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

I kave read witk surpriee y2ur mieinterpretation
of my tezachin: on th: doctrine of the Trinity, and I
®#22ld like to kzvs you eend me a3 cory »f your dooument.

I will rermit thes postege =8 econ ae I receive the
aocurent and learn Low ruch the postag: is.

Yours fzaithfully,
(sizred, W.T.Prescott.”

"433 Mest Wachington St.,
Bazerstown, Marylard.
April 35, 1940C.
Eld. W. ¥, Pregcctt, o
4i2 Carroll Avenue,
Takoma Park,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Rrother Prescott:

Your peetal card »f April 24 is at hand,—-and 2as
you request I am scnding yov under scparate cover a cory of my docu-
nent on "The Trirnity."

You ars very much mistaken when yosu state that
I hzve not represented your teecting on the Tririty correctly. I have
quoted from ydur printed scrmon in Takoma Park Church, October 14,
1238, your cxact words. And in my document I have spoken highly of
you psreonzlly, with the utmost regard. At timecs in the past you have
been very kind to me, znd I have becn very sorry that I could NOT agres
with you in your teachings. Twice I have visited you recently, once
w?en you were not at home, tut the seccond time we had a very pleasant
vielt.

/—-‘_‘-\\

You have known for years th2t I could WCOT AGREE
TITF YNOU IN DOCTRINE, and when you so oftsn differ from the Tundamshntal
TeaCEing nY Ssventri=day Adventiste, =nd with ths Spirit of Prcphscy, I
ar cumpelled to warn our people =gairet your tcacking. As I have told
you many times ir thks past, 1f you had not e85 continually and eo often

' criticised the tcackting of Seventh-day Adventists and thz Spirit of
Prorlecy, end subetitut:sd the Conradi-Taggoncr doctrin:

that led then
bz th to apoetasize and leave ~Ta's work, y~u might haves been 3
power for geood, arnd a great bl»eaina to our work.

My dcar Prother Precescott, we arc btoth growing old.
I appeal to you once more, givs up =211 thees diffsrences with the
tcacrings of God's people ard ~f the fpirit of Prophecy, and etrengthen
trLe handa ~f thc weak, and confirm the feetle knees, and lct us go on
together to ncet Christ at Fie conming. For Oh my dear brother, it is
Necar, sveén 2t the denr.

Most sincerely your old-time friend,

and brother in ajfiﬁ;szjéizziiﬂt
/ A .~




THEE TRINITY

Tkc doctrine of the Trinity is regarded =s the supr-ze test
of ortkodoxy by the Romar Catholic Church. WNany of the councile of
tret church during ite development werc almost entirely given over to
the discvuesion of the Trinity, tke Arian and Trinitarian controversy.

"w2s Crriet of the samec substance of the Father, or of like
sutstzance?" Very naturzlly the nature of the personality of God was
the centcr, the corc, ths key of the tzachingze of Roman thsology,
S2tern's crowning masterpicce of Arostatz Countzrfeit Christianity.

The lca2ding doctrines of the Roran papacy were taken directly
fror heathenism,-the sign of the croses, Holy water, monks, muns, the
Cclibacy of the priesthood, the Sunday Sabbath, etc., etc. So this
Catholic doctrine of the Tririty com:e from heatkecnier. In India we
have Erahma, Skive, Visknu, vengeful, urforziving trinity.

Vhere in Featherniem or in Romanier is the DPivine medistor
between God 2nd man? "There iz one God and one mediator between God
and ran, the manr Chkrist Jecsus." I Tim. 2:5. There ie none in heathen—
ism; and in the Rom=n church, as Christ ie a very phyeical part of
God, the delty, it tecomee necessary to invent 2 multitude of bhuman
mediztors, the Virgin Mary, Peter, Andrew, etc. and a multitude of
manvfacturecd eaints, a tand of immortal souls of dead men and women.
Jesus has become so fully and literally s component part of the great
ecvere judge who delishte in et:rnal torment, according to the Roman
teacking of the Trinity, that they rmust find or manufacture a multi-
tude of human epiritualistic mediztore. THIS REMAVING OF JESUS FROM
FIS TRUF RTLATINNSFIP T GOD AVD VAN, JAKFS HI¥ €1 FAR FRNM US TEAT
HE FECOWFE AV IVFLICTOR NF TUERLASTING TARVENT AND NQ LONGER OUR
LOVIMG SAVIOUR,

The doctrine of the Trinity is a crucl heathsn monstrosity,
rexoving Jesus from his tru: position of Divine Saviour and Mediator.
It is truc we can not me2surc or define divirnity. It is beyond cur
finite vunderetzndirs, yet on this sutjecct of the personzlity of God
thke Pitle is very simple =nd plain. Tke Father, ths Ancient of Cays,
ie frow et-rrnity. J=sue was beiottcn of thec Father. Jecsus epeaking
trrouch the Pealziat szays:

"The Lord (Jchovzh'hatk said unto ns, Thou are my son, thie
day have I tegotten thee." -Pealnm 23:7.

Aza2in in Proverts (whorc J:zeve is Bpoker of under the title of ¥isdom,
Scs I Cor. 1:24), w:s rsad:
"Thks Lord (Jchovah) rosscesed ze in the beginning of his
way". V.23. )
"Fcfore the mountains werc se¢ttled, before the hille was
I brought forth.-V.24.

The Son saye he was brought forth, begotten, born, of Hie
Fathcr (Jehovak). Fe calls his father "Jehovak™. In Pealm 110:1,
"The Lord eald unto my Lord, eit thou or my right hand, etc.”
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Litzvul “ebrew, “Jah?vgh eaid urntc Adoni", Jerovah (the Father:
e21d to 440ni [the een’. Pe.110:4, "The Lord (Jehovah) hath sworn
ard viii not repert, Thou art = pricst forcver after the crder of

Nelchisedse”. ™ho ie trie pricet of tr: order of Melchisziso?

It ie Jzsue, Sev Eeh.7:71,22; Marx 12:35,338.

In trse: gori <2 Jzeve hima:if esaye the Father's name ise
Jehoveal, lLie o%n naxe Adoni. Put in Fx, 33:31, tke Lord e3id he
wolr 1l s=znd ris Argel tafor: hia reOrl;, iit:rally his ¥:seen:cr,
ard eszid, "'y mane le in Fim,"so0 50d placed Fle naze in Eie scon.
So on =arti: the rams 27 cvery fatnsr is in hia 95n. It ie th=zrcfore
rernicginl . t> £2v tret tne 207 way te srokan of as J2heovah, hut

rriperily, fuaiswsntnalily, ths for epid tis Father'e name is Jehovah.

On th= 14t¥r of Cotaber 1839, Tla, ¥, ™, Przacott przaached a
gerasrn in tre Ta¥oxe Fark Churet o“ tte svrj2ct, "The Conming Ons2.
Frnn q cnr; rrirtzd Ty the speakzr, I quots the folilovwing from

"Ir thks Cid T.etament we find ths naxe Jshovak or
Lord atout 7,000 tinee, and in the Yew Tzstamert,
we fird ti:z name Jesus about 1,0C0 timss and the name
Lord more tkan 70) timecs. Now ths Jehovah or Lord
of the 0ia T-stament has teen manifested as Jesus the
Lord in tke New Tcstzment, a2nd therefore thie CXRE
PERENON, Jehovah-Jesug, is mentiornsd by name abtout
€,756 times."

This 18 core of the most a2stourndin; perversions of the
orizinal langueze of the Pitle ever written, and comirnz from a
man of cdrcation it seceme 2lmost inexcusatle. The coining of the
dovble rame "Jehovah-Jesus™ is certainly orizinal with Flder
Prescott, for T fail to fird it in tke Fitle or in the writings
of the Spirit of Proplecy.

As showr fromw the Febrew of Pealws 2:7, Psalme 110:1,4 and
Prov., €:23, we have shown that Jesus eays Lis Fataer's name is
Jehovak, and ir the Febrew of Pesalme 110:1, the name of the Son
is Adoni

It is true that tte Fatker says in Fx.23:21, that his name
is in the Son. This ie true of every sor on earth. Fis fathsr's
nanz is in tt2 eon, Tut the eorn ard father are T™) PIRSINE NCT
"AYE DIDFANM ) ge Kld. Preecott incorrsctly atatcs in his sermorn.

For many years my fath:zr was 2 lcéading minister in the Iowa
Confirence. In 1824 I bazan my work as a mirieter in that confere
ence. Yy father was Fld. ?aetern Thzn uron my ordination I
tecare Fli. Taskbturn also. Put we wers TT) PIDEANE NQT naNE PFIFONT,
New =ould it Te fa2ir or true to say that in writing vp a history
of the Iowa Cornfersrce, 2very merntion of Tld. ¥ashburn z2prlied to
myselfi Emphaticaily NoO!!! It would te uttsrly falee, as is the
statznrcnt the+ cv2ry tize in the Pibl: wher:z the word "Jehovakh"
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or "Lord" aprecered it meant Jesus =z2nd that Jeeus and the father were
TOYE PrREANr  Eeveral thousarndx times it aprlies to ths Father and
net to the Sorm.

The statcment of ths sermon is 2 trenmerdoue misrepresentation
of the truth of the Divine separate personality of the Father and
the Scn. T®D FATFTR ANT TPF BC ARE NCT "ANE PEDSONT PUT TWO
PTRSCNE A€ DICTINCT AS THFE TF. DFRCANE TF WY FATVED AND MYSELF.

Jesve, who illustrated and explained heavenly things by
earttly ttinze,in his paratlee, haes made it plain that the Father
ani the Son are NOT "OME PFTREAN" 3g Fld. Presco*t teackes, thus
follewing the Porman Joctrine c¢f the Trirnity.

In Jobr 17:21,22, "That they (his disciples) all may be one
as thou father art in me and I in Thee that they also may te one in
us...that thcy may te one even as we are one." Jesus knew, and we
know, the disciprlees were NOT ONF PrRon¥W and that represented the
unity of the Father and tke son. They could not from Christ's own
word te "ore rerson”.

Read trhie glorinue statement from the Spirit of Prorhecy,
explaining John 17:21,23, the text juet quoted,-Test.8,page BS9:

"Voriderful statemernt. The wnity that existe bstween
Christ and Fis disciplee does rot destroy the personaiity

of either. Theyare one in purrose, in mind, in character,
tut NOT IN PFREON, IT IS TEUS TEAT GOD AND CERIST ARF ONE,

e

——— —— e ———— -—— = -
—— — e G — W ——

Fld. Prescott squarely contradicts the worde of Jesus in the

Pivle and the words of the Ecly €pirit of Prophecy when he states
that they are "one persorn”. Satan has tzken some heathen concep-
tion of a three-beaded monstroeity, and with deliberate intention
to cast contempt upon divinity, has wovern it into Romaniem ae our
giorious God, ar impossitle, atsurd invention. This monstrous
doctrine trarsplanted from hcathenism into the Roman Papal Church
is secking to intrude its evél prescnce into the teachings of the
Third Angel's Vessage.

Qn Paze B8 of the printed sermon ty ¥ld. Preecott is this
statement:
"Fe¢ can rot regzard the tkree persons of the Godhead
a8 seraratle beings, each one dwelling in and confined
to a visibtle tody the eame as three human teings.

"There are three persons in the Godhead but they are
g0 mysteriouvsly and indissolubly related to each other
that the presence of cach one is ejulivalent to the
presence of the others."

This is the doctrine of the Trinity ae exprecesed in the
statement already quoted from the sermer, Page 1, that the three,
Father, Son and Foly Gho'st are "HNF PFREONT, He states that they
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are YT distirnct e€érar=t- rersone tut"Cne Peresn" ard"thzt the
preecnce of eackh one is evuivalent +o the presence of the others.”

Chriet hLimesif t:acres in Jo*n 17:21,22 that the 3 persone
cf{ the J2dkead arc thres "serarstle beirze". For the disciples were
"seraratle teinze", ard Trrist ccxzrarca the unity of the Fatker and
tre CScn with thte vnity »f the diecirles, urited in psrfect unity
of hezrt. Thus this etatemznt of Fid. Prcsceott's ie aksolutely
cerntrary to Jokrn 17:21,23, and T Jor.1:1¢. '

If tre teaching »f this ssrmon of Eld. Prescott te true,
then of course 2s thc three, in the doctrine of ths Trinity, are
ore rerson, when Jhrist was conceived and borr of the Virgzin Mary,
the Father was ceoncelved arnd borrn of the Virgin Mary; when Chriet
kun; on the cross dying, the Fatker hung orn the cross aying; when
Christ lzy ir Joeerh'e rew toal the Father lay in Joseph's new
tonb; if tke pereon of Christ died the person of the Father which
is counted one person, aleo died; citkecr the Father and the HOly
Srost died when Jesus died, or Jesvs did rot die.

If J:evs was actvoelly dead from ¥Friday afternoon to Sunday
mcrrning ths Fathsr ani the Eoly Ohoet wer:z also dead from Friday
afterncon to Sunday morring, if Precscott's sermon is correct. PBut
Prof. Prescott is very logical. Wrich horn of this dilemna does
ke take?

I quote from a3 letter written to> me *y Eld. J. F. Anderson,
former pastor of Takoma Park Church, dated Jan. 18, 1940,
112 St. Louie Averue, Fort Worth, Texzs:

"In answer to your question as to my conversation
with Eld. Prescott, it wae after I had spoken on the
vicarious sacrifice of Christ, that ke c2lled re and
warted to ¥alk with me atout it. FHe tried to corvince
me that Christ DID N4T TIE A8 TEF §°Y °F 3D, ae I had
preached. Ard when he could not convincs me, he said,

'T do rot arrreciate your leaving me without a

Chirist for three dayes and nights'.

"Ard remerxber,Fld. Waskburn this statement was made
after he had taken the nosition that the Son of God
did not die tut only the Son of Man."

Cther teackers of the Tririty eay that the death of Christ
was not vicarious tut only his sufferings. Put the wazes of sin is
DF2TE not suffering. Chriet's suffzring alone could not pay the
peralty. The Son of God must DIE to pay the penalty of the broken
law. "For wkat tke law could not do in that it was weak through the
flesh, God eerding Fie own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, and
(by a szcrifice for sin){marzin) condemned sin in the flesk, that
the rightcousness of the law might te 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 Chriet did not die, we never could keep the law. Fither
Crrist muet dis or the law 2ies ir ue. Thot the law mizht live in
us tre fon of God died. Put the Trinlity makes the death of Christ
im-ossikle, =8 Prof. Prsscott s2ems t5 tzach, ther:zfor: the Roman
Trirnity destroys the lew, o wornder that thkc Papacy changes and
destroys the law of God, and substitutes trsiitior and human works.

As stated ir the letter fron Fid. Anderson, we havs the
lozical teld dernial 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 whe telleves the heathen-Roman doctrine of the
Tririty, whickh is 2 twir sletaer of eternzl torment arnd as true
and logzical as purgatory and the Sundsy Sakkath. No wonder that
the Roman papacy is the orizinzl teacker of both doctrines of the
Trinity and eternal torment. Very lo;ically tne Roman Church nmuet
have rany humanr mediators twt 21so rary human works to earn salva-
tion or by purgatory, or the mase, or by the torments of self-
inflicted rurnishment tc galn Feaven.

Fecause Christ vteing a part of the one person of the"Trinity"
covld not die urless tkte Father ard Foly Ghcet all died with Him,
according to tris falee doctrine of the Trinity, if we accept the
X Tatholic Trinity, we nuset accent that which zoes with it, bhuman
médiators and human worke,for according to Eld. Prescott, the Son
of God did not die; hs reecrted the idea that the Son of God was
dead "three daye and nizhte". The Christ of Prof. Prescott was not
dead but alive from Friday zafterroon to Sunday morning. IF TEIS
I8 €C, THEN CUR DFRT PAE ¥NT FEFY DAID, AND E ARE ALL LOST. This
is the logic of Fld. Prescott's adoption of the Roman doctrire of
the Trinity.

The Fitle teachee that the Son of God died, 2s the Son of
30d. "For if wnen we were cremiss ws were reconciled to God by the
death of Fis 8on: much morz teing reconciled we shall he saved bty
his 1ife.™ Rom. 5:10. See 21so Col. 1:13-33, I Thes. 1:10. The
words "Son of God" =2nd "Christ" are eyrorimems Matt.15:18. And
azain 2nd azain the scripturss state that Christ died for our sins,
the foundation princirle of the Gosepel.

Fotrins is clearsr in the scrirture tkan the trutk that the

Son of God aied for us =nd we have a Divire and not simeply a human
atcnemert. Thoee who telieve that the Son of God did not die juote
an urputlished statemernt of Sister White. "Deity did not eink and
die, that would have been imrossible." This is all very clear if
we believe the Fitle staterent of death, as found in Job. 34:13,14,
15: \

"Vea surely God will not do wickedly...If he (God)
sct hie heart upon mwan, if he (God) gathers unto
Limeelf Eis Sririt and His breath (God's spirit and
God's breath) all flesh shall perish together, and
ran erall turn again to dust®.
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AFITE GOD IS TEF PAUNTAIN OF LIFE®, Pe. 36:90.

4.1 1life, angelic, human, animal, vegetatle, comes from God
and ie eimply lo=ned for a tie: to God's creatures. It was God's
life before the creature raceived ft. It ie God's life while they
Lave it and if God ta=kce tack to Fimself Fie owr life, the creature
goce tack where he was tefore he rec:zived the life nf 5od. But
that life i3 ot a separate perasnrn. It fe thz 1ife of God, taksn
tacz ty the Lors ¢o himeslf %herc it wes, hrefore beirg given to the
creature. It e trus th=t we ars partakers of ths Divine nature,
if we are Christi=ns. PFut trat does not w2arn that we are conscious
pereonalitics in dzath. God takss kack his life and we are dead.
And £Q WAS CFRIST,

Then Chriet wag g regotten of the Father, Fe received the life
of God, His father. Wren J:sus died on the crose, he said, "Fathar
into thy tande I commend xy epirit",(or life) ard the life of God
was given back to the Fsthesr, 2nd for 2 time, three days and nights,
thzt 1ife was with the Fztter from whence it had come. 1In the
resurrection that life of God is restored to the one who died.
Ps.104:30. Put btetween Lis death on Friday afternoon, till Sunday
morring, the Son of God was dead.

"EE POURED OUT IS @AUL UNMA DFATE". Isa. 53:13.

Read this clear statement from the Spirit of Pronhecy, Vol.3,
Page 203:
"¥ren he closed hie eyee in death upon the cross,
the soul of Jesue did not go at once to Feaven.....
ALL TFAT COMPRIGEFD TEF LIVE AND INVTSLLIGFNSE QF JFQUS

RFVAINED WITF FIS FODY IN THE SEPULCHRE, AVD ™UFN

PE CAVF ®rPTE IT wAC AC A WEALF FEIWG, EE DID ¥OT

—_—

BAVE TO SUMMON TIS SPIRIT FROM BEAVEN, "

This squarely contradicts tke tecacting of KFld. Prescott.
Truly as ths scrirture says, "We Lave been reconciled to God by
ths death of Fie 8on." The Son of God died for fallen zan. We have
a Divine atorement, all sufficient. That papal doctrine of the
Trinity destroys the Godrel and leaves ue without hope, for it
comrelled its defender, Fld. Prescott, to deny that great scripture
truth, that the Sorn of God died for the eins of the world. Any
doctrine that le=ds a man to deny that the Son of God died must be
an evil doctrine, an anti-Christian doctrine, not fromr God but from
Satan.

The distinct serarate personality of the Father and the Son
are absolutely essentizl to the plan of salvation. It was essential,
an ateolute necessity, that while Chriet was dsad, the Father should
live upholding ail tkinge and bringing Jesue from the tomb. Christ
is tre ore, orly, mediztor between God, the Father and man. If the
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Faiher and the Son are"one person", then Chriet is a mediator between
Fimcelf and man. Christ was made in the exprees image of Hisg Father's
perecn. The Father had a person. The Son had another, a distinct,

a scrarate pereon.

"I beheld till the thrones were cast down and the
Ancient of Daye did eit whose garment wase white as
esnow and the hair of hie head like the pure wool.
Fis throne wae like the fiery flame and his wheels
as burning fire." Dan.7:€.

"I eaw in the night vieions, and beheld one like the
Son of man came witk the clouvds of Heaven and came to
the Ancient of pays and they brought him near before
him." Verse 13.

Here are iwo pcreons, disiinct and separate in thelr person-
3lity. The ecripturce are 2s clear on this point as on any subject
of Bivie truth.

Recause the heathen believed in some gods who had one body
with more than one head and because the Homan Church adopted tkat
heathun idea, eternal torment, the workhip of cead men, the sign
ot tne crosse, and 2lso the Trinity, direct from heathenasm, ie tne
doctrine or the Trinity any more eacred than eternal turment. th2
Sunday Sabbath, purgatory. or any other Pagan papal doutrina?
CFETAINLY NoT! And the fact that Christ is not the mediatrs in the
Rouar chuarch demcnatrates that the Trinity dectroys the trath thaa?
Christ is the one, the only mediator.

The so-valled Christian church, the Papacy, thai originatec
the doctrine of the Trinity, duves not recoganize him as the only
mediator but subetitutes a muiiitude of ghoste of dead men and
women as mediavors. If you hold the Trinity doctrine, in reality,
Christ is no longer your mediator.

The 7Trinity doctrine like ite author, Satan, ie a destroyer;
a bungling absuri irreverent caricature, a blasphemous bur;egque on
the glozicus rree unity of neart and purpoes and perfect almighty
love and czeacive lite of the Father, Scn and Holy Spirit.

Vany timee in the New Teg:anent we read of Christ praying to
God If “he three pereons of the so-called srinity weie always
tcgether, always ineeparadble, 3 pereons in 1 person, A vary pereonal
re-t one of ancther and as Eld. Prescott teachss vhat (PTigt wal
siways Jehovah the father, WEY SHOULD CFRIST PRAY? AND ®it Fr NCL
REALLY PRAVING T) HIMEFLK?

When Jeesus sald, "I can of myself do nothing", John &:32, was
he a personal part of the "one person" of the Tr;nitv? Ha reccg:
nized a person above himrelf, a separate parsonaljty: when ke 8234,
"MY FATFFR IS GREAZE®™ THAN In, -John 14.28, he surely lcoked up C a
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pereon greater than Pimecif. While ke was N°T "one nerson" with
the Father, zs the scrirturc and Sririt of Prophecy have stated,
yet he was in absoluts lLaruony with Eis Father, and rendered to

Eim perfect otedience, an example to every anzel and every creature
in the universc. And when ein ie over forever and "when all things
srLall be svtdued unto Fim, then shall the Son aleo bte subject unto
Him, thet God may bte 211 in all". I Ceor. 15:28. These and many
other scriptures mz2ke the doctrirne of the Trinity imrossibtle.

"hen Jeous care to this world as a human being, he took the
8arc risk that every ran faces, the "risk of failure and eternal
loes." It was pceeitle for Jesus to fail, to fall into sin and to
be lost. I guote one of the moat beautiful, pathetic statemsnte
fourd in the Spirit of Proprecy. Decirc of Aves, Page 4°:

"Into the world vhere Satan claimed dorminion God
rermiited Hie fon to cowe, a helpless btabe subject
to humarity. Ee permitted Eim to meet life's peril
in common with every human soul, to firht the battle
a8 every child miust fizht it at the risk of failure
and eternal loss." il
"Tre—ligZi¢ UTthe human father yearns over his son.
He looks into the face of hie little child, and
trembles at the thcught of life's peril. FHe longs
to ehield his dear one from Satan's powsr, to hold
him back from temptation and conflict. To meet a
bitterer conflict and a more fearful riek, God gave
Eis only begotten son, trat—tre path of Iife might
be made sure for our little ones." ,
"Ferein is love. Wonder O hcavens! And be astonished
C earth.”

If Chriet, as was poesible, had suffered "failure ard am
eternal loes", if the Tririty doctrine trat Chriet was "ons pgrson”
with the Father is true, then the Father would Rewve also havejlost,
and the universe annihilated. This whole beautiful passage indi-
cates ae separate a personality for the Eecavenly Father and Eis
Son, as of any earthly father and son.

The wkole Trinity doctrine is utterly foreizn to all the
Pitle and thc teachings of the Spirit of Prophecy. Revelatlon gives
not the slipghteat hint of it. This monstroue hcathem conception
finds no place in 21] the fres universe of nur Flessed Eeavenly

Father and Iis Eoﬁ?J rd and Saviour, Jesus Christ.

The tkhree distinct, ecparate persons of the Godhead were
present at the bartism of Jesus, who, when comhng sut of the water,
heard the Father's voice proclaiming, "This is my teloved son", and
the Holy &8pirit descended upon Jesus in the form of a dove, 1n
divine btenediction. The Father, the first person of the three,
spoke from Keaven of His son, the second person, and the Foly Spirit,
the third person of the three, confirmed the word of the Father that
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Jesvs was the beloved Son of God. Fere are the three distinct
pereons that the S8pirit of Propkecy calls the "Feavenly trio".
Series P, No. 7, Paze 63.

Cn paze 3 of Prof. Prescott's aermon, te saye that the Spirit
of God and the Spirit of Christ and Christ arec "equivalent Expres-
slons”, that is, that Chriet ie the Foly Spirit and the Holy Spirit
is Christ. 8o the logic »f Prof. Prececott's teaching is that the
Father, the Son, and the Foly Spirit are all "one person”, the Holy
Spirit 1s Thrist and the Father, Son,and Koly Spirit are "one person”.
When therefore he emphzsizee the expreesion, "the Person of Christ",
he muet mean that the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit are
one person, "thte person of Christ".

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

God has given a distinct, a ssparate peresonality to every
being in the universe, angelic and human, an independent, a distinct
individvality and personality and desires that we should preserve
that individuality and personality distinct and ecparate from that
of every other being. Thue there is given to every one the right
of choice, freecdom, libterty; and how glorious are the privileges of
liberty, to choose the will of God and thue he in perfect oneness,
unity with all who love and obey God, the fountain of life and
liberty.

"80 GOD CREATED WAN IN FPIS n¥N IMAGE IN TFE IMAGE OF
GCD CREATED FE THEEM." Gen. 1:37.

If God was a Trinity, (3 in 1 person), man created in his
image was a trinity. Put he ie 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
cholice.

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

TEIE WAR TEF UMNITY NF FREEMWM, NF LIPERTY.

The Father has one person with hie own Divine will. The Son
was a dietinct eeparate 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 hie own will.

HFRF PETWEFY THE GLORIAUS FATFER AND EIS ONLY BEGOTTEN SON AND ALSO
TEF EOLY SPIRIT IS PERFECT DIVINE LIPEOTY AN EYAMPLE TO ALL EIS
CREATURES, TO BIS CFURCH,
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The liberty God dseired His people to enjoy is enjoyed in
glorieus hsavenly perfcotion by the "three living persons of the
Heavenly trio, the Father, Son and Holy Spirit". - Beries B,No.?,

Page 63.

#PHERF THE EBIRIT AF TFF LORD I8 THMYRF IS LIRERTYr II Cor.
3:17.
There 28 liberty in Feaven where the Father, Son and Holy Spirit are.

God madé ue free and leaves us frec to all eternity on earth
and in Beaven, 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 Cathslic 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 suprcme, the Pope, tyrannizes over the
bishops; the bishope over the priests; and the priests over the
peorle. Thie ies 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, eruslty, torture,
death. Ard when finally in desperation men rise up and deetroy the
Catholic Church, whether Roman or Greek, the psndulum ewings and
there is tyranny, destruction, infidelity, despotism, ruin. Thie
was eeen in the French revolution where the streets of Paris ran
with blood, and in the terrible revolution in Spaibn and in the
fearful upheaval in Rusela where infidelity, force, murder, darkness,
are reigning eupreme worse than in the darkeet heathen lands. Men
trained under the Catholic trinity principle, when they revolt, set
up another government on the same principle, despotiem, tyranny.

The heathen doctrines of the Trinity, supreme in the Catholic
Jhuroh, Roman and Greek, blots out the light of God givsen liberty,
fille the world with darknese and blood, either when it ie logloally
enforced as the only religion, or,when men filled with the same
spirit, revolt and take reven%e in the gggg‘ﬁéx that they have
suffered, and set up another government on the same prindiple,
despotism, dictatorship.

No one living can deny that where the Trinity waes the supreme
doctrine there has come horrible bondage, destruction, ruin; liberty
uvtterly lost. Look at Italy, Spakk, Ruesla; Hitler an Austrian
Catholic, Stalin studied for the prieethood, Franco in Spain,
Museolini in Italy. The world ie in torment from action and
reaction of the blasphemous doctrine of the Trinity. The fruit of
the Trinity ls only evil, only cruel, despotic, the opposeite of the
glorious personal liberty in Heaven of the Father and the Holy
Spirit, of the Son of God and of Hie children, on earth, the sons of

God. .

The Catholic heathen doctrine of the Sunday Sabbath is just z=
mazaxxed as sacred as the Catholic pagan doctrine of the Trinity and
no more so. Eld. Prescott has as much authority to advocate the
Sunday ae the Sabbath 28 to teach that the Father and Son are "“one
pereon®, "Jehovah-Jesus." If he belleves the worde of Christ that
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trhe discirlcs are to be 2VF a8 Chriet and th:z Father are OWE, he
can never =2rain esy they are "one person”. And if he will believe
the follewing on Paze 422 of "Miniatry of Healing":

"They are or: in purpose,in mind, in chzracter, dbut
not in PFRSON. IT IS TFUS TEAT GND AND CHERIST ARE ONE,"

he will never agesln borrow the central doctrineg »f Romaniem to teach
to Seventh-day Adventiests.

Scsventh-day Adventists claim to take the word of God as
supreme authority and to have "coxe out of Pabylon", to have re-
nounctsd forcver ths vein traditions of Rome. If we should gu back
to the immortality of the soul, purgatory, etcrnal torment and the
Sunday Sabbath, would that be anything leces than apcetasy? If,
however, we leap over all these minor, secondary doctrines and
accept and teach the very centrzl root, doctrine of Romanism, the
Trinity, and tecach that the son of God did not die, even though
our worde scem to te epirituval, is this anything elese or anything
less than apoetasy? and the very Omega of apostasy?

Thank God for the Spirit of Prophecy! In the printed copy of
Fld. Prescott's sermon, I note that he quotece profueely from ths
teachings of Sunday-kecping minieters of other churches; from the
"I ams of Christ", Samusl H. Giesgy, from Peter Fayne, .Thoras Dehany
Barnard, James M. Campbell and F. Grattan Guinees, in his eermon
ke quotee 1305 words, wkile he only quotes from the Spirit of Pro-
phecy 75-worde; 16 wordes from outside popular preachers to 1 word
from the blecesed light God has given to this peoples by His Holy
Spirit. 1If he would recad the writings of the Spirit of Prophecy
more and thc tecachinge of popular Sunday-keeping ministere lees,
if he would in simple faith take the tegehings of the Teetimony of
Jesus, h:s wovld not make the mistake of tcaching the heathen doctrine
of the Trinity or dringing in any other awguments to overthrow the
establiehed ecttled faith of the people who belicve the great clos-
ing meesags.

A little more than 40 years ago I was working with Eld.
Prcecott in England. Feginring there 2nd almost constantly since
then hs hae been teaching "new 1light"(?),constantly criticising
the original messags of wkich Sister ¥hite eaye in "Farly Writings",

"Woo unto him that shall move a blpck or stivr a pin of
thcee meseagzs". (. 149
Even before he came to England he made a grest oampalgn_for
the so-callecd Testimonice of Anna Rics, who claimed the gift of
Prophecy. In a tremendous teetimony from Australia, Sietesr White
unmasked the dangerous teaching of these falee prorhecice and re-
proved these who had pushed thcee teachings on our people.
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F1ld. Prcecott hae oftecn told me how greatly he aprreciated
belng asszoclatcd with Dr. Wag-oner and lecarring hie wonderful "new
ligkt". For eome time trn:y iived in the eame house. When Dr.
Wagsener began teackin: Panthclem (Sod in everything), Eld.Prsscott
foliowcd a8 a puril follows his tcacher. Then at conferences, etc.,
thcy both vieitcd Dr. ¥elloz:s in Fattle Creek and worked in harmony
with him. After 2 few ycars, when Eld., Preecott had becomz the
editor of the Beview, Eld. ¥. C. Thite said to me, "Prof. Freeszott
has ae truly taught Pantheisw ae Dr. Kellogg hae taught it, and yet
w2de no acknomieédgment of hiz wrong teaching". With the hope thst
FId. Prescott would mak: this matter rigkt, I requeeted thail he maks
an acknowléedgment in the Review of hie mietake, as wide as his wrong
teachings had been made. But my kindly euggestion was indignantly
and emphatically refueed. If he had been willing to acknowledge
this wrong, he might have been kept from many strange teachinge
later on, contrary to our grecat mcesage.

"hen Eld. Preecott and Dr. Wgggoner were in Engidand, 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 summcr of 1931 L. R, Conradi wrote a letter to the editor of
tLe Review tinding fault with "Great Controverey". He asserted that
fister Thitc had made qQuotations from history that were falesd. He
further says In the same lestter, "I well remember when the LIGET OF
TEE YW DAILY cure to my mind eoms forty years ago. I was agaln and
ags.n met with Sister White's statement to the contrary....But thie
settlement of the Daily wae but the firet estep to the e=cond one."
Thue L. R. Conradi witk the Daily as hie first step in the Lighti??,
he took the second, and third eteps, etc.,etc., into the "light"(?)
of final and complete apostasy. HEE, COVRADI, THE ORIGINATOR N¥ THE
neéw vicw of the DAILY, in our time, LYFT VIS FYA¥PLE AS A WARYING,

Al tre head of the way, THE DAILY (NFW WiEW), AND AT TEF END OF THE .
WAV A COVPLTTE LD UTTED DENTAL AF TUF LAST weegpGE. Tais is the
logic of the NE™ VIEW AT TFF DATLY, because it deniee the Spirit of
Prorhecy as Conrzdi himeelf atates.

I havs a2 lctter in the handwriting of Dr. E. J. Waggoner,
dated Nov. &3, 192€, in whick he discusses the DAILY at lergth. He
gays: "I knew the visw that Preecott held in Lundon, and which
"Couradi tcaches in his German book on Danicl 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 2tove all other books
and sufficient in themselvee. "Early Writinge" moet clearly and
decidedly declares for the QLD VIEW." Thue Dr. Waggouner scts the
RPible equarely againet the Spirit of Prophecy and with a covert
encer 3t the Tsetimonice declares for the NEW view of the Daily and
identifice the teackings of Conradi and his own (Dr. Waggoner's view
with Prescott's vicw!.

COYRADI ORIGINATFD TEIS MODRRN IDEA AND LED PROF, PRESCOTT INTO THE
LIGET (7)., COTRADI AND WAGGNYFR ROTE APOSTASIZED AND DIED QUTSIDE
TEE MFSEAGE, PUT PRNF, PRFSCATT STILL PFRPETUATES THE CONRADI4
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WAGCONER APNETATE DOCTRINE,

"ren we were working together in Fngland, I noticed that Prsf.
Preecott veed the American Revised translation of the Pible. 1
asked wby he did not uee the Avthorized Vereion. Fe said, "I will
show you why I use the A.R.V."., Then he turned to Danicl 8th chapter
and showed mé that the Reviesd Version was much more favorable to
hie new view of the 'D2ily', than the Authorized Version, and he has
used the Revieed ever eince; and that is WPY he uees it. It suits
the Conradi-Pazsoner view of the Daily. 1In Fngland, Prof. Prescott
said to me, "If T car only get theec new views tauzht in Americsa, I
will change the whole face of our work". And thies he has evidently
teen trying to do for the last 40 yeare.

Shortly before the clese of thegentury he returned to the U.S.
and a few years later he beCame editor of the Review and Herald.
After a time Le startcd a serics of articles on Daniel to tring out
this NE™ VIEW™ OF TEF DAILY. Sister White told him he was making a
mountain out of a wolehill. And she requested him NOT TO PUSH THIS
VIFW in the Review. ©So he was cut down there and soon after started
the "Protestant Magazine", a rsgular anti-Catholic paper, in which
he taught the MEW VITW™ and moved ncarly all the prophetic dates of
the rrophecices.

An edition of the book, "Pitls Readings for the Home Circle",
REVISED PY ™, A, COLCORD, YH® FAD ACCEPTED TEE CONRADI-WAGGNNER# »
PREECOTT ITFA, and, (ae he told me proudly that he was ASSISTED IN
TEIE REVISION PY D, ¥. CANRIGET, who as n:arly all our psople know
APOETASIZED ycare before helping Colcord revig@® "Bible Readings
for the Home Circle") had in it several pagcs of the NEW VIFW NF THE
DATLY with a S5-year slidinz scale, moving necarly all the dates of our
prophetic frame work. We thank God that the Review and Herald cut
out thie abteurd eliding scale a few ycars ago and that "Rible Read-
inge" now teaches the original meeeage.

The "Protcetant Magazine" was published a few years and as
Prof. Prescott even held meetinge with the Orangemen, who are poli-
tically anti-Catholic, and therc was danger that this anti-Catholic
organ might bring premature persscution %aee Tes. Vol. 9, page 243)
the Protestant was brouzht to a sudden inglorioue end.

At the General Confercnce in 1908, I had my last talk with
Sister White, in the house for years owned by Dr. RXrcss. Just- be-
Torc the convereatlon closed, Sister White shook her head vsry
sadly and said, "They are all tied up here in Washington and there
YUST FE A GREAT CHANGE," One of the first changes Sister White
requceted was that Prof. Preecott should no longer be editor of the
Revicw and Ferald and Presjdent of ite aesociation, but should do
work in the citiece. FHer son, J. E. White, told me it was NOT that
Prof. Przecott wae such a good city worker but that it wae necessary
to get him where his influence would not deetroy the falth and
.confidence of the rcadere of the Review and Herald.
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In a letter written to Fld. Panieclles by Fld. George B, Starr,
Jurz 21, 1€32, Lk: atstc- thet Sister White -2id to bir,

"I have my cawmiesicr from the Lord to sce that he{Prof.
W, W or.gcott) DIRCANEOTE frow th- Review and Herald".

- "Foy", eke eaid, "Pro. Sterr, if that wan remzins cn the
Review he will LEAD TFIE TEALE DT ANIVATIAN ASTRAY."

Ir 3 personel tzik with Prof. ®rcscott at Knoxville, Tenn.,he
said to me, "I have had to revisc ny telilef of the Siirit of Prophecy.
I have found that "Great Centroversy" ic full of mistakss.” In a
pereonal ictter to me, ke eald thet "3rcat Controversy""had to be
rzvieed to bte in herrony with the FAZTE." Fis profound rssearchcs
2xorng the writings of UNIVEPIRID MEY gave him ths AUTPARITY and
AFTILITY to prove th=t the IVEPIDFT PIODETT AF 30D waa micstaken.
Evidertly he coc2 not btelong to those who heliecve the Testimony of
Jssue, the 8pirit of Prorkecy. Sz¢ Rev. 12:17. Yo wondsr that Sister
Thite sald if k: reraincd ac cditor of the Revicw he would lead the
whols denomination ASTRAY. TLe years that have gone by have confirmsd
tn2t staterent.

Prof. Prseazott in hi:z sermons and articles uses ths American
Rzviced Version without any irdication, as other writsrs use the
Acvthorized Vereion. Is thie fz2ir or honoratle? All English-epeaking
7ritere uee the Authorized without any marks of identification, a
vnivereal underetanding, snd if the Revised or any other version is
Usecd they indicat:z what version by initial letters, R.V. for Revised
Verzion, A.R.V, for Arerican Recvised Ver=ion, stc. One who w23 not
acquaintcd with the ver:ione, in reaiing the articleas of Prof.Prescott,
rigtt think Adventists had 2 diffcrent Fibtle of their own. I protest
that this ie net fair or honorable., If a writer uses the A.R.V. or
any other veraisn ke muat indicate the version. We have scen that
the reason why Prof. Prescott usss the A.R.V. TS PFECAUSFE IT TFACPES
TET APOSTATF COVRADI'E DOCTRIME NV THE TAILY,

Thie mcseage was ascttled, scaled by the Spirit of Prophscy befors
th- ReviFcd Version was translated from two Catholic Manuscripts,
the Vaticanue and the Siraitacue. The Revised has many Cathollic

errors in it.

The Auttorized vereior is translated from manuscripts kept by
ths Wzldences. "In 2 most wonderful manner it was proserved
UVCORTUPTFD thkrousk all the azes of darknesz] "Great Controversy",
Pa-c 69. "The Church in the wilderneaz and not the proud hierarchy
cnthroned in the world'e gre2t capital, wa3 the true church of

Chriet, the zuzrdian of the trsasury of truth, which God has committed
to tke peorle to ke given to the world." "Great Controversy,page 64.

Sc the manvecripts kept by the Waldenses and translated into
the Pitle of Luther, in German, and into the Authorized Version in
1611, .ir Englieh, is the "truth, uncorrupted, unadultcrated.”
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Sieter Whitec quotes, ae anyone ia at liberty to quote, the
Revieed ard other vereions where it ie clearer and more modern
Enzlish. EHowever, ahc ueees slmoat entirely the Authorized edition,
tut alwayes indicatee when the Revieed or any other version i3 quotsd.

Put there are many falsshoode 2and biunders in the Resviecd Ver-
sion, tranelated from Catholic Mse.:
"¥ithout my flesh eh21l I sce God". Job.19:25 teczchee the Catholic
Rurysiaxy Immortality of ths asvl.
The Catholic Purgatory ie dirsctiy tavgkt in the Revieed Version, of
II Peter 2:9.
Thz Pevised Verelorn tran-latce Rev.33:14, "Flesaed ar: they that wash
thzir robee™, inst:zai of “do Fie comrandments”, which must plcase
tausScs who oppoes the S2btath truth.
The R.V. in Yatt.14:20 orits the word "boietsrous™ and gives ua thise
crude aveurdity, "Wken Peter eaw the wiad, he was afraid. "No wonder!
In tks margin of the R.V., Rev.13:18, instzad of the numbsr of the
beact being 863, the margin of the R.V. gives 616. Does Eld.Prescott
teilcve the nurber of the beast is 683 or 8187
The zlorious closc of the Lord's prayer in the R.V., Matt.6:13, is
oritted. "For thine is the kingdom and the power and the glory
fecrever. Awen." Yet thoee words are quoted by Sister Whits in the
"Motnt of Fleeeing". She thus scale the Authorizsd Version as the
true word of God.
iu Rev.8:7, the R.V. saye "a third part of the earth(instead of ftreece”
ji Avthorized) wae burned up." Who believee this Reviesd Version,
impovesible untruth!
Ths whole text Acte 8:37 ie omitted in the R.V., yet that text is
cooted in full in Vol. 8 of the Tecetimonics and thus scaled as the
word of God by the Holy Spirit.

TEE REVISED VERSION IS MNT TEF TRUE CAMPLETE ¥0RD NF GOD,

FIRST, PFCAUSF IT IS ¥NT ALL TEFRE,
AND
SECOND, FFCAUSE IT IS NNT ALL TEFRY STRAIGHT.

Docs Prof. Prescott, who usce the A.R.V, as the only suthori-
tative word of God, telieve in the immortal soul? Job.19:33 R.V.,
in purgatory, II Pcter 2:5 R.V.?7 Doca he believs that "do his command-
rente” in the Authorized Version ie a wrong translation? Does he be-
lieve that Poter "eaw the wind" Matt.14:30 A.R.V.? Doce he belicve
t22t 613 1s the number of the beaset? Vargin,A.R.V., Rev.13:18. Do:=:s
e beclieve that "For thine ie the kinzdom and the power and the
slory forsver, Amen", chovld e cut out of the Lord's prayer? A.R.V,
M27t.6:13. Dose he belicve that = third part of the earth was
turred up? ,(a physical and hietorical faleehood)! R2v.B:7,A.R.V.
Joes he belicve thet Acts 8:37 should te cut out of the Bible and
that €ister White wae wrong in quoting 1t? If he believes ALL THESE
TEIM™3E8, he should contimue using the A.R.V. ae the complete suthori-
tative Yord of God. If not, he should use the grand old Protcstant
Autnorized Vereion, that wae accepted 23 the supreme foundation of
this message long before the Recvisad Version was translated.
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Prof. Prescett beclieves thet the R.V. teaches his YFw VIEW
CF TFE PAILY. It aleo teachee that Peter saw the wind. One is se
truc 28 the other.

TLe Sririt of Prorkecy telle us that the Word of God wasa
pPreserved "urcorruptsd" bty the Waldenece.- "Great Controversy",P.69.
"The church in the Wildernsee and not the proud hierarchy enthroned
in the world's capital, (Roms) wes the truc church of Christ, the
guardlian of thc treasurce of truth which God had committed to his
people to be gilven to the world".- "Gresat Controversy”, Page 54.
Theee Werc the manuecripte of the Recsived text translated into the
Pible of Luther in German and tranelated into Frglish in 1611 ae the
Authorized Version, while the Reviecd Veraion wee translated mainly
from the "Vaticanus" manuvecript pree:rved in the Vatican in Rome,
and the "Siraitacue" kept in a Catholic convent, Which ie the true
Word of God?77 )

¥hen the Holy Sririt through God's sppointed prophet endorsce
the Mss of the Waldeneee 23 "uncorrupted and unadulterated" then they
ARE TEE "FEST ATTFETHED MAVUSCRIPTS" and NOT the "Sinaitacus™ and the
"Vaticanue"™ kspt by the Roman Church, from which the R.V. wae trane-
lated. Cn thie authority, the Teetimony of the Holy Sririt, we may
reet as final and decisive. To a Seventh-day Adventist, there is no
apreal from this authority. On this rock, brethren, we may all build
for eterrnity, and the "gates ofW:1l shall not prevail azainet it."

In the "Ministry" of March 1939, appeared an article by Prof.
Preecott, based on quotatione from Catholic writcre which gtatee
that the rosition of Adventists on the number of the beast ie not
correct, that ie, that the Latin worde "Vicarius Filii Dei" in which
the nuwber 356 && ie found is not the true title of the Pope. There
is atundance of evidence on tkhis point which Prof. Preecott had not
seen, and yet he takes the poeition that hie own resssrches are final,
that he had secn 211 that wae to be scen, and that the ploneers of
this moverent were 211 wrong and his judgment against them was cor-
rect and final. There ies a3 logical receult of hic setting up his
authority for many years to overthrow tke =stablished faith of the
tody on onc point aft:sr znother, or se, Sistcr White said, to "lead
thie wholec denomxination agtray."

Ir. the Revieed Vereion of Rev.13:18, the margin gives clc as
the rumber of the bezset instead of 686. Does Prof.Prsecott believe
that 616 is thc number of the teast? Ee takss away the established
faithk of the Fody and givees ue nothing so0lid or certain in its place.
Is Prof. Prescott a builder or a destroyer? Doee he confirm the faith
of the peorle of God? or has he been for more than 4C years 2 bank of
cloude and darknese? Fe followed the false prophecies of Anna Rice.
He accepted the Pantheistic doctrine of Dr. Waggoner and Dr.Kecllogg
and held ther for ycars. Fe accepted the Conradi-Waggoner doctrine of
the NET VIF® QOF TPFE DAILY and.both the founder and teacher of that
doctrinc apoet:elzed complete}ihd died outeide the fold. He perpe-
tua%zd their theology that moved nearly all the dates of our prophe-

tic framework.
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Following the Conradi{ theology, Le discarded the Authorized
Version and took the American Revised Vereion =s authority, based on
Catholic Mee. because it was more nearly in harmony with the Conradi
versior of the Dally. Wher the Lord Rimeclf throuch Eie prophet,
removed Prof. Prescqtt from the editorehip of the Review and Ferald,
because he was "leading the whole deromination astray" and his anti-
Catholic magazine came to a sudden inglorious end, he did not obey
the requcet of the prophet 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 th: Lord, "Great Cortroversy"
was full of mistakes (that the prophet of God was mistaken) and that
hie wisdom is superior to that of the pronhet.

He tecachces thzt we earc wrons on the nuirter of the beast and
now enbracece the pagen papal dectrine of the Trinity that the Fatker
and thc Son arc "one rerson", "Jehoveh-Jceua", when Jesue in John 17:
21,32 a2nd tb= Spirit of Propkecy directly state that they are "NOT
one person™ and then he followe this Catholic doctrins of the
Trinity to ite logical end, affirming that the Son of God did not
die¢, 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 pecople,
a program followed by him se many yeara as Isracl wandered in the
wildernces.

Prof., Prececott is a courteous, cultured, educated gentleman.
Personally I r:gard him very highly. Put his teachings are thus
the more dangerous 2and destructive. Fe has notgtrangthened the
confidence of our peorle but hae paralyzed the faith of many. I do
not eay that he has followed ALL the teachings of Conradi and
Waggoner, but a number of them he has parpetuatsd, and wh=n they
with A.T.Jorncs, Fletcher and many otkers have given up tke falth, he
hae continued to tcach their destructive theories. We thank God
that 2 nuwber of our leading brethrsn have esen the tz=rrible danger
of his ruinoue teaching. Fowever kindly or bteautiful or apparently
profound his sermons or articles may te, when a man has arrived at
the place where he teaches the heathen Catholic doctrine of the
Trinity, and denies thzt the Son of God died for us, is he a true
Seventh-day Adventist,? Ies he even a true preacher of the Gospel”
And when many regard him ae a great teacher and accept Lis unecrip-
tural treories, atsolutely contrary to the Spirit of Prophecy, it
ie tire that the watchkren ehould sound a note of warning.

The Lord ies calling on all his army of faithful workers to
stand firm, ynshzken, ae the great eremy of God has marshslled the
myriade of faller angele and wicked men for the last tarrific tattle
of the great controverey. Fe has told ve to emcourage one anather,
to strengthen the weak hande and confirm the feeble kmees. And

herc is an educated, cvltured man, with great ability, who might
" have becn a2 eafe 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 mistakes and false (?) teachinzs of our pionsers and
even dared to criticize the Meescnger of God. Hae God called him
or eny other man in euch a timo as thie 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 ziven his people. The
angeles ¢f Ged prepzre the w=y for thesc books in the hearte of the
peoplc. 2f =211 the bocke that have come from th:s press thss: mention-
ed kzve teen of th:s jrecatcet corsejuencs in the past and ar:s =2t ths
Fr=s:nt time." ~-fpzcizl Tesetimorica in regard to Roya2lties.

Cric word ¢f 5Goa ie worth infinitcly mor. than ten thousand
worde of wern. "Hceven 2nd e2rth ehz2l1l pass away but my word shall
nct peses away."

"The rast fifty yeare h=ve not dimmed one jot or principle of
our f=2ith 28 we received the zrez2t and wonderful evidenccs that were
rade ccrtain to ue, in 1844 safter the pessing of the time...NOT A
TCRD IS CEANGED AR DTYIED, Thkat which the Foly Sririt testified to
as Truth after the ra2ssing of the time in cur sreat disappnintment
is the SOLID FAUYTATINY AF TPUTE "_ferizs R. No.7,rages 57 and 58.

Tcachkers of the doctrine of the Trinity often use fizures of
speech to explain ite mysterice that can not be understood. The
Spirit of Prophecy hae clearly stated the faleschood and danzer of
gore of these illustrztions. We quote from Serice B,No.7,P.53:

"Such representztions 28 the following sare made, 'the Father is the
liskt invieible; the scn ie the light embtodied. The spirit is the
lizht shed abroad:...another representation: The Father ie like the
invieible vapor, the scn is like the leaden cloud; the spirit is rain
fallen and working in refrecshing power.'"

211 thesc spirituvalistic representations ar:s eimply nothing-
nese. They are imperfect, untrue. The Father can not be deecribed by
the things of earth. The Father is 211 the fulnese of the Godhead
bodily 2nd is invieible to mortal sight. The Son ie 21l the fulneess
of the Godhcad manifseted...the Conforter that Ckrist promisecd to
send aftcr ke ascended to Feaven, is the Spirit in =211 the fulness of
the Godkcsad reking manifeet the power of Divine grace to all who r2-
ceive and believe in Ckrist 28 = peraonalfSaviour. There are 3 living

srgons of the Feavenly Trio, in tke nar8'thesc thres great powers -
the Father, the Sor. and the Boly spirit - those who receive Christ by
living faith are beptized."

one of the mightiest procfes of the Divine inepiration of Sie-
ter Prhite is that she saw cle2rly through the dangerous falee teach-
inge on the personzlity of God a2rd warned the people of God in this
powerful stateczont. "TEERT ARE THEREE LIVING PFRSCNS"NOT"CNT PEREON".
"The more eirple the education of our workers,the lees connsction they
have with the men whom God is NCT leading, the more will be accom-
plished. York will be done in the simplicity of true Godliness, and
the o0ld,o0ld times will be back when under the Foly Spirit'e guidance,
thousands werc converted in a day.-"Series P.,No.7,p.63.

"For if when we were enemies,we were reconciled to God by tke DEATE OF
HIS SON, much more beinz reconciled we shall be saved by Hie léfe."
Sce "Ministry of Fealing",page 423. Rox.5:10.

"The Unity that exiets between Christ and Fis disciplecs does
not destroy the personality of cither. They are one in purpose, in
mind, in character, FUT ¥OT IN PFRENF, IT IS TPUS THAT GOD AND
CERIEST ARE NONE "

J. ®, WASURIMN,
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In 1933 there was rublished by Fleming F. Revell Co. a volume
by W.W.Prescott, cntitled "The Spade and the Pible". In the chapter,
"Lizht on Ncw Testzment Forde", an effort wae made to prove that
"Vicariue Filli Dei" was not the title of the Pors and that the Mark
of the Feast contains "hie neme or the number of his name", in other
worde that "tkc mark" is the naize of the tecast. That ie to say that
the nurber 6€6 13 the Mark of the Feast. On pa:ze 448 of the "Great
Controverey" =2re found the words, "What then is the chanje of the
Sabtath tut the elign or mark of the svthority of the church...the mark
ofthe beast".

At lcast three timee ths Cririt of the Lecrd has spoken empha-
sizing the f=ct that the aark of the teast is Sunday. Why then this
confusing etatercnt by Prof. Prececott that the mark of the beast is
the name, the number of the beaet? "To the law and the testimony, if
they speak not according, to h%ngprd t ies because there ie no light

Filii Dei". It is arguedAthat the title of the pope is "Vicar of Christ",
nof Vicar of the Son of “God. Put is not thie simply a play upon worda?
For ie not Chriet the Sor of God? Matt.l6:16. Put 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 tomt of St.Peter
in the 8th century, now admitted ty Roman Catholice to be spurious but
ncvertheless made use of by the popes when thay were climbing into
power. Put wkile they repudiate the document they etill cling tenacious-
ly to the title, "Vicar of the Sor of God", or "Vicar of Christ".

Te quote from the Donation of Constantine by Coleman as given in
Gratian's Decretum, "Flessed Petrus in Terris, Vicariug Filii Dej".
From the Treatise of Lorenzo Valla on the Donation of Constantine P.13s.
See aleo Ferrarie Ecclesiastical Dictionary issued by Extypographia
Polyglotta, B5.C. de Proraganda Fide, Rome, in 1890, under the Title
"Papa" on P. 43. )

The Donation of Constantine using the exact title "Vicariue Filii
Dei™ was referred to by many popee 28 authority for the assumption that,
a8 2 Roman Cetholic priecet in conversation with me asserted, the Pope
ie Christ on earth; "Vicariue Filii Dei."™ These popes ueed thie forged
sdict of Conetantine to prove their divine authority; Leso IX,Urbanll,
Euziniue III, Innocent III, Gregory IX, Innocent IV, Yicolas III,
Roniface VIII =and John XXII. There is much more, yea an overflowing
abundance of authority to prove that Utish Smith wae right when he
taught that "Vicarius ¥ilii Dei", the real and comprchensive title of
the Pope contained the number of the beast 566, and when the Holy
Spirit through His Prophet indorsed the book, "Daniel and the Revela-
tion" and claeses it with "Creat Controversy", how can Prof.Prescott
or any Adventist minister or any real student of history presume to
throw doubt and confusion and darknese on the Mark of the beast or the
number of his name? "hen God speaks, true history must, and always
does, resrond with a unanimouve "Amen"”.

in them." "
In the same chap?ig, Prof.Prescott throws doubt on "Vicarius

1
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