
Q1 
DATE OF WRITING                

                                

1 Thess. 52AD Col. Eph., Philm. Philip. 62AD Tit., 2 Tim. 67AD
2 Thess. 5AD Acts 63 AD Jude, Revelation 70AD
1-2 Cor. Gal. 57AD 1 Pet., Mark, Jas., Heb. 65AD John, 1,2,3 John. 90AD
Matt., Rom.  58AD 2 Pet. 1 Tim.   66AD
Luke, 60AD

(Dates are approx.)

________________________________________________________________________________________________________    

Q2
QUOTATIONS

“Perhaps it would be helpful for everyone to realize that when Jesus was teaching and quoting 
the Old Testament law of Moses, he did not quote Moses and the prophets verbatim—that is, 
word for word.” (Billingsly, AND I SAY UNTO YOU, p. 5, par. 2)

“'Not once' did any of these apostles—who were with Christ during his personal ministry—quote 
his teaching from Matthew, Mark, Luke and John—in their revelations of His New Testament 
teaching in Acts.” (Billingsly, TYING A KNOT IN DON TARBET'S TALE, p. 10).

QUESTIONS: If Jesus did not quote the O.T. “verbatim” while quoting it, why should the apostles 
have to quote Jesus “verbatim” while quoting from the gospels?? Also, why should Jesus HAVE to
quote from the first 4 books of the N.T. during His ministry, for they had not been written yet?

BUT: The apostles DID quote from the gospel accounts.
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

D7
DAN'S PIT

“Let it be known that 'ervah' is used 'only twice' in the entire Old Testament law 
of Moses. Once in Deuteronomy 23:14...and once in Deuteronomy 24:1.”

Dan Billingsly, (THE DEVIL & MATTHEW 19, p. 16).
Deut. 23:14 - - - -  leaving human waste uncovered
Deut. 24:1 - - - - -  some form of uncleanness

“Christ settlews all arguments as in to the meaning of 'ervah' with his definition 
and cause for divorce in Israel as 'fornication' or 'adultery'.”

Dan Billingsly, (THE DEVIL & MATTHEW 19, p. 16)
NOTE:
1) Was “leaving human waste uncovered” really “FORNICATION?”
2) If Christ settled the matter by saying ervah WAS “fornication”, then leaving

waste uncovered WAS INDEED “fornication” and grounds for divorce.
3) WHY let Matt. 19:9 interpret one passage and NOT the other????
4) If ervah is NOT “fornication” in Deut. 23:14, HOW does Dan KNOW it is such in

Deut. 24:17?
5) Does Dan not know the difference between leaving human waste uncovered

and illicit sexual relations?
SOLOMON wrote, “He who digs a pit shall fall into it” (Prov. 26:17a, NASB)

_______________________________________________________________________________________    
D8



O.T. WORDS FOR “IMMORALITY”

(1) TUMAH – 37 times – Def. Impurity: filthiness, unclean. Used in reference to fornication.
(2) ZANUWN – 11 times – Def. Adultery; Fig. Idolatry: whoredom.
(3) ZANAH – 108 times – Def. To commit adultery: Fig. To commit idolatry.
(4) NAAPH – 48 times – Def. To commit adultery; Fig. To apostatize
(5) TAZNAWTH – 21 times – Def. harlotry, fornication; Fig. Idolatry.
(6) TAME – 246 times – Def. To be foul: defile, pollute

TOTAL – 471 times – ALL relate to immorality or fornication.
“ERVAH”, on the other hand, is not used one single time to refer to “fornication”
-found 54 times in 40 verses.
-Def. Nakedness; fig. Disgrace, shame, blemish.
The SEPTUIGANT Translation (Greek OT by 70 Heb. & Greek scholars)

NEVER translated “ervah” as “fornication” or its equivilant.
(1) askeamon, (2) gumnosin. 
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