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There is a new 
feeling in the air 
of  most Advent-
ist churches to-
day. New music? 
A new sense of, 
oh, superficiality 
in what and how 
we worship? No 

more of that deep Bible 
study that characterized 
our church in days gone 
by. What has caused this 
strange divergence? 

 

Some History  

Adventist doctrines were 
generally firmly estab-
lished from 1848 onward 
until the Evangelicals 
came calling in the mid-
1950s. Walter Martin and 
his mentor, Donald 
Barnhouse, wanted to 
know SDA views on the 
human nature of the in-
carnate Christ. Did He 
appear in the nature of 
unfallen Adam or did He 
appear in Adam’s fallen 

nature, they wanted to 
know. Each option car-
ries with it a world of 
belief. Choose one and it 
takes you on a ride far 
off to Never-Never land. 
Choose the other and it 
takes you in the opposite 
direction far away from 
the conclusions of the 
other. Adventism had 
always believed in the 
sinless Jesus’ taking upon 
Himself Adam’s fallen 
nature; other-
wise, how 
could He min-
ister to fallen 
man? How 
could He meet 
man’s needs? 
But at this 
time Martin 
and Barnhouse 
learned from 
the Adventist 
brethren that 
Christ appeared in 
Adam’s unfallen nature. 
Whereas we had always 
believed that Christ came 
in the fallen nature, they 
“switched sides” in the 
great theological debate 

of the ages. And their 
conclusion had every-
thing to do with the 
question, Can sinful man 
overcome sin, one of the 
two main reasons Jesus 
came to earth in the first 
place? The result has 
been distressing confu-
sion for the naïve and 
uninformed average 
member on the street. 
 
In meditating upon this 

problem, 
they think 
of Ellen 
White’s say-
ing proba-
tion’s door 
will soon 
close, and 
they must 
have full 
victory over 
sin. But as 
they con-

template the sin in them-
selves—the pride and 
self-confidence—they 
know it is too powerful 
for them. They cannot 
even see their sin much 
less overcome it. Then 
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they hear a Sabbath school teacher 
speaking, or read a book, saying just 
do your best; Christ 
makes up the differ-
ence. Don’t upset your-
self worrying about 
something that you 
can’t help anyway.  
There is a big, black 
hole in Adventist theol-
ogy in the location 
where there should be a 
definite view on what 
to do about sin in the 
life. 

 

Augustine 

The Christian church was generally 
united in the belief that sin could be 
overcome until the third or fourth 
century. Augustine, attempting to 
be a celibate priest, discovered that 
he couldn’t do it. He might have 
found within Scripture that it was 
not necessary for him to be celibate; 
he could have a wife, but he appar-
ently didn’t explore this possibility.  

 

Instead, he crafted a dogma by 
which it was not necessary for him to 
be celibate, nor to strive against sin 
at all; God did not require it of him. 
He formulated the doctrine of origi-
nal sin, a foremost aspect of which 
was belief that Christ came in the 
unfallen nature of Adam, who could 
live without sin. He said that sin is a 
permanent feature of our fallen ex-
perience until Christ returns and 
magically changes us at His appear-
ing.  

Adventists who have honestly tried 
to overcome sin tend to accept this, 
for they have tried and can’t do it 

either. They, like Augustine in ages 
past, welcome this dogma for it gets 

them out of a terrible 
“sin” dilemma. 

 

This view has come down 
to us as modern Calvin-
ism, which most evangeli-
cal churches subscribe to 
today. Jesus did it all for 
our redemption. He met 
the seducer and was vic-
torious. Therefore, we 

aren’t expected to do anything to-
ward the banishing of sin from our 
lives, they say. In fact, if we try, we 
qualify as legalists. You will find this 
belief in various forms in the Angli-
can, Reformed, Presbyterian, some 
Congregational, and some Baptist 
churches of our times. 

 

Arminius 

Arminius and others of his day 
greatly opposed Augustine, and the 
Arminian school of theological 
thought was born. They said Yes, 
we can cooperate with God in over-
coming sin. Churches of today es-
pousing Arminianism include the 
Methodist, churches that branched 
off of Methodism, such as the 
Nazarene, and, histori-
cally, the Seventh-day 
Adventist church, until it 
changed sides in the 
evangelical conferences 
of the mid-1950s. 

 

Upshot 

Therefore, there have 
been two great systems 
of theological thought 

that have come down to us through 
the ages: Calvinism and Arminian-
ism. With the coming of the evan-
gelical conferences, in the mid-
1950s, the SDA church, historically 
Arminian, switched sides. 

 

That’s one reason why Ellen White, 
who consistently wrote of the 
sinless Christ coming in the nature 
of fallen Adam, seems less respected 
now than in former years. That’s 
why SDA churches have become 
more civic club with its members 
united by worldly interests. That’s 
why you hear less reference to over-
coming sin, more to the “dog and 
cat” books coming off our presses. 
That’s why many Arminean Ad-
ventists refer to themselves as 
“historic” Adventists, but even that 
has not settled the question: What 
shall I do about sin in my life? Many 
can handle a surface propriety, but 
what about the deeper things like 
pride, covetousness, the occasional 
lie? How do we get the deeper sins 
out of our life? Calvinism says for-
get about it. You can’t overcome sin 
if you tried. You were made sinful. 
You inherited guilt from Adam. 

 

A. T. Jones and E. J. Waggoner 

In the late 19th century 
God sent A. T. Jones 
and E. J. Waggoner with 
the information for 
which the grass roots of 
the church hungered. 
Jones and Waggoner 
knew from Scripture 
and taught how to over-
come sin. And it was 
simple. They taught that  
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righteousness never comes from the 
human. Jesus can live as 
righteously in their surren-
dered hearts today as He did 
two thousand years ago in 
Galilee. Thus the righteous-
ness is all His. The human 
simply surrenders to Him, 
asks Him in to his/her heart 
daily, says Yes to Jesus (every 
time temptation calls), and 
lets Him live His life within 
them. Then to all appear-
ances, that human is living 
righteously. Humans can’t boast 
about their righteousness because it 
is all His. But it is righteousness, the 
genuine article, nonetheless. 

 

Leadership 

Jones and Waggoner brought about 
arguably the first great “difference 
of opinion” in the church. The lead-
ership split philosophically from the 
grass roots, who generally accepted 
the message gladly. But  some hesi-
tated, waiting to see what the leader 

ship thought of this new message. 
SDA church leaders said they ac-
cepted “the 1888 message” of right-
eousness by faith and have taught it 
ever since. But what they accepted 
and taught is righteousness by Cal-
vinism. Just calling a system of 

thought “righteousness” doesn’t 
make it so. 

 What they called 
“righteousness by 
faith” isn’t righteous-
ness at all. They said 
they accepted and 
taught it. But they did 
not. And that’s a fact. 

 

Half a century later 
came the second 
great “difference of 
opinion.” Our 

Arminean church went over to the 
Calvinist side. Our church is being 
administered as a Calvinist church 
today. There is very little interest in 
overcoming sin. Unless they are 
aware of the Calvinist/Arminian 
tension, the factions stare at each 
other across a wall and wonder what 
happened. 
 

This history, interesting though it 
may be, is offered for a purpose. 

 

Let’s recap. Augustine invented the 
dogma of original sin which in-
cluded the view that Christ came in 
Adam’s unfallen nature. Humans 
cannot overcome sin, he said. That 
belief was preserved and handed 
down through Calvinism to the 
Protestant churches of today and, 
through Martin and Barnhouse to 
Adventism. Adventism began as an 
Arminian church, with Jones and 
Waggoner bringing new, precious 
light on exactly how to overcome 
sin. However, there is little to no 
interest in that teaching in the Ad-
ventist church today. Then God did 
a new thing that should settle the 

question forever of whether God 
expects the overcoming of sin. He 
sent a new message. God doesn’t 
destroy. But if you hang on to sin, 
the time will come when He must 
let you go. That message, washing 
over our hearts like a tsunami in 
these last days, coupled with the 
Jones and Waggoner message of 
righteousness by faith, is all we need 
to purify our lives as we await His 
coming. 

 

Ellen White depicts that final mes-
sage struggling its way to the fore-
front in these words: 

 

     

 Different periods in the history 
 of the church have each been 
 marked by the development of 
 some special truth, adapted to 
 the necessities of God’s people 
 at that time. Every new truth 
 has made its way against hatred 
 and opposition; those who 
 were blessed with its light were 
 tempted and tried. The Lord 
 gives a special truth for the 
 people in an emergency. Who 
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 dare refuse to publish it? He 
 commands His servants to 
 present  the last invitation of 
 mercy to the  world. They cannot 
 remain silent, except at the peril 
 of their  souls. Christ’s ambassa-
 dors have nothing to do with 
 consequences. They must per-
 form their duty and leave results 
 with God. (GC, p. 609; GC88, p. 
 609; 4 SP, p. 427) 

 

With one message, correctly under-
stood, Calvinism is vanquished. We’ve 
got to put our sins away, or we will 
put God in a position where He has 
no choice but to release us. There is 
no point in scholarly or any other dia-
logue over it. God has shown us how 
to overcome sin with the Jones and 
Waggoner message of righteousness 
by faith. Most significantly, He has 
shown us why to overcome. Because if 
we don’t, when God has promised to 
get into the driver’s seat of our hearts 
and do the work for us, we will have 
no legitimate excuse when He comes. 
If we don’t take advantage of our pro-
bationary time to overcome sin, the 
character of God message says the 
time will come when He will have to 
let us go.  

 

From 1844 and Beyond 

In 1844 something altered eternally in 
the High Priest’s ministry in heaven. 
Whereas He had been preparing the 
saints for resurrection, now He would 
prepare them for life without death. 
Now He would prepare them for 
translation. 

 

Just what did that entail? 

 

In 1847 Ellen White had an extraordi-
nary vision. In it for the first time she 
entered the second apartment of the 

heavenly sanctuary and saw some-
thing that was to become the core 
of the saints’ experience from that 
time forward into eternity. She saw 
the Ten Commandments (Ten 
Promises) with the fourth shining 
brighter than the rest. (See Early 
Writings, p. 33.) God promised to 
all who believed, an overcomer’s 
life. But we have failed to keep our 
eyes on Jesus, have looked about to 
behold the world around us, and 
we have become confused regard-
ing who we are, what is expected 
of us, and the possibilities of living  
pure in Him. 

 

Reviewing the churches in the sec-
ond and third chapter of Revela-
tion, we see that all are charged 
with the task of overcoming. 

 

Remember, in the natural we are 
lost. Salvation is the narrow way of 
escape Jesus made possible for us 
on Calvary. The world at large can-
not see it, though the invitation is 
to “whosoever will.” Though the 
invitation is to all, only a relatively 

few will take hold of it. We can’t 
win the popularity contest, if we 
plan to make heaven our home. 

 

When Jesus Releases 

Jesus said, “Not everyone who 
says to Me. ‘Lord, Lord,’ will en-
ter the kingdom of heaven, but 
he who does the will of My Fa-
ther who is in heaven will enter. 
Many will say to Me on that day, 
‘Lord, Lord, did we not prophesy 
in Your name, and in Your name 
cast out demons, and in Your 
name perform many miracles?’ 
And then I will declare to them, 
‘I never knew you. DEPART 
FROM ME, YOU WHO PRACTICE 
LAWLESSNESS’” (Matt. 7:22, 23, 
ASV). 
 
In light of all this, Calvinism 
must fade away. Arminianism, 
too, must fade in the greater light 

of Jones’ and Waggoner’s right-
eousness by faith, which allows 
the Holy Spirit to implant both 
imputed and imparted holiness 
into our hearts. Then Jesus will 
be real to us, as we go forward 
teaching the world the wonderful 
truth, that God does not destroy, 
but humans who hold onto sin, 
cannot expect Him to protect 
them forever if sin is their 
choice. 

 

We can now look back and see 
the progression of the light of 
the truth of holy living, as it 
grows brighter, exploding on 
earth in brilliance at last. We can 
see how the enemy has tried to 
block the light and how the en-
tire Christian world, seizing 
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upon Augustine’s unfortunate error, now embraces a lie. 

 

Let us commit to God’s wonderful Ten Promises through 
the agency of “Christ in you; the hope of 
glory” (Colossians 1:17). 

 

[Anyone desiring more information on this history may 
obtain the book, “The Word Was Made Flesh” by Dr. 
Ralph Larson (The Cherrystone Press, P O. Box 3180, 
Cherry Valley, California 92223; $11.95 postage paid)] 

Editorial (Continued) 

Email to the Editor 

 

Could I quote a couple of paragraphs from 
my latest query in answer to your questions? 

 

“The really great mistake the Jews 
made was when they began to look 
upon the animal sacrifices as the 
reality instead of pictures!  In other 
words, the majority of them were 
taught and thought that their salva-
tion came through the offering of 
an animal substitute for their sinful 
lives.  In this they were being lied 
to, and believed the lie.  In the 
“spiritual” version they were 
told  that if they couldn’t make it to 
the sanctuary/temple because it was 
locked up, in ruins, or because they 
were too far from it, that they only 
needed to look to the daily offering 
of a lamb “by faith” for their deliv-
erance.  As a result, God lost most 
of them, for that ceremonial had 
nothing to do with justification. 

[In the same 
way] “The really 
great mistake 
that professed 
Christians have 
made was when 

they began to look upon 
the human (animal) sacri-
fice as the reality instead 
of a picture!  

“In other words the 
majority of them have 
been, and are being, 
taught and think that 
their salvation comes 
through the offering of a 
Substitute for their sinful 
lives on the cross at Cal-
vary. In this they are be-
ing lied to, and believing 
the lie. In the “spiritual” 
version they are being 
taught that the 
“Christians” of the Old 
Testament just had to 
look forward to the event 
of Calvary while all they 
have to do is to look 
back at it and believe!  It 
is often called 
“Righteousness by 
faith” (this phrase is not 

in the Bible with that 
meaning) which means 
that their 
“righteousness” 
through Christ (right-
doing) is not fac-
tual.  This is a very 
clever counterfeit, in 
that it leaves the be-
liever with what they 
think is “imputed” 
righteousness, a cover-
ing for their sinfulness, 
but it fails because it 
has no “imparted” in-
filling at all”. 

 

I believe that the death of the 
Son of man at Calvary does 
mean something to us.  It is a 
great LESSON in what the Son 
of God is doing, and has been 
doing since the beginning, but 
that’s all.  There was no “price” 
paid there.   

 

What about the people who 
lived during the first two thirds 
of the earth’s history?  They 
did not see it and therefore it 
has no meaning for 
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“It is God that shields his creatures and hedges 

them in from the power of the destroyer. . . 

.Satan has control of all whom God does not es-

pecially guard. He will favor and prosper some 

in order to further his own designs, and he will 

bring trouble upon others and lead men to believe 

that it is God who is afflicting them”  (GC 

589). 



them!!  They did just as well with-
out it.  So we would not be better 
off (or worse off) without it. 

 

I feel that it is time that we looked 
squarely at these issues and asked 
God to explain them to us indi-
vidually, and not just accept what 
we have been told in the 
past.  

 

Ron Parsons 

 

Editor’s Comment: 
Whew! That’s a lot to di-
gest for those of us who 
have been taught and be-
lieve that Christ’s death 
“paid the sin price for us.” 
If I understand you correctly, this 
alters how we think about the 
cross and opens up new vistas for 
our contemplation. 

     Here is another email I re-
ceived from Ron Parsons on the 
same topic. 

 

I know that this is a hard one to 
get our heads around because of 
the misunderstanding that we 
have had for so long.  So I will try 
to make it simple.  If you don’t 
get it then keep asking, for it is 
important that I can make it un-
derstandable by everybody. 
 
You wrote: 
Editor’s Comment: “Those who 
lived before the cross, in my 
thinking, are saved in exactly the 
same way that we, coming after 
the cross, are saved. Christ was 
slain from the foundation of the 
world. So it was the slaying that 
saves us, right?” 

 
That’s how I see it too, BUT, it was 
the slaying in the Garden that saved 
Adam and Eve and NOT the death 
on the cross.  And it has been indi-
vidual “slaying” since then which 
has saved everybody else. 
 
So it is a CONTINUOUS death of 

a divine Person, not the time spent 
at Gethsemane and Calvary by a 
human. 
 
What saves us? 
 
There has to be an EXCHANGE 
of life while we are alive for us to be 
reborn, and that’s where salvation 
starts.  The continuous “death” is 
that exchange taking place time after 
time, time after time, to many dif-
ferent people since the foundation 
of the world. It is a practical thing 
from a practical God and not a sup-
posed emotional experience based 
on something that happened in his-
tory. 
 
The events on the cross were 
ONLY a picture of what is really 
happening to the Son of God right 
now.  That’s what is really hard to 
grasp.  It was a picture for our dull 
minds to see.  It’s a great teaching 
event, but that is all!  There is no 
more salvation in the body of a man 

on a cross for six hours (or even 
18 hours) than there was in the 
offering of a sacrifice in days of 
old. 
 
And it is because of this miscon-
ception that God says that the 
majority in the Laodicean church 
are NOT reborn!  It is a false 
teaching that concentrates on the 
cross and ignores the Garden of 
Eden, looking at the symbol in-
stead of the reality.  We need 
BOTH, the history and the reality 
if we would appreciate the depths 
of His gift, and so Calvary is use-
ful, but not necessary.  There are 
going to be resurrected ones who 
have never heard the story of Cal-
vary or even any details of the life 
of the Son of man. 
 
“And one shall say to Him [in the 
new world], ‘What are these 
wounds in your hands?’ [Why am 
I here?] Then He shall answer, 
‘Those with which I was wounded 
in the house of My friends [and 
you are one of them.  Matthew 
25:34-40]’. [Then comes Geth-
semane.] Awake, O sword, against 
My Shepherd, and against the 
Man that is My fellow [equal], says 
the LORD of hosts: smite the 
Shepherd, and the sheep [the 
apostles] shall be scattered: and I 
will turn My hand upon the little 
ones [the new in faith].”   Zecha-
riah 13:6-7. 
 
And God says that the majority in 
the church today refuse to see  
      – they are not hoodwinked or 
blinded by others (although that 
happens too) – but they individu-
ally refuse to accept His message, 
although He tries hard to tell us. 
“Because you say, ‘I am rich, and 
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The Cross (Revisited) Continued 

that you are wretched, and miserable, and 
poor, and blind, and naked . . .” Revelation 
3:17. 
 
We need to be awakened, which will cause 
the shaking, God willing. 
 
There is no “penalty” at all in God’s king-
dom – it is all a RESULT which needs to be 
rectified.  There is no “payment” of a 
“debt”.  To put it very plainly, that is all 
hogwash! 
 

Ron Parsons 

 

Editor’s Comment: We acknowledge that 
Christ was “the Lamb slain from the foun-
dation of the world” (Rev. 13:8). Are you 
saying that more attention needs to be paid 
to His ongoing sacrifice? By this it has al-
ways seemed to me to refer to His thinking 
about it for years and generations. He 
knew He would one day give His life. 
Thinking about this from the Fall to Cal-
vary would create great anxiety [for want 
of a better word] as He meditated on His 
future sacrifice. It is in this sense that I 
have always believed that He was “the 
Lamb slain from the foundation of the 
world.” But you say there is more to it? 

     You say there is no penalty at all in 
God’s kingdom. Perhaps not. I can see 
that  a “penalty” might suggest a vengeful 
spirit on God’s part. Then why would the 
apostle Paul say “The wages [penalty]  of 
sin is death” (Romans 6:23). Why do you 
say in your book, “He also endured the 
penalty due to any of the reborn . . .” (p. 
63). Or is that just a misstatement? 

     Christ’s death has the dual effect of dy-
ing for me [and you; substitution]. But it 
also shows us the fate of the wicked, 
something that is relatively new thought. 
But I would like to understand your think-
ing too. We can’t think of Christ’s death in 

   (Continued on Page 12) 

Editor’s Comment: First, let me apologize for the 
brusque and bold manner in which I made my views 
known in the article, “Why I Believe in the Trinity/
Godhead.” I may have offended many of my brethren whom I 
genuinely respect, and for that I sincerely apologize. In my de-
fense, I thought I had the right to give my version of what I be-
lieved to be factual about the Godhead, but perhaps I could have 
softened it a bit. I’m sorry that I didn’t do that. 

 

And I find that I am in error about much that I believed about the 
nontrinity view. For example, that whole section where I showed 
that Jesus was the God of the Old Testament. As I now under-
stand it, nontrinitarians believe this also. (In fact, I found that Jesus 
was the God chronicled in Isaiah 6. See John 12:41.) Parsing ideas 
of the Godhead may be a bit above my IQ level. (Isn’t it for every-
one.) 
 

As I now understand it, the 
point of departure is in under-
standing Jesus’ “origins.” Non-
trinitarians believe that Jesus 
originated out of the Father, that 
full Deity was a gift to Jesus from 
the Father. In short, they believe 
that Jesus had a “beginning,” 
that because He originated out 
of the Father, He is a subordinate 
God. (Per Samuel Spear, D. D., 

documentation.) 

 

Nontrinitarians were good enough to send much material my way 
for study, and I have not yet completed researching all of it, but 
may I say at this point that I agree with Ellen White that Christ had 
no origin or beginning. I looked in her digital index with the fol-
lowing results: For “equal” or “equality” I found over eleven hun-
dred results. Not all referred to the relationship between the Father 
and Son, but many did, and I have included some of them with 
this newsletter in a separate file. I also looked up “subordinate,” 
which word Reverend Samuel Spear, D. D., used to refer to Jesus. 
I found three hundred plus total references to it, but found none 
that referred to Jesus or to the relationship between Father and 
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derived” (DA 530. The index shows thir-
teen times when that phrasing was pub-
lished and a total of two original times 
she penned that and applied it to Christ’s 
life.) 

 

In addition, in “Ellen White’s Trinitarian 
Statements: What Did She Actually 
Write,”  Tim Poirier has done us a great 
service by going back into Ellen White’s 
working papers to see if she indeed 
wrote those specific statements. You will 
find this document on the Ellen White 
Estate website. (http://
www.whiteestate.org/issues/The-
Trinity.pdf ) Incidentally, M. L. Andrea-
son also did not believe this was Ellen 
White’s position with regard to the God-
head. He spent three months of his life 
in the E. G. White vault, digging through 
her working papers to find what she be-
lieved about the Godhead. This painstak-
ing review caused him to reverse his po-
sition from believing Christ was subordi-
nate to believing in His full Deity.   
 

Those wishing more information on 
Ellen White’s views on this matter may 
obtain from Harvestime Books, A De-
fense of Ellen White, which addresses many 
of the contemporary charges against her, 
including the Godhead controversy. 
Those wishing to explore a defense of 
the idea of three separate but equal Per-
sons walking around in the Godhead 
may wish to read A Defense of the Godhead 
by Harvestime Books. 

 

Those desiring to read a treatise written 
from the perspective of a nontrinitarian 
may access Terry Hill’s Simple Guide 
(attached). 
 
But let me say at this point that the fact 
that nontrinitarians have found gross  

error in the trinity doctrine, on 
one hand, does not mean eve-
rything they have found on the 
other side is truth. In other 
words, antitrinitarians may 
have found error in our beliefs 
regarding the trinity, but that 
does not mean nontrinitarian-
ism is truth. It may be error 
too. 
 
And, finally, brothers and sis-
ters, are you not concerned 
that, if you accept this theory 
of a subordinate Savior, that it 
might be Satan’s hook to pull 
Jesus off the throne and reign 
in His stead? Might it be just 
the first step in making you less 
appreciative of His sacrifice, 
less inclined to honor Him? 
You don’t need this concept 
now, as I understand it, to ex-
plain how “one” can be more 
than one. The Father doesn’t 
need it; He says, “Let all the 
angels of God worship 
Him” (Heb. 1:6). It was the 
first conflict that broke out in 
heaven that began the great 
controversy. I sincerely hope 
my brethren will consider this.  
 

 

 

Emails To the Editor 

 

Dear Editor: 

The maranathamedia web site 
has heaps of resources on 
many topics and rare SDA ar-
chive materials.  Pastor Ebens 
has also done a lot of work on 
the son ship of Christ as it re-

lates to relationships both in the 
church and also the family.  Its all 
coming together. 
Re the issue of the “origins” of 
Christ, in John Christ said of him-
self “my Father is greater [elder] 
than I”. 
 

This asks a simple question, how 
can a son be the same age as the 
Father?  If Christ is not the literal 
son [isn’t this how we read the bi-
ble literally unless symbol of fig-
ures are employed?] then what is 
He? 
 
I would encourage you urgently to 
look over the 
www.maranathamedia.com site as 
there are also resources re 1888 
and rare letters for your personal 
friend Robert Wieland and like 
communications re the conference 
and EGW estate issues etc.  This 
has come into the spotlight again 
with the Trustees now being 
caught out adulterating much of 
her work to suit their agendas. 
 
Here is a recent interview of some-
one near you, you may know: 
 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=_Uws7iow0Uk 
 
Here is just a small example of 
changes that are factual. 
 
A Duplicitous Pattern.  Ellen 
White's writings regarding the Holy 
Spirit - the "third person of the 
Godhead".  
 
Case 1 - Capitalisation of "Third 
Person" 
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Desire of Ages, page 671, post-1939” 
 
“Sin could be resisted and over-
come only through the mighty 
agency of the Third Person of the 
Godhead, who would come with no 
modified energy, but in the fullness 
of divine power.” 
 
Case 2 - Addition of "annotations" to 

interpret Ellen White's words: 

 

Evangelism, p. 616 

 

“The Eternal Dignitaries of the Trin-

ity.--The eternal heavenly dignitaries-

-God, and Christ, and the Holy Spirit--

arming them [the disciples] with 

more than mortal energy, . . . would 

advance with them to the work and 

convince the world of sin.”--

Manuscript 145, 1901. 

 

Case 3 - Changing the word Godhead 

to Trinity in Foreign translations: 

 

Southern Watchman, 1905; Reap-

pearing in My Life Today, p. 36 

(1952): 

 

"He determined to give His represen-

tative, the third person of the God-

head." 

 

Avec Dieu Chaque Jour (French for 

"With God Every Day", translation of 

My Life Today) 

 

"Le Sauveur résolut d’envoyer son 

représentant, la troisième personne 

de la trinité." 

 

("trinité" is the French word for 

"trinity" not the word for "Godhead" 

which is "Divinité") 

 

These have never been apologised 

When the end comes, Jesus delivers 
up the kingdom to God His Father 
because Jesus is subject to Him in 
all things as all obedient sons should 
be toward their Fathers. 1 Cor. 
15:24-28. 

 

The notion that non trinitarians 
don't believe in the divinity of 
Christ is incorrect. He is, indeed, the 
very divine Son of the Father, no 
question about it, and so grateful are 
we that the divine Father had a di-
vine Son. Frankly, and supposedly 
without realizing it, trinitarians actu-
ally destroy the Sonship of Jesus yet 
claim the opposite. How? By intro-
ducing another entity into the equa-
tion, and holding all three to be equal in 
every respect. Under this scenario 
there can be no real, literal Son thus 
no real, literal sacrifice. Who then 
becomes the Father? Who becomes 
the Son? Who becomes the Spirit? 
Is this too simple to understand? 
Yet it's turned upside down to the 
point where those who oppose 
trinitarianism, by holding to the 
Truth of Christ's divinity, and in the 
perfect sacrifice so long ago agreed 
between them both (the Father and 
the Son), are accused of robbing 
Jesus of His rightfully given place as 
the only begotten Son of the Father. 
Trinitarians believe in a triune god 
and claim as a "mystery" their in-
ability to explain it and quote AA 52 
to bolster their position.  

 

Two things here: 1. The nature of 
the Holy Spirit remains a mystery, 
yes, but not necessarily to those 
men to whom God has revealed it, 
and  

                             2. There is no 

for, unlike the one that they got 

caught out for regarding the pro-

nouns and changed back to the origi-

nal. 

 

Tony Milikic 

 

Dear Editor: 

Yes, we can agree to disagree should 
that be the disappointing outcome 
of the matter. But here is my short 
response: 

 

Heb 1:1-10 speaks to the revelation 
that Christ, as the Son in the express 
image of His Father's person, re-
ceived His credentials, if you will, 
His name, power and author-
ity by inheritance from the Father. To 
Jesus was given the prerogative of 
making the worlds, of being worthy 
of worship, of having a throne and-
being called God.    

 

Christ has God as His Father, the 
Father of glory, Eph 1:3,17. 

    

Christ's Father is greater than His 
Son, John 14:28. 

 

Jesus proceeded forth and came 
from God, He did not proceed 
forth and come from Himself. He 
was sent by His Father, He did not 
send Himself, John 8:42. See also 
John 17:3 and 1 John 5:20. 

 

All Christ's power and authority 
was given to Him by His Father, 
Matt 28:18 and John 17:2 
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to know what the Holy Spirit is. 

 

In reviewing your article in support 
of the trinity I feel so inadequate 
but I can only hold to the simplic-
ity that is in Christ. And here is 
another simple fact: The trinity is 
the central belief of the RCC upon 
which it bases all of its other doc-
trines, and how many of their doc-
trines do you know of that are sup-
ported biblically? I know of none, 
yet all their erroneous beliefs have 
the triune god at their core, there's 
something terribly wrong here, and 
I for one will not be a part of such 
a deception.  

 

Submitted with respect and with 
no apologies as to its brevity. 

 

Michael Nickson 

 

Editor’s Comment: I can think 
of many reasons why the Son 
would defer to the Father. Chief 
among them, that that is the way 
of heaven—to defer, to be gra-
cious. But the key to this discus-
sion is the position of SOP. 

Is Spirit of Prophecy true or un-
true? If it is untrue, then perhaps 
you have a case. But if she is truly 
of God, we must accept what she 
says, and she says that Father and 
Son are “equal.” In Christ was 
life—original, unborrowed, un-
derived.” That point has been in-
vestigated many times by many 
reliable scholars and others. She 
actually wrote that; that is her posi-
tion. 

 

Someone else for His life, how 
could He give life to us? There are 
many questions still left unan-
swered in your view of the God-
head. (Incidentally, I do not like 
the word “trinity” and feel we are 
just as well off without this word 
and its related concepts in the dis-
cussions. It only hinders.) 

 

Dear Editor: 

 

I feel that there are people who 
misunderstand what nontrinitarians 
believe. I do not see that the defini-
tion of “Trinity” meaning “three in 
unison” is a problem. Also, I do 
not see that saying Father, Son, and 
Holy Spirit are persons is a prob-

lem. Rather, 
it is the way 
the 
“oneness” is 
expressed in 
our Funda-
mental 2, 
“Trinity” 
that is caus-
ing division. 
(Take note 
of the sin-

gular pronouns “he” and “his.”) 

 

 There is one God: Father,  Son, 
 and Holy Spirit, a unity of three 
 co-eternal Persons. God is im-
 mortal, all-powerful, all-
 knowing, above all, and ever 
 present. He is infinite and 
 beyond human comprehen-
 sion, yet known  through His 
 self-revelation. He is ever 
 worthy of worship, adoration, 
 and service by the whole crea-
 tion. 

 

In our above fundamental, the Trin-
ity God is described as a single per-
son (the single pronouns reveal 
this).  Separate from this, Fundamen-
tals 3, 4 & 5 describe the Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit also as persons.  In 
our above Fundamental, the Father 
(who is a person), Son (who is a per-
son) and Holy Spirit  (who is a per-
son) are amalgamated together to 
form another person - the “Trinity 
God” (meaning 1person+ 1person+ 
1person = 1 person).  Trinitarism 
teaches that the “oneness” is in per-
son whilst nontrinitarianism teaches 
that the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit 
are one in purpose, mind, and char-
acter, but not in person.   

 

Mrs. White expressed her views con-
cerning the oneness this way: 

 The unity that exists between 
 Christ and His disciples does 
 not destroy the personality of 
 either. They are one in purpose, in 
 mind, in character, but not in per-
 son. It is thus that Christ and 
 God are one (8T, 269). 

 

Sarah Russell 

 

Editor’s Comments: I would take 
this explanation over Fundamental 2 
anytime. Yes. That is the way they 
are one, as I understand it. If we 
would take the inspired word’s expla-
nations and not seek to improve it 
with ideas of our own,  perhaps we 
could get somewhere in our knowl-
edge of heavenly things.  

 

I had many more responses to my 
trinity/nontrinity article, but some 
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Jesus In Prayer 



 

Jambo, fellow brethren in Christ.  

 

Ministry developments in the African 
field have primarily been focused in 
Kenya where two of God’s gospel 
workers, Nathan Onduma and James 
Ongeri, are working together to spread 
the good news of God’s love, grace and 
power to save from sin. They are both 
given many opportunities to present 
these messages to various groups and 
continue to update us on how the peo-
ple are responding. The invitations  

are constant. They continue to distrib-
ute the “Light on the Dark Side” books 
with key people, as they study the mes-
sages together.  

 

In December, they had a week long 
camp 
meeting 
where the 
theme 
verses were 
Habakkuk 
2:14 and 
Hosea 6:3. 

James gave two presentations on Gos-
pel Order and one on the Character of 
God. Nathan gave two presentations on 
the Knowledge of God in Christ, two 
on the Justice of God and one on the 

Principles of Biblical Interpreta-
tion. 

The camp meeting 
also hosted some 
speakers from Tan-
zania who were 
given some books 
and were very re-
ceptive to the mes-
sages they received, 
opening new areas 
where the message 
can be shared. 

 

Gospel Order and Corruption 

Africa continues to have its 
share of troubles in regard to 
gospel order and corruption in 
leadership. The Tanzanian 
brethren shared how they be-
came separated out of the main-
stream church for speaking out 
against corruptions. A split in 
one church was created when 
one pastor who left the church 
was reported to have been poi-
soned by his wife, in exchange 
for rewards that were promised 
to her by the church leadership. 

 

 What may sound like some-
thing out of a novel to us is real-
ity to these people. People are 

being destroyed for lack of knowl-
edge in God and His character of 
love (Hosea 4:6, John 17:3). We 
know that whoever calls on the 
name of the Lord will be saved but 
how can they call on One in whom 
they have not believed? And how 
can they believe on Him if they 
don’t hear? And how shall they 
hear without a preacher? And how 
shall they preach unless they are 
sent (see Romans 10)? As God sees 
a man or woman who will stand up 
and say “Here I am, send Thou 
me”, He prepares the way for His 
Word to be shared.  

 

Mission Trip 

So, we have seen the 
need, heard the call and 
are preparing the trip. 
We are currently look-
ing to send a mission 
team to Kenya, and 
possibly Tanzania, for 

April or December of 2013, to co-
incide with Kenyan school holi-
days. In preparation for this trip, 
we are hoping to finalize the trans-
lations of Dr. Eliott Douglin’s 
book, “God’s Character: The Best 
News in the Universe”. We have 
completed final editing up to the 
end of chapter four and hope to 
have the book printed by the time 
the mission trip team arrives. Sup-
port would be greatly welcomed 
for the publishing expenses of the 
book and the mission trip travel 
costs.  

Please contact me if you feel im-
pressed to become involved in this 
important work. 

 

Nicola Straub 
nicola.straub@yahoo.com 

 

 

The Africa Work 
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 “Men rest satisfied with the light already 

received from God’s word and discourage any fur-

ther investigation of the Scriptures. They become 

conservative and seek to avoid discussion. When no 

new question are started by investigation of the 

Scriptures, when no difference of opinion arises 

which will set men to searching the Bible for them-

selves to make sure that they have the truth, 

there will be many now, as in ancient times, who 

will hold to tradition and worship they know not 

what” (5T 707). 

terms of a penalty any more? 
Then how are we to think of it? 

     I believe you are saying that , 
in some metaphysical-
philosophical way, Christ dies 
for us individually, as we are 
born-again or converted. Then 
what was the purpose of His 
coming to earth (except, of 
course, to reveal the Father) two 
thousand years ago?  

    Incidentally, if any readers 
would like a copy of Ron’s 
book, The Three Great Lies in His-
tory, just contact him at ron-
pars@hotmail.com.  

 

 

  ˜ 
 

Editor: Marilyn Campbell 

yonargi@gmail.com 
 
(To unsubscribe, simply 
“Reply” to this email, with the 
word “Unsubscribe” in the 
address block.) 

 

Some think that the Achille’s 
heel of  Character of  God 
(CoG) theology has to do 
with God’s directives to an-
cient Israel in the use of  vio-
lence. Such has caused some 
modern Christians to come 
to the conclusion that “there 
is no room to deny God's 
preference for violence as a solution 
to wickedness” and that because 
“God commands violence, it is right-

eous, because God is perfect” and 
that in light of the advance of the 
Christian religion in the western 
world we should “rejoice that He 
has given us this incredible gift with 
which to vanquish our enemies!” 

 

I am not making these statements 
up. They were made to me person-
ally in a recent discussion on an 
online SdA forum (http://
clubadventist.com/forum/
ubbthreads.php/topics/577890/8.html.) 

The Cross Concluded 
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“Come Let Us Reason” 
Fireside Chats on the Character of God  

Kevin Straub, January 1, 2013 

 

 

 

 

Permissive Paradigm--Part II 

 



 

I appreciate this person’s ability to cut right to 
the bottom line and honestly make these state-
ments because they expose the harsh reality of 
whither the standard paradigm of the 
“destroying God” tends. Even amongst most of 
those who hold to the standard paradigm, these 
bald statements about God must seem repug-
nant!  

 

Standard Paradigm 

The reality is, there is really no other conclusion 
that can be made when God is viewed and pre-
sented as one who deals with rebellion by use of 
pro-active violence; i.e., using weapons of physi-
cal force by His own hand in the realm of na-
ture; in other instances apparently commandeer-
ing demonic forces to work His will; or in 
some cases raising up military forces of the 
enemies of His people in apostasy in order to 
punish the latter; or in the case under study 
here, when He commands His people in the 
use of violence. 

 

The first three are the more straight-forward 
arenas in which to exercise standard exegesis, 
showing that God is not actually the destroyer 
although often represented as such in Bible 
language. We aren’t delving into those areas 
here. The fourth arena is that which we have 
called “permissive will,” or “permissive com-
mand.” This is in contrast to His “perfect 

will.” 

 

Permissive Will 

Another major SdA teacher of God’s Charac-
ter has in recent months been defining the per-
missive paradigm as God making “accom-
modations” to men’s ways. He is presenting 
God as One who meets the darkened mind 
where it is. We could use the term “accom-
modative will” instead of “permissive will.” 
What is it, exactly? 

 

Fireside Chat (Continued) 
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     This paradigm of thought in the CoG study is the key that 
unlocks the mysteries of how God could be consistently—
unchangingly—the same yesterday, today, and forever—non-
violent in all His dealings, even in these cases where He com-
mands the use of violent means. Our friend who has given 
over to the idea that God gave us violence as a gift with which 
to vanquish our enemies believes that we must be “double-
talkers who play mind games, make excuses, and set up loop-
holes to contradict the evidence against our claims.”  

     We shall see if it is the case because we don’t want to bring 
our own interpretations but see what the Scriptures say. On 
every hand we get into quagmires if we make God to have a 
violent side to His character. The litany of contradictions 
makes honest atheists, firm in their convictions. Christians in 
the standard paradigm cannot help the Bible-reading atheist; 
only inflame his repugnance and ferocity.  

 

David 

Let us look at the case of 
David, for instance. David 
could not build the house of 
God because he was de-
clared to be a man of vio-
lence. 

 

 “But God said unto me, 
Thou shalt not build an 
house for my name, because 
thou [hast been] a man of 
war, and hast shed blood” (1 
Chron. 28:3). 

But the Scriptures de-
clare that God Himself is a 

man of war. 

“The LORD [is] a man of war: the LORD [is] his name” (Ex. 
15:3).  

It gets worse. The Scriptures tell us that God had directly to do 
with David being a man of war: 

 

“Therefore David inquired of the LORD, saying, Shall I go and 
smite these Philistines? And the LORD said unto David, Go, 



Fireside Chat (Continued) 

and smite the Philistines, and save 

Keilah. . . .So David and his men 
went to Keilah, and fought with the 
Philistines, and brought away their 
cattle, and smote them with a great 
slaughter” (1 Sam. 23:2, 5a). 

 

When we apply reason to this (need I 
explain the difficulty here?),  we find 
that if the Lord is a man of war and 
instructed David to slaughter the 
Philistine enemy, yet said that David 
could not build His house because he 
was a man of war, we are left more 
than puzzled, right? 

 

God elsewhere states His disdain for 
killing: 

 

“Thus saith the Lord GOD; Ye…
shed blood: and shall ye possess the 
land? Ye stand upon your sword…
and shall ye possess the land?” (Eze. 
33:25, 26). 

 

Troublesome Examples 

Here are more troublesome exam-
ples: 

•   Isaiah teaches that those who walk in 

the presence of God do not put 
violence into their minds. They do 
not hear of blood nor let their eyes 
look upon evil (33:15) yet just a little 
continued reading brings us down 
to chapter 34 wherein God will de-
stroy all nations with fury (v. 2) and 
bath His sword to the full with 
blood (vv. 5,6) and so on. You can 
read it all there in that chapter; it is 
the day of the Lord’s vengeance, the 
time of unquenchable fire. 

 

 

• The flood came because the earth 
was filled with violence, but doesn’t 
it seem incongruent that God is rep-
resented as sending that flood from 
His own hand (Genesis 6:11, 13)? 

• God hates violence, yet in the very 
next verse He will rain fire and brim-
stone upon the wicked (Ps. 11:5, 6). 

 

Atheists and Agnostics 

These are the things with which we 
have to contend, as we comb 
through the Scriptures. This is why 
the atheists have a heyday, spewing 
acidic sarcasm against the Bible and 
its supposedly good and loving God, 
and this is why the agnostics who 
would like to believe in a benevolent 
God say they can’t see Him, not only 
because of the violence that is in the 
world but they cannot see Him as He 
is purported to be in the Scriptures. 
They end up considering both the 
Scriptures and God portrayed therein 
as inconsistent, unreliable, and 
downright frightening. This is be-
cause nobody has shown them how 
to read the Bible. We must show 
them! If we can’t, we have to learn 
how. This is not optional if we are to 
be His witness. 

 

To be continued . . . 
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     “The understanding of the people of God has 

been blinded, for Satan has misrepresented the 

character of God. Our good and gracious Lord has 

been presented before the people clothed in the 

attributed of Satan, and men and women who have 

been seeking for truth have so long regarded God 

in a false light it is difficult to dispel the cloud 

that obscures His glory [character] from their 

view” (1SM 355). 



This exchange is between Kevin 
Straub and Ozzie and Denice 
Grant on the specific subject of 
God’s permissive will. 

 

 

 

Ozzie and Denice: 

I'm seriously having a hard time 
understanding how you can claim 
to be a CoG'er and yet take the 
position that it is God who gave 
those directives, teaching the peo-
ple of Israel to seek revenge and to 
murder. Because if He gave those 
directives then we don't have a 
character of God message at all. 

 

Kevin: 

You haven’t been understanding. I 
think we are now down to our last 
interchange as you are at last mak-
ing your position clear enough for 
people to see that in order to em-
brace your teaching we have to do 
one of two things or maybe both: 

  

1. discredit the inspiration 
of the Old Testament 

2. say it was Satan who 
gave instructions in the use 
of the sword, not the Lord 

 
Most people are not going to go 
this far because either way it re-
quires us to  consider the Bible 

 

instruction in righteousness:  

 3:17   That the man of God 
may  be perfect, thoroughly 
furnished unto all good works. 

 

Romans 9:17  For the scrip-
ture saith unto Pharaoh, 
Even for this same purpose 
have I raised thee up, that I 
might show my power in 
thee, and that my name might 
be declared throughout all the 
earth.  

 

The men who wrote these things in 
both the Old and New Testaments 
were fallible, it is true, but the word 
of God through them is the infalli-
ble word of God. 

 

“In His Word, God has com-
mitted to men the knowledge 
necessary for salvation. The 
Holy Scriptures are to be 

accepted as 
an authori-
tative, infal-
lible revela-
tion of His 
will. They 
are the stan-
dard of char-
acter, the 
revealer of 
doctrines, 
and the test 
of experi-
ence.”  {FLB 
13.2}  

 

“No Christian teacher in this 
generation, no religious re-
former in any preceding age, 
has placed a higher value 
upon the Bible. In all her 
writings it is represented as 
the book of all books, the 
supreme and all-sufficient 

 

The Greater Light 
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unreliable. It is true that inspiration is 
the mind of God “diffused” as Ellen 
White put it, and that the prophets 
were God’s PENMEN, not His PEN. 
God does not control the body by the 
sort of possession required to do 
automatic writing. Satan does this. But 
doesn’t the NEW Testament endorse 
the inspiration of the OLD? Listen to 
the WORD OF GOD: 

 

2 Peter 1:20   Knowing this first, 
that no prophecy of the scripture 
is of any private interpretation.  

 1:21   For the prophecy came 
not in old time by the will of 
man: 
but 
holy 
men of 
God 
spake 
[as 
they 
were] 
moved 
by the 
Holy 
Ghost.  

 

2 Tim. 3:15     And that from a 
child thou hast known the holy 
scriptures, which are able to 
make thee wise unto salvation 
through faith which is in Christ 
Jesus.  

 3:16   All scripture [is] given 
by inspiration of God, and [is] 
profitable for doctrine, for re-
proof, for correction, for  



The Greater Light (Continued) 

guide for the whole human 
family. Not a trace of 'higher 
criticism,' 'new thought,' nor 
skeptical, destructive phi-
losophy can be found in any 
of her writings. Those who 
still believe that the Bible is 
the inspired, infallible 
word of the living God will 
value most highly the posi-
tive, uncompromising sup-
port given this view in the 
writings of Mrs. 
White.”  {LS 471.3} 

 

“When God's word is stud-
ied, comprehended, and 
obeyed, a bright light will be 
reflected to the world; new 
truths, received and acted 
upon, will bind us in strong 
bonds to Jesus. The Bible, 
and the Bible alone, is to be 
our creed, the sole bond of 
union; all who bow to this 
holy word will be in har-
mony. Our own views and 
ideas must not control our 
efforts. Man is fallible, 
but God's word is infalli-
ble. Instead of wrangling 
with one another, let men 
exalt the Lord. Let us meet 
all opposition as did our 
Master, saying, ‘It is writ-
ten.’ Let us lift up the ban-
ner on which is inscribed, 
The Bible our rule of faith 
and discipline.”   {RH, De-
cember 15, 1885 par. 16} 

 

I am not saying that the Scriptures 
are inerrant, either. There are mis-
takes. This is not relevant to what 
we are discussing, here. The 
thoughts are inspired and the 
revelation of God is infallible—
EVEN IN THE OLD TESTA-
MENT—although veiled in rites  
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and symbols and obscured by the hard-
ness of men’s hearts, therefore the 
need for our so-called “permissive 
will.” Was there a lack of understand-
ing in the OT times, even by God’s 
people? Of course. It is not any differ-
ent today. Again, due to hardness of 
heart, unwillingness to give up on our 
ways of self-exalting standards of law 
and righteousness. 

 

The OT Scriptures are held to be a 
lesser light and Jesus the greater light. 
(So also, by the way, are all the proph-
ets and Bible writers and this includes 
Ellen White. She is not inspired to a 
lesser degree or a lesser light in con-
trast with the Bible; only in contrast 
with Christ. In all cases humanly-
relayed Divine messages are lesser 
lights and Jesus is the greater light. I 
have a paper on this.) In the following 

she is discussing antinomianism, which 
we know must arrive at its position by 
throwing out the OT. The principle 
applies in our discussion: 

 

 “With the first advent of 
 Christ there was ushered in 
 an era of greater light and 
 glory; but it would indeed be 
 sinful ingratitude to despise 

 and ridicule the lesser
 light because a fuller 
 and more glorious light 
 had dawned. Those who 
 despise the blessings and 
 glory of the Jewish age 
 are not prepared to be 
 benefited by the preach-
 ing of the gospel. The 
 brightness of the Father's 
 glory, and the excellence 
 and perfection of his sa-
 cred law, are only under-
 stood through the atone-
 ment made upon Calvary 
 by his dear Son; but even 
 the atonement loses its 
 significance when the law 
 of God is rejected.”  {ST, 
 August 25, 1887 par. 9}  

 

The law (OT) is a lesser light, but 
it is still a light and a glorious 
one, at that: 

 

“Some speak of the Jewish 
age as a Christless period, 
without mercy or grace. To 
such are applicable the 
words of Christ to the Sad-
ducees, ‘Ye know not the 
Scriptures, neither the 
power of God.’ The period 
of the Jewish economy 
was one of wonderful 
manifestations of divine 
power. So glorious was 
the revealing of His pres-
ence that it could not be 
borne by mortal man. 
Moses, who was so highly 
favored of God, exclaimed, 
’I do exceedingly fear and 
quake.’ But God strength-
ened him to endure this 
excellent glory, and to bring 
from the mount a reflection  

 



The Greater Light (Continued) 

 pillar of cloud by day and a pillar 
of fire by night, was the leader of 
the hosts of Israel; and this law 
should be treated 
with great re-
spect, for it is 
sacred. Even 
after it was no 
longer to be ob-
served, Paul pre-
sented it before 
the Jews in its 
true position and 
value, showing 
its place in the 
plan of redemp-
tion and its rela-
tion to the work 
of Christ; and 
the great apostle pronounces 
this law glorious, worthy of its 
divine Originator. That which 
was to be done away was glori-
ous, but it was not the law in-
stituted by God for the govern-
ment of his family in Heaven 

and on earth; 
for as long as 
the heavens 
shall remain, so 
long shall the 
law of the Lord 
endure.”  {ST, 
July 29, 1886 
par. 5}  

 

Notice in the 
last emphasis 
how that 

which was done away was not for the 
ultimate governance of God’s subjects. 
This proves a temporal and temporary 
paradigm that was to bear sway to ac-
commodate the situation of the exis-
tence of evil. It is our “permissive 
will.” It was the law which was “against 
us,” as spoken by Paul to the Colos-
sians (2:14). Furthermore, I show the 
above quotes to underscore that the 
OT light is not to be denigrated and  

also because this theology will 
end up claiming that Satan gave 
the sacrificial system and the civil 

law and… I know how this goes. 
I have gone many miles with 
Mike Clute and I have seen this 
stuff before. 

 

Ozzie and Denice: 
Who was the God of the Old 
Testament? If Jesus was the God 
of the OT, and if Jesus gave 
those directives, then He is not 
the God He claims to be in the 
New Testament, and then noth-
ing He said fits and He is a 
fraud. Moreover, the many verses 
in the Bible about God being 
unchanging would have absolutely 
no meaning. You either believe 
in the picture of God given by 
the Old Testament and reject 
Jesus, or you reject the picture of 
God given in the Old Testament 
and accept Jesus. I don't think 
there is another choice. 

 

Kevin: 

This is what I’ve been saying. In 
your paradigm, you have to assert 
that the prophets, kings, and 

 

 

 

 of it upon his face so that 
 the people could not look 
 steadfastly upon it. . . .     

“The very system of sacri-
fices was devised by 
Christ, and given to Adam 
as typifying a Saviour to 
come, who would bear the 
sins of the world, and die 
for its redemption. Through 
Moses, Christ gave definite 
directions to the children of 
Israel in regard to the sacri-
ficial offerings. . . . Only 
clean and precious animals, 
those which would best 
symbolize Christ, were ac-
cepted as offerings to God. 
. . .  ” {SD 225}  

 

“The gospel of Christ 
reflects glory upon the 
Jewish age. It sheds light 
upon the whole Jewish 
economy, and gives signifi-
cance 
to the 
cere-

monial law. The tabernacle, 
or temple, of God on earth 
was a pattern of the original 
in Heaven. All the ceremo-
nies of the Jewish law were 
prophetic, typical of mys-
teries in the plan of re-
demption. The rites and 
ceremonies of the law 
were given by Christ him-
self, who, enshrouded in a 
pillar of cloud by day and a 
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writers of the Old Testament accounts 
were flat out wrong in hearing the 
words of the Lord as recorded, OR 
you sub in Satan for God and they 
were not protected by God, who stood 
aside and let Satan speak, claiming to 
be Him. WHAT CONFUSION it 
brings to minds 
trying to sort 
out the difficul-
ties in God’s 
Word! Dear 
Grants: Think 
about what you 
are doing and 
where you are 
taking people. 
This is occult 
teaching. 

 

Ozzie and 
Denice: 
But since Jesus is the God of the OT, 
and since He is unchanging, then He 
was the same in the Old and in the 
New, and then the only alternative is to 
realize that the OT writers did not 
have an understanding of God based 
on Jesus' revelation of God, and there-
fore their understanding was flawed. 

 

 Kevin: 

Understandings may have been dark-
ened in general, but there is enough 
given all through the OT to clearly 
demonstrate the principle of the wrath 
of God as the hiding of His face and 
even that Bible writers understood it. 
Here are just a few examples: 

  

 Deut. 31:16 “And the LORD said 
 unto Moses, Behold, thou shalt 
 sleep with thy fathers; and this 
 people will rise up, and go a whor- 

ing after the gods of the 
strangers of the land, 
whither they go [to be] 
among them, and will for-
sake me, and break my 
covenant which I have 
made with them.  
 

 31:17 “Then my anger shall 
be kindled against them in 
that day, and I will forsake 
them, and I will hide my 
face from them, and they 
shall be devoured, and 
many evils and troubles 
shall befall them; so that 
they will say in that day, Are 
not these evils come upon 
us, because our God [is] not 
among us?  

  

2 Kings 21:14 ”And I will 
forsake the remnant of 
mine inheritance, and de-
liver them into the hand of 
their enemies; and they shall 
become a 
prey and a 
spoil to all 
their ene-
mies;  

 21:15 
”Because 
they have 
done [that 
which was] evil in my sight, 
and have provoked me to 
anger, since the day their 
fathers came forth out of 
Egypt, even unto this day.  

  

Ps. 78:49 “He cast upon 
them the fierceness of his 
anger, wrath, and indigna-
tion, and trouble, by send-
ing evil angels [among 
them].  

  78:50 ”He made a way to 

anger; he spared not their soul 
from death, but gave their life 
over to the pestilence;” 

  

If this is not depicting permissive 
will, then what is it? 

  

Hosea 13:11 ”I gave thee a 
king in mine anger, and took 
[him] away in my wrath.” 

  

To do away with my assertion in 
this, you must deny that God se-
lected Saul as a King, against His 
will, knowing the evil that would 
come of having a human king. Hu-
man systems of law and order exist 
under permissive paradigm, as ac-
commodations to hard-heartedness 
and in the same way He gave in-
structions to kill. 
 
Ozzie and Denice: 
Ultimately, we need to ask, Who is 

fallible, man or God? Fal-
lible men wrote the 
books. God came in per-
son to settle all disputes 
and misunderstandings. If 
we choose the God of the 
OT over Jesus, we are 
saying that Moses the 
creature is greater than 

Jesus the Creator. Moses may have 
said "And God said..." but Moses 
may have thought he knew God's 
will when in reality he may not 
have known. 

 

Kevin: 

We don’t choose one God over 
another; they are both the same. 
Now, the statement you make here 
is quite astonishing and because of  
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your revelations I am sharing this 
exchange with parties interested in 
this challenge that has arisen in 
the CoG camp. This needs to be 
aired so that the issues may be 
exposed for what they are. You 
say, “choose the God of the OT 
over Jesus” and what does it 
mean? You explain it by suggest-
ing that Moses did not hear God. 
You see, with every further expla-
nation you give of your position, 
you have to do away with more 
and more statements of Scripture. 
In this criticism of the inspired 
word, it is left to men to deter-
mine which portions are inspired 
and which are not. For example, 
in the case at hand, there is a 
strong suggestion that Moses was 
under the most terrible delusion a 
soul can be under, to be hearing 
the voice of Satan and calling it 
God. What else can you be saying 
when you agree that Moses “said 
‘And God said…’” but may have 
not really known God’s will? But 
the Scripture says: 

Exodus 33:11 ”And the 
LORD spake unto Moses 
face to face, as a man spea-
keth unto his friend. And he 
turned again into the camp: 
but his servant Joshua, the 
son of Nun, a young man, 
departed not out of the tab-
ernacle.  

 34:10 “And there arose not 
a prophet since in Israel like 
unto Moses, whom the 
LORD knew face to face,  

  

God and Moses at the burning 
bush. God and Moses on Mount 
Sinai. God passing by Moses in 
Person, declaring His name. Do 
you really want to teach people 
that Moses was mistaken about  
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the voice of God? I would trem-
ble to be in your position. 

  

“The LORD spake unto 
Moses” has 105 hits in 
the KJV. Was Moses mis-
taken in all of them, Den-
ice? Or were some actu-
ally the LORD? Who 
then was speaking to 
Moses? Look at some of 
the things the LORD 
spake unto Moses: 

  

Exodus 32:27 
“And he said unto 
them, Thus saith 
the LORD God of 
Israel, Put every 
man his sword by 
his side, [and] go in 
and out from gate to gate 
throughout the camp, and 
slay every man his brother, 
and every man his compan-
ion, and every man his 
neighbour.”  

 32:28 “And the children of 
Levi did according to the 
word of Moses: and there 
fell of the people that day 
about three thousand men.”  

Leviticus 20:1 “And the 
LORD spake unto Moses, 
saying,  

20:2  “Again, thou shalt say 
to the children of Israel, 
Whosoever [he be] of the 
children of Israel, or of the 
strangers that sojourn in Is-
rael, that giveth [any] of his 
seed unto Molech; he shall 
surely be put to death: the 
people of the land shall 
stone him with stones.”  

  

 24:13“And the LORD spake 
  

unto Moses, saying,  

  24:14 “Bring forth him that 
 hath cursed without the  camp; 

and let all that heard 
[him] lay their hands 
upon his head, and let 
all the congregation 
stone him.”  

  

Num. 25:16  “And the 
LORD spake unto 
Moses, saying,  

 25:17 “Vex the Midia-
nites, and smite them:” 

  

31:1   “And the LORD 
spake unto Moses, say-
ing,  

 31:2  “Avenge the chil-
dren of Israel of the 

Midianites: afterward shalt 
thou be gathered unto thy peo-
ple.  

 31:3  “And Moses spake unto 
the people, saying, Arm some 
of yourselves unto the war, and 
let them go against the Midia-
nites, and avenge the LORD 
of Midian.”  

 

 Denice, you quoted: 

 

 Heb 1:1 “Long ago, at many 
times and in many ways, God 
spoke to our fathers by the 
prophets,  
 
Heb 1:2 “but in these last days 
he has spoken to us by his Son, 
whom he appointed the heir of 
all things, through whom also 
he created the world.  
 
Heb 1:3 “He is the radiance of 
the glory of God and the exact 
imprint of his nature, and he 
upholds the universe by the 
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 word of his power.”  

 

And thank you. May I draw your 
attention to the fact that it is 
taught in the New Testament that 
“God spoke to our fathers by the 
prophets.” They weren’t mistaken 
about whose voice it was. And 
neither should we be mistaken. 

 

Ozzie and Denice: 
To me the choice is clear, Kevin. 
Either we stay with the revelation 
of God given to us by the fathers, 
or we go with Jesus' revelation 
given to us in these last days. If 
there had been nothing flawed 
with the first, there would have 
been no need for the latter. 

 

Kevin: 
So, it was God who spoke. The 
revelation was muddy because of 
the faulty human paradigm of the 
sword and God’s instructions 
within that paradigm. That was a 
flaw in the picture, I do agree. 
That is why Jesus is a clearer reve-
lation. A perfect revelation. And 
that is why Jesus overturned the 
laws He Himself had 
given”  (under permissive para-
digm, or “accommodative will,” as 
our friend Herb Montgomery un-
packs it for us.) 

 

Ozzie and Denice: 
As for Satan...He is the god of this 
world, is he not? Has he not sat in 
the place of God, setting himself 
up as God? Why would you dis-
miss his part in all of this? Aren't 
many people worshipping him 
thinking they are worshipping 
God, because they are using his  
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principles of revenge and murder 
instead of God's principles of for-
giveness and peace? Doesn't he 
deceive the whole world? How 
does he do that? Is it not by mis-
representing God, saying lies 
about Him, causing us to 
believe lies about Him, 
taking actions of destruc-
tion and making us think 
that it was God who was 
responsible for them? 
Does he not go to any 
length to misconstrue 
God's character? Is that 
not what the great con-
troversy is all about? 
How can you dismiss his 
part in this? 

 

Kevin: 
I agree with your rhetorical ques-
tions for the most part, but when 
you say that I am “dismissing” 
Satan’s part and when I put that 
together with the general tenor of 
your teaching here, it is leading 
me to think that you are saying 
that Satan’s part was in stepping 
in as the place of God and sound-
ing his own voice of instruction as 
if it were the voice of God. If that 
is not what you are saying, then I 
am a bit lost right here. 

 

“The Jews had forged their 
own fetters; they had filled 
for themselves the cup of 
vengeance. In the utter de-
struction that befell them as 
a nation, and in all the woes 
that followed them in their 
dispersion, they were but 
reaping the harvest which 
their own hands had sown. 
Says the prophet, ‘O Israel, 
thou hast destroyed thyself;  

for thou hast fallen by thine 
iniquity.’ [HOS. 13:9; 14:1.]      
 “Their sufferings are 
often represented as a punish-
ment visited upon them by the 
direct decree of God. It is thus 
that the great deceiver seeks to 

conceal his own work. 
By stubborn rejection of 
divine love and mercy, 
the Jews had caused the 
protection of God to be 
withdrawn from them, 
and Satan was permitted 
to rule them according 
to his will. The horrible 
cruelties enacted in the 
destruction of Jerusalem 
are a demonstration of 
Satan's vindictive power 
over those who yield to 
his control.  

    “ We cannot know 
how much we owe to Christ 
for the peace and protection 
which we enjoy. It is the re-
straining power of God that 
prevents mankind from pass-
ing fully under the control of 
Satan. The disobedient and 
unthankful have great reason 
for gratitude for God's mercy 
and long-suffering in holding 
in check the cruel, malignant 
power of the evil one. But 
when men pass the limits of 
divine forbearance, that re-
straint is removed. God does 
not stand toward the sinner as 
an executioner of the sentence 
against transgression; but he 
leaves the rejecters of his 
mercy to themselves, to reap 
that which they have sown. 
Every ray of light rejected, 
every warning despised or un-
heeded, every passion in-
dulged, every transgression of 
the law of God, is a seed sown, 
which yields its unfailing har-
vest. The Spirit of God,  
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persistently resisted, is at last 
withdrawn from the sinner, 
and then there is left no 
power to control the evil 
passions of the soul, and no 
protection from the malice 
and enmity of Satan. The 
destruction of Jerusalem is a 
fearful and solemn warning 
to all who are trifling with 
the offers of divine grace, 
and resisting the pleadings of 
divine mercy. Never was 
there given a more decisive 
testimony to God's hatred of 
sin, and to the certain pun-
ishment that will fall upon 
the guilty.”  {GC88 36.2} 

 

Ozzie and Denice: 
The above passage depicts the 
culmination of the trajectory that 
the Jewish nation took from the 
days of Moses to 70 AD. The 
Jews were yielding to Satan's con-
trol all the way through. When 
they killed all those people includ-
ing women and children, they 
were not following God's will but 
were yielding themselves to the 
control of Satan because that is 
the spirit of Satan. The proof is 
that their view of the God of the 
OT caused them to reject Jesus 
and kill Him too, even though He 
was the God of the OT. Had they 
really known the God of the OT 
(Jesus) they would not have killed 
Him. Their understanding of the 
Bible and the God of the Bi-
ble caused them to become 
the murderers of Jesus because 
He revealed a God that was radi-
cally different than the one they 
believed in. 
 

Kevin: 
I love this quote and use it often. It is 
a basic text in the CoG teaching, as  
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we all know. But is it talking about 
God’s voice to Moses or the 
prophets? I don’t see any of that 
in her discussion. What you are 
doing is reading into the text. 
“Their sufferings are often repre-
sented as a punishment 
visited upon them by the 
direct decree of God.” I 
believe this refers both to 
man’s representations 
throughout history 
(speaking of those 
“Christ-killers” whom 
God has continued to 
punish—even as recently 
as the 20th century) but 
also in the Scriptures. 
How is it that the great 
deceiver seeks to conceal 
his own work in the 
Scripture representations? By tak-
ing the language of wrath and ob-
scuring it. How easy it is for him 
to have men read the language 
according to the human hard 
hearted definition of retribution 
and wrath. How easy it is for him 
to obfuscate the truth of what is 
going on in God’s commands to 
kill, God’s giving of the civil code 
which includes death penalties, 
etc. We fall right into that trap 
because we are surface readers 
and we are caught up in the dark 
thinking of this world and its 
ways. 
 
Indeed, their modality of “live by 
sword” caught up with them. 
They fell under it. Permissive will 
is not a good thing. It is stop-gap. 
God wants to bring us out of it. 
To stay in it is death at last. Being 
in it at first is ignorance, but after 
so long, God expects progress. 
When the brightness of His com-
ing, in the first advent of Christ, 

was revealed to them, they no 
longer had any excuse, became 
desolate and were turned over to 
Satan. But there was a time when 
even though they were bloody-
minded and had to be regulated in it 

(eye for eye justice), 
the Shekinah glory was 
still with them and 
God still spoke di-
rectly: 
 
“The first temple had 
been erected during the 
most prosperous period 
of Israel's history. Vast 
stores of treasure for 
this purpose had been 
collected by King David, 
and the plans for its 
construction were made 
by divine inspiration. [1 

 Chronicles 28:12, 19.] Solo-
 mon, the wisest of Israel's 
 monarchs, had completed the 
 work. This temple was the 
 most magnificent building 
 which the world ever saw….  

     “After the destruction of 
the temple by Nebuchadnez-
zar, it was rebuilt about five 
hundred years before the birth 
of Christ, by a people who 
from a life-long captivity had 
returned to a wasted and al-
most deserted country….  
 
     “But the second temple 
had not equaled the first in 
magnificence; nor was it 
hallowed by those visible 
tokens of the divine pres-
ence which pertained to the 
first temple. There was no 
manifestation of supernatu-
ral power to mark its dedica-
tion. No cloud of glory was 
seen to fill the newly erected 
sanctuary. No fire from  
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Heaven descended to con-
sume the sacrifice upon its 
altar. The shekinah no 
longer abode between the 
cherubim in the most holy 
place; the ark, the mercy-
seat, and the tables of the 
testimony were not to be 
found therein. No voice 
sounded from Heaven to 
make known to the inquir-
ing priest the will of Jeho-
vah.”  {GC88 23 and 24} 

 

Ozzie and Denice: 
Whether the people got it wrong, 
or whether Satan spoke in the 
place of God I don't know; it is a 
probably a combination of both.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Kevin: 
The people didn’t get it wrong as 
to what they heard by prophet 
and priest. It was the voice of 
God, not Satan. They were wrong 
in wielding the sword. God 
winked at that ignorance. By way 
of a kind of parallel, let me ask, 
“What is happening today in 
fallen Babylon?” We are told that 
many of God’s honest-hearted 
followers are in there. While Satan 
is very busy sitting at the throne 
of the vacated seat in the first 
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paradigm of Sunday worship and 
antinomianism is anti-Christ, He 
is obviously winking at their igno-
rance, desiring to bring them out 
into the reformation messages of 
the third angel, (now fourth). 
Maybe it is not a great analogy 
because we are talking about indi-
viduals and not the entire church/
nation. However, if we go pre-
Advent Awakening pe-
riod, to the previous re-
formers, we find God 
leading the reformation, 
though they were Sun-
day-keepers. We see 
Ellen White receiving her 
first vision while yet a 
Sunday keeper. They did 
not accept the Sabbath 
until 1846. So, God 
worked with them even though 
they were breaking a command-
ment. We should not hold one 
commandment as greater than 
another, for to break one is to 
break them all. Yet, if we do see 
one venerated with a halo of light, 
it is not “thou shalt not kill,” but 
“Remember the Sabbath day.” 
 
Ozzie and Denice: 
But the truth is that God would 
never give such commands. Pe-
riod. If He did He would cease to 
be God, and He would cease to 
exist. He would go into the death 
domain, and the whole universe 
would cave in and disintegrate, 
since He is the One that upholds 
the universe. 

 

Kevin:  

God could and did give such 
commands and He did so without 
going into the death domain. We 
can say “God would cease to  

exist” if this or that, but how do we 
know? Such is all speculative. God, 
being absolutely sovereign, could 
have chosen to not create anything. 
He could have chosen to create ani-
mals only. Even highly intelligent 
ones that could talk, but still have 
no moral component, being incapa-
ble of “sin,” only doing as pro-
grammed to do in their genes. What 

God could have set up 
for a perfectly func-
tional universe differ-
ent from what He did 
choose to do, is not 
really known by us and 
to say that if He did 
such and such, that He 
would cease to exist is 
surely very childish 
and naïve. I am not 

saying this as a “put-down” to your 
words, for I have said such things 
myself, regarding the institution of 
the plan of salvation, or getting up 
from Gethsemane and saying no to 
drinking the cup. I have had to re-
think the notion. Was God’s uni-
verse perfect before He created sen-
tient beings? I believe it was. 

Is His universe perfect now? No, it 
is not. Earth has gone to the do-
main of death. But it is not caved in 
and disintegrated. He permits it to 
exist. Is it His will for the domain of 
death to exist? No, it is not. When 
all who can be saved out of it will be 
saved, then He no longer “permits” 
it and it is given over to ceasing 
from Him and the fire of total dis-
solution “ignites.” He no longer up-
holds the atoms that comprise the 
entire material earth and the bodies 
of its fallen inhabitants. We will see 
the disintegration that results when 
permissive will ceases. 

View From the Hubble Telescope 



 

Some of  you may won-
der what all “The Project” 
entails. I see it as an effort to 
get the message of  God’s 
wonderful character of  love 
to the point of “critical mass,” 
where it will go unimpeded, bring-
ing great joy to the hearts of those 
who receive it, much as it has 
brought to our own hearts. Many, 
many ministries are moving the 
message forward today; this is just 
one of them. Anyone who wants 
to share the joy of what they are 
doing in this regard may do so in 
these pages. 

 

With regard to spreading our mes-
sage through little pamphlets, we 
received one letter from Truth or 
Consequences, New Mexico tak-
ing me to task for implying that 
God doesn’t destroy. I was very 
grateful to write back and agree 
with every quote that she pre-
sented and offer her a Light 
Through the Darkness free of charge. 
I haven’t heard back but it may be 
too early to look for a return. 
(And this is the busiest time of 
year!) If anyone would like us to 
mail the pamphlets to your church 
family, please send us your church 
directory (original or photocop-
ied). Be sure to look over the list-
ings first, and bring it up to date. 
We had a number of returns from 
the first mailing, so it would be 
helpful if you did this first. (We 
are learning as we go along!) 
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Does anyone have an ad-
dress that you know of 

around the New York area? We 
have an individual who wants two 
more cases of books to give out, 
and he lives in Montreal, Canada. 
I have sent one case to him at a 
cost of $112.50. The postage is 
sky-high to mail that much weight 
to Canada, so we are now brain-
storming how to get the boxes to 
him without paying the out-of-
sight postage. Please contact me, 
if you know of an address in New 
York to which we might send 
these boxes. He would then drive 
down and pick them up. 

 

This has been a very busy two 
months for me, because I spent a 
large portion of my time refor-
mating Light Through the Darkness: 
A Vindication of God for Amazon  

Kindle. If you know anyone who is 
interested, they can now read it free 
on Amazon Kindle, Kindle Fire, 
Kindle Fire HD, iPad, and iPhone. I 
believe this will increase the number 
of people who will actually read it, 
because most people will not spend 
money just to satisfy their curiosity 
(especially when the thesis is so pat-
ently “false”), but they may down-
load it when it’s free. Plans are in 
motion to set up my second book, 
The Language of Heaven: Unconquerable 
Power for Your Life on Amazon Kin-
dle. This is my rendition of right-
eous by faith, but made simple and 
fun for the average person. 

 

Ron Parsons has an excellent book, 
The Three Great Lies In History, for 
free distribution. The international 
postage, however, is about $8 per 
book. The lies that this book ex-
poses is God’s character, the state 
of the dead, and that God required 
the butchering of animals before He 
would forgive sin. Contact Ron Par-
sons at ron_pars@hotmail.com for 
particulars. 

 

   Marilyn 

 

Editor’s Comment: Our Bible 
Prophecy feature this month may 
look familiar to some of you. It is 
the same one we featured last time, 
but WITH the Daniel 12 time lines 
intact. It seems, when it was sent to 
me through the Internet last month, 

Duane Thiry, the author, didn’t 
know that the time lines weren’t at-
tached, until after publication.  

     So here we go again. I’m sure the 
Bible Prophecy feature will make 
much better sense to our readers 
with the time lines intact.  

     At my request, they were sent as a 
PDF file this time. I thought I could 
just publish them as is, but No! I did 
have to re-do the time lines. How-
ever, I believe it was worthwhile and 
that you will get more out of it, as 
you read the document with the time 
lines in place. 



In Daniel 12:4 it says, 
“But thou, O Daniel, 
shut up the words, and 
seal the book, even to 
the time of  the end: 
many shall run to and 
fro, and knowledge shall be 
increased”. This sounds like an 
end of the showing Daniel “that 
which is noted in the scripture of 
truth” (Dan 11:21). The rest of 
chapter 12 could be either a repe-
tition of some other part or it 
could be concluding remarks. 
Suppose it is a repetition of some 
other part. How does one deter-
mine which part? Is it because of 
the 1260 days? Or because of the 
word, “abomination”? 

 

 Daniel 7:25 “And he shall 
 speak great words against the 
 most High, and shall wear out 
 the saints of the most High, and 
 think to change times and laws: 
 and they shall be given into his 
 hand until a time and times and 
 the dividing of time.” 

 

 Daniel 12:7 “And I heard the 
 man clothed in linen, which was 
 upon the waters of the river, 
 when he held up his right hand 
 and his left hand unto heaven, 
 and sware by him that liveth for 
 ever that it shall be for a time, 
 times, and an half; and when he 
 shall have accomplished to scatter 
 the power of the holy people, all 
 these things shall be finished.” 

 

Some see similar words here and 
assume it must refer to the same 
thing. But in Daniel 7, the word 

translated as “time” is “`iddan”  
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whereas in Daniel 12, the word trans-
lated as “time” is “mow`ed”. 

 

 Time: `iddan – strong's 05732 - 
 (Aramaic) from a root corresponding to 
 that of 5708; a set time; technically, a 
 year:--time. 

 Time: mow`ed – strong's 04150 - 
 from 3259; properly, an appointment, 
 i.e. a fixed time or season; specifically, a 
 festival; conventionally a year; by 
 implication, an assembly (as con
 vened for a definite purpose); techni-
 cally the congregation; by extension, 
 the place of meeting; also a signal 
 (as appointed beforehand):-- ap-
 pointed (sign, time), (place of, sol-
 emn) as sembly, congregation, (set, 
 solemn)  feast, (appointed, due) 
 season, solemn(-ity), synogogue, (set) 
 time (appointed). 

 

One may conclude both mean a year 
of time, but they are different words. 
Just because we can take something in 
the Bible calculate it out to be the same 
number (1260 days) does not imply it 
refers to the same period of history. 
The number 40 occurs many times in 
the Bible, but no one assumes each 
mention of it refers to the same time 
period. 

 

Both Daniel 7 and Daniel 12 refer to 
an abomination. But from prophecy 
we expect the same which causes 
abomination in the past will cause it in 
the future. Just because Daniel refers 
to the same abomination is no justifica-
tion that both references refer to the 
same past period and cannot refer 
separately to each prophesied period. 
In 1883, Ellen White wrote that the 
prophetic periods of Daniel  

especially relate to our own time. 

 “In the Scriptures are pre-
 sented truths that relate espe-
 cially to our own time. To the 
 period just prior to the appear-
 ing of the Son of man, the 
 prophecies of Scripture point, 
 and here  their warnings and 
 threatenings pre-eminently ap-
 ply. The prophetic periods of 
 Daniel, extending to the very 
 eve of the  great consummation, 

throw a flood of 
light upon events 
then to transpire. 
The book of 
Revelation is also 
replete with 
warning and 
instruction for 

the last genera
 tion. The beloved John, under 
 the inspiration of the Holy 
 Spirit, portrays the fearful and 
 thrilling scenes connected with 
 the close of earth's history, and 
 presents the duties and dangers 
 of God's  people. None need 
 remain in ignorance, none need 
 be unprepared for the coming of 
 the day of God.” {RH, Sep-
 tember 25, 1883 par. 6} 

 

Daniel's Questions 

 Dan 12:6“And one said to 
 the man clothed in linen, 
 which was upon the waters of 
 the river, How long shall it 
 be to the end of these won-
 ders?” 

 

After explaining the history of 
the kings of the north and south 
in chapter 11, the question is 
asked, “How long shall it be to 
the end of these wonders?” 
What wonders? While some 
may say it can only Verses 31- 

View From the Hubble Telescope 



35, would it be unreasonable to 
understand it to be all these won-
ders which were most recently 
relayed to Daniel? All of these 
wonders. Clear down to verse 45 
of chapter 11 where the king of 
the north “shall come to his end 
and none shall help him”. Or it 
could even be to verse 3 of chap-
ter 12 where the “wise shall shine 
as the brightness of the firma-
ment”. And what was the answer 
to how long to the end of these 
wonders? 

 

 Dan 12: 7“...it shall be for  a 
 time, times, and an half; and 
 when he shall have accomplished 
 to scatter  the power of the holy 
 people, all these things shall be 
 finished.” 

 

Other versions translate it as 
completely shattered, breaking in 
pieces, or power of the crusher 
of the holy people. 

 

 Scatter: Naphats – strong's 
 05310 - a primitive root; to 
 dash to pieces, or scatter:--be 
 beaten in sunder, break (in 
 pieces), broken, dash (in pieces), 
 cause to be discharged, dispersed, 
 be overspread, scatter. 

 Accomplished: kalah – 
 strong's 03615 - a primitive 
 root; to end, whether intransitive 
 (to cease, be finished, perish) or 
 transitived (to complete, prepare, 
 consume):--accomplish, cease, 
 consume (away), determine, de
 stroy (utterly), be (when ... were) 
 done, (be an) end (of), expire, 
 (cause to) fail, faint, finish, fulfil, 
 X fully, X have, leave (off), 
 long, bring to pass, wholly reap, 
 make clean riddance, spend,   
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 quite take away, waste. 

 

Taking the words for “accomplished” 
and “scatter” together is in agreement 
with the translation of “completely 
shattered”. Perish, consumed, de-
stroyed, broken in pieces does not in-
dicate a well being condition for the 
holy people at the end of this three and 
a half times. But how does this 
compare to Daniel 7:25? 

 

 Daniel 7:25 “And he shall 
 speak great words against the 
 most High, and shall wear out 
 the saints of the most High, and 
 think to change times and laws: 
 and they shall be given into his hand 
 until a time and times and the divid-
 ing of time.” 

 Until: `ad – strong's 05705 - 
 (Aramaic) corresponding to 5704; 
 X and, at, for, (hither-)to, on till, 
 (un-)to, until, within. 

 

They are given into his hand until the 
time period is finished. History shows 
that even before the time period was 
finished, the saints were experiencing 
more and more freedoms. The Bible 
was being printed, Bible societies were 
being formed, and it was the beast 
power that was being more and more 
shattered. Even to the point of it being 
referred to as receiving a deadly 
wound. This first persecution was less-
ening while in the future the persecu-
tion increases more and more until the 
power of the holy people is completely 
shattered. 

 

The answer given did not exactly an-
swer Daniel's question. He says he 
heard, but did not understand. 

He was expecting the holy peo-
ple to be triumphant as in past 
visions. To think their power is 
scattered was not how he was 
hoping the end of these won-
ders would come out. So he 
tries again by asking, “what shall 
be the end of these things?” The 
answer begins by telling Daniel 

it is for a 
time way past 

his time. 
Then he is 
told how 
long the 
power would 
last. 

 

 Daniel 12:11 “And from the 
 time that the daily sacrifice 
 shall be taken away, and the 
 abomination that maketh deso-
 late set up, there shall be a 
 thousand two hundred and 
 ninety days.” 

 

It would last for 1290 days from 
when the daily is taken away and 
the abomination set up. The 
abomination would last thirty-
days more after the power of 
the holy people has been com-
pletely shattered. Then, further 
information is given. 

 

 Daniel 12:12“Blessed is he 
 that waiteth, and cometh to 
 the thousand three hundred 
 and five and thirty days.” 

 

Those who wait 1335 days 
would be blessed. How does that 
fit in? There's not much to go 
on from chapter 12. 

View From the Hubble Telescope 



 

Fitting together the timelines 

Revelation has a similar blessing 
phrase which is stated after the 
world is brought together for 
battle: 

 Revelation 16:15 “Behold, 
 I come as a thief. Blessed is he
 that watcheth, and keepeth his
 garments, lest he walk naked, 

 and they see his shame.” 

 

Ellen White, in The Great Contro-
versy, describes the persecuting 
power of the future. But there is 
good news. The people will be 
delivered. 

 

 “Could men see with heavenly 
 vision, they would behold compa-
 nies of angels that excel in 
 strength stationed about those 
 who have kept the word of 
 Christ's patience. With sympa-
 thizing tenderness, angels have 
 witnessed  their distress and have 
 heard their prayers. They are 
 waiting the word of their Com-
 mander to snatch them from 
 their peril. But they must wait 
 yet a little longer. The people of 
 God must drink of the cup and 
 be baptized with the baptism. “ 
 (p.630.) 

 “Glorious will be the deliverance 
 of those who have patiently 
 waited for His coming and whose 
 names are written in the book of 
 life.” (p. 634.) 

 

Then in the next chapter 
(Chapter 40), she describes the 
death decree passed and how 

God will deliver his people. 
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 “The voice of God is heard from heaven, 
 declaring the day and hour of Jesus' 
 coming, and delivering the everlasting 
 covenant to His people. Like peals of 
 loudest thunder His words roll through 
 the earth. The Israel of God stand lis-
 tening, with their eyes fixed upward. 
 Their countenances are lighted up with 
 His glory, and shine as did the face of 
 Moses when he came down from Sinai. 
 The wicked cannot look upon them. 
 And when the blessing is pronounced 
 on those who have honored God by 
 keeping His Sabbath holy, there is a 
 mighty shout of victory.” ( p. 640.) 

  

Could this be the blessing on those 
who wait? Could this relate to those 
who are blessed who come to the end 
of the 1335 days in Daniel chapter 12? 

 

 Revelation 13:15 “And he had 
 power to give life unto the image of the 
 beast,  that the image of the beast should 
 both speak, and cause that as many as 
 would not worship the image of the beast 
 should be killed.” 

 

A death de-
cree is 
passed, but 
in our na-
tion, laws 
are passed 
and become 
effective at a 

future date, usually at midnight. Ellen 
White describes this. 

 “Though a general decree has 
 fixed the time when command-
 ment keepers may be put to 
 death, their enemies will in 
 some cases anticipate the decree, 
 and before the time specified, 
 will endeavor to take their lives. 
 But none can pass the mighty 
 guardians stationed about every 
 faithful soul.” (p. 631.) 

 

This also compares to Esther 
where Haman conspired to set 
up a law to kill the Jews. It was 
specified for a specific future 
day.  

 

 Esther 5:9,10 “Then went 
 Haman forth that day joyful 

and with 
a glad 
heart: but 
when 

Haman 
saw Mor

 decai in the king's gate, that he 
 stood not up, nor moved for 
 him, he was full of indignation 
 against Mordecai. Nevertheless 
 Haman  refrained himself: and 
 when he  came home, he sent 
 and called for his friends, and 
 Zeresh his wife.” 

 

As in Esther's day, the wicked 
people of the future are antici-
pating the appointed day. This is 
their time of exuberance, their 
time of exultation. 

 “As the time appointed in the 
 decree draws near, the people 
 will conspire to root out the 
 hated sect. It will be determined 
 to strike in one night a decisive 
 blow, which shall utterly silence 
 the voice of dissent and re-
 proof.” (p. 635.) 
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But their plans are suddenly 
thwarted. 

 

 “It is at midnight that 
 God manifests His power for the 
 deliverance of His people. The 
 sun appears, shining in its 
 strength.  Signs and wonders  fol-
 low in quick succession. The 
 wicked look with terror and 
 amazement upon the scene, while 
 the righteous behold with solemn 
 joy the tokens of their deliver-
 ance. Everything in nature seems 
 turned out of its course. The 
 streams cease to flow. Dark, 
 heavy clouds come up and clash 
 against each other. In the midst 
 of the angry heavens is one clear 
 space of indescribable glory, 
 whence comes the voice of God 
 like the sound of many waters, 
 saying: ‘It is done.’ Revelation 
 16:17” ( p. 636.) 

 

 “A marvelous change has come 
 over those who have held fast 
 their integrity in the very face of 
 death. They have been suddenly 
 delivered from the dark and ter-
 rible tyranny of men transformed 
 to demons. Their faces, so lately 
 pale, anxious, and haggard, are 
 now aglow with wonder, faith, 
 and love. Their voices rise in tri-
 umphant song: "God is our ref-
 uge and strength, a very present 
 help in trouble.” (p. 639.) 

 

 “When the voice of God turns 
 the captivity of His people, there 
 is a terrible awakening of those 
 who have lost all in the great 
 conflict of life.” (p. 654.) 

 

 “The people see that they have 
 been deluded. They accuse one 
 another of having led 
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 them to destruction; but all unite in 
 heaping their bitterest condemnation 
 upon the ministers. Unfaithful pastors 
 have prophesied smooth things; they have 
 led their hearers to make void the law of 
 God and to persecute those who would 
 keep it holy. The multitudes are filled 
 with fury. ‘We are lost!’ they cry, ‘and 
 you are the cause of our ruin;’ and they 
 turn upon the false shepherds. The very 
 ones that once admired them most will 
 pronounce the most dreadful curses upon 
 them. The very hands that once crowned 
 them with laurels will be raised for their 
 destruction. The swords which were to 
 slay God's people are now employed to 
 destroy their enemies. Everywhere there 
 is strife and bloodshed.” (p. 655.) 

 

There is a time when the power of the 
holy people is completely shattered and 
then there comes a time when they are 
delivered, blessed, and triumphant. 

 

Now a question may be asked, how 
long of time between the holy people 
being completely shattered and the 
holy people being triumphant? 

 Revelation 17:12 “And the 
 ten horns which thou sawest are 
 ten kings, which have received 
 no kingdom as yet; but receive 
 power as kings one hour with 
 the beast.” 

 

There is also another “hour” 
when Babylon falls, when it is 
divided into three parts. 

 

 Revelation 16:19 “And the 
 great city was divided into three 
 parts, and the cities of the na-
 tions fell: and great Babylon 
 came in remembrance before 
 God, to give unto her the cup of 
 the wine of the fierceness of his 
 wrath.” 

 Revelation 18:10 “Standing 
 afar off for the fear of her tor-
 ment, saying, Alas, alas, that 
 great city Babylon, that mighty 
 city! for in one hour is thy judg-
 ment come.” 

 Revelation 18:17  “For in 
 one hour so great riches is come 
 to nought. And every shipmas
 ter, and all the company in s
 hips, and sailors, and as many  
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 as trade by sea, stood afar off,” 

 Revelation 18:19 “And they 
 cast dust on their heads, and 
 cried, weeping and wailing, say-
 ing, Alas, alas, that great city, 
 wherein were made rich all that 
 had ships in the sea by reason of 
 her costliness! for in one hour is 
 she made desolate.” 

 

There is one hour of the kings of 
the earth reigning with the beast 
and after the Voice of God, there 
is one hour of Babylon falling. 
The 1290 days of the persecuting 
power of Daniel 12:11 includes 
its beginning, the increasing 
mount of persecution to when it 
completely shatters the power of 
the holy people, when the kings 
of the earth reigns with it, and 
through its hour of falling. 
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Babylon is symbolic, committing forni-
cation with kings and clothed in fine 
apparel. Since context of the hours is 
symbolic, they translate into 15 days. 
Using simple math determines the 

offset of the beginning of the 1335 
days from the 1260 and 1290. Adding 
15 days on the end of the 1260 days 
takes it to the voice of God. Subtract-
ing the 1275 (1260+15) from 1335 
days gives 60 days, which the 1335 
days prior to the 1260 and 1290 days. 

 
The United States is a leader in our 
world today. Many nations follow its 
lead. 

 

 “The prophecy of Revelation 13 declares 
 that the power represented by the beast 
 with lamblike horns shall cause ‘the 
 earth and them which dwell therein’ to  

 worship the papacy --there sym-
 bolized by the beast ‘like unto 
 a leopard.’ The beast with two 
 horns is also to say ‘to them 
 that dwell on the earth, that 
 they should make an image to 
 the beast;’ and, furthermore, it 
 is to command all, ‘both small 
 and great, rich and poor, free 
 and bond,’ to receive the mark 
 of the beast. Revelation 13:11-
 16. It has been shown that the 
 United States is the power 
 represented by the beast with 
 lamblike horns, and that this 
 prophecy will be fulfilled when 
 the United States shall enforce 
 Sunday observance, which 
 Rome claims as the special 
 acknowledgment of her suprem-
 acy. But in this homage to the 
 papacy the United States will 
 not be alone. The influence of 
 Rome in the countries that once 
 acknowledged her dominion is 
 still far from being destroyed. 
 And prophecy foretells a resto-
 ration of her power. ‘I saw one 
 of his heads as it were wounded 
 to death; and his deadly wound 
 was healed: and all the world 
 wondered after the beast.’ 
 Verse 3. The infliction of the 
 deadly wound points to the 
 downfall of the papacy in 
 1798. After this, says the 
 prophet, ‘his deadly wound was 
 healed: and all the world won- 
 dered after the beast.’ Paul 
 states plainly that the ‘man of 
 sin’ will continue until the 
 second advent. 2 Thessalonians 
 2:3-8. To the very close of time 
 he will carry forward the work 
 of deception. And the revelator 
 declares, also referring to the 
 papacy: ‘All that dwell upon 
 the earth shall worship him, 
 whose names are not written in 
 the book of life.’ Revelation 
 13:8. In both the Old and the  
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 New World, the papacy will  re-
 ceive homage in the honor paid to 
 the Sunday institution, that rests 
 solely upon the authority of the 

 Roman Church.”  (p. 578.) 

 

The United States will begin the 
enforcement of the Sunday law, 
but soon the whole world will 
follow. The enforcement meas-
ures will increase to the point of 
making a death decree. But 
God's people will be delivered, at 
which time, the lost people will 
realize they have been deceived 
and will slaughter those who led 
them astray and each other. God 
doesn't slay them. It is after this, 
at some yet to be declared time 
from the voice of God, that Jesus 
comes. 

˜ 
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 the waiting, joyful company expected, to 
 cleanse the Sanctuary, by purifying the 
 earth by fire. I saw that they were correct 
 in their reckoning of the prophetic peri-
 ods. Prophetic time closed in 1844. 
 Their mistake consisted in not under
 standing what the Sanctuary was, and 
 the nature of its cleansing. Jesus did 
 enter the Most Holy place to cleanse the 
 Sanctuary at the ending of the days. I 
 looked again at the waiting, disap-
 pointed company. They looked sad. They 
 carefully examined the evidences of their 
 faith, and followed down through the 
 reckoning of the prophetic periods, and 
 could discover no mistake. Time was 
 fulfilled, but where was their Saviour? 
 They had lost him.” {1SG 148.1}  

 

With this, Ellen White was either refer-
ring to ALL prophetic periods or the 
prophetic periods which brought the 
group together during the 1844 period, 
the period which caused the great stir 
and awakening, the period which had 
the greatest impact upon those of that 
day.  Could it be ALL prophetic peri-
ods from then on?  In Revelation, be-
sides the days and hours, there is the 
1000 years.  The 1000 years is pro-
phetic time, though we take it to be 
literal.  So, the question must become 
one of distinction between symbolic 
and literal time for the phrase, 
"prophetic time". 

 

  “It was difficult to accomplish much 
 good in New Hampshire. We found 
 little spirituality there. Many pro-
 nounced their experience in the move-
 ment of 1844 a delusion; it was hard to 
 reach this class, for we could not accept 
 the position they ventured to take. A 
 number who were active preachers and 
 exhorters in 1844, now seemed to have 
 lost their moorings, and did not know 
 where we were in prophetic time they 
 were fast uniting with the spirit of the 
 world.”  {LS80 205.1} 

This to me, suggests that pro-
phetic time did indeed exist af-
ter 1844 as a number of active 
preachers did not know where 
they were in prophetic time.  It 
could mean that they were be-
yond all prophetic time, but the 
context suggests to me that they 
were in the prophetic time 
which was beyond the 2300 
days prophetic time. 

 

 “The prophecy which seemed 
 most clearly to reveal the time 
 of the second advent was that 
 of Daniel 8:14: ‘Unto two 
 thousand and three hundred 
 days; then shall the sanctu-
 ary be cleansed.’ Following 
 his rule of making Scripture 
 its own interpreter, Miller 
 learned that a day in sym
 bolic prophecy represents a 
 year (Numbers 14:34; Eze-
 kiel 4:6); he saw that the 
 period of 2300 prophetic 
 days, or literal years, would 
 extend far beyond the close of 
 the Jewish dispensation, 
 hence it could not refer to the 
 sanctuary of that dispensa-
 tion. Miller accepted the gen-
 erally received view that in 
 the Christian age the earth is 
 the sanctuary, and he there
 fore understood that the 
 cleansing of the sanctuary 
 foretold in Daniel 8:14 rep-
 resented the purification of 
 the earth by fire at the second 
 coming of Christ. If, then, 
 the correct starting point 
 could be found for the 2300 
 days, he concluded that the 
 time of the second advent 
 could be readily ascertained. 
 Thus would be revealed the 
 time of that great consumma-
 tion, the time when the pre-  

Emails To the Editor 
 

Regarding your comments about 
"prophetic time": 
 

Editor’s Comment: “Prophetic 
time by definition is the day-for-a-
year measure. We cannot use it 
today, because it ceased to be use-
ful in 1844.” 

 

I'm not sure that is what the defi-
nition is.  I see all time in proph-
ecy as prophetic time.  The ques-
tion may be whether it is literal 
time or symbolic time.  But if we 
take it to mean symbolic time, did 
ALL symbolic time end?  But, at 
the same time, would it mean that 
ALL prophetic time ended 
whether literal or symbolic? 



 sent state, with  ‘all its pride 
 and power, pomp and vanity, 
 wickedness and oppression, 
 would come to an end;’ when 
 the curse would be ‘removed 
 from off the earth, death be 
 destroyed, reward be given to 
 the servants of God, the 
 prophets and saints, and 
 them who fear His name, 
 and those be destroyed that 
 destroy the earth.’”—Bliss, 
 page 76.  {GC 324.3}  

 

This shows she does make use of 
the word, symbolic, but appears 
to use "prophetic" in place of 
it.  Or could she be using the 
term for general prophetic days, 
that when used in a symbolic 
sense equates to literal years, and 
would she also in another in-
stance use general prophetic 
days, that when used in a literal 
sense equates to literal days?  I 
don't know.  It seems rather am-
biguous to me.  To base a defi-
nite conclusion on it does not 
seem wise.  As an interesting side 
note, I cannot find any place 
where she used "symbolic time" 
nor "literal time". 

 “This time, which the angel de-
 clares with a solemn oath, is not 
 the end of this world's history, 
 neither of probationary time, but 
 of prophetic time, which should 
 precede the advent of our Lord. 
 That is, the people will not have 
 another message upon definite 
 time. After this period of time, 
 reaching from 1842 to 1844, 
 there can be no definite tracing of 
 the prophetic time. The longest 
 reckoning reaches to the autumn 
 of 1844.”  {7BC 971.7}   
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Emails to the Editor (Cont’d)  For some reason, she seems to em-
phasize, "definite time".  1844 was a 
definite prophetic time.  None of the 
Daniel 12 time lines predict a definite 
time just like the 1000 years in revela-
tion does not predict a definite 
time.  Both occur at some indefinite 
time in the future.  If she meant any 
prophetic time, it seems odd she puts 
emphasis on "definite time".  Not sure 
why she would do that if it was not for 
those setting time and time again for 
Christ's coming. 

 

 “And has not this testimony been ful-
 filled in every particular? The First-day 
 Adventists have set time after time, and 
 notwithstanding the repeated failures, 
 they have gathered courage to set new 
 times. God has not led them in this. 
 Many of them have rejected the true 
 prophetic time, and ignored the fulfill-
 ment of prophecy, because the time 
 passed in 1844, and did not bring the 
 expected event. They rejected the truth, 
 and the enemy has had power to bring 
 strong delusions upon them that they 
 should believe a lie. The great test on 
 time was in 1843 and 1844; and all 
 who have set time since then have been 
 deceiving themselves and deceiving oth-
 ers.“ {1T 73.1}   

 

 “I was a firm believer in definite time in 
 1844, but this prophetic time was not 
 shown me in vision, for it was some 
 months after the passing of this period of 
 time before the first vision was given me. 
 There were many proclaiming a new 
 time after this, but I was shown that we 
 should not have another definite time to 
 proclaim to the people. All who are 
 acquainted with me and my work will 
 testify that I have borne but one testi-
 mony in regard to the setting of the 
 time.  {10MR 268.4}   

 

 “The majority of Adventists  rejected the 
 truths concerning the sanctuary and the 
 law of God, and many also renounced  

 their faith in the Advent move-
 ment, and adopted unsound 
 and conflicting views of the 
 prophecies which applied to that 
 work. Some were led into the 
 error of repeatedly fixing upon a 
 definite time for the coming of 
 Christ. The light which was 
 now shining on the subject of 
 the sanctuary would have shown 
 them that no prophetic period 
 extends to the second advent; 
 that the exact time of this event 
 is not foretold. But, turning 
 from the light, they continued  to 
 set time after time for the 
 Lord to come, And as often 
 they were disappointed.”  
 {GC88 456.1} 

 

To me, her statement about 
there being no more definite 
prophetic time after 1844 refers 
to the 2300 days ending in 
1844.  That the purpose of her 
statement was to stop people 
from setting time and time again 
for the Lord's return regardless 
of whether that time was sym-
bolic or literal.  In other places, 
she says "We are not to know 
the definite time either for the 
outpouring of the Holy Spirit or 
for the coming of Christ.”--
Review and Herald, March 22, 
1892.  {Ev 221.1}".  But I do 
not see her addressing the previ-
ous statement to any prophetic 
periods before the 2300 days 
nor any periods after the 2300 
days.    
 
Duane Thiry 

 

Editor’s Comment: I appreci-
ate so much that others are 
studying prophecy, because I 
feel we’re going to need it very 
soon. It will have to be accurate 
in the future, so studying it to-



help.  I followed this material up 
to the time lines completely in 
agreement.  Thiry followed the 
same line of reasoning that I fol-
lowed in studying this. I found 
the same quotation in Early Writ-
ings that Thiry found in Great 
Controversy that corresponds with 
the statement regarding 1335 
days in Scripture, “Blessed is he 
that waiteth, and cometh to the 
thousand three hundred and five 
and thirty days” (Daniel 12:12; 
my emphasis). There is nothing 
for the saints to do during this 
time but wait. 
 

 “[W]hen the never ending 
 blessing was pronounced on 
 those who had honored 
 God in keeping His Sab-
 bath holy, there was a 
 mighty shout of victory 
 over the beast and over his 
 image” (EW 34). 
 

The context shows that this is 
Second Coming. 
 

Thiry is correct (in my view) in 
placing the never-ending blessing 
as a fulfillment of the 1335 days 
prophecy at Second Coming. We 
can put a “map tack” on this 
point. But the “voice of God” 
identifies deliverance. “There was 
one clear place of settled glory, 
whence came the voice of 
God” (EW 285, Chapter titled: 
“Deliverance of the Saints”)  

Where we deviated (and Thiry 
knows I’m going to disagree with 
him) was on the time lines. Al-
though I cannot speak for him, I 
think he would say that the  
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Emails to the Editor (Cont’d) pioneers were wrong in how they set 
up the time lines. If they had been cor-
rect, Christ would have returned in 
1844. 

I disagree. I believe the pioneers were 
correct in how they set them up. Christ 
didn’t return at the end of the 1335 
days, because their interpretation was a 
type, which they were not in a position 
to see at that time. They interpreted 
the time lines during their day exactly 
as the Man in linen instructed. We 
must also do this, adhering rigidly to 
the instructions of the Man in linen. 
When we do this, we will find that 
those time lines can only be assembled 
as the pioneers assembled them. 
 

Our prophetic heritage was correct. 
The instructions of the Man in linen 
were correct. The pioneers’ assembling 
of the time lines was correct. 
 

I say this not because I want to be 
“right,” not because I believe my pro-
phetic analysis is better than someone 
else’s, not because of loyalty to the 
Spirit of Prophecy and the pioneers of 
her era. I say this because of loyalty to 
the “Man in linen” and what He is try-
ing to tell us. Then we must decide 
what events correspond to the differ-
ent points on those time lines that 
bring us to today. 

 
Even if you don’t know how the pio-
neers set up the time lines, devote 
some time to formatting the lines your-
self, according to the Man in linen’s 
instructions. When you have finished, 
notice how the pioneers assembled 
them. Do they match? Or not?  
 
We welcome other comments on this 
or any of the other features in the 
newsletter. 
 

Dear Editor: 

Hello My Sister, 
 

1. Last Saturday our team di-
vided in two and visited two 
communities. At Waterloo SDA 
church I opened the way and I 
could speak few hours after the 
divine service with a few mem-
bers about this important sub-
ject. I donated 3 or 4 books to 
the persons who were really in-
terested. Next Sabbath we are 
going back. At one native Indi-
ans SDA community close of 
Brantford, Ontario second team 
did a good job. Somebody take 
one book "As He is" and others 
took "Light Through the Dark-
ness.” I am very happy about 
this big victory on that modest 
community. 

 

2. These books don't need big 
name from Adventism to rec-
ommend them. The subject top-
ics alone can recommend the 
books .... 

 

3. Please my brothers and sisters 
don't hesitate to take same type 
actions around your towns. It is 
not easy but the victories are big 
against the darkness empire of 
Babylon. 

 

Horia Gabudean 

Kitchener, Ontario 

 

Editor’s Comment: Dear 
Brother, may your tribe in-
crease!! 



who created us will be exhibited/
reflected in our treatment of oth-
ers and even our treatment of 
ourselves. 

How We Treat Others 
This is the core issue at work and 
why it is so important concerning 
how we come to see God in our 
hearts. I am seeing that our prob-
lem in coming to a correct view 
of God's character is not so 
much about being able to win 
arguments about who has the 
most correct doctrine; rather, it 
has everything to do with the 
kind of reflection that is dis-
played in our treatment of those 
who hold differing opinions 
from us. Look at the clear teach-
ings of Jesus about how to relate 
to our enemies and then compare 
those with the typical notions we 
promote about how God treats 
His enemies and see how com-
patible they are with each other. 
These are clues I am finding in 
many of the passages relating to 
this issue of God's vengeance. 

God’s Perfect Picture 

We must be extremely careful 
not to give excessive weight to 
Old Testament inspiration and 
exalt it above the clarity of God's 
testimony to this world in His 
own Son. When we attempt to 
compromise the teachings and 
witness of Jesus with the reports 
of prophets and writers who had 
less clear views of God than Je-
sus had, we only end up diluting 
the witness of Jesus meant to 
refute all the subtle lies and in-
sinuations of the enemy that still 
influenced all the Old Testament 
writers. 
 
Another part of the problem I 
am beginning to see is in our 
definition of the term inspired. We 
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have to reexamine our assumptions 
about what inspiration really implies, 
for without realizing it many of us have 
fallen into the trap of assuming 'word 
inspiration' rather than other views of 
inspiration. Many are afraid that if we 
stray too far from believing that God 
nearly dictated the words used by the 
inspired prophets to prevent them 
from saying anything incorrect, that 
somehow it will be impossible to 
have full faith in the Bible. But 
this too can be a subtle diversion 
of the enemy to prevent us from 
embracing fully the testimony of 
the only accurate and faithful 
Witness who ever walked this 
earth. We cannot afford to dilute 
in the slightest amount the clear 
revelation about God in Jesus 
that may conflict with anyone 
else's testimonies about God. 
Every other witness must surrender all 
authority to the only reliable and True 
Witness – the express image of God 
found only in Jesus Christ (Revelation 
1:5-6; Hebrews 1:3). 
 
How To Study Truth About God 
Fear has had far too much influence 
on how we approach this issue of truth 
and inspiration. Fear has had far too 
much affect on everything to do in our 
ideas about God and religion and eve-
rything else. I believe that is why John 
– possibly the only person other than 
Jesus Christ and who had the most ad-
vanced understanding of the real truth 
about God – stated that as long as we 
have fear we are not yet complete/
perfected in God's love. I believe he is 
telling us that as long as we allow fear 
to be a motivator in how we approach 
learning truth, that the resultant beliefs 
we arrive at will always be contami-
nated by errors and misconceptions 
about God. That does not mean God 
is going to punish us or decide that we 
have to be lost if we don't get our facts 
straight. But it will mean that our  

testimony about God will be 
less than as effective as it could 
be if we were more willing to 
embrace all the truth about Him 
as taught and demonstrated by 
Jesus, the only true image of 
God. 
 

Moses and Elijah 
This same issue applies to all of 

God's chil-
dren includ-
ing all the 
prophets 
through 
which He 
sought to 
convey 
truth to the 
world, to 
the extent 
that the 

prophets could grasp it. But to 
insist that all the prophets and 
Bible writers could not have 
anything less than ideal and 
complete understandings about 
God's character is to deny even 
the words of Scripture itself. 
The Bible teaches that only Je-
sus was the express image of 
God and no one else. Consider 
why Moses and Elijah showed 
up on the Mount of Transfigu-
ration. I am coming to see that 
it was to publicly indicate the 
submission of their testimonies 
to the superior witness of Jesus 
as the only fully reliable truth 
about what God is like and the 
exhibition of the nature of His 
character. 
 
After coming to see a more ma-
ture view of God after their arri-
val in heaven, I believe these 
two men may have been some-
what embarrassed in some re-
spects by what they had said and 

       (Continued on Page 33)  

 



done while they had lived on 
earth. So by the time of Jesus 
they may well have been quite 
eager to help clarify this issue of 
who had the more reliable testi-
mony by coming in person to 
stand by Jesus and have the Fa-
ther declare as clearly as possible 
that only Jesus should be consid-
ered the reliable witness about 
what God is like. 

 

“While he was still speaking, a bright 
cloud overshadowed them, and behold, 
a voice out of the cloud said, ‘This is 
My beloved Son, with whom I am well-
pleased; listen to Him’” (Matthew 
17:5) 

“Then a voice came out of the cloud, 
saying, ‘This is My Son, My Chosen 
One; listen to Him!’" (Luke 
9:35) 

 
Paradigm Shift 
This event was in 
the context of a 
nation of people 
who were obsessed 
with clinging to 
mistaken views of 
God derived from 
the teachings of 
Moses and the 
prophets and who 
were constantly 
challenging Jesus 
because He did not align with 
their religious conclusions, espe-
cially about what God is like. So 
what better way could God come 
up with to challenge that para-
digm than to have Moses and the 
lead prophet show up in person 
and hand over their authority in 
deference to the Son of God? 
 
My question is, why do we not 
take these words directly from 
the Father more seriously? Why  
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do we still insist on trying to mingle 
and compromise and dilute the clear 
testimony of the only explicit revela-
tion of God in His Son with cloudy, 
more indistinct and confusing pictures 
of God from any other source? That is 
not to discount in any way the useful-
ness of other inspired writers. But I 
believe we have to revisit our assump-
tions about the very nature of inspira-
tion itself and quit preempting the clear 
witness of Jesus with other testimonies 
that are less reliable. That is why God 
explicitly stated that we need to listen 
to His Son, while Moses and Elijah 
were standing there; because there was 
and still is a serious problem concern-
ing whose testimony we rely on the 
most to determine the ultimate truth 
about who God is and what He is like. 

 

Testimony of Jesus 

When it comes to discerning the truth 
about the nature of God's vengeance, 

wrath and all the other dis-
turbing terms that produce 
unhealthy fear in our 
hearts, I believe, the only 
safe course of study is to 
always make paramount the 
teachings and example of 
Jesus as the only safe stan-
dard by which to test any 
other reference in Scripture 
or inspiration. We cannot 
afford to allow any other 

testimony to distort our thinking about 
what God is like if it in any way casts 
doubt on the clear testimony of Jesus. 
This is the context we absolutely must 
maintain ever-present in our thinking 
as we come to Scripture to discern the 
real truth about God and what we can 
expect from Him relating to venge-
ance, punishment or violence. 

Having said all of that, I turn 
my attention to carefully exam-
ining all the passages I have col-
lected related to this and ask the 
Spirit to guide my thinking and 
reinforce what He has already 
shown me for a number of 
years. I am going to highlight 
what I see as clues within these 
passages that reinforce what Je-
sus made more clear, and allow 
what appears to be contradic-
tory to Jesus' clear teachings to 
remain as evidence that some 
writers had not yet seen God's 
goodness as clearly as Jesus did. 
That should be a given in our 
approach to looking for truth I 
would think. 

 

I will examine these passages in 
a separate document with notes 
interspersed throughout the ref-
erences. 

˜ 
And we will have those passages 
for you in our next issue. 

View From the Hubble Telescope 

 



I looked up all the pas-
sages I could find in 
Scripture that use the 
phrase, vengeance is mine, 
and what I found was 
very fascinating. It is of-
ten very easy to appar-
ently vindicate typical 
views of  a vengeful, 
retributive, violent 
God if one is predisposed 
to cling to that view.  
 
Hints of God’s Character 

I do wonder many times 
though, what vested interest 
people might have in clinging so 
tenaciously to such dark views of 
God. But in this study, what sur-
prised me a little was how many 
clues there are in these passages 
that reinforce what we have been 
exploring about a God of consis-
tent nonviolence. That is not to 
say there is never any violence 
involved in interactions between 
God and humanity, but what has 
been a problem is that God's 
people have not understood Him 
very well in this regard. Yet min-
gled throughout the descriptions 
of vengeance and wrath even in 
the Old Testament are clear  

Vol. 2, No. 1                     Page 34 

 

The Back Page 

references to the true meaning of 
wrath spelled out in Romans 1 as aban-
donment rather than attack. Also 
found in these passages are clear and 
explicit references to a God who relies 
on goodness rather than violence to 
achieve His purposes. 

 

What You Expect Is What You Get! 
I readily acknowledge that the language 
in many passages can be confusing and 

seem to convey 
mixed messages 
about God. What I 
also observe, how-
ever, is that the pre-
disposition that one 
brings to their in-
vestigation of these 

matters greatly influences what they 
think they discover in the Bible. This is 
where I think the crucial difference 
lies, for it all hinges on how one ap-
proaches this subject and the motives 
of the heart. If one starts with dim, 
confusing, cloudy views of God shared 
by most all, the Old Testament writers 
and assumes that is clear truth, and 
then attempts from that position to 
harmonize their conclusions with the 
teachings and example of Jesus, there 
is always going to be untenable dis-
crepancies and doubts about the good-
ness of God's character. 
 
This is what has been the typical  

approach of so many through-
out history. Yet the more I ex-
amine these issues the more I 
find this approach to conflict 
with the New Testament writers 
and particularly with the witness 
of Jesus Christ who came to 
reveal the truth about God most 
explicitly. I believe it is very 
dangerous and can even be fatal 
to give more credence to any 
other testimony about what 
God is like than the only verifi-
able, certified exhibition in hu-
man form of the real truth 
about God in Christ Jesus. To 
start with any other version is to 
give priority to diluted testi-
mony influenced by confusion 
created by Satan's lies and accu-
sations that have clouded the 
thinking of everyone since the 
fall of Adam. 

 

Principle of Reflection 
I am starting to see more clearly 
than ever that our opinions 
about how God treats the 
wicked and how He relates to 
this issue of vengeance and pun-
ishment and retribution dictates 
how our own reflections of God 
affect our relationships with the 
world around us. We cannot 
escape this underlying principle 
of reflection, for humans are 
innate reflectors by design from 
the moment of our creation. 
Then God said, "Let Us make man 
in Our image, according to Our like-
ness" (Genesis 1:26). An image is 
a reflection by definition just as 
a reflection is what is always 
seen in a mirror and is its pri-
mary function. Thus it is un-
avoidable that our opinions and 
beliefs about what kind of God  
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“Vengeance Is Mine” 
by Floyd Phillips 


