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THIS LITTLE PAPER TS DEDICATED TO THE
PROCLAMATION OF GCD'S FINAL WARNING TO "MODEAN ISRAEL®
(PROTESTANT AMERICA) IN THESE LATTE: "IMES
Ezek. 3:16-21; 33:1-11; Jer., 3N:6-7
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‘ESCAPEZ TO ZION, YOU WHO DWELL, WITH THE DAUGHTER (OF
BABYLON,
Zech, 2:7
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0 ISRAEL, RETURN TO THE LORD YOUR GOD, FQR YOU HAVE
STUMBLED AND FALLEN IN YOUR INIQUITY.
Hes., 1h:1
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ALL YOU INHABITANTS OF THE WOMLD, YOU WHO DWELL ON THE
FARTH, WHEN A SIGNAL IS RAISED ON THE MOUNTAINS, LOOK!
WHEN A TRUMPRI TS BLOWN, HEAR!

Isa, 16:3
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Lutherans Adopt Liberal

Ethi
By BETTY MEDSGER

MINNEAPOILIS (WP) — The
Lutheran Church in America
Thursday became the first Chris-
tian church in the nation to
adopt a liberalized sex ethic as
a ‘“‘basic stance.”

The historic action was taken
at the final session of the fifth
biennial convention of the 3.25
million-member church, largest
Lutheran denomination in the
nation. The decision to call it an
“official stance” was almost un-
animous.

The document on sex, although
it upholds the value of the legal
marriage contract, maintained
that a ‘‘covenant of fidelity” is
more Important than a legal
confraet.

Defined as a ‘“dvnamic, life-
long commifment of one man
and one woman in a personal
and sexual union,” the ‘‘cove-
nant of fidelity,” says the docu-
ment, should exist within the le-
gal marriage bhut could exisi out-
side legal marriage.

Delegates strongly defeated a
motion that would have omit-
ted the idea thal a covenant of
fidelity could exist outside legal
marriage.

One member of the denomina-
tion’s Board of Social Ministry,
Dr. Paul M. Orso of Baltimore,
explained that the document’s
ethic would allow Lutherans to
look favorably on the develop-
ment of a sexual relationship be-
tween a married person and
snmeone other than his marri-
age partner if, for legal or per-
sonal reasons, a divorce cannot
he nhtained and the ‘‘covenant”
has ceased to exist in the legal
marriage.

“*The important thing,”” Dr.
Orso explained, “would be that
a covenani existed in the new
relationship and that there was
an intention for a life-long cove-
nant in the new relationship.

Subject

We're trying to acknowledge
that we’re human, and, there-
fore, might not be able to keep
covenants permanent even
though that’s the original inten-
tion.” )

Debate on the 2,200-word docu-
ment, “Sex, Marriage and Fam-
ily,” prepared by an officially
appointed 10-member commis-
sion over a four-year period,
spanned seven days of the eight-
day convention.

Wednesday, as opponents’
tempers flared over the docu-
ment, the governor of Minne-
sola, Harold Levander, told the
695 delegates they would ‘‘look
ridiculous hefore the world,” if
they approved the document.

But the delepgates rejected the
governor's move in have action
on the document postponed for
two years.

By a narrow margin Wed-
nesday, they approved a siate-
ment, that restated the churches’
tradiliona] blanket condemna-
tion of sexual intercourse out-
side of marriage.

Thursday the delegales re-
considered that action and by
a wide margin, moved the con-
demnation from the preamble of
the document where they were
told \it would ‘‘devastate” the
document, to & lower position.

The addition to the original
document says: ‘because the
Lutheran Church in America
holds that sexual intercourse out-
side the context of the marriage
union is morally wrong, nothing
in this statement . . . is to be
interpreted as meaning that this
church either condones or ap-
proves pre-marital or extra-
marital sexual intercourse.”

Sponsors of the document lold

reporters after the' decument o

wag approved they vould inter.

pret ‘“‘marriage union,” as used
in the addition, to mean ‘‘cove-

of Sex

nant of fidelity and not legal
confract.”

The executive secretary of the
church's board of social minis-
try, Dr. Carl E. Thomas, said
approval of the document was
“historic’’ for two reasons.

“First, it puts the Lutheran
church firmly in the camp of
those who believe in contextual
ethics,” said Dr. Thomas, “In
doing that, it allows us to ad-
dress the most dlffxcult prob-
lems of life today.”

Contextual ethics is genelal-
ly defined as a system of ethics
in which decisions ahoul the
rightness or wrongness of an
act are made on lhe merits of
a specific situation rather than
according to rigid laws without
allowing for variation. Christian
conlextual ethicisis say their de-
cisions also are affected by,
but not downed by biblical as-
sertions.

Compassion Shown

Perhaps the most surprising

element in {he debhate Thursday
was the assembly's strongly
compassionate attitlude toward
homosexuality.

All attempts from the floor
to condemn homosexuals or to
speak about them in the docu-
ment as though they needed to
be cured were soundly defeated.
In the end, the docusfient deals
with the subject by saying, in
part:

“Persons who engage in homo-
sexual behavior are sinners only
as are all other persons . , .
They are often the spectal and
underserving victims aof preju-
dice and discrimination in law.
law enforcement,  cultural
mores, and congregational life
it 15 essential to see snch
persons as entitled to under-
standing and ‘justice in church
and community."




FROM THE EDITOR'S DESK

Dear Reader:
Greetings in the Saviour!
I have received many a "tongue lashing" from "irate church members"
for revealing the truth about the "churches" being "religlous Babylon"! I
recently came across an article on the "liberalization of the Lutheran
church" (see last page). Since finding this Lutheran article, I read in the
July issue of Look Magazine where the Presbyterian church has also adopted
a similar "liberalization act"! I have just one question: "WHO'S NEXT"?2?
It is time God's people (Moder# Israel) awake to the fact the "chur-
ches" have openly become the "habitation of demons"” (Rev. 18:2-24) and are
not a fit environment for anyone with decent morals and a healthy respect
for Almighty God's great Truth.
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MRS WHITE'S FALSE PROPHECIES

Mrs White "copied" so much of her materisl from other authors and
"claimed them as her own original writings" she was obliged to remove the
book "Sketches From The Life Of Paul" from the market or be sued for "plag-
larism"! Also, the book "Great Controversy" was so largely "plaglarized"

Trom D'Aubignets "History Of The Reformation" and Wylie's "History Of Prot-
estantism" she was finally forced to revise it.

The pressure was so strong against Mrs White's "copying" from other
authors "without giving credit" she was driven to either remove or revise
them, She also "copied" much about diet and health from other authors on
the subject. WE HAVE IN OUR LIBRARY THE BOOKS FROM WHICH MRS WHITE "“COPIED"
AND THEN "CLAIMED AS HER OWM ORIGINAL WRITIAMGS"I

O3 R ON N X X XXX KKK X R R RN R XX N K ¥ E XXX RNEEXEHR

INTEGRATION VS, THE GOLDEN RULE

The feeble efforts of the "race-mixers" to support their vies with
God's Word, have #o basis whatever. When pressed for Biblical Authority,
*hey quote "YOU SHALL LOVE YOUR NEIGHBOR AS YOURSELF" a#id "DO UNTO OTHERS
AS YOU WOULD HAVE THEM DO TO YOu™!

liow comes the mome#it of Truth! If I am advocating a society which
threatens té "mongrelize" my neighbor!s children, am I loving my neighbér
as myself? If I am advocating a society to "liquidate" his God-ordained
skin calor into something both contrary to nature and Scripture, am I prac-
ticing the principle of doing unto others as I would have them do to me?

Is a Negro obeyimg these principles by attempting to force himself up-
on the White race? How many White "integrationists" would appreciate their
aaughter being married to a Black man?

The Bible plainly reveals the Negro!s skig remain "Black" and not be
blended into a thousand shades of mulatto (Jer. 13:23).
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FROM THE EDITOR'S DESK

Dear Reader:
Greetings in the Saviour!
I have received many a "tongue lashing" from "irate church members"
for revealing the truth about the "churches" being "religious Babylon"! I
recently came scross an article on the "liberalization of the Lutheran
church" (see last page). Since finding this Lutheran article, I read in the
July issue of Look Magazine where the Presbyterian church has also adopted
& similar "liberalization act"! I have just one question: "WHO'S NEXT"?2?
It is time God's people (Moderw Israel) awake to the fact the "chur-
ches" have openly become the "habitation of demons" (Rev. 18:2-24) and are
not a fit environment for anyone with decent morals and a healthy respect
for Almighty God's great Truth.
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MRS WHITE'S FALSE PROPHECIES

Mrs White "copied" so much of her material from other authors and
"claimed them as her own original writings" she was obliged to remove the
book "Sketches From The Life Of Paul" from the market or be sued for "plag-
larism"! Also, the book "Great Controversy" was so largely "plaglarized"

“rom D'Aubignets "History Of The Reformation" and Wylie!s "History Of Prot-
estantism" she was finally forced to revise it.

The pressure was so strong against Mrs White!s "copying" from other
authors "without giving credit" she was driven to either remove or revise
them, She also "copied" much about diet and health from other authors on
the subject, WE HAVE IN OUR LIBRARY THE BOOKS FROM WHICH MRS WHITE "COPIED"
AND THEN "CLAIMED AS HER OWN ORIGINAL WRITIAGS"!
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INTEGRATION VS, THE GOLIEM RULE

The feeble efforts of the "race-mixers" to support thelr vies with
God!'s Word, have #o basis whatever, When pressed for Biblical Authority,
+*hey quote "YOU SHALL LOVE YOUR NEIGHBOR AS YOURSELF" afid "DO UNTO OTHERS
AS YOU WOULD HAVE THEM DO TO YOUu“!

Now comes the momesit of Truth! If I am advocating a society which
threatens to "mongrelize" my neighbor'!s children, am I loving my neighbeér
as myself? If I am advocating a society to "liquidate" his God-ordained
skin color into something both contrary to nature and Scripture, am I prac-
ticing the orinciple of doing unto others as I would have them do to me?

Is a Negro obeyimg these principles by attempting to force himself up-
on the White race? How many White "integrationists" would appreciate their
gaughter being married to a Black man?

The Bible plainly reveals the Negro!s skis remain "Black" and not be
blended into a thousand shades of mulatto (Jer. 13:23).
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This article appeared in our June 1968 issue; however, we feel it
worthwhile to reprint it: "Religious Babylon" (churches) has cleverly '"de-
ceived" multitudes of people into believing the "false theory'" advocated
by "erroneous human theology" dealing with the Jewish mnation and the land
of Palestine.

"False prophets" (pastors and preachers) who have not thoroughly stu-
died the subject, are bubbling over with enthusiasm about what they con-
sider to be the great fulfillment of Bible Prophecy; they herald it as the
"Budding of the Fig Tree!" and teach Israel is being restored to its place
in Prophetic events.

These '"eager clergymen" teach the Jews being restored to Palestine is
direct evidence they are God's chosen nation of Israel; however, ANY BIBLE
STUDENT WHO POSSESSES A REASONABLE AMOUNT OF SCRIPTURE KNOWLEDGE, IS WELL
AWARE OF THE FACT THAT NO JEW IS AN ISRAELITE, AND NO ISRAELITE IS A JEW;
THE JEWISH NATION IN PALESTINE HAS ABSOLUTELY NOTHING TO DO WITH THE PROPH-
ECTES CONCERNING ISRAEL IN THE LATTER TIMES.

It is quite true the "Fig Tree" is a symbol of the "Jewish nation" but
it has nothing to do with God's people Modern Israel. With this in mind, we
will turn to the Bible on this subject. First of all, we find the Messiah"
Himself, relates this parable to us(Lk. 13:6-9). Here we read a "certain
man'" had a '"fig tree' planted in his vineyard, and when the time was ripe,
he came to inspect it; when he discovered it bore '"mo fruit" for the Sav-
iour (which is still true today), the "figs" (Jews) were "cut off" from
His inheritance.

Now, we will turn to Mtt. 21:18-19 where the Messiah found nothing but
"leaves" (no fruit) upon the "Fig Tree" therefore, He '"cursed it" and it
'withered away"! Next we go to Mk, 11:12~-14 where the same incident is re-
corded (see also v. 20-21).

The explanation as to who fulfills the Prophecy of the "Fig Tree' is
described in Mtt. 21:43 where the "Kingdom is taken from the Jews!" and
given to "ANOTHER NATION BRINGING FORTH FRUIT"!

The "Jews" had occupied "Palestine!" (Just as they do now), but they
"Brought“forth no fruit" and neither are they bearing fruit for the Sav-
iour today. THE JEWS STILL REJECT THE MESSTAH; THEREFORE, THEY CANNOT
POSSTBLY REPRESENT GOD!'S PEOPLE TSRAEL (Jn. 14:16).

The Scriptures make it quite clear that ISRAEL BRINGS FORTH FRUIT FOR
THE SAVIOUR (the Jews do not). Isa. 27:6 says "ISRAEL SHALL BLOSSOM AND
FILL THE FACE OF THE EARTH WITH FRUIT" (v. 12 says "in that day"). _

As you have clearly seen, THE MESSIAH HIMSELF, TAUGHT THE JEWS.WOULD
NEVER BEAR FRUIT. This my friends, is what the '"church leaders" and "theo-
logians" have failed to recognizej however, THE SAVIOUR KNEW THE SCRIP-
TURES TOO WELL TO MAKE ANY MISTAKES about what "theological supposition"
misinterprets as the "Budding of the Fig Tree'!

Mtt., 7:15 "BEWARE OF FALSE PROPHETS!
7:16 "YOU SHALL KNOW THEM BY THEIR FRUITS"
7:18 "NEITHER CAN A CORRUPT TREE BRING FORTH GOOD FRUIT"
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