~ the T(!n 
Commandments, you u ways leave oH verse 2 .:.f 
Exodus 20. Wh)•? And you selll me a mngnztr.e 
with the chart in it , and verse 2 of Exodus was left 
off-why, fot· God's s ake why? 

Now please try to meet t hese thiugs :'llld lea,·e 
the Pope om, of it-usc the Bible if you can. 

In your le tlet· you quotu Acts , 2!l:li. And I 
~tight call your attention to the fact that ''Oul' 
Fathers" taught all the feast days , ull the sacd­
fices, so tell us where you drnw the line. A ll t hese 
things belong to The "Counsel of God" in the days 
>f the "Fathers". So l fear you prove too much. 
Why d id you not quote lllntthew, 23:1-4 ? Would 
that not help you? You have "Lnw of God" and 
'Law of .Moses" but Christ forgot to mention tho: 
'Law of God" but said Abmham stud "They have 
Moses and the Prophets, let them hear them; Luke 
16:29-31. What a terrible mistake Abrnhnm 
nade!! You might turn to ~ Chronicles 31:3, a nd 
;ee what the Law of the Lo1·d includes. Too much 
:or you, 1 fear. 

Some Things Fut· \'uu 'l'o Think About 

1. The 7th day Snubuth wns nut communtlt•u 
of Adum. 

~. It wus not givl!u to Au•·ahnm. 

3. It was not lwown in Egypt uc fOI'C the Wil­
derness. 

lG 

4. It was first mentioned in Exodus 16 . 
5. 1t h:tu to b1· tau~rht to them. 
r.. Moses had to be told what to tl!ll the peo­

ple to do on that day. 
-;. ll \V:ls nol givrn to the it· f:tthers. Deut. 

5:1-4. 
!\. Tl w:t~ incorpor:1led in the Jewish Law nt. 

H oreb. 
!l. It wns for the people who came out of 

EtD'pt, thcit sons, d:lllghters, men ser\':'lllt s, 
maid scr\'::mts, thrir ox, ass, and the stran­
gt>r within their g:1tes. 

10. It was not for the strnngl' l' without their 
gates. 

11. It wns n Sign betwern God and the I:;­
raelites. 

12. Il wns not a Sign between God :md anr 
other Nation. 

J 3. The people who kept it were to remember 
their bondage in Egypt. 

14. It was an Old Testament command. 
15. It is not n New Tcstmne:ut command. 
16. J ews were commanded to keep it. 
17. Gentiles were never commanded lo keep it. 
18. It wns in force f rom t he W ilderness to the 

Cross. 
19. It was never commanded after the Cross. 
20. It is not mentioned in Acts as a command. 
21. It was not honoured by Christ's keeping 

it dur ing the 40 days after the Cross while 
he was on Etulh. 

22. It is not mentioned as a command from Ru­
mans to the last of Revelations. 

23. It is mentioned by those who take Ellen (;. 
While a s their pt·ophetcs~;. 

24. It is not kept b~· those who lnke the Ne.v 
Tc!lt.ament ns 'their Guide. 

25. Mrll. W hile coulcl uol fiud it in the N~w 
Tcslameut und hml lu h:tv" a revelation-
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And go to hcnvcn and sec it in the Ark , t 
the Covcnnnt thert'. 

26. It is the ~:re:\lcst c:ommnnd 111 the Bible to 
to nil who follow Ellen C. White. Sec 
Enrly Writing- Pngc G5. What n religion! 

27. Its devotees nrc in bondnJre. Sec Galatians 
4:24 to l n:~t nf lh<' Chnpter . 

28. Advent ists claim the Pope changed the 
Sabbath lnw from Snturdny to Sunday. 

29. Adventists clnim thnt. the change wns mnrle 
grndually durinr, th(· fil·st few centurios 
before t.hc•·c wns u Pope. · 

SO. Adv~.:ntists send out literature written by n 
priest who clnims it wns chnnged by the 
Church of Romr dudn~t the dnys of the 
Apostles. 

My conclu!iion is -

"It is hnrd to tell whether the snnke that. made 
the track wns going Not·th or coming back." 

)fr. W. R. Foulson, 
31 Delaware Avenue, 
Toronto 4. 

Dear Sir: 

Yours truly, 
W. T. Bonz 

372 Ktng St. West, 
Toronto, Ontario, 
August 25, 19.S5 

Your long llilencc :tince my laljt letter reached 
you stands as evidence that you nrc not quite 51) 

sure,of your position, nnd you•· (nilut·c in the pn3t 
to :111~\\'Cl' many Of the QUCSt!OnS f }tnve preSCilll!d 
is still further proof o r the rnct thnt there is 1\ 

weakness either in your po11ition or your own in· 
ability to discuss the quc11lion nt issue. I do not 
l.lt:lievc that you n1·e unn!Jic to dclln le a ,,u~slion, 
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hut us I ha\'c long Illite known the position yo:.J 
l41;e cnnnot bc defended. l l L:mds pleading for SUJI· 
port, but pleads in v:un. It is in conOict with tb~ 
teaching of the Btble and is out of joint nt e,·e.-y 
angle. 

But. I nm prcsenttng n few more things that 
should be ~.ud-Should you dcl!irc to reply I shall 
be glad to give whnt you say due considerntion. 

Adventists quote Exodus l G:lG, "Wherefore the 
Children of ISI'nel 11hnll keep the Sabbath, to obsen·e 
the Sabbath throug hout this generation for a per· 
petunl covcnnnt." They usk "How long will per­
petual last? " But why docs the passage say thnt 
the Child1·en of ls mel s hould perpetually observe 
the Sabbath, if indeed, it was the duty of all peo(lle 
to observe I~? 

The worc.l "Pet·petunl" is only a long period 
with Adventists when h relntes to the Sabbatl:; 
when it •·elntcs to things in the "Law of ~loses" it 
comes to an end quitc soon, but when to the Sab· 
bnth-"Perpctual" never ends. 

Exodus 12:1<1-"And this day (Passover) sba;J 
be unto you for a memorial and ye shall keep 
it n feast to the Lorc.l throughout your generations, 
ye shall keep it 11 feast. for an ordinance forever." 

Now "htch IS the g reater, perpetual, or, for· 
evt:r? They nrc equivalent, and Adventists dare 
not deny tl, from thi~ Scripture Adventists should 
learn that n perpetual thing had been abrogateti, 
for they admtt that the Pnssover has been abol­
ished. 

Read again-"Ant.l when Aaron lighteth th:! 
lamps at. even, he shall bum incense upon it, a per­
petual incense befo re the Lot·d through your gen· 
emtion." l::xoc.lus 30:8. How long is "Pet·petual '' 
now? Advcnti:.~ls :my. the Allnt· o ( incense has bcl!n 
abolishccJ-yu t. it. wns to bo ''pot·pctunl or Cot· evet·." 

A c.leeeplivc 11c:hemo practised by Adventi.'lt 
preachers-They present n chnrt. before the public 
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nn which they claim that they lmve "II that wa.c; 
written on the Tnble~ of Stone This • ~ not trul!. 
The prl!:lmblc to the dec:tlogue hns been lcfl oU 
entirely. Why? Bec:tusc they cnn preach Sah­
batarinnism bcttet· without it. 

They lc:tve ofC their chart the very pnragr:~ph 
on the Tables of Stone thnt shows to whom the 
decalogue wns \nilten. Having beheaded the Tnblr.s 
of Stone they JH·oceed to tell the public thnt the only 
thing lhnt preserves the N:lme of the Lord is thP 
Sabbath command. This is not t1·ue. The vc•·y first 
thing written 011 the Tabes of Slone ill n:J follow3: 

"1 am tho Lo1·d thy God which hnvc bt·ought thee 
out of the land of Egypt, ou t of tho house of bond­
age." ' E xodus 20:2. 

No wonder t hey behead the dccnloguc. 
This l:lw wns not directed to nnyonc else bu t 

to those \\']JO cnm<' out of Egypt nnd theia· descend­
ants. 

Read Deut. 5:2,3-)loscs says it wns gh·en to 
u;;, c~·cn us, who nrc all nlivc this d:1y. 

And he SliYS it was not ghcn to our h1ther~. 
And the Bible says no othea· nation hnd laws 

like iL 

)frs. White s;~ys it was gi\'en to Adam nnd also 
to the :'Ingels in he:wen-See Spmt or Prophecy, 
Vol. 1, Pnge 261. Wh:n a nice thing for God ic> 

sa~· to Angell; in Henven: "Thou sh:~lt not covet thy 
neaghbor.c; ox o r his ass". And what would Adnm 
h~\·e th~ught i f God hnd said "I nm the Lord thy 
God wh•<"h h•·ought thee out of tile' l:lud of Eu-ypt out 
of the house of hondnge." 

A_nolhf·•· pic>ce n( so,phista·y thnL they mnkc 
look hkc somelhin~ wheu it is nolhlug i11 from Ro­
mans 9 : L2 " Whflrcfol·e the lnw is Holy nnd the com­
mundm ent holy, j ust und good." 'l' hcy nMs urnc thnl 
the luw iH the 'l'cn Commnndmouts. 'l'hon lhev 
nsk, Why abolish lhnt which ill holy, jusL nnd good.? 

Let them answer the demnuds of their· own 
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log1c, nnd nil will •cc the weakness. Wbnl w:os 
there ubout the l'nsso\'er lhnt was nol holy-God 
said it WR!I holy, nnd if it wns holy it was good 
und if good it wns just. Now Jet Adventists attend 
lu theit· own quclltion. Why abolish that which t! 

holy, just and good ? 

Ad\•cntists claim the Snbbath was not abolished 
bec:tusc ll po1ntcd bnckward. They allege that the 
Sabhnth of whtch P:tul refers in Col. 2, :trc "shad­
ows o( things to come" ond that the weekly Sac­
bnth points bnck nud for this reason cannot be 11 

" sh:\dow of lhiugs to come" ot· point forwa rd, and 
that •·efot·cuco musl huve been to other Sabbaths 
of the lnw or Moses. In this they make a sad fail­
ure, such fullurcs ns nrc only made by the ndvCJ­
cnte~; of fnl sc doc~l'iuc. Sec whnt n fix they are in 
now. The seventh dn)· Sabbath is not abolished be­
c:tuse it points bnckwnrd - the P:~ssover points 
hnckw:ud. Now let the Adventist lake his own med­
icme. 

The Sabbath pomts backward and according to 
Ad\·ent logic 11 not abolished. This Ad\·ent logic 
makes another sheep-kalling necessary nnd at least 
one g:uden o( every S:tbbatarian colonr should be 
allotted tO the I:IOWth or bitter herbs to be eaten 
with the Paschal LAmb. 

But they sny the Sabbath looks back and cannot 
look forward. 1( thts were true it cannot point ror­
waJd; but it is not true, for the reason that tb~ 
Pnssovea· looked both bnckwnrd and forward, for 
Pnul MYil "Fol' even Ch•·ist our passo"er is sacri­
ficed foa· u11." I Coa·. 6:7. 

Moses Mid, "And t·cmcrnbcr that thou wast n 
S(!J'Vllrtl in the lnnd or Egypt and that the Lord 
thy God hrouultl thee out thence through u mighty 
hand and by n slrctchccl ou t a rm ; Therefore the 
Lord thy Cod Comma nded thee to keep the Snbbnth 
day." Dout. 6:16. 'l'hc Snbbnth wns rest from 
Egypti1111 uon1lngr nnd servitude. This Egyptian 
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houdu~c is ccl'laiuly llll' Lypc of our bondnge iu sin. 
This Sabbath rest was the first inslilulion given lo 
Is rael after they were haptized unto Moses. The 
order of events arc related llms-lst. Dclh·er:m~e. 
2nd. Rest-Sabhnlh. They wet·e delivered wht!n 
they came up out of the Hed Sen and Cod gave them 
rest-Sabbath. 

When we arc b;~ptizcd into Christ as they were 
unto Moses we receive rest as the first thing ju:;t 
liS they. Theirs w:ts rest from bondage in Egypt. 
Ours is rest from bondage in s in in the sense of 
forgiv eness for sin. 

Rcmision of sins is thet·efore the Christia'1 
rest nnd the Anti-Type of Is rae l's rest. Jesus say:~: 
"Come unto me and I will give you rest." 

Note- The Passo,·er rest was in memorv of the 
event when Israel wns delivered from the d cstroy­
iug :wgel. The se,·enlh d:n· rest was in memot"\" 
of the event when Israel wa~ delivered from Egyp.t. 

Adventists argue thnt the g reatness of the sev­
enth day rest depends on the fact that God rested 
on that day. God having rested on the seventh day 
wns the reason for selection of that day, but tl1·~ 
rest was appointed on t.hat day because of dc live:·­
nnce. See Deut. 5:15. 

Two things hnd lo happen before t he a ppoint­
ment of this dar. 1st. God h;td to rest. on that day 
1111d 2nd. Israel had to uc delivered from Egypt. 

The word Sabbath occurs sixty times in the 
New Testament and Adn•ntists ndmiL t hat fiftv­
nine times it refers lo the Seventh dny Sabba~h 
hut in the GOth time it docs nut. This GOth time 
happens to be in Colo~~i:tn$ i!: l •l-1 6, where it is 
abolished-and condemned. The word in the Gt·eek 
and in the English is exactly Lhc same in all th.! 
GO occunenc<:s. 

Such strange logic these Adventis ts usc. 

Adventists do not obey the Sabhath Law-with 
nil their boastings they fnll far short of it. Resti11g" 
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on the Saulmth Day is not obeying the law in full­
Read Numben; 28:9.10. "And on the SnbiJ:~th d;~~· 
two lamhs without spot nnd two tenth dcnls of 
flou r for a me:tt offet· ing, min{tlcd with oil nnd the 
drink offesing thereof; This is the burnt offering of 
every Sahbn lh." 

Now whnt. Snbhnt.h do Adventists clnim to 
keep? The same one as found in Numbers 28:0,10. 
Listen to the Law 1·egnrcling the Sabbnth. The k1w 
for "e,·ery Snbbnl h". When this offering is goue 
the Sabuath is gone for it is the "burn t offering 
of every S:1hhnth." So if the Adveutists h:we n 
Sabbath lhnl docs not hnvc these burnt offerings­
then it is not one of the "every Snhb:~t hs" men­
tioned in Numbers 28:9,10. 

It has bee"n asked when will the Sabbath be 
gone? Amos 8:5. The answer is found in Verse 9, 
same Chapter. "And it shall come lo pass in lhnl 
day, saith the Lord God, that I will cause the sun 
to go down at noon, and I will darken the earth 
in the clear dn.y." 

When did the Sun go down at Noon? Sec Luke 
23:44, 45. The sixth hour-"Noon"-There wns dark­
ness over oll the earth. 

When will the Sahbnth be gone? When the sun 
goes down a t noon. 

When did the sun go down at noon? When Christ 
was c rucified. The ear th was darkened in clear day. 
And it was finish ed-Matthew 27; Colossians 2:14,16. 

So we find Pnul in Galatians 4:21. Tell me, ye 
that desire lo be under the law, do yc not hear the 
law? For it is writl.cn, Abraham had two sons: th1~ 

1>ne by a bondm:.lid, lhe other by a free woman. But 
he who was of the boucl wom:m was born after the 
flesl1; but he of the f1·ce woman was by promise. 

Which things a rc tin allegory; for these arc the 
two covenants, the o~l'! from The Moun t Sinai which 
~cndcrcth lo honda):(<' which is Agar. 

V. 25, "Fo1· this Agnr is Mount Sinai in Arnbi.1, 
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nnd nnswcrclh to Jerusalem which now is, and is in 
bondage with her children." 

V. 26, "But J e1usalcm which is above is free, 
which is the mother or us all." 

Atlvrntisls nrc in bond:1ge. The >' claim me mber­
ship in the c:ovennnt thnt came from Mount Sinni 
in Ar:1bia. 

Now Paul bas not changed the subject fro." 
Galatians 3:21 "Is the Law then ngninsl the promises 
o f God? God fo1·bid; for if there had been o La•.\· 
gh·en which could have given life, Verily righteous­
ne-ss should have been by tho Law. But the scrip­
Lure hnth concluded all under sin, that Lhe promi~>e 
by fnith of Jesus Christ might be given to them thnt 
hc:lievc. 

Bnt before faith came, we were kept under t.hll 
Lnw, shut up unto the faith which should nftcrwnrtls 
he revealed. 

Wherefore the law was our schoolmaster to 
bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by 
faith. 

But after that faith is come, we are no longer 
under n schoolmaster. 

F or ye :trc all the children of God by faith in 
Chr ist Jesus. F or :\5 mnny of you as hnve b~en 
baptized into Chrillt, h:wc put on Christ.. 

There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither 
bond nor free, there is neither male nor female; for 
ye arc nil one in Christ Jesus, and if ye be Chris~·s 
then nrc ye A br:1hnm's seed, and heirs according to 
the promise." 

:-Jow from U1e nhovc we lenrn thnt the "genera­
tions" of the Jews hnd come to nn end. The Sahbnlh 
wns to be kept throusrhou t their "generntions." 

Their gcne1·utions e nded in God's Right, so the 
S abbath ended with their generations being no 
lo nger recogni1.~d by God. Surely an Adventist c:m 
!«'C thiR. 

Ttu·ir claim that the Law of the Lord n111l thr 
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Law of Moses arc two distinct. laws is ridiculous, 
but Lhcy maltc tho claim to snvc themselves. They 
claim the Sabbnlh belongs to the law of the Lord, 
and nil sacrifices nnd ceremollies belong to the lnw 
uf Moses; thnl the lnw of Moses is nbolished nn•l 
thnl the lnw of the Lord is not, therefore the Snt;. 
bath still stands. 

Well, let us !tee whnl else would stand if lhrr. 
position he true. Luke 2:24, "And to offer a sacri­
fice ncco1·ding to thnL which is said in the law of t.he 
Lord, a l'uir of tunic doves or t.wo young pigeons." 
So we find t.hnl the lnw of the Lord was the lnw that 
hnd sacrifices in iL. So :lccording to Adventists the 
law of the Lo1·d is nbolishcd. 

H eb1·ews J0:28 snys that "Those who despised 
Moses' l:\w died without met·cy." 

Adw~nti:;tlt say that "To Cent· God nnd keep Ilis 
commandments (Ecdesi:lstes 12:13) is the whnle 
duly of mnn; lhut the "commandments" refer to the 

· Decalogue or· the law of the Lord. 
Then man mu~· do his whole duty nnd slill die 

without ml•rey according to their logic, !or if the 
Ten ''Commnndmcnts" constitute the whole duty of 
man and the law of )foses is n separate law fro>m 
the law of the Lord or the Decalogue, then man d;c! 
nol have to obey lhe law o f Moses; but if he did not 
:mo despi!led 1t he d ied without mercy. 

When will the Adventists !cam to reason? 

Christ snid for the J ews lo do :md obscl~,·e 
whntsoe\•e•· the law of i\loses required. Matt. 23:1, 2. 

Abrnhnm told the r ich man thal his brethnm 
had Moses and the prophets, and ii they would not 
hear Lhc m the y would not be persuaded though one 
I'OSC from the dcnd. Surely Christ should hn,·c 
known thnt the luw of Moses would not do, but 
Abruhum :;hould hn.vc suid "They huve the Decu­
logue, let them hour Lhut," according to Adventist!!. 

Advcntistll nrc continually quoting "The SnU.. 
bnt.h wa11 mndo for mnn." Well, it wns "made." Ami 
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th;H is evidence lh:.t it is nol clct·nul like morol 
pnncipll'S. 

Th~·y wc1 c not. made-but. were ctcrnnl. They 
were comnHinded Lccuusc t.bey were right-not right 
Lccnusc they WI)JC commanded. 

Destroy the covenant of which they wct·c n p:u ~. 
and you dcstr·oy Lhcm as covenant conlmands only. 
l3ul you do not des troy them, for they were l'ighl 
and eternal before they were mudc u pnl'i. of thn t. 
CO\'cnanl: but any command that is right. becnusc it. 
is commanded, dcslroy lhc covenant. t.o which il. 
belongs und you dc!~tr·oy the thing itself unkss you 
re-incorpor:He it in another covenant. The Snblmth 
was l'ig-h t. becnuso iL w;~s commanded and bccamo n 
p:ul of 1 he covennnl of Sinai. Destroy tho t covcnm1t. 
nnd you ha\'t! destroyed the th ing itself 'J'hc Covc­
n:tnt. of Sinni wns done nwny-Galntinns 4:21 to LlH: 
last of lhe chnpler. So not being re-incorpontLed in 
lhc l'ew, it IS not. binding on man today. 

In confirmation of the nbove I call your atlen­
lion to Hebrews 12:18 to 20. "For ye arc not come 
umo the ~lount that. might be touched, nnd th.1l 
burned with f ire, nor unto blnckness and dnrknc,;s 
unt.l tempest." 

V. 22, "Dut ye ure come unto ~oum Zion, anu 
\mto the City of the Living God, t.he hca\·enly Jeru­
salem, und to an innumerable compan~· of angels." 

V. 23, "To the Gcnci'Ul Assembly nnd church of 
the firstborn, which n•·c wlitt.en in heaven, nnd to 
God the Judge of all, and lo the spirits of just men 
made pcl'fl!cl." 

V. 24, "And to J esus lhe mediator of the nuw 
covcnunt, and lo the blood of sprinkling, lhnt spcuk­
cth bcll<.!l' things thun lhnl o.C Abel." 

"Sec llwt Y<.! refuse not him that spenkcth, for 
if t.h<.!y cscupcd not who refused him that. s pnke o r1 

cnrth, much more 11hall not we escape if wo I.Ul'll 

uway from him thllt 11peakeLh f1·om heaven. 

"1\nd lhi!. word, yl'l once more, s ignific th, the 
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Rcmo,·inJ: or Tho!.1' Thin~:s Thnt Arc Shaken. as of 
thing!- th:ll nrt' ·~l ndc.' Thnl Those Things Which 
C'anntll llc Shnkcn ~l:ly ltemnin." 

Tht· thing~ lhnt wc1·c shaken were things that 
""•' l't' m:tdc. Th~ Subb:llh was made and therefore 
,.haken-nnd removed. 

But thc t>lcmnl Jll'inciJllcs remain. 
No wonder God snid from heaven-When PctP.r 

w;•ntcd to build ths re tabernacles, one to :\loses, one 
t C' E lial'. one to Chris t. "This is my beloved Son, 
ll t'nr· yr 111m." 

And so Christ said just before he left this earth, 
Matthew 28:10, 20, "Co Y<• therefore and teach nil 
nntio11s, hnptizin~r them in the namt- of the Father, 
and of the Sou, ond of the Holy Spirit; 

"Tenchinn them t.o observe nil things whats?­
t'\'E'I' 1 ha"e commanded you, and lo, r am with you 
alway, even unto the end of the world." 

"The law was given by Moses, but grace and 
truth came: hy .Jesus Chl'isl." 

And in conclu$ion let me quote--
"Biollinl! out llw h:~ndwriting o! ordinanc!'s 

thnt was a~nmsl u,: , which wns contrary to us, an-i 
tool:. 11 oul or th<' way. :\ailing it to His Cross, and 
ha,·in~ spoil<>d pl'iucipnlilies and powers, He made 
a ;;:how of them openly, ~riumphing over them in it. 

' ' Let :\o i\lnu Thl·s·crorc judge you in meat, or 
drir:k, or in 1 especl of nn holy dn}•, or of the New 
~l oon , or of the ~ubha lh day. 

" Which nrc n shndow or t.hings to come: bul 
thf• bodv is of Chrild." Colossinns 2:14-17. 

Th~· "'"1 hn!> J!OIW down at Noon; The earth has 
bcen dm·l,cncd In clcal' day :lnd the Sabbath is gone. 

RN1d ~It·lm~ws 8:1~ nml Trust in the Lord. 
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