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Dre Ds S« Totorns
Dryan, Ohlo

Doar Drothor Tetorn:

- Replying to your lolter of Octobor 13 regard-
ing the dootrino of tho Trinity, I will oy o hat Sevonth=-
doy Adveountists do not rnd nover have unﬂqﬁtg the dark,
nygterious Catholic dootrine of the Trindsyei I refer
to thelr dootrino in which theyv gay t}mi""thq:t: ead
sonalste of threo purnunnliLiu: and one n*nuq:s

rk or comparison
irg. However, 1
want to acknowledpge tha suprnmi ¢ divinity and holiness

of emything touching the Godhcad s Zhorefore, anything
I would say would be said with thﬂfp. st roverence
and ugsed only in order tao.holp 1HFUHﬂurutnnding. In
othor words, the %P?uuapnghlu Cathollioc dootrine of the

'-|--I—|--

T4l vy ln-u....d. hﬂ Eﬂi\t}l“ lq.ik'ﬂ thﬂ Si-ﬂ.ﬂlﬂua ‘l:\‘fiﬂﬂ-

The earl nhur wos abligad to combat on

el

~=God the Father, Cod tho Son, and God the
ar-ﬂnd 3 tha otlisr lLiand to asombat the lollone
iging an philuﬂuphiunl Plotonlec doetrine which of

gourge lnﬁu::_g,gu‘ulupud into the Catholic dootrino of
the Trinit'y-

The Platonlo doolrine vmas {that all the attrie
butes of God evolved into personalitiecs such as Ilis
wigdom, llls love, liis power, Ilis knowledpe, and thogce
svolvad personalities wero connactad with ths Godhead
as a ray of light is comnected with the sun, or a stream
ol water with the sourco, or heat with the {furnace.
These evolved personallities they onlled "domona"™., Cf
oourse in the Ilater evolution of languapge the word
"domen" has ocome to mean an ovil spirite This was mnot
its first uge, however. In itz firgt uge among the
Greeks the word rightly meant "a son of God.”
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Now 1 wlll plve tho guotatlon in which Slaster

Whito expreceano hercelf very cloarly upon tho Trinity.
1t 1s taken from Sories B of Speclal Tegtimonloas, 32

and 7, pace 62:

NThe Father ig all tho fulnasa of thoe Godhead

bodily, and is invisible to mortnl cight.
"The Son is all the fulness of the Godhoad

manl{nsted. The VWord of God doolares liim to be *'the
oxpross image of Hig person.' 'God co loved the world
that Jlo gave llls only begotten Son, that whogoover
bolievolh in iiim sheould not porish, but liave evorlasting
1ifo.' llere is shuwm the porsonality of thq Fathor,

"The Comforter thal Christ pronis <o pend
after He mocended to heaven, 1s the Bp#;kkﬁ% all tho
fulnesc of tho Godheoad, making manifogt the powor of
divlino grace to all who roecolve and Lalldven ?Ehriﬂt
ac n personal Saviour, There are lhrec llviﬁgl ersonas
of the heavonly itriej in {tho nama- f these three great
poviers-=-tho Father, the Son, agﬁﬂiﬁp Holy Spirit--thoce
vho rocelve Christ by 1i?inpff%%;%;ara baptized, and '
thooe powers wlll cooporataiwithsthe obedlent subjoots
of hoaven in tholr efforts to live.ihe now life in
Chriot." . 1%{;*

Novi to n’h X ’};cq_ $hot wo have nover taken the
pusition of Arius g:the ﬁf ition with whioch the Cathollos
acouse him, nnmalyﬁk bat Jopus Christ was created; nor
have wo taken the Cathdllie” position om tho othor hand
to the efﬂuﬁﬁbthnt_“therc never was when Christ was
not." Rﬁ%ﬁﬁf wo have itaokon ihe DBible pogclilion in which
Chrictl n%fﬂt "Iyprocoeded ond came forth from tho Fathor;"
and ngaiﬂhﬁhﬂp'Jﬁﬁuc sanld, "My Father 1ls greator than
1." To ahoy you this I wlll now quote {rom Daniol and
Revelation, by Uriah Smith, page 430

"To the Lamb, equally with the Fathor who
gits upon thoe throne, praiso 1s asorlbod in this cong
of adoration., Comuentators, with great unanimity, have
velzod upon this as proef that Christ must be cooval
wlth the Fathor; for otherwlse, say they, herc would
be vorshlp panid to tho creature which belonges only to
tho Croator. Dut thig does not gseem to be a nocoscary
conclusion. The Seripturos nowhoro gpoak of Chrict
ac n orented beling, Lut on the conlrary plalnly state
that ho wos beprotten of the Fathor., (Seoe romarks on
Rove 3:14, where it ig chowvn that Christ 1g not g ereated
belng.) Dut while as the Son he does not possess e
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cocternity of past oxlctenco wlth the Father, the begin-
ning, of his oxistonco, no tho bogolton of the Fathor,
antedates Lhe entirc work of creation, in reolation to
whioh ho otande aa jolnt creator wlth God., John 1:19j
Hob, 1:2. Could not the Fathor ordain that to such
a boing worship ghould be rondered cqually with himself,
without its boing idolatry on the part of thu'wurshiparT
Ho has ruised him to posltlonsg which mako it proper
Lhat ho ulivuld vo worghipod, nnd has oven comaunded
that worshlp should be renderod him, which would not
have boon nocogoary had he boon equal with the Fathor
{n oternily of oxlatonce. Christ himsell declaros that
tno tho TFablhor hath 1lifo in hixvigelf, co halh ho givon
to tho Son to have life in hlmgolf,' John D5y26. The
Fathor Liag 'Liipghly oxalted him, and glvendilnh a naome
whioh igc above eovory name.! Phil 2:9.;§Qu ihﬁa Fathor
himooll oays, 'Lot all the anpoles of ﬁﬁd_wﬁfﬂ ip hlm.
llob, 1:6. These tentimonioc show that’ Chrlﬂtt}é
an objoct of worshlp squnlly with the Father;{but they
do not prove that with Ll hi/ﬁplu an utarni*y of past
cxigtenco,” :
I havo many books “L0:p the awful infinity:
of errors which inflloted Uhriuﬂiqaﬁ ovorywhere, and
was an ingtrument in th hands uﬂh}hu.ﬂnmnn Catholie
church in burning ﬁhum ut tho stoakeo and porseouting

thom becauco they E%& nﬂtubillﬂTﬂ this dark, mystorlous

Catholic dootiine.y In faolj 4 woe don't lock out the
Cotholio church will Veg.this doctrine to come back
on us in an.jndiroct Way~dén the Sabbath question.

(o tﬂking tho liborty to send ocoples of
this letbkom 1o t?u?nr three brethron vho aro lntorosted

in this nubfuut.

4-‘ '..11

Very slneeroly yours,

B. G. Wilkinson
Presldent
Washington Missionary College
BGH1mad
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