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The doctrine of the Trinity is regarded 2s the supreme test
of orthodoxy by the Roman Catholic Church. Many of the councils of

that church during its decvelopment wers almost entirely given over to
the discussion of the Trinity, the Arian and Trinitarian controversy.

"Wag Christ of the same substance of the Father, or of like
substance?" Very naturzlly the naturec of the personality of God was
the center, the core, the key of the teachings of Roman theology,
Satan's crowning masterpicce of Apostat:s Countcrfeit Christianity.

The legading doctrines of the Roman papacy were taken directly
from heathenism,-the sign of the cross, Holy water, monks, nuns, the
Cclibacy of the priesthood, the Sunday Sabbath, etc., etc. ©Bo this
Catholic doctrine of the Trinity comss from heathenism. In India we
have Brahma, Shiva, Vishnu, vengeful, unforgiving trinity.

Where in Heathenlsm or in Romanism is the Divine mediator
between God 2nd man? "There is one God and one mediator betwesen God
and man, the man Christ Jesus." I Tim. 3:5. Therc is none in heathen—
isem; and in the Romzn church, as Christ ie a very physical part of
God, the deity, it becomes necceseary to invent a2 multitude of human
mediztors, the Virgin Mary, Peter, Andrew, etc. and a multitude of
manvfactured saints, a band of immortal souls of dead men and women.
Jegus has become so fully and literally a component part of the great
scvere judge who delighte in et:zrnal torment, according to the Roman
tvaching of the Trinity; that they nmust find or manufacture a multi-
tude of human spiritualistic mediztorgs. TFIS REMOVING OF JESUS FROM
FIS TRUF RFLATIONSFIP TO GOD ANT MAN, TAKFS FIM €0 FAR FROM US THAT
HE FECOMES AN INFLICTOR NF FYERLASTING TNRVWENT AND NO LONGER OUR
LOVING SAVIOQUR,

The doctrine of the Trinity is a crucl hsathen monstrosity,
removing Jesus from his truc position of Divine Saviour and Mediator.
It is truc we can not mecasurc or define divinity. It is beyond ocur
finite understanding, yet on this subject of the personality of God
the Pible is very simple and prlain. The Father, the Ancient of Days,
is from eternity. Jesus was begotten of the Father. Jeesus speaking
through the Psalmist says:

"The Lord (Jehovah)hath said unto me, Thou are my son, this
day have I begotten thee." -Psalm 3:7.

[

.in in Proverbsszhcre Jesus is spoksn of under the title of Wisdom,
I1'Cor. 1284), we read:

"The Lord (Jehovah) posscesed we in the beginning of his
way i AT 28,

"Pefore the mountains were settled, before the hills was

I brought forth.-V.24.
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The Son says he was brought forth, begotten, born, of His
Father (Jehovah). Fe calls his father "Jehovah". In Psalm 11O
"The Lord said unto my Lord, sit thou on my right hand; €%c."

James White Library
ANDREWS UNIVERSITY
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Litzral Hebrew, "Jeshovah eald unto Adoni", Jehovah (the Watherx)
s2id to Adorni (the son). Pe.110:4, "The Lord (Jehovah) hath sworn.
and will not rspent, Thou art a priest forever after the order of
Melchiesedec". Who is this prieet of the order of MelchisedeoO?
it igdaeus. Fee Hek.7:581,89; Mark 19435, 36,

In thees scripturss imeelf says the Father's name is
Jehovak, hie own name Adoni. Put in FTx. 33:31, t“: Lord said he
0 i b

wouid send his Arngel tef nle, 1itz2rally his Messenger,
n

Wt
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and said, "My name is in FHir,"eo God placed Eis name in Eis sop.

So on earth tre ¢f every father is in hie soun. It ie thersfore

rérmissibic 19 2at the son nmay e scokan of q” J=hovah, but
11y, tks for said his Father's name is Jehowvah.
Cetober 1932, Eld, W, W,  Ppéacott preadhed &
Park Church gqn. $he svkject; "The Coming One."

the spesker, I quote the following from

"Ir the 0ld Tcetament we find the name Jehovah or
Lord atout 7,000 times, and in the New Testament,
we Tind the name Jesus about 1,800 times and the name
Lord mors than 700 times. Now the Jehovah or Lord
' of the Cld Testament has been manifested as Jesus the
\Lord in the New Tcstament, and thersfore thie ONE
PERENY, Jehovah-Jesug, is mentioned by nage about
8,750 times."

This is one of the most astounding pervereions of the
original language of the Ritle ever written, and cominy from a
man of education it secsms almost inexcusalkle The coining of the
double name "Jehovah-Jcsus" is certainly orlslnal with Elder
Prescott, for I fail to find it in the Bible or in the writings
of the Sririt of Prophegy.

J
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As shown from the Febrew of Pealws 3:7, Psalms 110:1,4 and
Prov. 8:22, w: have shown that Jesus eays his Father's name is
Jehovah, and in the Febrew of Psalms 110:1, the name of the Son
is Adoni.

It ie true that the Father saye in Ex.33:31, that his name
ig in the Son. Thie is true of every son on earth. His father's
name is in tre eon, but the son and father are TWO PERBONE NOT
"ONE PEREHN!", 385 Eld. Prescott incorrectly states in his sermom.

For many years my father was a leading minister in the Towa
Conferenoe. In 1884 I began my work as a mirnister in that conferse
ence. My father was F1ld. ™ashburn. Thsn uron my ordination I
became Fld. Mashburn also. Fut we were T™) PEREONE NOT "OVE PEFRSON".
Now would it ke fair or true to say that in ertlnF up a2 history
of the Iowa Conference, every mention of Fld. Washburn applied to
myeelf? Emphatically ¥o!!! It would te utterly false, as is the
statement that evsry time in the Bible where the word "Jehovah"

Vil
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or "Lord® spreasred i%.peant Jesmigsaad ihatodedte and ths ; WS
T 1 - - - 4 2 ] v~ 4. 3 3 2o~ Lo - & T o e iy -~
"OQYE. PTRIONT ~.Beveral .thoueandm btires 1% upplise to the #: 500G

not ‘to.the  BOT;

The statement of ths esermon is 2 tremendous misrenrssentation
of the truth of the Divine separate personality of the Father and
the Son. B FATHER AND TUE 20, AQF NOT "OREF PYRSONT BUTTWO

PERSONE ISTINCT A8 TFE. TVO BEROONE OF MY FATHER KD MYSULY,

o
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Jesug, who illustrated and explained heavenly things by
earthly things,in his parables, has made it plain that the Father
and the Bon are NOT "OVE PTFRANNT ag Fld. Prescott teschea, thus

foilowing the PRoman doctrine cf the Trinity.

In dJobn 37;31,33, Ths e
a8 thou father art in me and i hee that they also may te o
us...that they may be one even as we are one." Jesus knsw, an
know, the disciples were NNT ONE PIRENW. and that rerresented the
unity of the Father and the son. They could not from Christ's own
word be "one person”,

they (his disciples) all may b
T

Read this glorioue statement from the Spirit of Proprhecy,
explaining Johr 17:21,223, the text just quoted,-Test.8,page B89:

"Wonderful staterent. The #nity that existe betweep.
Christ and His disciples does rot destroy the persorailty
of e¢ither. Theyare one in purrose, in mind, in character,
tut NOT IV PERQON, IT IS THUS THEAT GOD AYD CERIEST ARF ONE.

Eld. Prescott snquarely contradicts the words of Jesus in the

Pible and the words of the Holy Spirit of Prophecy when he states
that they are "one person". Satan has tzken some heathen concep-
tion of z three—headed monstrosityj /and with deliberate intention
to cast contempt upon divinity, has woven it into Romanism as our
glorious God, 2arn impossitle, atsurd invention. This monstrous
doctrine transplanted from heathenism into the Roman Papal Church
is secking to intrude its evél preesnce into the tsachings of the
Third Angel's Message.

9n Page 8 of the printed sermon by Fld. Prescnott is this
statement: .
"We can not regard the three persons of the Godhead
as separable beings, each one dwelling in and confined
to a visible body the eame as three human beings.

"There are three persons in the Godhead but they are
so mysteriously and indissolubly 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 as expressed in the
statement already quoted from the sermon, Page 1, that the three,
Father, Son and Foly Ghost are "ANE PEREON". He stat%gaigig they
: 7
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The Trinity, Page 4. By J. 8. Washburn.

are NOT distinct serarats persons but"One Person" and"that the
presence of each one is enuivalent to the presence of the others.”

Christ himeelf teackes in Jokn 17:21,23 that the 3 persons
of the Godhead are three "separable beinge". For the disciples were
"separable beings", and Christ eompares the unity of the Father and
the Son with the vunity of the disciples, united in perfect unity
of heart. Thus this statement of Eld. Prescott's is abselutely
contrary to John 17:31,32, and I Qor.1l:18.

If the teaching of this sermon of Eld. Prescott be true,
then of course as the three, in the doctrine of the Trinity, are
one rerson, when Christ was conceived and born of the Virgin Mary,
the Father was conceived and born of the Virgin Mary; when Christ
hung on the cross dying, the Father hung on the cross dying; when
Christ lay in Joseph's new tomb the Father lay in Joseph's new
towb; if the person of Christ died the person of the Father which
is counted one person, also died; cither the Father and the HOly
Ghost died when Jesus died, or Jesus did not die.

morning the Father and the Holy Ghost were also dead from Friday
afterncon to Sunday morning, if Prescott's sermon is correct. But
Prof. Prescott is very logical. Which horn of this dilemna does
he take?

If Jesus was actually dead from Friday afternoon to Sunday

I quote from a letter written to me ty Eld. J. F. Anderson,
former pastor of Takoma Park Church, dated Jan. 18, 1940,
112 St. Louis Avenue, Fort Worth, Texas:

"In answer to your nquestion as to my conversation
with Fld. Prescott, it was after I had spoken on the
vicarious sacrifice of Christ, that he called me and
wanted to ¥alk with me about it. He tried to convince
me that Christ DID NOT DIF A8 TEE 80N OF GCD, as I had
preached. Ard when he could not convince me, he gaid;

'I do not appreciate your leaving me without a

Christ for three days and nights'.

"And remember,Fld. Washburn this statement was made
after he had taken the nosition that the Son of God
did not die but only the Son of Man."

Other teachers of the Trinity eay that the death of Ch;iSF
was not vicarious but only his sufferings. Put the wages of sin 1s
DEATH not suffering., Christ's suffering alone could not pay the
penalty. The Son of God must DIE to pay the penalty of the broken
law. "For what the law could not do in that it was weak through the
flesh, God sending His own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, and
(by a szcrifice for sin)(margin) condemned sin in the flesh, that
the righ¢eousness of the law might be fulfilled in us."-Rom.8:3,4.
The Son of God died that the law of God might live in us.
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If Christ did not die, we never could keep the law. Either
Christ muset die or the law dies in us. Th2t the law might live in
us the Son of God died. Put the Trinity makes the death of Christ
impossikble, 28 Prof. Prescott scems to tsach, thersfore the Roman
Trinity destroys the law. o wonder that the Papacy changes and
destroys the law of God, ard substitutes tradition and human works.
As stzated in the letter from Eid. Anderson, we have the
logical bold denial of the death of Christ, the very foundation of
tfu Gospel - "the son of God did not die", only the son of man,
only a human ztonement. This is the nly logical position any
man can take who helieves the heathen-Roman doctrine of the

Trinity, which is a twin sister of eternal torment and as true

and logical as purgatory and the Sunday Sabbath. No wonder that
the Roman papacy is the original teacher of both doctrines of the
Trinity and eternal torment. Very logically the Roman Church must
have many human mediatore hut also many human works to earn salva-
tion or by purgatory, or the mass, or by the torments of self-

inflicted punishment to gain Heaven.

Pecause Christ being a part of the one person of the"Trinity"
could not die unless the Father and Foly Ghost all died with Him,
according to this false doctrine of the Trinity, if we accept the
Y Catholic Trinity, we must accept that which goes with it, human
mediators and human works,for according to Eld. Prescott, the Son
of God did not die; he resented the idea that the Son of God was
dead "three days and nighte". The Christ of Prof. Prescott was not
dead but alive from Friday afternoon to Sunday morning. IF THIS
IS 80, THEN QUR DERT FAS NOT FEFN PAID, AND WE ARE ALL LOST. This
is the logic of Fld. Prescott's adoption of the Roman doctrine of
e FEa S dant

The Rible teaches that the Son of God died, as the Son of
God. M"For if when we were cnemies ws were reconciled to God by the
death of Eis Son: much more teing recornciled we shall be saved by
ms'u#e'.’"”:{o&;”5:10. See aleo Col. 1:13-33, I Thes. 1:10. The
worde "Bon of God" and "Christ" ars synonimexx Matt.1l5:186. And
again and again the scriptures state that Christ died for our sins,

LilT

the foundation princirle of the Gospel.

)

Vothing is clearer irn the scripture than the Snuag Bl that the
con of God died for us =znd we have a DlVle and not simrcly a human
atonement. Those who believe that the Son of God did nnt die quote
an unpuklished statement of Sister White. "Deity did not sink gnd
die, that would have been impossible." This is all very clear if
we believe the Pible statement of death, aes found in Job. 34:13,14,
152

"Yea surely God will not do wickedly...If he (God)
sct his heart upon man, if he (God) gathers unto
himeelf Eis Spirit and His breath (God's spirit and
God's breath) all flesh shall perish together, and
man shall turn again to dust”.



"WITE GOD If THE FOUNTAIN OF LIFE", Ps. 36:9.

All life, angelic, human, animal, vegetable, comes from God
and is simply loansd for a tims to God's creatures. It was God's
life before ihe creature received it. It is God's life while they
have it and if God takee back to Fimself His own life, the " creature
goes back where he wag befocre he recesived the ihite et God But
that 1ife is rnot a senarate person. It is ife o God, taken
back by the Lecrd to himeeif “ba 76 1 ng given to the
creature, It is true that we y
if we are Chr igtians. Ry
personaliti
And g0 Wjpg

be fﬂL,
g of tkc u1v1nc nature,
mean that we are conscious
e liTe and we are dead.
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When Christ was ¥ hegotten of the Father; He recsived the life
of God, His father. Wren Jsaus died on the cr J&S, he said, "¥Father
into tky hands I commend wy spirit®,lor lzi ) and the 1lifs of God
wae given back to the Father, and for a iﬁaj thres dave and nights,
that 1ife was with the Father from When;e it had come.  ILn the
resurrection that life of God ie restored to the one who disd.
Ps.104:30, Put between his death on Friday afternoon, till Sunday
morning, the Son of God was dead.

"HE POURED QUT FIS 20UL UNTO DFATH®. Iea. 33:13.

Read thie clear statement from the Spirit of Prophecy, Vol.3,
Page 3C3:

eyes In death upon
not go . at onece te
LIVE AND INTHLLIC

REMAINED WITH PFIS PODY IN THE GWPULCHRE. AND WHWN

PE CAVE FORTE IT DID ¥OT
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and the Son are"one person", then Christ is a2 mediator betwesn
1d Christ was made in the express image of His Father's
'he FPather had a person. The Son ha@ another, a distinct,
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"I beheld till the thrones were cast down and the
Ancient of Daye did sit whese garment was white as
snow and the Lair of his head like the pure wool.
Fie throne was like the fiery flame and hie wheels

~

B8 burwing fire." Dan7:E.

"I eaw ir the night visions, and behcld one like the
Son of man came with the clouds of Heaven and came to
the Ancient of Days and they brouzht him nezsr before
him." Verse 13.

Here are two persons, distinct and separate in their person-
ality. The scripturce are as clear on this point as on any subject
o Ba bl e s rurthy

Because the heathen believed in some gods who had one body
with more than one head and because the Roman Church adopted that
neathen idea, eterral torment, the workhip of dead men, the sign
of the cross, and z2lso the Trinity, direct from heathendsm, is the
doctrine of the Trinity any more sacred than eternal torment, the
Sunday Sabbath, purgatory, or any other Pagan papal doctrine?
CERTAINLY NOT! And the fact that Christ is not the mediator in the
Roman church demonstrates that the Trinity destroys the truth that
@hrist 1s the one, the only mediator.

The so-called Christian church, the Papacy, that originated
the doctrine of the Trinity, does not recognize him as the only
mediator but substitutes a multitude of ghosts of dead men and
women as mediators, If you hold the Trinity doctrine, in reality,
Christ is no longer your mediator.

The Trinity doctrine like 1te author, Satan, is a destroyer;
a bungling abesurd irreverent caricature, a blasphemous burlesque on
the glorious free unity of heart and purpose and perfect almighty
love and creatife life of the Father, Son and Foly Spirit.

Many timee in the New Testament we read of Christ praying to
God. If the three persons of the so-called Trinity were always
together, always inseparable, 2 persone in 1 person, a Vvery personal
part one of another and as Eld. Prescott teachee that Christ was
always Jehovah the father, WHY SHOULD CFRIST PRAY? AND WAS EE NOT
RFEALLY PRAVING TN FIMRFELF?

When Jesus said, "I can of myself do nothing", John 5:30, was
he = pereonal part of the "one person" of the Trinity? He recog-

nized a person sbove himself, a geparate personality; when he said,
"MY FATETR IS GREATER THAN I", John 14:28, he surely looked up to a



TER: TRINETY, ‘Poge 8. By J.- 8, Waghburn.

person greater than Himself. While he was NOT "one person" with
the Father, a2s the scripture and Spirit of Prophecy have stated,
vet he was in absolute harmony with Fis Father, and rendered to
Him perfect obedience, an example to every angel and every creature
in the universe. And when sin is over forever and "when all things
shall be sulbdued unto Him, then shall the Son also be subject unto
Him, that God may be all in all%. I Cer. 15338, These and many
other scriptures make the doctrine of the Trinity impossible.

Then Jesus came to this world as a human being, he took the
same risk that every man faces, the "risk of failure and eternal
loss." It was possible for Jesus to fail, to fall into sin and to
be loet. I quote one of the most keautiful, pathetic statements
found in the Spirit of Prophecy. . Deeire of Ages, Page 49:

"Into the worlid where Satan claimed dominion God
permitted Eis #on to come, a helpless babe subject
to humanity. He permitted Eim to meet life's peril
in common with every human soul, to fight the battle
as every child must fight it at the risk of failure
and eternal loss." ST IE TR

"Theheart of the human father yearns over his son.
He looks into the face of hie little child, and
trembles at the thought of life's peril. He longs
to shield his dear one from Satan's power, to hold
him back from temptation and conflict. To meet a
bitterer conflict and a more fearful risk, God gave
His only begotten son, ﬁﬁ§?ﬂ?§§3§2%ﬁﬁg fe might
be made sure for our little ones.”

"Herein is love. Wonder ¢ heavens! And be astonished
Cregrih. "

If Christ, as was possible, had suffered "failure and/&QWWI
sternal loss", if the Trinity doctrine that Christ was "one pgreon’
with the Father is true, then the Father would keve also hanglgst,
and the universe annihilated. This whole beautiful passage indi-
cates as separate a personality for the Feavenly Father and His
Son, as of any earthly father and son.

The whole Trinity doctrine is utterly foreign to all the
Bible and the teachinge of the Spirit of Prophecy. Revelatiop gives
not the slightest hint of it. ' Thie monstrous heathem conception
finds no place in all the free universe of our Plessed Heavenly
Father and FHis Sonﬂdiord and Saviour, Jesus Christ.

The three distinct, separate persons of the Godhead Were
present at the baptism of Jesus, who, when coming out of the water,
heard the Father's voice proclaiming, "This is my beloved son", and
the Holy Spirit descended upon Jesus in the form of a dove, in
divine benediction. The Father, the first person of the threeﬁ oot
spoke from Heaven of His son, the second person, and the Holy Spirit,
the third person of the three, confirmed the word of the Father that
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Jesus was the beloved Son of God, Here are the three distinct
persone that the Spirit of Prophecy calls the "Eeavenly trio".
werien P, No. ¥, Pape B3.

6n page 8 of Prof. Prescott's sermon, he says that the Spirit
of God and the Spirit of Christ and Chriet are "equivalent Expres-
sions", that is, that Christ is the Foly Spirit and the Holy Spirit
is Christ. ©So the logic of Prof. Prescott's teaching is that the
Father, the Son, ana the Foly Spirit are all "one person", the Holy
Spirit ls Chriet and the Father, Son,and Holy Spirit are "one person".
When therefore he emphasizes the expression, "the Person of Christ”,
he muet mean that the Father and the Son and the Holy Sririt are
one pereon, "the 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 distinct, a separate personality to every
being in the universe, angelic and human, an independent, a distinct
individuality and personality and desirece that we should preserve
that individuality and personality distinct and scparate from that
of every other being. Thus there is given to every one the right
of choice, freedom, liberty; and how glorious are the privileges of
libsrty, to choose the will of God and thus he in perfect oneness,
unity with a3ll who love and obey God, the fountain of life and
likverty.

"0 GOD CREATED MAN IN KIS OWN IMAGE IN THEE IMAGE OF
GOD CREATED FE THEM.™ Gen. 1:37.

If God was a Trinity, (3 in 1 pereson), man created in his
image was a trinity. Put he is not. God has given to every person
in the universe a secparate distinct person and a will, a personality
of his own. Into that separate sacred personality even God does
not intrude. He gives every person the liberty to make his own
choice.

In the garden of Gethsemane Jesus prayed, saying, "0 my
Father, if it be poseible, let this cup pass from me, nevertheless
not as I will, tut as thou wilt".-Matt.26:39. Here the will of
Jesus was that the cup of agony and death should pass from him.
But he surrendered freely his own will to His Father's will.

THIS WAS TEF UNITY OF FREFDOM, OF LIPERTY.

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

FRF PETWEFN THE GLORIOUS FATEFR AND HIS ONLY BEGOTTEN SON AND ALSO
PF HOLY SPIRIT IS PERFECT DIVINE LIPFRTY AN EYAMPLE TO ALL FIS
'REATURFE, TO HIS CEURCE.

G- =



TEE TRIVITY; Pape 10. Ry J. &. Washburn.

The liberty God desired His people to enjoy is enjoyed in
glorious heavenly pesrfection by the "three living persons of the
Heavenly trio, the Father, Son and Foly Spirit". - Series B,No.7,

Page ©83.

"WEERF THE SPIRIT OF TFEF LORD IS THTRF IS LIRERTYr II Cor.
3317 .
There is liberty in Heaven where the Father, Son and Holy Spirit are.

God made us free and leaves us free to all ecternity on earth
and in Heaven, and the glory of righteousness is that without a shade
of compulsion we freely choose to do the will of our glorious God.
Put in the Catholic Church, Romar or Greek, where the Trinity had
been borrowed from Satan's pagan religion, there is no liberty, only
bondage and tyranny, cruelty, darkness, death. Where the Trinity is
the central doctrine, one man supreme, the Pope, tyrannizes over the
bishops; the bishops over the priests; and the priests over the
people. This is the natural, the logical fruit of their central,
key doctrine, the Trinity. No one can deny this fact that where the
Trinity is made the supreme test, there is tyranny, cruelty, torture,
death. And when finally in desperation men rise up and destroy the
Catholic Church, whether Roman or Greek, the pendulum swings and
there ies tyranny, destruction, infidelity, despotism, ruin. This
was esen in the French revolution where the streets of Paris ran
with blood, and in the terrible revolution in Spabn and in the
fearful upheaval in Russia where infidelity, force, murder, darkness,
are reigning supreme worse than in the darkest heathen lands. Men
trained under the Catholic trinity principle, when they revolt, set
up another government on the game principle, despotiem, tyranny.

The heathen doctrines of the Trinity, supreme in the Catholic
§hurch, Roman and Greek, blots out the light of God given libe?ty,
fille the world with darkness and blood, either when it is logically
enforced as 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, dictatorship.

No one living can deny that where the Trinity was the supreme
doctrine there has come horrible bondage, destruction, ruin; liberty
utterly lost. Look at Italy, Spahh, Ruesia; Hitler an Aus?rian
Catholic, Stalin studicd for the priesthood, Franco in Spain,
Mussolini in Italy. The world is in torment from action and :
reaction of the blasphemous doctrine of the Trinity. The‘fru1t of
Ihe Trinity is only evil, only cruel, despotic, the opposite of the
glorious personal liberty in Heaven of the Father and the Hgly ¢
Spirit, of the Son of God and of His children, on earth, the sons o
God. : i
The Catholic heathen doctrine of the Sunday Sabbath }S'Just AR
aggagxxd as sacred as the Catholic pagan doctrine of the Trlnlty and
no more so. Eld. Prescott has as much authority to advocate tﬁe
Sunday as the Sabbath as to teach that the Father and Son are Eni
person", "Jehovah-Jesus." If he believes the Words”of-Chrlﬁt_ﬁ a
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the disciples are to be O¥E as Christ and ths Father are ONE, hLe
can never again say they are "one person”". And if ke will believe
the following on Page 4323 of "Ministry of Healing":

"They are ons in purpose,in mind, in character, but

not in PEREON, ' IT T8 THUS THAT GOD AND. CHRIST AREF ONE,*™

he will nsver again borrow the central doctrine of Romaniem to teach
to Scventh-day Adventists.

Scventh-day Adventists clazaim to take the word of God as
supreme authority and to have "coxs out of Rabylon", to have re-
nounced forsver the vain traditions of Rome. If we should go back
to the immortality of ths soul, purzatory, 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 central root, doctrine of Romaniem, the
Trinity, and teach that the son of God did not die, even though
our words scem to be spiritual, is this anything else or anything
less than apostasy? and the very Omega of apostasy?

Thank God for the Spirit of Prophecy! In the printed copy of
Fld. Prescott's scrmon, I note that he quotecs profusely from ths
teachings of Sunday-keeping ministers of other churches; from the
"I ams of Christ", Samuecl H. GQiesy, from Pster Fayne, Thomas Dehany
Barnard, Jamees M. Campbell and E. Grattan Guiness, in his eermon
he quotes 1305 words, while he only quotes from the Spirit of Pro-
phecy 75 worde; 16 words from outeside popular preachers to 1 word
from the bleesed light God has given to this people by His Holy
Spirit. If he would read the writings of the Spirit of Prophecy
more and the teachings of popular Sunday-keeping ministers less,
if he would in simple faith take the tegchings of the Testimony of
Jeeus, hs would not make the mistake of teaching ths heathen doctrine
of ths Trinity or bringing in any other awguments to overthrow the
establiched cettled faith of the people who belisve the great cloe-
ing meesagse.

A little more than 40 years ago I was working with Eld.
Prececott in England. Feginning thers and almost constantly ginoe
then he has been teaching "new light"(?),conetantly crit10151ng
the original meesags of which Sister White eays in "Early Writings",

"Woe unto him that shall move a block or stir a pin of
these meseages”.

Even before he came to England he made a great campaign for
the so-called Testimonies of Anna Rics, who claimed the gift of
Prophecy. In a tremendous testimony from Australia, Sigter White
unmasked the dangerous teaching of these false propheciss and re-
proved these who had pushed thess teachings on our people.
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Fld. Prescott has often told me how greatly he appreciated
being associatc<d with Dr. W=ggoner and lcarning his wonderful "new
light". For some time thsy lived in the same house. When Dr.
Wagsoner bsgan teacking Pantheism (%od in everything), Eld.Prescott
followed as a pupil follows his teacher. Then at conferences, ete.,
they both vieited Dr. Xellozg in Fattle Creek and worked in harmony
with him. After z few ycars, when Eld. Prcecott had become the
¢ditor of the Review, Eld. ™. C. White said to me, "Prof. Prescott
has as truly taught Pantheism as Dr. Kellogg has taught it, and yet
made no acknowledgment of hies wrong teaching". With the hope that
E1d. Preecott would make this matter right, I requested that he make
an acknowledgmernt in the Review of his mistake, as wide as hls wrong
teachings had been made. Put my kindly suggestion was indignantly
and emphatically refused. If he had been willing to acknowledge
thig wrong, he might have been kspt from many strange teachings
later on, contrary to our grecat message.

Then Eld. Prescott and Dr. Wagzoner were in Engi2and, Eld.

Conradi wae at the head of all the work in Europe and they were often

together and Fld. Prescott lsarned some of the Conradi theology.

In the summer of 1931 L. B, Conradi wrote a letter to the editor of
the Review fimding fault with "Great Controversy". He asserted that
fgtsr Poi¥e Nad mads dquotations From histary that were faled, He
further says in the wame lstéer, "I well remember whel whe LigHT OF
TEF WEW DAILY came to my mind some forty years ago. I was again gnd
again met with Sister White's statement to the contrary....But this
settlement of the Daily was but the first etep to the second one."
Thue L. R. Conradi with the Daily ae hie first step in the Light(?),
he took the second, and third steps, stc.,etc., into the "light"(?)
of final and complete apostasy. HE, COVRADI, THE (RIGINATOR OF THE
new view of the DAILY, in our time, LFFT HIS FYAMPLE AS A WARVING.

At tte head of the way, THE DAILY (NEW VIEW), AND AT TEE END OF THE-.

WAY A COMPLETE A¥D UTTER DENIAL OF TEF LAST WESSAGE. This 1s the
logic of the NEW VIEW oF TEF DAILY, because it denies the Spirit of
Prorhecy as Conradi himeelf states.

I have a letter in the handwriting of Dr. E. J. Waggoner,
dated Nov. 33, 1908, in which he discussés the DAILY at length. He
says: "I knew the view that Prescott held in London, and which
Conradi teaches in his German book on Danicl and do NOT see hgw
anybody who has regard to the scriptures can hold any other view,

I mean anyons who regards the scriptures as atove ail other books
and sufficient in themselves. "Early Writings" most clearly and
decidedly declares for the QLD VIEW." Thus Dr. Waggoner sets the
Rible squarely against the Spirit of Prophecy and with a covgrt
snesr =t the Tsstimonies declaree for the NEW view of the Dal}y and
identifics the teachings of Conradi and his own (Dr. Waggoner's view
with Prescott's view).

COFRADI ORIGINATFD THIS MODERN IDEA AFD LED PROF. PRESCOTT INTQ THE
LIGET(?). CONRADI AND WAGGONFR FOTH APOSTASIZED AND DIED OUTSIDE
THEE VFSSAGE. BUT PROF, PRFECOTT STILL PERPETUATES THE CONRADI#

.....



THE TRIKNITY, Page 13. By J. 8. Washburn.

WAGCONER APNHSTATE DOCTRINE,

"hen we were working together in Fngland, I noticed that Prof.
Prescott used the American Revised translation of the Rible. ' I
asked why he did not use the Avthorized Version. He audel, I wE LT
show you why I use the A.R.V.". Then he turned to Daniecl 8th chapter
and showed me that the Revieed Version was much more favorable to
his new view of the 'Daily', than the Authorized Version, and he has
used the Revised ever since; and that is WHY he uses it. It suits
the Conradi-Waggoner view of the Daily. In FEngland, Prof. Prescott
sald to me, "If T can only get thesc new views taught in America, I
will change the whole face of our work". And this he has evidently
teen trying to do for the last 40 years.

Shortly before the close of theggﬁtury he returned to the U.S,.
and a few years later he became editor of the Review and Herald.
After a time he started a series of articles on Daniel to bring out
thie NEW VIEW OF TEF DAILY. Sister White told him he was making a
mountain out of a molehill. And she requeeted him NOT TO PUSH THIS
VIEW™ in the Review. So hs was cut down there and soon after started
the "Protestant Magazine", a regular anti-Catholic paper, in which
he taught the YIW VITW™ and moved nearly 3ll the prophetic dates of
the prophecices.

An edition of the book, "Fitl:s Readings for the Home Circle",
REVISED PY W, A, COLCORD, ™H® FAD ACCEPTED TEFE CONRADI-WAGGONERxX
PRESCOTT IDEA, and, {as he told me proudly that he was ASSISTED IN
THIS REVISION BRY D, M. CANRIGHT, who as nsarly all our psople know
APOSTASIZED yeare before helping Colcord revi8® "Bible Rsadings
for the Home Circle") had in it several pagecs of the NEW VIEW OF THE
DAILY with a 5-year sliding scals, moving nearly ali the dates of our
prophetic frame work. We thank God that the Review and Herald cut
out this absurd sliding scale a few ycars ago and that "Bible Read-
inge" now teaches the orizinal message.

The "Protecestant Magazine" was published a few yeare and as
Prof. Preescott even held meetings with the Orangemen, who are poli-
tically anti-Catholic, and there was danger that this anti-Catholic
organ might bring prematurs persecution %see Tes, Vol. 9, page 243,
the Protesstant was brought to a sudden inglorious end.

At the General Confercnce in 1902, I had my last talk with
Sister White, in the house for years owned by Dr. Xress. Just be-
fore the conversation closed, Sister White shook her head very
sadly and said, "They are all tied up here in Washington and there
MUST PE A GREAT CHANGE." One of the first changes Sister White
requested was that Prof. Prescott should no longer be editor of the
Review and Herald and President of its association, but should do
WoTk 1n the Citics. Her son, J. E. White, told me it was NOT that
Prof. Prescott was such a good city worker but that it was necessary
to get him where his influence would not destroy the faith and
.Confidence of the readere of the Review and Herald.

il
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In a letter written to EFld. Daniells by Eld. George F. Starr,
June 21, 1930, ko states that Sister Whits said to him,

"I have my commission from the Lord to sce that he(Prof.
W,W.Prescott) DISCONNECTS from ths Review and Herald".

8C
"Why", she said, "Bro. Starr, if that man remains on the
Review he will LEAD THIS TEOLE DENOMINATION ASTRAY."

In a3 personal talk with Prof. Prcacott at Knoxville, Tenn.,he
to me, "I have had to reviesc my belief of ths Spirit of Propheoy,
nave found that "Great Controversy" is full of mistakes." 1In a
12l letter to mwe, he caid that "Great Controversy""had to be
d to be in harmony with the FACTES." Fis profound rcsearches
the writings of UNINSPIRED WEN gave him the AUTFORITY and
Y to prove tkat the I“ODT?zP D«O“U?T NF 20D was mistaken.
Ev1dv‘-ly he doez not belong to those who belicve the Testimony of
Jesus, the Spirit of Prophecy. Sse Rev. 12:17. No wondsr that Sister
Thite sald if ke remained as cditor of the Review he would lead the
whole deromination ASTRAY. The years that have gone by have confirmed

that statement.
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Prof. Prececott in hiz sermons and articles uses the American
Rsvised Version without any indication, as other writsrs use the
Authorized Veresion. s this fair or honorable? All English-spcaking
writere uee the Authorized without any marke of identification, a
univereal underetanding, and if the Revised or any:other version ie
uscd they indicats. what version by initial letters, R.V. for Resvised
Version, A.R.V., for American Revised Version, etc. One who was not
acquainted with the versions, in rsading the articles of Prof.Prescott,

right think Adventists had a different Pible of their own. I protsst
that this is not fair or honorable. If a writer uses the A.R.V. or
any other veraion ke muet indicate the version. We have scen that
the reason why Prof. Prescott usses the A,R.V. IS PECAUSE IT TFACFES
THE APOSTATE COMRADI'E@ DOCTRIXYE NOF THE TAILY,
Thie message was scttled, scaled by the Spirit of Prophecy before
the Reviecd Vercion was transiated from two Cathollic WManuscripts,
the Vaticanus and the Sinaitacus. The Revised has many Catholic
errors in if.

The Authorized vereion is translated from manuscripts kept Dby

the Wzldenses. "In =2 most wonderful manner it was presserved
UNCORRUPTED through q11 the ages of darknesa "Gresat Controversy',
Page 69. .. "The Church in the wilderness and not the proud hierarchy

nthronsd in the world's grsat capital, was the true church of )
Cﬂrlbt, the gusrdian of the treasury of truth which God has committed
to the people to be given to the world. "Great Controversy,page 64.

Sc the manuscripts kept by the Waldenses and translated into
the Pible of Luther, in German, and into the Authorized V@rﬂlon in
1611,.in English, is the "truth, uncorrupted, unadulterated.’
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. Sister White quotse, aes anyons is at liverty to quote, the
Rev1§ed and other versions where it is clearer and more modern
English. However, she uees almost entirely the Authorized edition,
but alwaye indicates when the Reviscd cr any other version is quoted.

| Put there are many falsehoode and blundere in the Revieed Ver-
-~aign, translated from Catholic Mss. :

"without my flesh shall I sece God". Job.19:25 teaches the Catholic
Ruxgzkaxy Immortality of the soul. '

The Catholic Purgatory is dirsctly taught in the Revised Version, of
IT Peter 3:9.

The Revised Version translates Rev.23:14, "Rleessed ars they that wash
their robes", instsad of "do His commandments", which must plecase
thosc who opposs the Sabbath truth.

The R.V. in Matt.14:30 omits the word "boistecrous" and gives us this
crude abeurdity, "When Peter gaw the wind, he was afraid."No wonder!
In the margin of the R.V., Rev.13:18, instcad of the number of the
beast being 666, the margin of the R.V. gives 6156. Does Eld.Prescott
believe the number of the beast is 6686 or 6167 '
The glorious close of the ‘Lord's prayer in the R.V., Matt.6:13, ie
omitted. "For thine is the kingdom and the power and the glory
forever. Amen." Yet those words are quoted by Sister White in the
"Mount of Pleseing". She thus ecale the Authorized Version as the
truec word of God.

In Rev.8:7, the R.V. saye "a third part of the earth(instead of "trees"
in Authorized) wae burned up." Who believee this Revised Version,
impossible untruth!

The whole text Acte 8:37 is omitted in the R.V., yet that text is
quoted in full in Vol. 8 of the Testimonies and thus scaled as the
Word of God by the Holy Spirit.

TEE REVISED VERSION IE NOT THF TRUFE COMPLETE WORD OF GOD,

FIRST, PECAUSE IT IS ¥NT ALL THERE,
AND
SECOND, FFCAUSE IT IS NNOT ALL THERF STRAIGHT.

Doecs. Prof. Prescott, who uses the A.R.V. a8 the only authori-
tative word of God, belicve in the immortal soul? Job.1l9:36 R.V.,
in purgatory, II Pecter 2:9 R.V.? Docs he believe that "do his command-
-mente" in the Authorized Version is a wrong translation? Does he be-
lieve that Pcter "eaw the wind" Matt.14:30 A.R.V.? Does he believe
that 618 is the number of the beast? Margin,A.R.V., Rev.1l3:18, Doz=s
he believe that "For thine is the kingdom and the power and the
glory forever, Amen", should be cut out of the Lord's prayer? A.R.V.
Matt.6:13. Doee he believe that a third part of the earth was
burned up? ,(a physical and hietorical faleehood)! Rev.8:7,A.R.V.
Does he beliecve that Acts 8:37 should te cut out of the Bible and
that Sister White was wrong in quoting it? If he believes ALL THESE
THINGS, he should continue using the A.R.V. as the complete authori-
tative Word of God. If not, he should use the grand old Protecstant
Authorized Version, that wae accepted as the supreme foundation of
this message long before the Revised Version was translated.
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The 8piri y tells us that the Word of God was
preserved "uncorruptsd" b he Wzlidenses.- "Great Controversy",P.6C.
?The church in the Wildernese and not the proud hisrarchy enthroned
in the world's capital, (Roms) was the trus church of Christ, the
guardian of the treasures of truth which God had committed to his
peoples to be given to the world".- "Great Controversy", Pagec 64.
Tpcee Were the manuscripts of the Reccived text tranelated into the
Bible of Luther in German and tranelated into Fnglish in 1611 as the
Authorized Version, while the Revised Vereion wae translated mainly
from the "Vaticanus" manuscript pressrved in the Vatican in Rome,
and the "Sinaitacus" kept in a Catholic convent, Which is the true
Word of God???

When the Holy Spirit through God's appointed prophet endorses
the Mes of the Waldeneee as "uncorrupted and unadulterated®” then they
ARE THE "BEST ATTESTED MANUSCRIPTS"™ and NOT the "Sinaitacus" and the
"Vaticanus" kept by the Romen Church, from which the R.V. was trans-
lated. On this authority, the Testimony of the Holy Spirit, we may
rest as final and decisive. To a Seventh-day Adventist, there is no
appeal from this authority. On this rock, brethren, we may all build
for eternity, and the "gates ofFsll shall not prevail againet it."

S
W ot Q

In the "Ministry" of March 1939, appeared an article by Prof.
Preecott, based on quotatione from Catholic writers which states
that the rosition of Adventists on the number of the beast is not
correct, that is, that the Latin worde "Vicarius Filii Dei" in which
the nuwber 656 &€& is found is not the true title of the Pope. There
is abundance of evidence on this point which Prof, Prescott had not
seen, and yet he takes the position that hies own reserches are final,
that he had seen 2ll that was to be eeen, and that the pioneers of
this movement were 211 wrong and his judgment againet them was cor-
rect and final. There is a logical result of his setting up his
authority for many yearse to overthrow the eetablished faith of the
body on one point after zanother, or as, Sister White said, to "lead
this whole denomination astray." ;

In the Revised Version of Rev.13:18, the margin gives S18 as
the rumber of the beast instead of 666. Does Prof.Prescott beliecve
that €16 is the number of the beast? He takes away the established
faith of the Body and gives ue nothing solid or certain in its place.
Is Prof. Prescott a builder or a destroyer? Does he confirm the faith
of the people of God? or has he been for more than 40 years a bank of
clouds and darkness? Fe followed the false prophecies of Anna Rice.
He accepted the Pantheistic doctrine of Dr. Waggoner and Dr.Kellogg
and held them for yecars. He accepted the Conradi-Waggoner doctrine of
the NEW VIFW™ OF THEF DAILY and.both the founder and teacher of that
doctrine apoetzesized oompletefgnd died outside the fold. He perpe-
tuated their theology that moved nearly all the dates of our prophe-

tic framewozrk.,
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Following the Conradi theology, he discarded the Authorized
Veresion and took the Amcrican Revised Version as authority, based on
Catholic Mss. because it was more nearly in harmony with the Conradi
versior of the Daily. Wher the Lord Himeelf through His prophet,
removed Prof, Prescott from the editorship of the Review and Eerald,
because he was "leading the whole denomination astray" and his anti-
Catholic magazine came to a sudden inglorious end, he did not obey
the request of the prophect that hs work in the cities but remained
in Washington to do "literary work". Then, with Conradi, he taught
that the principal book given ue by thz Lord, "Great Controversy"
was full of mistakee (that the prophet of God was mistaken) and that
his wisdom is supericr to that of the prophet.

He teaches that we arc wrong on the nuwber of the beast and
now embraces the pagan papal doctrine of the Trinity that the Father
and the Son ars "one person", "Jshovsh-Jecesua", when Jesus in John 17:
31,32 and the Spirit of Prophecy directly state that they are "NOT
ons person” and then he follows thie Catholic doctrine of the
Trinity to its logical end, affirming that the Son of God did not
die, thus absolutely contradicting the Word of God and forecver des-
troying our hope, a fitting climax to his developing program of
"changing the whole face of our work" and the faith of this people,
a program followed by him ag many ysars as Israzl wandered in the
wilderness.

Prof. Prescott is a courtecus, cultured, educated gentleman.
Personally I rzgard him very highly. PRut his tsachings arec thus
the more dangeroue and destructive. Fe has notgtrsngthened the
confidence of our peorle but has paralyzed the faith of many. I do
not say that he has followed ALL the teachings of Conradi and
Waggoner, but a number of them he has perpetuatsd, and when they
with A.T,Jones, Fletcher and many others have given up the falth, he
has continued to tecach their destructive theories. We thank God
that 2 nuwber of our leading brsthresn have ssen the terrible danger
of his ruinoue teaching. Fowever kindly or beautiful or apparsntly
profound his scrmons or articles may be, when 2 man has arrived at
the place where he teaches the heathen Catholic doctrine of the
Trinity, and denies th=t the Son of God died for us, is he a trus
Seventh-day Adventist,? Is he even a true preacher of the Gospelf?
And when many regard him as 2 great teacher and accept his unscrip-
tural theories, absolutely contrary to the Spirit of Prophecy, it
is time that the watchmen ehould sound z note of warning.

The Lord is calling on all hie army of faithful workers to |
stand firm, ynshaken, as the great encmy of God has marshalled the
myriads of fallen angels and wicked men for the last terrific battle
of the great controversy. Fe has told us to cncourage one anather,
to strengthen the weak hands and confirm the feeble kaces. gnd
here is an educated, cultured man, with great ability, who might
have been a2 eafs wise leader, a rock of strength to God's peorle,
and yeét for 40 years he has taught one new discovery(?) after
another of the mistakes and false (?) teachings of our pionesrs and
even dared to criticize the Messenger of God. Has God called him
or any other man in such a time as this to weaken the hands of our
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valiant army of workers =nd to publish our "false(?)" teaching before
our enemies? Is this the work of God or is it the work of the des-
troyer?

The Spirit of Prophecy in Serics B, No. 7, p.56, says:
"Cne thing is soon to be realizeg, the great apostasy, which is de-
veloping and incrsasing and waxing stronger and will continue to do
so until the Lord will deecen#l from Heaven with a shout. We are to
hold fast the first principles of our denominated faith, and go for-
ward from strngth to increased faith. Ever we are to keep the faith
that has been substantiated by the EHoly Spirit of God from the ear-
lier events of our esxperience until the present time....If we needed
the manifest proof of the Foly Spirit's power to confirm truth in the
beginning; after the paseing of the time, we need today all the evi-
dence in the confirmation of the truth when souls are departing from
the faith and giving heed to eeducing epirites and doctrines of devils?

The false teaching of the personality of God making him simply
an eesence and not 3 personality was the "Alpha of Apostasy". Another
phase of false doctrine on the personality of God, might become the
"Omega of deadly apostasy", Serics R., No. 3, page 18. "Few see the
meaning of the present apostasy,but the Lord has lifted the curtain
and has shown me 1{s meaning and the result that it will have if al-
lowed to continue. We must now lift our voices in warning".

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

The apostasy in the days of Dr. Kellogg was in regard to the
personality of God. Then He was regarded as an ESSENCE pervading all
naturc. Being checked by the powerful Testimony of the Prophet of God,
it ie bound to come back later in a modified form. The Spirit of
Prophecy has plainly indicated this. "TFE RFSULTS OF TEFIS INSIDIOUS
DEVISIVG WILL PREAK OUT AGAIN AND AGAIN", and it HAS PROKEN OUT AGAIN,
and is etill onmthe personzlity of God. Now Prof.Prescott, once asso-
ciated with Dr.Kellogg, takes up the subject of the personality of
God again,but this time, assecrts the Father and the Son are "one per-
son", and that the Son of God could not die, Satan's teaching through
heathenism and the Papacy, of the doctrine of the Trinity, leading us
back to Papal theology and darkness, and absolute destruction of all
our hope that springs from the death of the Son of God.

TC X¥OW GND ARIGET IS LIFE EVERLASTING. "And this is life eternal,
that they might know thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ, whom
thou hast sent."-John 17:3. A falscs conception or false knowledge of
God is eternal death.

Rooke that contzain God's spscial message are counted full of
mistakes, or thrown entirely out of publication. The lLorg, through
His prophet, has named the three books most needed today. Lgrge}y
through the teachings of Prof. Prescott, one of these is orltlglseq
ag being full of mistakes, and one has been thrown out of publication.
If God has sver spoken to this people the following words are the
ctecznzl truth of God. b

"1Patriarchs and Prophete', 'Dazniel and the Revelation' and
'Great Controversy! are needed now as never before...the very books
most needed".-Mrs. E.G.White in Review and Herald,Feb.16,1905.
""Danicl and the Revelation)'Great Controversy'and'Patriarchs and
Prophets'! will make their way. They contain the very message the
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people must have, the special light God has given his people. The
angels of God prepars the way for these books in the hearts of the
people. OFf 211 the bocks that have come from the press thess mention-
ed hzve teen of the greatest consequence in the past and are at the
present time." -Specizgl Testimonics in regard to Royzltiss.

Onec word of God ie worth infinitely mors than ten thousand
words of men. "Heaven a2nd sarth shzall pass away but my word shall

not pass away."

"The past fifty yeare hsve not dimmed one jot or principle of
our faith 28 we received the great and wonderful evidences that were
made certain to use, in 1844 after the passing of the time...NOT A
That which the Foly Sririt testified to
of the time in our great disappointment
TRUTE."-Reriss R. No.7,pages 57 and 58.

a8 Truth
is the &0

Teachers of the doctrine of the Trinity often use figures of
speech to explain its mysterics that can not be understood. The
Spirit of Prophecy has clearly stated the falsehood and danzer of
some of these illustrations. We quote from Series B,No.7,P.83:

"Such reprcsentations as the following are made, 'the Father is the
light invisible; the son is the light embodied. The spirit is the
light shed abroad:...another representation: The Father is like the
invisible vapor, the son is like the leaden cloud; the spirit is rain
fallen and working in refreshing power.'"

A1l thesc spiritualistic representations ars simply nothing-
ness. They are imperfect, untrus. The Father can not be described by
the things of earth. The Father is =211 the fulness of the Godhead
bodily 2nd is invisible to mortal sight. The Son is 2ll the fulnegs
of the Godhead manifseted...the Comfortsr that Christ promiscd to
send after he ascended to Heaven, is the Spirit in 211 the fulness of
the Godhsad mzking manifest the powsr of Divine grace to all who rs-
ceive and believe in Ckrist as = personal_Saviour. Thers are 3 living
persons of the Hegvenly Trio, in the nax@ these three grsat powers -

the Father, the Sor and the Foly spirit - those who receive Christ by
living faith are baptized."

one of the mightiest proofs of the Divine inspiration of Sis-
ter White is that she saw clearly through the dangerous false teach-
ings on the personality of God and warned the people of God in this
powerful statcmsnt. "TEERT ARE THREF LIVING PERSONS"NOT"ONE PEREON".
"The more simple the education of our workers,the less connsction they
have with the men whom God is NOT leading, the more will be accom-
plished. Work will be done in the simplicity of true Godliness, and
the old,old times will be back when under the Holy Spirit's guidance,
thousands were converted in a day.-"Series B.,No.7,p.63.

"For if when we were enemies,we were reconciled to God by the DEATH OF
HIS SON, much more being reconciled we shall be saved by His 1lifs."
Sce "Ministry of Healing",page 423. Ror.5:10.

"The Unity that exists between Christ 2and Fis disciples does
not destroy the personality of either. They are one 1in purpose, 5161
mind, .in chagseter, PUT ¥OT IN PLRSOF. IT 18 TPUE THAT GOL AND
CHRIST ARE OFNE."

J. 8. WASERURN,
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In 1933 there was published by Fleming F. Revell Co. a volume
?Y.W.W.Prescott, entitled "The Spade and the Rible". In the chapter,
"Light on New Testament Words", an effort was made to prove that
"Vicarius Filii Dei" was not thes title of the Pope and that the Mark
cf the Peast containe "his name or the number of his name", in other
worde that "the mark" is the name of the beast. That is to say that
the number 666 is the Mark of the Feast. On paze 448 of the "Great
Controversy" ars found the words, "What then is the chanze of the
Sabbath but the sign or mark of the authority of the church...the mark
ofthe beast",

At lecast three times the Spirit of the Lord has spoken empha-
8izing the fact that the mark of the beast is Sunday. Why then this
confusing etatement by Prof. Prescott that the mark of the beast is
the name, the number of the beast? "To the law and the testimony, if
they speak not according to thie word it is because there ie no light
in them." VMffu, WUM¢¢w$%”

In the same chapter, Prof.PresCoét throws doubt on "Vicarius
Filii Dei". It is argued{that the title of the pope is "Vicar of Christ"
nof” Vicar of the Son of God. Put ie not this simply a play upon words?
For ies not Christ the Son of God? Matt.18:16. Put the very words,
"Vicariue Filii Dei" are given as the title of the pope in the Dona-
tion of Constantine, a document reputedly found on the tomb of St.Peter
in the 8th century, now admitted ty Roman Catholice to be spurious but
ncvertheless made use of by the popes when thsy were climbing into
power. Put while they repudiate the document they still cling tenadioue-
ly to the title, "Vicar of the Son of God", or "Vicar of Christ™.. '

We quote from the Donation of Constantine by Coleman as givem in
Gratian's Decretum, "Plessed Petrus in Terris, Vicarius Filii Dei",
From the Treatise of Lorenzo Valla on the Donation of Constantime P.150
See also Ferraris Ecclesiastical Dictionary iseued by Extypographia
Polyglotta, S.C. de Propaganda Fide, Rome, in 1896, under the Title
"Papa® on P. 43.

/ The Donation of Constantine ueing the exact title "Vicarius Pilii
Dei" was referred to by many popes as authority for the asBumption that,
28 2 Roman Cetholic priest in conversation with me asserted; the Pop@
is Chriet on earth; "Vicariues Filii Dei." These popes used this forged
cdict of Constantine to prove their divine authority, Leo IX,UrbanlI,
Euginius III, Innocent III, Gregory IX, Innocent IV, Nicolas III,
Boniface VIII and John ¥XII. There is much more, yea an overflowing
abundance of authority to prove that Ufriah Smith was right when he
taught that "Vicarius ¥ilii Dei", the real and comprchensive title of
the Pope contained the number of the beast 666, and when the Holy
Spirit through His Prophet indorsed the book, "Daniel and the Revela-
tion" and classes it with "Great Controversy", how can Prof.Prescott
or any Adventist minister or any real student of history presume to
throw doubt and confusion and darkness on the Mark of the beast or the
number of his name? ™hen God epeaks, true history must, and always
does, respond with a unanimous "Amen". ;




THE TDFATE OF THE 80N OF GOD.

The gzresat csntral truth of tke Rible and of all Rsvelation is
the death of the Son of God. Around that solemn, slorious fact is
clustercd the whole Fiblz and all of Divins revelation. Take away the
death of the Son of God for sinnsr: and the whole Fible crumbles and
our hope is porichecd for all eternity.

A human atonement ie no atonsment; sven the death of a good man,
a‘perfcct man, is powerlses to save. If Jesus died a3 a man only, if
the very Son of God did not die for us, we ars lo-t; sunk in hopeclezs
darkness, in endlees de=th.

The de2tr of = sinless s2n:el eould not save us. Hes alone
ttrou bk whom God our Father created 21l things, 21l anzels, all
kumanity, He, the Sor of God, must die, must thus ;ive Hia life answ
to dyin, men. Thkis He could do only by dyin; in our stead, dying for us.

"An angsel's life would not pay the debt, nothins but the death
and intsrccssion of God's 20n would pay ths debt."-"Farly Writings",

T g

Jozue s=id to the znvel:, "that He should by His dsath save
many, that the life of 2nm an.el could not pay the debt." E.W.,p.150.

"Said the a2n;cl, thirk ye that the Father yiclded wp His
beloved Son witkout a struzzle? No, No, it was cven 2 struziles with
the God of Ecaven, whether to let ;uilty man psrish or to sive His
beloved Son to die for him." E.W.,p.1B1.

"An angel’s life would not pay the debt. Nothin; but the dsath
and intercessions of His Son would pay the debt....He suffersd His
beloved Son to die for man's trsnszres=ions." E.W.,p.153.

"The death of God's beloved Son on the cross, shows the immuta-
biiity of the law of God". Tes. Vol.3,p.201.

Someone may ask "how could the Son of God die?"

Whether we can understand how it could be, or not, we must
belisve it. "Greast is ths mystery of Godliness",

How could the Son of God be conceived and born of the Virgin
M=ry =nd come up throuzh helpless babyhood, throu:h childhood to man-
Lhood. The Irfinite God takes care of the "HOW", We can only belisvs
it is e0, or we arc lost in eternal night.

Ry FAITH are ye saved."

Fearful is the condemnation of the Jaws who refused to believe
that Christ rose from the dead. What shall we eay of Adventist
ministers who deny that He even DIED much lees rose from the dead.

"Pe astonished, O yo Heavens at this, and be horribly afraid.”

Jer, 3:13.

Frousht up from childhood as = Scventh-day Adventist I am
stzrtled, terrificd to know thzt any man claimin> to bslieve this
.re=at Trutk should hold =ny doctrinec whose lo;ic would cszusc him to
deny ths doath of the Son of God.

Oh Jesus, Lamb of God, Ok thou Son of God, my Saviour,

T H 0.0 HABT B B T OR MrEa

"Who zave Hi: only Son to dic
To die for the z2ins of the world,
Th=2t =211 who belicve in His Foly Nzanme
Rhould wea thelr Gods "5 | AoveNTST
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"413 "arroll Avenue, Tekoma Park, April 24, 1940.

I have read with surprise your misinterpretation
of my teaching on the doctrine of the Trinity, and I
would like to have you send me a copy of your document.

I will remit the postage ze soon as I receive the
document and learn how much the postage is.

You e ef ol s hEid
(signed) W.W.Prescott."

"436 Wegt Washington St.,
BEaserstown, Maryland.
April 35, 1940.
Eld, W, W. Prescott,
413 Carroll Avenue,
Takoma Park,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Brother Prescott:

Your postal card of April 24 is at hand,-—snd as
you request I am sending you under scparate cover a copy of my docu-
ment an "The Trinity."

You are very much mistaken when you state that
I have not represented your teaching on the Trinity correctly. I have
quoted from your printed sermon in Takoma Park Church, October 14,
1939, your exact words. And in my document I have spoken highly of
you personally, with the utmost regard. At times in the past you have
been very kind to me, 2nd I have been very sorry that I could NOT agree
with you in your teachings. Twice I have vigited you recently, once
when you were not at home, but the Scoond time we had a very pleasant
vieit.

You have known for years that I could NOT AGREE
WITE YOU IN DNCTRINE, and when you 8o often differ from the fundamental
tecaching of Scventh- day Adventists, and with the Spirit of Prophecy, I
am compelled to warn our people against your tesaching. As I have told
you many times in the past, if you had not so continually and so often
criticised the teaching of Seventh-day Adventiste and thz Spirit of
Prophecy, and substituted the Conradi-Waggoner doctrines that led them
both to apostasize and leave the Lord's work, you might have been a
power for good, and a great blessing to our work.

My dear BRrother Presscott, we are both growing old.
I zppeal to you once more, gilve up 2ll these differences with the
tcachings of God's people and of the Spirit of Prophecy, and etrengthen
the hands of the weak, and confirm the feeble knees, and let us go on
together to mest Christ at His coming. For Oh my dear brother, it ls
near, even 2t the door.

Most eincercly your old-time friend,
and brothgr in the BPlesged Hope.

g:/ //)/yﬂﬂ//iyﬂ%b?ﬂ4 .



