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"413 “arroll Avenue, Takoma Park, April 24, 194C,.

I have read witk surprise your rieinterrretation
of my t2zchin: on tr: doctrine of the Trinity, and I
would like to kave you send ne a cory »f your dooument.

I will remit the postege =8 econ ae I receive the
document =rnd lezrn Low ruch thz postags is.

Yours falthfully,
(sizred, W.™. Prescott."”

"43% Mest Wachington St.,
Bazerstown, Marylarnd.
April 35, 1940C.
Eld. W, ¥, Prescott, A
4i2 Carroll Avenue,
Takoma Park,
Waskington, D. C.

De2r Rrother Prescott:

Your pcet=l card »f April 24 is at hand,—-and as
you request I am scnding you under scparate cover a cory of my docu-
ment on "The Trirnity."

You ars very much mistaken when you etate that
I hzve not reprecsented your tecacting on the Trirlty correctly. I have
qucted from yaur printed scrmon in Takoma Park church, Octobsr 14,
1232, your cxact words. And in my document I have spoken highly of
you pereonzlly, with the utmost regard. At times in the paet you have
been very kirnd to me, znd I have been very sorry thst I could NOT agres
With you in your teachings. Twice I have vieited you recently, once
When you were not at home, btut the sccond time we had a very pleasant
vislt.

/"__\\

You kave known for years th2t I could NOT ASREF
TITE YOU IN DOCTPINE, =nd whén you o oftsn differ from the Tundamshtal
teaCEing 5T =zventkE=day Adventiete, =nd with ths Spirit of Prcpnscy, I
ar compelled to warn our peorle =gairet your tcaching. Ae I have told
you many times ir ths past, if you h2d not eo continually and so 5ften

© oriticised the tecacting of Seventh-day Adventists and thz Spirit of

| Prortecy, =nd subetitutsd the Conradi-¥agegoncr doctrin:

that led then
©cth to apoetasize and leave TR LoTq'e work, y~u might havs been 3
power for good, ernd a great bleesing to sur work.

My dear Prother Preecott, we arc toth growing old.
I appsal to you once more, glves up 211 thees diffzrences with the
teackings of God's people ard ~f the fririt of Prorhecy, and etrengthen
trhe hands of thc weak, and confirr the feetle knees, and lzst us go on
together t2 nmcet Christ at Fie coring. For Oh my dear brother, it is
Ncar, sven 2t the deonr.

Most sincerely your old-time friend,

and brother in aﬁemﬂ
/ e .




Tke doctrine of the Trinity is regarded es the surrcixze test
of ortkodoxy by the Romar Catholic Church. Nany of the councile of
trhet ckurch during ite develorment wcrc almost entirely given over to
the discuesion 5f tre Trinity, tte Arian and Trinitarian controversy.

""28 Chriet of the samec substance of the Fathcer, or of 1like
sutstance?" Very naturzlly the nsturs of the Fereonality of God was
the centsr, the corc, th- key of the tzachirge of Rorman theology,
Satarn's crowning masterpicce of Apostatz Countzrfeit Christianity.

The l:s2ding doctrines of the Roman bapacy were takcn directly
fror heathenism,-the 8ign of the cross, Holy water, monks, nuns, the
Cclibacy of thre rriesthood, the Sunday Sabbath, etc., etc. So this
Catholic doctrine of the Tririty com:ze from heathenier. 1In India we
have Erahma, Skivs, Visknu, vengeful, urforziving trinity.

YLhere in Featheniem or in Romanier is the Divine medistor
between God 2nd man? "There ia one God and one mediator between God
and ran, the man Christ Jesus." I Tim. 3:5. Therec is none in heathen—
iem; and in the Rome=n church, as Chrict is 2 very physical part of
God, the delity, it tecomes neécceesary to invent =2 multitude of human
rmediztors, the Virgin Mary, Pecter, Andrew, etc. and a multitude of
manufactured saints, a band of immortal eouls of dead men and women.
Jesus has become so fully and literally a component part of the great
scvere judge who delishte in ect=rnal torment, according to the Roman
tsacking of the Trinity, that they must find or manufacture a multi-
tude of human spiritualistic mediztors. THIS REMAVING OF JESUS FROM
FIS TRUF RFLATINNSEID Tn GOP AND VAN, TAKTS FI¥ €0 FAR FRNM US THAT
FE FECOWFE AV IYFLICTOAR AR FVERLASTING TARWENT AND W0 LONGER NUR
LoVIMG SAVIOUR,

The doctrinc of the Trinity ie a crucl heathen monstrosity,
rexoving Jesus fror his tru= Eoeition of Divine Saviour and Mediator.
It is truc we can not mezsure or define divinity. It is beyond cur
finite understzndirs, yect on this sutjcct of the person2lity of God
tke Pitle ie very simpie =nd rlain. Tke Father, th: Ancient of Days,
is frow et-rrnity. J=sue was besotten of the Father. Jesus sreaking
through the Pesalnist says:

"The Lord (JehovahLath said unto ns, Thou arec my son, thise
day have I begotten thee." -Pgainm 3:7.

AZ2in in Proverte ‘wh-.rc J:zeve is 8poksr of under the title of ¥isdom,
S=2 I Cor. 1:24), ws rzad:
"Ths Lord (Jchovah) posscesed me in the teginning of his
way". V.22.
"Fcfore the mountaine were s¢ttled, beforc the hilis was
I brought forth.-v.24.

The Son says he wae brought forth, begotten, born, of His
Father (Jehovak). Fe calle hie father "Jehovah".  In Pealm 110:1,
"Thé Lord eald unto my Lord, eit thou or my right hand, etc."
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Ligsves Sebrew, "Jehaveh eaid urte Adoni”, Jerovah (the Father:
e21d 1o Lderi [(+r: ean). Pe.110:4, "The lLord (Jehovak) hath esworn
ari —ili net repert, Thow art e priest forever after the order of
¥elchisedec™, ™ho ie tris prieet of th: crdcr of Melchiezise?

It ie Jszsue. See Ec®.7:71,22; NMarx 12:35,30.

In thee: sarintur<a Je=sue hima:=if saye the Father's name is
Jikovak, Lie owr naxe Adoni. Put in Fx, 33:31, the Lord eaid Le
Woi 13 8=nC ris Argel tefor: nie peoris, ilt:rally hie H:seenicr,
ard esid, "Ny mane ie in Fir,"so Sod placed Els naxe irn Fis son.
Se on =8rt: tre raws A7 cvery foather i3 ip his eon. It ie trh:zrcfore
rermissihl - t> f2¥ thet e 307 way te erokan of ae J=2hovah, hut
rriperily, funismsataily, ths forn enid ktis Tatpner'e nane is cehovah.

On +r= 14ty of fotober 19392, Tld, V. ™. Przecott pr2acked a
serisr in tre Ta¥s~xa Fark Crurck on the svkj2ct, "The Coming Omne.”
From a cory rrirtzi ky the speaksr, I quots the follovirng from
c2z¢3 1 2na 2.

"Ir. tks Cid T.etamert wc find ths rame Jshovak or
Lord 2tout 7,000 tinee, and in the New Tsstamert,
we fird t.: name Jesus avout 1,0C0 times and the name
Lord more tkan 70D times. Now ths Jehovah or Lord
of the Oia T-stament has teen manifceted as Jesus the
Lord in tbe New Tcstament, 2nd thsrefore this CNE
PERENN, Jehovah-Jesus, is mentiornsd by name aktout
€,75G times."

Thie is cne of the most 2stounding perversions of the
orizinal langueze of the Pitle ever written, and comirny from a
man of edvcation it sceme 2lmost inexcusatle. The coining of the
dovble name "Jehovah-Jesus" is certainly orizinal with Flder
Prescott, for T fail to fird it in tke Eirtle or in the writinze
of the Spirit of Prophecy.

As showr fromw the Fsbrew of Pealms 2:7, Psalme 110:1,4 and
Prov., £:23, we have eheown that Jesus eays kis ¥ataer's name is
Jehovak, and irn the Febrew of Psalme 110:1, the name of the Son
is Adoni.

It ie true thst tts Fatrer saye ir Fx.23:21, that his name
ig in the Seon. Trhis ie true of every sorn on €arth. FEis fathesr's
am=s ie in tt2 eon, but the sor ard father are TW2 PIRSINE KT
nA¥T DTREANM ) ge Eld. Praecott incorrsctly atatces in his sarmorL.

For many years my fath:r wae o leading minister ir the Iowa
Confirence. In 18¢4 I b2gan my work as 3 mirieter in that confere
ence. ¥y father was Fid. Taskturn. Th:sn upoR my oriination I
beczme Fld. Wasrburn aleo. FPut we wers T7n PEOSANE NOT "ONE PEIQCNT.
New =ould it rte f2ir or true to eay that in writing vp a history
of the Iowa Cornfersrce, 2very mention of Fld. Washburn arrlied to
myselfi Emphaticaily No!!! It would te uttzrly false, as is the
stateoment thet =svsry tize in the Pitlz wher:z the word "Jehovah"
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or "Lord" appesred it meant Jesue and that Jegue and the father were
"AYET DrRgANT  Several thousands times it applies to ths Father and
not to the Sorn.

The statement of ths sermon is a tremerndous misrepresentation

of the truth of the Divine separate personality of the Father arnd
the Son. TED FATFFR ANT TUF S0 ARE NCT "AFE PFREON" PUT TWC
PraccNe A6 DICTINCT AS TFE Tr. DFRSONE TF WY FATFER AND MYSFLF.

Jeeve, who illustrated and explained heavenly thinzs by
carttly ttinze,in his paratlee, has made it rplaln that the Father
ani the Son are NOT "OYE PFRENNM ag Fld. Preecott teactes, thus
follewing thc Poran doctrine cf the Trirnity.

In Jobr 17:21,32, "That they (hie disciples) all may be one
as thou father art in me and I in Thee that they also may ke one in
18...that thcy may te one even as we are one." Jeeus knew, and we
know, the disciples wsre NOT ONF PF2cn¥;and that represented the
anity of the Father and tke eon. ~They could not from Christ's own
word be "ore rerson".

Read this glorinue statement from the Spirit of Prorhecy,
explaining Johr 17:21,23, the text just quoted,-Teet.8,page B59:

"Worderful statemernt. The unity that existe bstween
Christ and Fis disciples does rot destroy the personailty
of either. Theyare one in purrose, in mind, in character,
Fut NAT IN PFREON, IT IS TEUS TEAT GOD AND CERIST ARF ONE.

Fld. Prescott squarely contradicts the worde of Jesus in the

Pible and the words of the Ecly Spirit of Prophecy when he etates
that they are "one persorn". Szatan has tzken some heathen concep-
tion of a three-headed monstroeity, and witk deliberate intention
to cast contempt upon divinity, has woven it into Romaniem as our
glorious God, ar impoesitle, atsurd invention. This monstrous
doctrine transplanted from hcathenism into the Roman Papal Church
is secking to intrude its evél prescnce into the teachings of the
Third Angel's Vessage.

On Paze 8 of the printed sermon ty ¥ld. Preecott is this
statement:
"We can rot regzard the tkree peresons of the Godhead
as separatle beings, each one dwellirg in and confined
to a visible tody the eame as three human teings.

"There are three persons in the Godhead but they are
so mysteriovely and indiesolubly related to each other
that the presence of cach one is equivalent to the
presence of the others.”

This is the doctrine of the Trinity ae expressed in the
statement already quoted from the sermecr, Page 1, that the three,
Father, Son and Foly Ghoet are "O'F proennn, He statee that they
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are ¥ T distinct serar=t- rersore tut"One Pereon" ard"thzt the
preecnce of each one is etuivalent *to the prescnce nf the others."

Shrist himezif t:actes in John 17:21,32 that the 3 persomne
of the J~dhezd are thres "serarstle beirze". For the discirles were
rgeparatle teinzs", and Christ ccxrares the unity of the Father and
+te Qep with the vnity »f the dieciples, vrited in psrfect unity
of hezrt. Ttus this eta*emsnt of Fid. Prescett's is aksolutely
certrary to Jokr 17:21,2%, and T Jor.1:10. '

If thre tescrings of this ssrmon of Eld. Prescott te true,
tten of coursc as the three, in the doctrine of the Trinity, are
ore rerson, when Christ was conceived ard borr of the Virzin Mary,
trLe Father was conceived and borr of the Virsin Mary; wken Chriet
rkun; on the cross dying, the Fatrer hung on the cross dying; when
"hrist lay in Joeerh's rew toaxb the Father lay in Joserh's new
tomb; if tre person of Christ died the person of tre Father which
is counted one person, aleo died; clithcrT th= Father and the HOly
3rost died wren Jesus died, or Jesve did rot die.

Tf J:gus was actuelly dead from Friday afternoon to Sunday
mernins ths Father and the Ecly Ghoest wers also dead from Friday
afterncon to Sunday morring, if Prescott's serzon is correct. Eut
Prof. Prescott is very logical. Wrich horn of this dilemna does

he take?

I quote from a letter written to me ry Eld. J. F. Anderson,
former pastor of Takoma Park Church, dated Jan. 16, 1940,
112 St. Louie Averue, Fort Worth, Tex=ze:

"In answer to your question as to my conversation
with Eld. Prescontt, it wae after I had spoken on the
vicarious sacrifice of Christ, that ke called ne and
wanrted to ¥alk with me atout it. Fe tried to corvince
me that chriet DID ¥oT TIE A TEF §°¥ °F 36D, ae I had
preached. Ard when he could not convince we, he said,

'T do rot aprreciate your leaving me with ut a

Chriet for three daye and nights'.

"4rd remerber,Fld. Waskburn this staterent was made
after he had taken the nosition that the Son of God
did not aie tut only the Son of Van.”

Cther teackers of the Tririty eay that the death of Christ
was rot vicarioas tut oniy his sufferings. Put the wazes of sin is
DF2TE not suffering. Chriet's suffsring alone could not pay the
peralty. The Son of God must DIE to pay the penalty of tke broken
law. "For wkat the law could not do in that it was weak through the
flesh, God eserding Fie own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, and
(by a ezcrifice for sin){margin) condemned sin in the flesk, that
the righteousness of the law might be fulfilled in us."-Rom.8:3,4.
Tre Son of God died that the law of God might live in us.
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If Crriet di2d not die, we never could keep the law. FElther
Crriest muet diz or the lew 2ies ir ua. Thot the law mizht live in
38 tre Son of God died. Put the Trinity makes the death of Thrist
im-ossirtle, =8 Prof. Przecott s2ems to tsach, ther:zfors tke Roman
Tririty dsstroys the lsw, 1o wonder that thec Papaly changes and
destroys the law of God, and substitutes traditiorn and human works.

As stated irn the letter from Ficd. Anderson, we havs the
lozical teld cdenial of the death of Crhrist, the very foundation of
the Gospel - "the eon of God did not die", only the son of man,
orniy a human stonerent. Thie is the orly lozical poeition any
ran can take who believes the heathen-Roman doctrine of the
Trirnity, whick is a twir eleter of eternal torment and 28 t rue
and lozical as purgatory and the Sundsy Sahhath. No wonder that
the Roman papacy is the orizinz2l teacker of both doctrines of the
Trinity and eternal torment. Very lojically the Rowan Jhurch muet
have wany huran mediators ®ut 21so rary human works to earn salva-
tion or by purgstory, or the mases, or ty the torments of self-
inflicted rurnishment tc galn Feaven.

Fecause ohrist being a part of the one person of the"Trinity"
covid not die unless tkte Father ard Foly Ghest all died with Him,
according to tris falee doctrine of the Trinity, if we accept tke
X Jathollc Trinity, we must accept that which zoes with 1t, human
mediators ,and huran worke,for according to Eld. Prescott, the Son
of God did not die; he reserted the idea that the Son of God was
dead "three daye and nighte". The Christ of Prof. Prescott was not
dead but alive from Friday afterroon to Sunday morning. IF TEIE
IS ¢, THEN QUR DFRT PAE WNT FEFY DAID, AND 7F ARE ALL LOST. This
is the logic of Fld. Prescott's adoption of the Roman doctrine of
the Trinity.

The Fitle teachee that tke Son of God died, 2s the Son of
30d. M"For if when we were cremiss we were reconciled to God by the
death of Eis 8on: wuch mors teing recorciled we shaill be saved bty
Lis 1i*e."™ Rom. 5:10. See aleo Col. 1:13-33, I Thes. 1:10. The
words "Son of God" 2nd "Christ" are eyronimemx Matt.ld:16. And
azain =2nd azain the scripturce etate that Christ died for our sins,

-

trhe foundation principle of the Gospel.

Yotrins is clearsr in the scripture than the trutk that the

Son of God aied for us =nd we kave a Divirne and not simnrly a human
Stonemert. Thoee who telieve that the Son of God did not die juote
an unputlished statenernt of Sister White. nDeity did not sink and
die, that would have been impossitle." Thie is all very clear if
we believe the Fitle staterment of death, as found in Job. 34:13,14,
15: \

"Vea surely God will not do wickedly...If he (God)
sct hie heart upon man, if he (God) gathers unto
Limeelf Eis Spirit and Hie breath (God's spirit and
God's breath) all flesh shall perish together, and
ran erall turn again to dust®.
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AWITE AR IS TEE PAUNTAIN OF LIFE". Ps. 36:9.

211 life, angalic, human, sanimal, vezetable, comes from God
and is eimply lozned for a tigs o GnG'e creaturee. It was God's
1ife before the creature raceived it. It ie Gnda's life while they
have it and if God te=kee tack to Yigeelf Fie owr life, the creature
coce tack where he was tefore re rec:ived the life »f 5od. But
trat life ia rot a separate persnn. It is ks 1ie of God, taksn
tack bty ths Lors ¢o himeelf %here it =2s, hefore teirg given to the
crzzture. It ie trus th=st we ars partakers of tL= Divine nature,
if we are Christians. Fut trat does not m2an that 'veé are conacious
nereonalitice in dsath. God takes kack nis life and we are dead.
And £a wAS CFRICT.

"hen Chriet wse g regotten of the Father, Fe received the life
of God, Hie father. Wien J:ssus died on the cross, he sala, "Father
into try tands I commend my epirit", (or 1ife) ard the life of God
was given back to the Fsthsr, and for 2 time, three days and nights,
that 1ife was with the Fzther from whence it nad come. In the
resurrection that life of God is restored to the one who died.
Pg.104:30. Put between Lis death on Friday afternoon, till Sunday
morring, the Son of God was dead.

"EE PAURED HUT TIS @AUL UNPO DFATE". Iea. 53:13.

Read this clear etatement from the Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. 3,
Page 203:
"¥ren he closed hie eyes in death upon the cross,
the soul of Jesus daid not go at once to Feaven.....
ALL TFAT COWPRISED TPT LIFE AND IFTSLLICTNCE OF JFSUS

RFVAINED FITHF PIS FODY IN THE SEPULCPRE.  AND *PEN

&
L)

NOT

pE CQAVE FODTE JT wAS AC p WEALE FEIVG, EE

EAVE TO SUMMON FIS SPIRIT FRCH ETAVEN,"

Trkis squarely contradicts tre teacrting of Fld. Prescott.
Truly ae the scrigture eays, nme Lave been reconciled to God by
the acath of Fis Bon." The Son of God died for fallen xzan. We have
2 Pivine atorement, all eufficient. That papal doctrine of the
Trinity destroys the Godrel and leaves us without hope, for it
comrelled its deferder, Fld. Prescott, to deny that great scripture
truth, that the Son of God died for the eins of the world. Any
doctrine that lezds a mar to deny that the Son of God died must be
an evil doctrine, an anti-Christian doctrine, not from God but from
gatzan.

The distinct separate personality of the Father and the Son
are absolutely essentizl to the plan of salvatlon. It was essential,
an atsolute necessity, that wkile Chriet was dsad, the Father ahquld
live upholding all tkinge ard bringing Jesus from the tomb. Christ
ig tke one, orly, mediztor between God, ths Father and man. If the
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Faiker ard the Son are"one pereson", then Chriet is a mediator between
Fiwmcelf and man. Christ was made in the express image of His Father's
Pertor. The Father had a pereon. The Son had another, a distinct,

& scparate pereon.

"I beheld till the thrones were cast down and the
Ancient of Days did sit whose garment was white ag
8now and the hair of his head like the pure wool.
FEis throne was like the fiery flame and hie wheels
a8 burning fire." Dan.7:C.

"I eaw in the ni:ht vieions, and beheld one like the
Son of man came with the clouvds of Heaven and came to
the Ancient of pays and they brought him near before
him."™ Verse 1.

Fere are iwo persons, distinct and eseparate in their person-
ality. The ecriptures are as clear on this point as on any subject
of Fivie truth.

RPecause the heathen believed in some gode who had one body
with more than one head and because the Koman Church adoprted +kat
leathun idea, eternal torment, the workhip of dead men, the sign
vt tne cross, and 2lgo the Irinity, direct from heathenasm, ie the
doctrine or the Trinity any more sacred than eternal tormen:. tha
Sunday Sabtath, purgatory. or any other Pagau pranal dout:rina?
CERTAINLY NOT! And the fact that Christ is not the mediat>rs in the
Roumar chuscl demcnatrates that the Trinity dectroys the trishk tha*
Christ is tke one, the only mediator.

The so-valled Christian church, the Papacy, that originated
the doctrine of the Trinity, dves not recognize him as the only
mediator but subetitutes a muititude of ghoste of dead men and
women as mediavors. If you hold the Trinity doctrine, in reality,
Christ is no longer your mediator.

The Trinity doctrine like its author, Satan, is a destroyer;
a bungling absuri irreverent caricature, 2 blasphemous burlssque on
the gloricus rree unity of neart and purpcse and perfect almighty
love and czreatvive lite of the Father, Scn and Foly Spirit.

Yany timee in the New Tesiament we read of Chriet praying to
God If the three peresons of the so-called ‘rinity wele always
icgether, alwaye ineeparable, 3 pexevns in 1 pPEIsLn, a very pereonal
Fart one of anuther and as Kld. Prescott teachss uhat_ubrlsvaa?r
always Jehovah the father, WHEY SHOULD CFRIST PRAY? AND ®4E Fr NCY%
REALLY PRAVING TO HIMSFLF?

When Jesus said, "I can of myself do nothing", John 513?; was
he a personal part of the "one person® of the Trinity? Ha reccp--

nized a person above himre2f, a secparate personaljty;_when ke sfii,
"MY FATPFR IS GREATEM THAN In, John 14.28, he gurely lcoked up ¢ a
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psraon greater than Fimeecif. While ke wae NCT "one nergon” with
the Father, =s the scripturc and Sririt of Prophecy have etated,
yet he was in absolut: Larwony with Fis Father, and rendered to

Fim perfect otedience, an exampie to every anzel and every creature
in the universe. And wren ein ie over forever and "when all things
sf.211 be svtdued urto Fim, then shall the Son also te subject unto
Him, that God may be =211 in all". T Jer. 15:28, These and many
other scripturee mzke the doctrine of the Trinity imrossitle.

when Jeous care to this world as a human being, he took the
sarc risk that every man faces, the "risk of failure and eternal
loes." It was peceesitle for Jeseus to fall, to fall into sin and to
be loet. I suotec onhe of the most beautiful, pathetic gtatemznte
found in the Spirit of Propkecy. Dueire of Ages, Page 42

"Into *hc world ~here Satan claimed dorminion God
permiitted His Son to cowe, a helpleas tabe subject
to humarity. Fe permitted Eim to meet life's peril
in common with every human soul, to firht the battle
as every chilid miet fight it at the risk »f failure
and eternal Joss."

"TrE—hemL¢ Uf-the human father yearns over his somn.

FHe looks into the face of hie little ckild, and
trerbles at the thought of life's peril. FHe longe

to ehield his dear one from Satan's powsr, 1o hold

him back from temptation and conflict. To meet a
bitterer conflict and a more fearful risk, God gave

Fig only begotten son, that—the path 5T I:fe might

be made sure for our little ones." .

"Ferein is love. Wonder O heavens! And be astonished
C earth."

If Ckriet, as was poesible, had euffered nfailure ard am
cternal loes", if the Trinity doctrine that Chriet was "oné reon”
with the Father is true, then the Father would heve also havejlost,
and the univerese annihilated. This whole beautiful passage indi-
catecs ae separate a personality for the tcavenly Father and Fie
Son, as of any earthly father and son.

The wkole Trinity doctrine is utterly foreizn to all the
Ditle and the tecachings of the Spirit of Prophecy. Revelation gives
not the slightest hint of it. This monstroue hecathem conception
finds no place in 31 the fres universe ¢f our Fleassed Eeavenly
Father and Pie Sono Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ.

The three distinct, scparate persone of the Godhead were
present at the baptism of Jesus, who, when coming sut of the water,
heard the Fatrer's voice proclaiming, "This is my teloved son", and
the Holy Spirit descended uron Jesus in the form of a dove, 1n
divine benediction. The Father, the first pereon of the three,
spoke from Eeaven of Hie sor, the seccnd person, and the Foly Spirit,
the third person of the three, confirmed the word of the Father that
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Jesuvs was the beloved Son of God. Fere are the three distinct
persons that the Spirit of Prorkecy calls the "Eeavenly trio".
Series P, No. 7, Page 63.

On paze 3 of Prof. Preecott's sermon, e says that the Spirit
of God and the Spirit of Christ and Shriet arc "ejuivalent Expres-
sions", that ies, that Chriet is the Foly Spirit and the Holy Spirit
is Christ. So the logic of Prof. Preecott's teaching is that the
Pather, the Son, and the Foly Spirit are all "one person”, the Holy
Spirit is Christ and the Father, Son,and Holy Spirit are "one person”.
When thercfore he emphasizes the expreesion, "the Person of Christ",
he muet mean that the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit are
one person, "tte person of Christ".

The Catholic teaching of the Trinity (3 persons in 1 person)
is amonumental falsehood, and a fountain of deadly evil.

God has given a dietinct, a separate personality to every
being in the universe, angelic and human, an independent, a distinct
individvality and personality and degiree that we should preserve
that individuality and personality distinct and escparate from that
of every other being. Thus there is given to every one the right
of choice, freedom, libterty; and how glorious are the privilegee of
literty, to chooee the will of God and thue he in perfect oneness,
unity with all who love and obey God, the fountain of life and
liberty.

"go GOD CREATED VAN IN PIE OFN IMAGE IN TEE IMAGE OF
GCD CREATED FE THEM." Gen. 1:27.

If God wae a Trinity, (3 in 1 pereon), man created in his
image was a trinity. Put he ie not. God has given to every person
in the universe a separate dietinct person and a will, 2 personality
of his own. Into that separate gacred personality even God does
not intrude. He gives every pereon the liberty to make hie own
cholice.

In the garder of Getheemane Jesue prayed, eaying, "0 my
Father, if it be poseible, le&t this cup pase from me, nevertheless
not as I will, but ae thou wilt".-Matt.26:39. Here the will of
Jeevus wae that the cup of agony and death should pass from him.
Put he surrendered freely his own will to Hie Father's will.

TUIS WAS TEF UNITY NF FREEDOM, °F LIPERTY.

The Father has one person with hie own Divine will. The Son
was a distinct eeparate person with an individual will of Hie own.
The Son was free to make his personal choice and freely he chose
the will of His Father rather than his own will.

HFRF BETWEFN TEE GLORINUS FATPER AND HIS ONLY EEGOTTEN SON AND ALSO
THE FOLY SPIRIT I¢ PERFECT DIVINE LIPERTY AN EYAMPLE TO ALL HIS
CREATURES, TO HIS CFURCE.
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The liberty God deeired His people to enjoy is enjoyed in
glorieus heavenly perfecotion by the "three living persons of the
Heavenly trio, the Father, Son and Holy Spirit". - Berles B,No.7,

Page 63.

#PLERF TEE EBYIRIT AF THT LORD I8 TFYRF IS LIBERTYr II Cor.
3:17.
There 20 liberty in Ecaven where the Father, Son and Holy Spirit are.

God madsé ue free and leaves us frec to all eternity on earth
and in Heaven, and the glory of righteousncss is that without a shade
of compulejon we freely choose to do the will of our glorious God.
Put in the Cathalic Church, Romar or Greek, where the Trinity had
been borrowed from Satan's pagen religisn, there is no liberty, only
bondage and tyranny, cruelty, darknses, death. Where the Trinity is
the central doctrine, one man supreme, the Pope, tyrannizes over the
bishops; the bishope over the priests; and the priests over the
people. Thie ies the natural, the }ogical fruit of thelr central,
key doctrine, the Trinity. No ome can deny this fact that where the
Trinity is mede the supreme test, there is tyranmy, eruslty, torture,
dsath. And when finally in desperation men rise up and destroy the
Catholic Church, whether Roman or Greek, the pendulum ewings and
there ie tyranny, destruction, infidelity, despotiem, ruln. Thie
was @een in the French revolution where the streets of Paris ran
with blood, and in the terrible revolution in Spatn and in the
fearful upheaval in Rueseia where infidelity, force, murder, darkness,
are reigning eupreme worse than in the darkeet heathen lande. Men
trained under the Catholic trinity principle, when they revolt, set
up another government on the game princi le, despotiem, tyranny.

The heathen doctrines of the Trinity, supreme in the Catholic
Jhuroh, Roman and Greek, blots out the 1light of God given liberty,
fille the world with darkneee and blood, either when it le logiocally
enforcaed ae the only religion, or,when men filled with the same
spirit, revolt and take revenze in the same way that they have
suffered, and set up another government on the same prindiple,
despotism, dictatorehip.

No one living can deny that where the Trinity was the supreme
doctrine there has come horrible bondage, destruction, ruln; liberty
vtterly lost. Look at Italy, Spadd, Ruesia; Hitler an Austrian
Catholic, Stalin studied for the priesthood, Franco in Spain,
Mussolini in Itely. The world ie in torment from action and
reaction of the blasphemoue doctrine of the Trinity. The fruit of
the Trinity is only evil, only cruel, despotic, the opposite of the
glorious personal liberty in Heaven of the Father and the Holy
Spirit, of the Son of God and of His children, on earth, the esons of

God. )
The Catholic heathen doctrine of the Sunday Sabbath is just u=
aazazxed as sacred as the Catholic pagan doctrine of the Trinity and
no more so. Eld. Prescott has as much authority to advocate the
Sunday as the Sabbath 2e to teach that the Father and Son are "one
pereon", "Jehovah-Jesus." If be believes the warde -of Christ that
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tre disciplce are to be 2YF as Chriet and the Father are OVE, he
cen never =2rain esy they are "one person”. And if he will belleve
the follewing on Paze 423 of "Miniatry of Healing":

"They are orc in purpose,in mind, in chzracter, but
not in PEREQN. IT I8 THUS TEAT GAD ANT CERIST ARE ONE,"

he will never assin borrow the central doctrine of Romaniem to teach
to Seventh-day Adventiets.

Scventh-day Adventists claim to take the word of God ase
gupreme suthority and to have "coxe ovt of Rabylon", to have reé-
nounced forever ths vein traditions of Rome. If we should gu back
to the immortality of the soul, purgatory, eternal torment and the
Sunday Sabbath, would that be anything lees than apostasy? If,
however, we leap over all these minor, secondary doctrines and
accept and teach the very centrzl root, doctrine of Romaniem, the
Trinity, and teach that the eon of God did not die, even though
our worde scem to te epirituval, is thie anything eles or anything
lees than apostasy? and the very Omega of apostasy?

Thank God for the Spirit of Prophecy! In the printed copy of
T1d. Prescott's sermon, I note that he quotece profusely from the
teachings of Sunday-keeping minieteres of other churches; from the
"] ams of Chriet", Samusl H. Glesy, from Peter Fayne, Thomas Dehany
Barnard, James VM. Campbell and E. Grattan Guinees, in his eermon
he quotes 1305 words, wtile he only quotes from the Spirit of Pro-
prhecy 75-worde; 16 wordse from outeide popular preachers to 1 word
from the bleesed light God has glven to this people by His Holy
Spirit. 1If he would read the writings of the Spirit of Prophecy
more and thc teachings of popular Sunday-keeping ministers lees,
1f he would in eimple faith take the tegctinge of the Teetimony of
Jesus, he wovld neot make the mietake of tcaching the heathen doctrine
nf the Trinity or bringing in any other acvguments to overthrow the
cotarlished ecttled faith of the people who bellsve the great clos-
ing meesags.

A little more than 40 years 320 I was working with Eld.
Prcecott in England. Feginning there and almost constantly e1nce
then he has been teaching "new 1ight"(?),constantly criticising
tre original message of wkich Sister ¥White e=zys in "Farly writinge",

"Woo unto Lim that shall move 2 blaock or stir a pin of
these meeeagse”. (W 1457
Even before he came to England he mads a great campalgn for
the so-called Testimonies of Anna Rics, who claimed the gift of
Prophecy. In a t remendous testimony from Australia, Sieter Thite
unmasked the dangerous teaching of these falee prorhecies and re-
proved these who had pushed these teachings on our people.
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F1ld. Prcecett hae often told me how greatly he sppreclated
being sssociatcd with Dr. Wag-oner and learning his wonderful "new
ligkt". For eoms time tpsy ilved in the eame house. When Dr.
Wagscner began teacking Partkclem (God In everything), Eld.Prsecott
foliowcd 28 a purii followe his tcacher. Then at conferences, etc.,
they both visited Dr. ¥eclloz: in Fattle Creek and worked in harmony
with him. After =2 few yecars, when Eld., Preecott had becoms the
editor of the Review, Eld. ™. C. Thite sald to me, "Prof. Preecott
has ae truly taught Pantheismr as Dr. Kellogg hae taught 1it, arnd yet
rade no acknomiedgment of his wrong teaching". With the hope thst
F1d. Prescott would mak: this matter rigkt, I requested that he make
an acknowladgment in the Review of hie mietake, as wids as his wrong
teaohings had been made. But my kindly euggestion wae indignantly
and emphatically refueed. 1If he had been willing to acknowledge
thie wrong, he might have been kept from many strange teachinge
later on, contrary to our grcat mcesage.

Yhen E1d. Prescott and Dr. Waggoner were in England, Eld.
Conradi was at the head of all the work in Evrope and they were often
togzther and Fld. Prescoit learned some of the Conradi theology.

In the eummer of 1931 L. R. Conradi wrote a letter to the editor of
tte Review tinding fault with "Great Controverey". He asserted that
Sigter Thite had made quotations from history that were faled. He
fu1sher saye in ithe sare letter, "I well remember when the LIGET OF
~HE SYW DATLY cure to my mind eoms forty years ago. I was again and
ags.n met with Sister White's statement to the contrary....But thie
setilement of the Daily was but the firet step to the s2cond one."
Thue L. R. Conrsdi witk the Daily as hie first setep in the Lighti?},
he took the second, and third steps, etc.,etc., into the "light® 7)
of final and complecte apoetaey. EE, COVwADI, TEE ORIGINATOR NF THE
new view of the DAILY, in our time, LFFT WIS FYAYPLE AS A WARYING,

Al tre head of tre way, THEE DAILY (NFW VIEW), AND AT TEE END OF THE .
wav A COVPLTTE A4¥D UTTED DEYNIAL NAF TEE LAST wragaGE. Tnis 1s the
logic of the NE® VIEW oF TEF DAILY, because it denles the Spirit of
Prorhecy aa Conradi himeelf states.

T have 3 letter in the handwriting of Dr. E. J. Waggoner,
dated Nov. 83, 192€, in whick he discusses the DAILY at lergth. He
gays: "I knew the visw that Przecott held in Lyondon, and which
‘Conrsdj teaches in his Gsrman book on Daniel and do NOT see how
anybody who hae regard to the scriptures can hold any other view,

I mean anyone who regarde the scripturce as akove all other books
and sufficient in themselvee. "Early Writinge" moet clearly and
decidedly declaree for the QLD VIEW." Thus Dr. Waggouer scts the
Pible squarely asgainet the Spirit of Prophecy and with a covert
encer 3t the Tcetimonice declaree for the NEW view of the Daily and
identifice the teavkings of Conradi and his own (Dr. Waggoner's view
with Prescott's view'.

CAYRAPT ORLGINATFD TEIS MODWSY IDEA ANT LED PROF. PRESCOTT INTQ THE
LIoeo(1). COVRADI AND WAGGNNFR ROTE APOSTASIZED AND DIED CUTSIDE
THE VFSSAGE. BUT PRNF, PRFECHTT STILL PFRPETUATES THE CONRADIA
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WAGCONER APNETATE DOCTRINE,

Tren we were working together in England, I noticed that Prof.
Prescott used the American Revised translation of the Pible. I
asked wby he did not vee the Avthorized Version. FHe sald, "] will
show you why I use the A.R.V.". Then he tvrned to Daniecl 8th chapter
and ehowed m¢ that the Revleed Verslon was mich morec favorable to
hie new view of the 'D2ily', than the Authorized Version, and he has
uecd the Revieed ever eince; and that is TEY he uses it. It suits
tte Conradi-Wacgoner view of the Daily. In Fngland, Prof. Prescott
said to me, "If T can only get theec new views tauzht in America, I
will change the whole face of our work". And this he has evidently
teen trying to do for the last 40 yeare.

Shortly bsfore the close of thefentury he returned to the U.S.
and a few yearas later he bscare 2Gaitor of the Review and Eerald.
After a time he startcd a2 serics of articles on Daniel to tring out
this NEW VIEW OF THF DAILY. Sister Thite told him he was making a
mountzin out of a molehill. Ard sks2 requested him NOT TO PUSH THIS
wIFw in the Review. So he was cut down there and soon after started
the "Proteetant Megazine", a regular anti-Catholic paper, in which
he taught the MEW VIT™ and moved nearly all the prophetic dates of
the prophecies.

An edition of the book, "Pitle Readings for the Home Circle",
REVISED PY ™. A. COLCORD, ¥H® FAT ACCEPTED TEE COYRADI-WAGGNNERS »
PRESCATT IT%A, and, (ae he told me proudly that ke was ASSISTED IN
THIS REVISION PY D. ¥. CANRIGET, who as nzarly all our p=ople know
APOSTASIZED years before helping Colcord revi@€ "Bible Readinge
for the Home Circle") had in it eeveral pages of the NEW VIFW NF THE
DAILY with a S5-year eliding gecale, moving nearly 211 the dates of our
prophetic frame work. ¥o thank God that the Revizsw and Herald cut
out this abteurd elidirg scale a few ycars ago and that nRible Read-
inge" now teaches the original meesage.

The "Protcstant Magazine" was published a few years and ae
Prof. Preecott even held msetings with the Orangemen, Who are poli-
tically anti-Catholic, and thers wae danger that this anti-Cathollc
orpgan might bring premature persscution (ece Tes. Vol. O, page 243
the Protcetant was brought to a sudden inglorioue end.

At the General Conference in 1909, I had my last talk with

Sjeter White, in the house for years wn D % . Just- be-

STc ithe conversation closed, Slster White shook her head very
eadly and said, "They are all tied up here in Washington and there
YU'ST FF A GREAT CEANGE." One of the first changes Sister White
requceted was that Prof. Prescott should no longzer be editor of the
Reviow and Ferald and Preejdent of ite aesociation, but should do
work in the citice. Her 80D, 3. F. White, told me 1t wa® NOT that
Prof. Prezscott wae such a good city worker but that it was nscessary
to get him wherc hie influence would not destiroy the faith and
.Confidence of the rcadere of thc Review and Herald.
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In a letter written to Fld. Danielle by Fld. George F. Starr,
Jure= 21, 1832, L. 2t=tec- th=t Sister Whitc c2id to hiwm,

"I have my cowrmiesicr fremw the Lord to see that he (Prof.
® W or.scott) PISCATYESTE frow th- Review and Herald'.
. "*py", ehe said, "Rro. Sterr, if that wan rexzins cn the
Review he will LEAD TEIS TEALE DTUAMTIVATION ASTRAY."

Ir a personsli tzlk with Prof. Prescott at Knoxville, Tenn.,he
eaid to me, "I kave had to revisec ny teiief of the Spirit of Prophecy.
I nave found that "Great Centroversy" ie full of mistakes.” In a
pereonal ictter to me, he cald thet n3reat Controversy""had to be
r<vieed to be in hermorny with the FAZTE." Fis profound r-scearchcs
sworg the writings of UNINEPIRED ¥EY gave hir ths AUTEARITY and
APTLITY to prove th=t the IVERIRFD P2ADETT AF 30D was mistaken.
Fvidertly he docs not telong to thoee who believe the Teatimony of
Jssue, the Spirit of Prorkecy. S=ze Rev. 12:17. Yo wonder that Sister
Thite paid if Fe reraincd as editor of the Revicw he would lead the
whnis derominatisn ASTRAY. The years that have gone by have confirmed
th2t staterment.

Prof. Pr-a2zott in hi: sermons and articles uses th: American
R-viced Versior without any irdication, as other writsrs use the
Avthorized Vereion. Is thie fz2ir or honorable? All English-speaking
—ritera uec the Authorized witkout any marks of identification, a
vniversal underetarding, end if the Revieed or any other vereion ie
vscd they indicat: what version by initizl letters, R.V. for Revised
Verzion, A.R.V. for American Revised Ver=ion, stc. One who Was not
scquainted with the vers=ione, in recading the articles of Prof.Prescott,
rigtt think Advertistas had a diffcrent Fitle of their own. I protest
that thie ie net fair or honoradle. If 2 writsr uees the A.R.V, or
any other veraion ke muat indicate the version. We have seen that
the rcason why Prof. Preecott uses the A.R.V. IS PECATSE IT TEACFES
THF APOSTATF COFMRADI'E DOCTRINE AF THE TAILY,

Thie meseape was acttled, scaled by the Spirit of Prophscy befors
tto Rovired Veresion was translated from two Catholic WManuscripts,
the Vaticanua and the Siraitacus. The Roviscd has many Catholic
errors in 1it. .

The Auttorized vereior is translated from manuscripts kept bty
the Wszldences. "In =2 most wonderful manner it was preserved
UYOQREUPRTFD throusk all the azes of darknesz? "Great Controversy",
Pazc 69. "The Church in the wildernesz and not the proud hierarchy
cnthroned in the world'e gre=2t capital, was the true church of

Chriet, thc gu=zrdisn of the trsasury »f truth, which God has committed
to the people to be given to the world." "Grsat Controversy,page 64.

Se the manuecripte kept by the Wgldanses angd translated into
the Fitle of Luther, in German, and into the Authorized Version in
1611,.ir Englieh, is tke "truth, uncorrupted, unadultcrated. "
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Sieter White quotes, ae anyone is at liberty to quote, the
Revieed ard other vereions there it 1e clearer and more modern
En-lieh. FHowsver, Ahc uees almoat entirely the Authorized edition,
tut always indicatee when the Revieed or any other version i3 quotsd.

Put there are rany falschoode and biunders in the Revieed Ver-
aion, tranelated from Catholic Mee.:
nwithout my flesh eh21ll I sce God". Job.19:26 teczchee the Catholic
Rurrzzaxy Immortality of ths anul.
Tke Catholic Purgatory is dirsctly tavght irn th: Revised Version, of
II Peter 2:9.
Th: Pevised Versior tran:latece Rav.33:14, "Elesaed ar: they that wash
th:ir rowee®, inatz2i of "do Pis comrendmerte", which must please
Tausc who oproes the 82btath truth.
Tre R.V. in Watt.14:3C omits the wTord "boietsrous" and gives ue this
crude absurdity, "®Wren Peter ga¥ the xiad, he was afraid."No wonder!
in tk: margin of the A.V., Rev. 13:18, in3tcad of the mumbsr of the
beact being 863, the margin of the R.V. gives 616. Does Fld.Prescott
beiicve the mumber of the beast is 865 or 8181
The zlorious closc of the Lord's prayer in the R.V., Matt.6:13, is
ozitied. "For thine le the kingdor and the powsr and the glory
frrover. Amen." Yet those words are quoted by Sieter Whits in the
"Warnt of Fleeeing”. She thus ecale the Authorizsd Version as the
true word of God.
Tu Rev.B8:7, the R.V. saye "a third part of the earth(instead of "treee”
i Avthorized) was burned up." Who believes this Revieed Version,
imvesible untruth!
mhe whole text Acte 8:37 is omitted in the R.V., yet that text is
cooted in full in Vol. 8 of the Tecetlimorniecs and thua scaled as the
word of God by ths Holy Spirit.

TEE REVISED VERSION IS WNT TEF TOUE CAMPLETE TORD OF GOD,

FIRGT, PFCAUSF IT IS WOT ALL TEFRE,
AYD
SFCOND, FUCAUSF IT IS ¥OT ALL TEFRY STRAIGHT.

Docs Prof. Prcscott, who usce the A.R.V. a3 the only suthori-
tative word of God, telieve in the immortal soul? Job.19:23 R.V.,
in purgatory, II Pcter 2:6 R.V.? Doca he believs that "do his command-
rente® in the Authorized Version ie a wrong translation? Do€s he be-
1isve that Pster "saw the wind" Matt.14:30 A.R.V.? Doce he belicve
+-at 6513 is the number of the beast? Margin,A.R.V., Rev.13:18. Do=s
‘. pelicve that "For thine is ths kingdom and the power and the
zlyry forsver, Amsn®, ahovld te cut out of tks Lord's prayer? A.R.V.
Ms.t.6:13. Dose he belliecve that =2 third part of the garth was
rurred up? ,(a physical and historical falsehood)! Rav.B8:7,A.R.V.
Ooee he belicve thet Acte 8:37 should be cut out of the Rible and
+tst Sister White wae wreng in quoting it? If he believes ALL THESE
Turv3e, he should contimue using the A.R.V. as the complete authori-
tative Word of God. If not, he ehould uee the grand old Protcstant
iuthorized Version, that was sccepted 29 the suprene foundation of
this message long before the Recvisad Verslon was tranalated.
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Prof. Preacctt beslieves thet the R.V. teaches his YEW VIEW
~¥ TEF PATLY. It aleo teachee that Peter eaw the wind. éﬁe is as
true 28 the other.

TEe Spirit of Prorkecy telle us that the Word of God was
preserved "uncorrupt:d" ty the Wmidensce.- n3recat Controversy",P.63.
"The church in the ®ilderncee and not the proud hierarchy enthronad
in the world's capital,(Roms) was the true church of Christ, the
guardian of the treasurce of truth which God had committcd to his
people to be given to the world".- "Great Controversy", Page ©54.
Theee Were the manuscripts of the Received text translated into the
Pible of Luther in German and tranelated into Erglish in 1611 as the
Authorized Version, while the Reviesd Veraion wee translated mainly
from the "Vaticanus" manuecript preesrved in the Vatican in Rome,
and the "Sinsitacue" kept in a Catholic convent, Whichk ie the true
Word of God??? )

¥hen the Holy Sririt through God's appointed prophet endorsss
the Mes of the Waldeneee a3 "uncorrupted and unadulterated" then they
ARF TUT NPEST ATTCETED MAVUSCRIPTS" and NOT the nSinaitacus™ and the
nveticanus" kspt by the Roman Church, from which the R.V. was trans-
1sted. Cn thie authority, the Teetlmony of the Boly Spirit, we may
reet as final and decisive. To 2 Seventh-day Adventiet, there is no
apreal from this authority. On this rock, brethren, we may 2ll build
for eternity, and the "gates ofFz1ll ehall not prevail agzainet it."

In the "Minietry" of March 1939, appeared an article by Prof.
Preecott, based on quotatione from Catholic writcre which statce
that the position of Adventists on the nuxber of the beast ie not
correct, that ie, that the Latin worde "Vicarius Filii Del” in which
the muwber 356 && ie found is not the true title of the Pope. There
is atrundance of evidence on tkis point which Prof. Prescott had not
seen, and yet he takes the poeition that hie o¥n reesrches are final,
that he had seen 211 that was 1o be ecen, and that the ploneers of
this movement were =1l wrong and his judgment againet them was corl-
rect and final. There ies 2 logical reeult of hie setting up his
authority for many yezars to overthrow tke =stablished faith of the
body on onc point after another, or ae, Sistcr White said, to "lead

thie whole denomination agtray."

Ir. the Revieed Vereion of Rev.13:18, the margin gives clc as
the rumter of the bezet jnetead of 668. Doee Prof.Preecott belicve
that 618 is the nurber of the teast? He takss away the established
fajth of the Fody and gives use nothinz =solid or certain in ite place.
Is Prof. Prescott a builder or 2 destroyer? Doee he confirm the faith
of the people of God? or has he been for more than 40 years 2 vank of
cloude and darknese? Fe followed the false prophecice of Anna Rice.
He accepted the Pantheistic doctrine of Dr. Waggoner and Dr.Kcllogg
and held ther for years. Fe sccerted the Conradi-Waggoner doctrine of
the NE¥ VIF® 0F THE DAILY and_both the founder and teacher of that
doctrinc apoetzeized complete dnd died outeide the fold. He perpe-
tuatzd their theology that moved nearly all the datea of our prophe-

tic framework.
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Following the Conradi{ theology, Le discarded the Authorized
Vercsion and took the American Revised Vereion =2s authority, based on
Cetholic Mse. because it was more nearly in harmony with the Conradi
versior of the Daily. Wher the Lord Rimeclf through Eie prophet,
recmoved Prof. Prescqtt from the editerehip of the Revicw and Ferald,
because hec was "leading the whele deromination astray" and his anti-
Catholic magazine camec to a sudden inglorious end, he did not obtey
the requcet of the prophct that hs work in the citiee but remained
in Waskington to do "literary work". Then, with Conradi, he taught
that the principal book given uve by ths Lord, "Great Cortroversy"”
wae full of miestakee (that the prophet of God was mistaken) and that
hie wisdom is superior to that of the prophket.

He tcachecs thzt we er: wronz on the nuirter of the beast and
now enbracee the pacesn papal decctrine of the Trinity that the Fatker
and the Son are "one person”, "Jehoveh-Jceus", when Jesue in John 173
21,32 and th= Spirit of Prophecy directly state that they are "NOT
onc peraon" and then he follows this Catholic doctrine of the
Trinity to ite logical end, affirming that the Son of God did not
diec, thue absolutely contradicting the Word of God and forcver des-
troying our hope, a fitting climax to hie developing program of
"changing the whole face of our work" and the faith of this pcople,
a program followed by him ae many years =28 Iaracl wandered in the
wildernees.

Prof. Prescott is a courteous, cultured, educated gentleman.
Peresonally I r:gard him very highly. Put his tsachings are thue
the more dangerous 2and destructive. Fe has notetrangthened the
confidence of our peorle but hae paralyzed the faith of many. I do
not say that he has followed ALL the teackings of Conradi and
Wagooner, but a number of them he has perpetuatsd, and whsn they
with A.T.Jonzs, Fletcher and many otkers have given up tks faith, he
hae continucd to tcach their destructive theories. We thank God
that = nugwber of our leading brethrsn have eeen the t=rrible danger
of his ruinous teaching. FKowever kindly or beautiful or apparently
profound his sermons or articles may te, when a man hae arrived at
the place where he teaches the heathen Catholic doctrine of the
Trinity, and denies th:zt the Son of God died for us, is he a true
Seventh-day Adventist,? Is he even a true preacher of the Goepel?
And when many regard him aes a great teacher and accept Lkis unecrip-
tural treories, atsolutely contrary to the Spirit of Prophecy, it
ie tire that the watchmen ehould sound a note of warning.

The Lord is calling on all hie army of faithful workers to
stand firm, ynshzken, ae the great enemy of God hae marshslled the
myriads of faller angele and wicked men for the last terrific tattle
of the preat controverey. Fe has told vs to cmcourage One anather,
to strcngthen the weak hande and confirm the feceble kmces. And
here is an educated, cvltured man, with great ability, who might
" have becn a eafc wise leader, a rock of strength to God's people,
and yet for 40 years he has taught one new discovery(?) after
another of the mietakes and false (?) teachings of our plonsers and
oven dared to criticize the Meesenger of God. Hae God called him
or eny other man in such a time a8 this to weaken the hands of our
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valiant erry of workers snd to putlish our "false(?)" teachinz before
our enemies? Is this the work of God or is it the work of the dea-
troyer?

The Spirit of Prophecy in Serice B, No. 7, p.56, eays:
"One thing ies soon to be realized, the great apoestasy, which is de-
veloring and incrs=eing and waxing etronger and will continue to do
80 until the Lord will deecenfA from Hecaven with a shout. We arec to
hold fast the first principles of our denominated faith, and go for-
ward from strngth to increased faith. Ever we arc to keecp the faith
thet has teen subetzntiz=tsed ty the Holy Spirit of God from the ear-
lier events of our csxperience until the present time....If we needed
the manifest proor of the Foly Spirit'e power to confirm truth in the
beginning; after the puesing of the time, we need today all the evi-
dence in the confirrav un of The truth when souls are departing from
the faitk 2nd givirg ne-d o seiucing spirite and doctrines of devilel

Trhe false teaching ¥ the personality of God making him eimply
an e¢esence and not a 1eiesouzlity was the "Alpha of Apostasy". Another
phase of false doctrine on the personality of God, might become the
"Orega of de=2dly eposizey", dsrics B., No. 3, page 16. "Few eee the
reaning of the prescut zp.oetasy.but the Lord has lifted the curtain
and has shown me its meaning and the result that it will have if al-
lowed to continue. , We must now 1lift our voices in warning".

Series B.,No.7,P.37.

The apost=sy In the days of Dr. Kellogg was in regard to the
peroonality of God. Then He was regarded as an FSSENCE pervading 2all
navure. Belng checked by tke powerful Teetimony of the Prophet of God,
it is bound to come back later in a modified form. The Spirit of
Prophecy has plainly indicated this. "TEE RFSULTS OF THIS INSIDINUS
DEVISING WILL PREAY NUT AGAIN AND AGAIN", and it HAS PROKFN OUT AGAIN,
and ie still om the porednality of God. Now Prof.Prescott, once aeso-
ciated with Dr.Kellogz, takes up the subject of the personality of
God azain,but this time, =escrts the Father and the Son are "one per-
son", and that the Son of God could not die, Satan'es teacking through
hcetheniem and the Papacy, of the doctrine of the Trinity, lecading us
back to Papal thecvlogy and darknees, and abasolute destruction of all
our hope that springe fromr the deatk of the Son of God.

TO ¥NOW GOD ARIGFT IS LIFE EVERLASTING. "And this is life eternal,
th=t they might know thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ, whom
thou hast sent."-John 17:3. A fale: conception or falec knowledge of
God is etsrnal death.

Rooke that contain God's spscial mesesage are counted full of
mistakee, or thrown entirsly out of publication. The Lord, through
Hig prophet, has named the three books moet needed today. Largely
throughk the teachings of Prof. Prsecott, one of these ls criticised
=8 being full of mistakes, and one has been thrown out of publication.
If God has cver spoken to this people the following worde are the
¢ternal truth of God.

"'Patriarche 2nd Prophets', 'Daniecl and the Revelation' and
‘Great Controversy' are needed now as never before...the very books
most necded".-Mrs. E.G.White in Review and Herald,Feb.16,1905.

" Daniel and the Revclation)'Great Controversy'and'Patriarchs and
Prophete' will make their way. They contain the very message the
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people must have, the special light God has 3ziven his reople. The
angelo of Ged prepsre the wey for these books in the hesarte of the
people. 0f =211 the bocke that have ceme from tr: press thse:= mention-
ed F:zve beern of th: srecatcet corsejuencs in the past and ars =t the
pres.nt time." -Spscizl Teetimorica in regard to Royalties.

Or.- word of Jod ie worth infiritecly mor. than ten thousand
wordse of wer. "Heaven =2nd e=2rth eh2ll pass away tut my word shall
nct pses away."

"The rast fifty yeare h=ve not dimmed one jot or principle of
our fa2ith 28 we received the zreat and wonderful evidences that were
rade certain to ue, in 1844 sfter the passing of the tinze...NOT A
wrRD IS CEANGED AR DPTFIED, That which the Foly Sririt testificd to
as Truth after the roecsing of the time in our zreat disappointment
is the SOLID FAUNTATIAY AF TPUTH, "-Serizs B. No.7,pages 57 and o8.

Teackers of the doctrine of the Trinity often use figurcs of
speech to explzin its mysterice that can not be understood. The
Spirit of Prophecy hae clearly stated the falschood and danzer of
gsore of these illustrztions. We quote from Serics B,No.7,P.03:

"Such representations =s the following are made, 'the Father is the
licht invisible; the scn is the light embodied. The epirit is the
lizht sked abroad:...another representation: The Father ie like the
invieibie varor, the esen is like the lsaden cloud; the spirit is rain
fallen =nd working in refreshing power.'"

211 thesc spirituvalistic representations ars eimply nothing-
ness. They are imperfect, untrue. The Father can not be described by
the trhings of earth. The Father is 211 the fulnees of the Godhead
bodily 2nd is invieible to mortal sight. The Son is 2ll the fulness
of the Godhead manifceted...the Comforter that Ckhriet promiscd to
send after he ascended to Feaven, is the Epirit in =211 the fulness of
the Godkcad reking manifeet the power of Divine grace to all who r=2-
ceive and believe in Crrist 28 = peraonalfSaviour. Thers are 3 living

sreons of gﬁg Hﬁavenlx Trio, in tke naxﬁ these thres graat powers -
the Tather, the Son and tke Foly spirit - those who recelve Christ by
living faith are baptized.” _

one of the mightiest procfs of the Divine inepiration of Sis-

ter White is that she saw clezrly through the dangerous false teach-
inge on the pereonzality of God ard warned the people of God in this
powerful statemsnt. "TEERT ARF THREEF LIVING PFRECNS"NOT"ONE PEREONT.
"The more eirple the education of our workers,the l2ss connection they
have Witk the men whom God ie NOT leading, the more %ill be accom-
plished. Tork will be done in the eimplicity of true Godlincee, and
the o0ld,old times will be back *when under the Foly Spirit'se guidance,
thousands were converted in a2 day.-"Series P.,¥.7,p.63.
"For if when Wwe Were enemics,we were reconciled to God by tte DEATHE OF
HIS SON, much more beingz reconciled we shall be saved by His léfe."
Sce "Ministry of Fealing",page 423. Rox.5:30.

"The Unity that exists between Christ =2nd Fis disciplcs does
not destroy the pereonality of either. They are one in purpose, in
mind, in character, FUT ¥OT IN PFRENF. IT IS TPUS THAT GOD AND
CERIEST ARE ONE. "

J. §, WAQUR[RN,



‘ APPENDITYX
THE TRINITY. Fy J.S.Washburn.

In 1933 there was published by Fleming E. Revell Co. a volume
by ".W.Prescott, cntitled "The Spade and the Pidble". In the chapter,
"Lisht on Ncw Test=ment Forde", an effort wae made to prove that
"Vicariue Filii Dei" was not th: title of the Pors and that the Mark
of the Feast cortains "hie nsme or the number of his name", in other
worde thet "thc mark" is the naxe of the bteast. That is to say that
the nurber 566 ia the Mark of the Fsast. On paze 448 of the "Sreat
Controverey" ere found the words, °¥hat then ie the chanze of the
Sabtath tut the eign or mark of the avthority of tkhe church...the mark
ofthe beast".

At lcast three times th:s Spirit of the Lerd has_spoken empha-
sizing the f=ct that the @ark of the teast is Sunday. Why then this
confusing etatemcnt by Prof. Prescott that the mark of the beast is
the name, the number of the beast? "To the law and the tecetimony, if
they speak not according, to this word it ig becauee there is no light
in them." ;}’MM :

In the same chaptdr, Prof.Prescott throws doubt on "Vicarius
Filii Dei". It le arguegilhat the title of the pope is "Vicar of Christ",
not Vicar of the Son of ‘God. Put is not this simply a play upon worda?
For ies not Chriet the Sorn of God? Matt.16:16. Fut the very words,
"Vicarius Filii Dei" are civen as the title of the pope in the Dona-
tion of Constantire, a document reputedly found on the tort of St.Peter
in the 8th century, now admitted ty Roman Catholice to be spurious but
nevertheless made use of by the popes whsn thsy were climbing into
power. Put while they repudiate the document they still cling tenacious-
ly to the title, "Vicar of ths Sor of God", or "Vicar of Christ".

Ve quotc from the Donation of Copstantine by Coleman as given in
Gratian's Decretum, "Flessed Petrus in Terrie, Vicariua Filll Dei".
From the Treatise of Lorenzo Vallza on the Donation of Conetantine P.13.
See also Ferraris Ecclesiastical Dictionary issued by Extypographia
Polyglotta, 5.C. de Proraganda Fide, Rome, in 1890, under the Title
"Para" on P. 43. )

The Donation of Constantine ueing the exact title ryjcariue Filii
Dei™ was referred to by many popee 28 authority for the apsumption that,
as a Roman Cetholic priest in conversation with me asserted, the Pope
is Christ on earth; "Viceriues Filii Dei." These popes used this forged
-dict of Constantine to prove their divine avthority; Leo IX,Urbanll,
Eu:iniue III, Innocent III, Gregory 1¥, Innocent IV, Nicolas III,
Roniface VIII =nd John XXII. There ls ruch more, yea an overflowing
abundance of authority to prove that Ukrish Smith was rizht when he
taught that "Vicarius ¥ilii Del", the real and comprehensive title of
the Pope contained the number of the beast 866, and when the Holy
Spirit through His Prophet indorsed the book, "Daniel and the Revela-
tion" and claesee it with "Great Controversy", how can Prof.Prescott
or any Adventiet minieter or any real student of history presume to
throw doubt and confueion and darknese on the Mark of the beast or the
number of his name? ™hen God speaks, true history muet, and always
does, reerond with a unanimous "Aren"®.

1



	Washburn335.jpg
	Washburn336.jpg
	Washburn337.jpg
	Washburn338.jpg
	Washburn339.jpg
	Washburn340.jpg
	Washburn341.jpg
	Washburn342.jpg
	Washburn343.jpg
	Washburn344.jpg
	Washburn345.jpg
	Washburn346.jpg
	Washburn347.jpg
	Washburn348.jpg
	Washburn349.jpg
	Washburn350.jpg
	Washburn351.jpg
	Washburn352.jpg
	Washburn353.jpg
	Washburn354.jpg
	Washburn355.jpg

