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Understanding the Issues

Definitionsof variousconcepts
of theTrinity/godhead debate

HOW MANY GODS?

Thereis Only one God. Thisisanin-
controvertible biblical truth. Both the
Old and the New Testaments declare
this fact in unmistakable language
(Deut. 6:4; Mark 12:29; 1 Cor. 8:6).
Every single person who holdsthe Bi-
ble as supreme authority acknowledges
this truth. The biblical insistence on
monotheism requires that God be de-
fined asaunit. AsaHe. Thereisonly
one of Him.

HOW DOESONE GOD BECOME
THREE PERSONS?

The Bible also clearly teaches the di-
vinenature of Jesusand the Holy Spirit
as well as the Father (John 1:1; 1
Cor.3:16). how can this be reconciled
with the fact that there is only ONE
God? At the council of Niceain 325
AD they wrangled over this question
and there, laid the groundwork for the
doctrine of thetrinity by declaring that
Jesus was God. At a later council in
Constantinople in 381 AD, they de-
cided that the holy spirit wasalso God,
and formulated the doctrine of the Trin-
ity which has remained with us (with
slight modifications) ever since.

THEHISTORICAL (CATHOLIC)
CONCEPTOFTHETRINITY

The doctrine as finally formulated
teachesthat theword “ God” really re-
fers to a single substance or Being.
This substance manifests Himself (it-
self) asthree Persons, Father, Son and
Holy Ghost, who are not three Gods,
but one God inthree modes. Thisterm
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“being” does not mean that Heis one
Person, but rather that He is a single
substance caled “ God,” and that this
substance expresses Himself (itself?)
in three ways, as three manifestations
or persons, the Father, Son and Holy
Spirit. Therefore Jesus and the Holy
Spirit are said to be “consubstantial”
(of the same substance) with the Fa-
ther. The observant person will notice
that thisisaradical departurefrom the
Scriptural concept of God who is al-
ways regarded in the Bible as a per-
sonal, individual Being whomwe may
regard as Father and with whom we
may enjoy persona fellowship. The
Nicean concept of God turnsHiminto
a faceless impersonal substance. It
should be evident that if God is the
Being with three modes, the Father,
Son and Holy Spirit, then God, the Be-
ing or substance must be greater than
either Father, Son or holy Spirit, since
Heisthewhole of which thethree per-
sonsis each only a manifestation.

While the word being normally refers
toapersonit apparently isgiven adif-
ferent definition when used in connec-
tionwiththedoctrineof the Trinity. The
following excerpt from a book on the
subject of the Trinity describes this
definition of God.

“The doctrine of the Trinity is sim+
ply that there is one eternal being
of God - indivisible, infinite. This
one being of God is shared by three
co-equal, co-eternal persons, the
Father, the Son, and the Spirit.

“It is necessary here to distinguish
between the terms “ being” and
“person.” It would be a contradic-
tion, obvioudy, to say that there are
three beings within one being, or
three persons within one person.
So what is the difference? We

clearly recognize the difference
between being and person every
day. We recognize what some-
thing is, yet we also recognize in-
dividuals within a classification.
For example, we speak of the ‘be-
ing’ of man—human being. A
rock has ‘being'—the being of a
rock, as does a cat, a dog, etc.
Yet, we also know that there are
personal attributes as well. That
is, we recognize both ‘what’ and
‘who’ when we talk about a per-
son.

“The Bible tells us there are three
classifications of personal be-
ings—God, man, and angels.
What is personality? The ability
to have emotion, will, to express
oneself. Rocks cannot speak. Cats
cannot think of themselves over
against others, and, say, work for
the common good of ‘catkind.’
Hence, we are saying that there
is one eternal, infinite being of
God, shared fully and completely
by three persons, Father, Son and
Spirit. One what, three whos.

Taken From: A Brief Definition of The
Trinity - by James E. White (not related
to Ellen White's husband)
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Again however, this completely de-
stroysthebiblical concept of God asa
loving feeling individual. A character
with whom we may interact and have
fellowship, rather than an impersonal
existence inhabited by three persons.

In actual fact, the Trinity concept isnot
far removed from the pantheisticideas
of the New Age movement and east-
ern mysticism which view God as a
universal existence encompassing and
including everything in the universe,
rather than asapersona individua with
Hisown unique personality.

THESDATRINITY

The present Seventh-day Adventist
denominational concept of the trinity
isdifferent. Some Adventists have pre-
ferred to refer to this concept as the
godhead, or thetriune God. Thiscon-
cept teachesthat there are, always has
been and always will be three sepa-
rate Beings or Persons, who are ex-
actly identical and equal in authority,
power and eternity, each of whom is
God in the absolute sense. In this con-
cept these Persons are said to be “ One
God” and this is explained by stating
that they arein perfect harmony in eve-
rything which they do. However, they
are not onein substance, but are sepa-
rate, individual Beings. Whenthiscon-
cept isproperly understood and appre-
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ciated it will become evident that the
Seventh-day Adventist Church is not
monotheistic, but inreality, believesin
and worships three Gods, whatever
the protestations to the contrary.

The present SDA concept of the Trin-
ity emerged as aresult of the LeRoy
Froom inspired drive to bring
Adventismintolinewith popular Chris-
tianity. Back in the 1920s when
Trinitarianismwasbeinging nuated into
Adventism, the Adventist concept of
God wasuniquein Christendomin that
it was strictly based upon the teach-
ingsof Scriptureand not upon religious
traditions.

THEHISTORICSDABELIEF

Adventistsbelieved in: One God, who
was one Person, one Being, the Fa-
ther. Two divine Beings, the Father and
His Son. Threedivine personalities (ex-
pressions of the nature of God) the
Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit. To
simplify this, they believedin one God,
the Father who brought forth aSonin
His own image, from His own sub-
stance, who also possessed the at-
tributes of divinity andthat thisone God,
the Father, was present everywherein
His invisible spirit form called “The
Holy Spirit.” Through this “personal-
ity” of theHoly Spirit, the Father mani-
fested Himself in adifferent way than
He manifested Himself sitting on a
thronein heaven in Hisbodily form.

We can see that this concept does not
take away the divine nature of Christ
or the divinity and personality of the
Holy Spirit, but at the same time ac-
knowledgesthetruth that thereisonly
one God.

a. TheonetrueGodistheFather. Ex-
clusively, absolutely. There is no
other God but He. He is the su-
preme authority and the source of
all thingsand all persons. “ .. there
is but one God, the Father, of
whom are all things...” (1 Cor.
8:6).

“The Ancient of Days is God the
Father... It is He, the source of
all being, and the fountain of all
law, that isto preside in the judg-
ment. (GC S- 479).

b. Jesusisnotthisonetrue God, nei-
ther is He another true God, nor

is He a part of the same sub-
stance of the one true God. He is
the Son of the one true God, hav-
ing been born of, brought forth from
God, he originated from the same
“substance” or being of God, but
became, at birth, a separate, inde-
pendent, self-existing being, inher-
iting from His Father al the at-
tributesand powersof divinity. He
is, dways has been and ever will
be subject to the authority of His
Father, the only true God (John
17:3; 1 Cor. 15:27,28).

c. Theholy spiritistheinvisiblemani-
festation of the Father (Matt.
10:20). It is the personality of the
Father operating independently of
Hisbodily form. Itisthe meansby
which God the Father isomnipres-
ent, sees all and influences all,
though His bodily form is always
present in heaven.

Since God manifests Himself in
two ways, as a personal visible
Being, limited by space, sitting
upon the throne of the universein
heaven, and as an invisible, per-
sonal, universal presencewhofills
heaven and earth, itisevident that
God hastwo personalities, or mani-
festations of Himself, and since
Jesus as God' s begotten Sonisthe
“express image”’ of His person
who revedls His Father in every-
thing He does, then we can see
that there are three personalities
in the godhead, two divine Beings,
and only one God.

Thisunderstanding of God isthe only
onewhich can be harmonized with the
teachings of God's word. Here, God
is, in harmony with the Bible, one Per-
son only, the Father. Here, Jesusis, in
harmony with the Bible, a divine Be-
ing, but not God Himself. Divine be-
cause He originated from the same
substance as God and inherited al His
attributes, but not God Himself, be-
cause He exists as a separate, indi-
vidua Beingwho issubject to God and
who originated from God. Here, the
holy spiritisGod, apersona Beingwho
possesses all the characteristics of
personality, not athird Being but rather
another manifestation of the Father's
personality.



THECHANGESOFADVENTISMV

What Froom & Co. did was to make
adjustmentstothisBiblical concept and
then giveit thelabel of “Trinity.” This
resultedinamongrel concept whichis
neither in keeping with the popular trin-
ity doctrine, nor in harmony with the
teachings of the Bible. Adventism, in
fact, may be said to have created its
own personal heresy.

What adjustmentsdid they maketo the
Biblical truths?

(&) Instead of God being anindividua
Person, the Father, they madeHim
a committee of three.

(b) Instead of Jesus being the Son of
the onetrue God, divine by nature,
but subject to His Father, they
made Him God Himself. Not truly
God's Son, but an equa God, sepa-
rate from, but absolutely equal to
the Father in every respect.

(c) Instead of the Holy spirit being a
personality or a manifestation of
the Father, they madeitinto asepa
rate God with His own individual
personality and being.

(d) Upon this enigma they fixed the
label of Trinity, and the evangeli-
cal world, failing to carefully ex-
amine the Adventist Trinity, ac-
cepted Adventismwith openarms
and welcomed it to thefellowship
of the apostate. Yet, the Adventist
concept of God is not monotheis-
tic. It is deceptive and contrary to
reason to state that Adventism
teaches that there is one God. To
arrive at this conclusion we must
first of all drastically change our
concept and our definition of God.
From a person, an individual, He
must be made a committee. From
a“He” Hemust becomea“they,”
oran‘“it.”

Most Adventist supportersof thethree-
in-one God have blinded their eyesto
these realities and to every appeal to
the Scriptures and reason they have
taken refuge behind the crumbling
defense of “mystery.”

NON-HISTORIC“REFORMERS’

Several independent ministrieswithin
Adventist circles have rejected the

word, “Trinity” as it relates to God.
They have preferred to use the word,
“godhead,” confessing that the popu-
lar Trinity which teachesathree-in-one
God is far removed from the biblical
reaity of God. Failingto taketheBible
as their ultimate authority, however,
they haveended upin confusion equaly
as false and offensive as the Trinity.

a. They have refused to accept that
the only true God is the Father.

b. They have refused to accept that
Jesusistheliteral Son of God, born
of , brought forth from (not cre-
ated by) the Father.

c. They haveclungto the misconcep-
tionthat Jesus' divinity isinnoway
related tothe Father’sdivinity. That
is, that they are two completely
separate and unrelated individual s
who have alwayscoexisted, yet are
absolutely equal in power , author-
ity and nature.

d. They have continued to hold the
same error concerning the Holy
Spirit making it also athird, sepa-
rate, unrelated, individual and in-
dependent Being, one with God
and Jesus, only in the sense that
they havethe samegoals, purposes
and attitudes of mind and cooper-
ate together.

Clearly, incontrovertibly, these breth-
ren are teaching that there are three
Gods. If the union of God, Jesus and
the holy spirit are only in the fact that
they think alike, have similar attitudes
and characters etc. but are totally un-
related in terms of substance or being,
then clearly we are speaking of three
Gods. There is no way of denying it
and in spite of thefact that thisfliesso
blatantly into the face of the biblical
declaration that thereisonly ONE God,
some have been bold enough to openly
declare that there are THREE Gods!
Raobert Sesdler, in his book, The God-
head, 1,2, or 3 Gods? Has stated on

page 28,

“ Thus the Godhead is made up of
three distinct divine Persons, Beings,
and Gods - making a heavenly trio
- united together in one purpose.”

While | admire his courage in openly
acknowledging where his conclusions
have led him, | must question the rea-
soning which makes him abandon the

plainest and most fundamental truth of
the Scripturesin favor of thetraditions
of the Seventh-day Adventist Church.

Kenny Shelton also speaks of “three
deities’” athough he cannot bring him-
self to say “three Gods.” (Trinity or
Godhead video - Part 2 by Kenny
Shelton). Inthissermon he quotesthe
verse which states that there is only
one God who isthe Father (1 Cor 8:6)
and acknowledgesit to be true. How-
ever, hisunderstanding of the godhead
as heexplainsit, clearly teachesthree
independent, unrelated, exclusively
omnipotent Beings. His conclusion is
that there are three “deities” though
hewill not say, “three Gods!”

This is the confusing situation which
facesustoday and thetruthisthat most
of the advocates of the Trinity do not
have even the dlightest understanding
of the ideas which are involved in the
doctrines which they embrace. Yet, if
knowing, loving and worshipping God
is the most vital aspect of any Chris-
tian's experience, then it is clear that
one of the things which we must un-
derstand asamatter of the highest pri-
ority is the true identity of the God
whom we worship.

Al'"l

for a more detailed examination
of these definitions, please write
to us and request the book by
brother Lloyd Martin, entitled,
“100 and More Mysteries of the
Trinity.” (See page 8)

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT

In the previous edition of Open
Face we quoted from an article
entitled “Sola Scriptura” written
by a Roman Catholic author, and
which was sent to us by Tony
Milekic of Australia. At his re-
guest we are making it clear that
Tony in no way supports the con-
clusions of the article, but sent
it to us as a matter of interest,
seeing that it so clearly demon-
strates, once again, that the doc-
trine of the trinity is one of the
strong bases for the Catholic
claim that Scripture alone is not
a sufficient foundation on which
to base our beliefs.
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WHO ISALL AND IN ALL

TheFatherisHead of All - (Eph. 4:6; 1 Cor. 11:3;)
TheFatherisAll andinall - (1 Cor. 15:28; John 17:23)
Creator and Sourceof al.(Heb.2:10; 1 Cor.8:6; Rom.11:36; Eph. 3:14,15; Rev.4:11)

| — Everlagting Life(original, unborrowed, underived) - (John 5:26)

TheLifeof theFather - (John 6:57)

— '
TheMind of God - (John 8:28)

TheGlory of God - (Rom. 6:4)
The Breath of God - (Gen. 2:7; John 20:22; #6)
The Power of God - (John 5:30; John 14:10)

By, and Through Him areall things- (Col.1:16; John 1:3; Heb.1:2)
Created all by the Father’'spower - (Eph. 3:9)

Thefullnessof the Godhead - (Col.2:9; John 3:34)
LifeinHimself - (John 5:26)

Lifeoriginal, unborrowed and underived.

Accessto the Father through Christ - (Eph.2:18)
Thegrace of Christ - (Eph. 4:7,8)

TheLiving Water - (John 7:38,39)

The Comforter - (John 14:18)

The body of Christ

We are baptized into it by the Spirit - (1 Cor. 12:13)

Transformed, purified and kept by the Spirit of Christ - (Eph. 5: 25-27)
Themind of Christ - (1 Cor.2:9-16)

Fellowship of the Father and His Son - (Eph.2:6; 1 John 1:3)
Christinus& wein Chrigt. - (Cal. 1:27; 2 Cor.5:17; Gal .3:28; Eph.2:10,13)
Life, origina unborrowed, underived (John 4:14; 5,24; 1 Cor.6:17)
TheDivineNature - (Col.3:3,4; 2 Peter 1:.4)



THE PARADOX OF MICHAEL

AVALUABLEGIFT

One of the greatest gifts given to us
by our Creator is the gift of logical
thought. It is this quality which sepa-
rates us from the dumb animals and
gives us the right to be labelled as
“higher beings’ along withtheangels.
God has not given us this faculty of
reason and logic in the expectation that
wewould not useit. Like every other
faculty givento man, thisoneisalsoa
reflection of the nature and qualities
of God Himself, and as such isa pre-
ciousgift which God gave usto be ex-
ercised. It surely would be one of the
great signsof something fundamentally
wrong and contrary to the will of God
if a matter should arise on which we
should betold, “on thismatter you are
not to think. Logic and reason are not
to beexercised here. All that you need
to do isto accept what you have been
told by others, even if it is diametri-
cally opposed to reason and good
sense.” Ellen White expressed thisin-
dividud right tothink and to reasonlogi-
cally as a fundamental duty of every
Christian and something which every
person should be trained and encour-
aged to do.

“ Every human being, created in the
image of God, is endowed with a
power akin to that of the Creator—
individuality, power to think and to
do. The men in whom this power is
developed are the men who bear re-
sponsibilities, who are leaders in
enterprise, and who influence char-
acter. It is the work of true educa-
tion to develop this power, to train
the youth to be thinkers, and not
mere reflectors of other men’s
thought. Instead of confining their
study to that which men have said
or written, let students be directed
to the sources of truth, to the vast
fields opened for research in nature
and revelation. Let them contemplate
the great facts of duty and destiny,
and the mind will expand and
strengthen. Instead of educated

weaklings, institutions of learning
may send forth men strong to think
and to act, men who are masters and
not slaves of circumstances, men who
possess breadth of mind, clearness
of thought, and the courage of their
convictions.” {Ed 17-18}

SHALL WETHINK?

Shall we think? Shall we be reason-
able? Shall we be logical? On every
matter the answer seems to be “yes’
except on the question of the Trinity.
Here, in fact, it seems that not even
our fundamental duty to search the
Scriptures, comparing one passage with
another is to be exercised. Often we
hear thewords, “we cannot understand
God. God is a mystery. The secret
things belong to God. We should not
seek to understand the nature of God.”
Of course, when thisistrand ated what
it really means is, “you are to accept
thedoctrineof the Trinity without ques-
tion. You aretoignorethose Bible pas-
sageswhich arediametrically opposed
to such ateaching. On this matter you
are to accept the traditions of the
Church which have existed for the past
1600yearsand it isdangeroustotry to
study and to believe the Bible on this
matter. Here, you need the help of
theologianswho arethe only onesable
to understand these things.” The truth
is that the contradictions of the doc-
trine of thetrinity, or, thetriune God, or
thethree-in-one godhead (assomepre-
fertotermit), issofull of illogical and
unscriptural contradictions that the
only way inwhichitispossibletomain-
tainabelief initisby discouragingin-
dividual and careful study of the mat-
ter. Men must be trained to be reflec-
tors of the thoughts of other men.

Inthisbrief article wefocus on one of
the glaring inconsistenciesin the Sev-
enth-day Adventist version of the Trin-
ity. It isthe belief that Jesus Christ is
the amighty God, while at the same
time heis Michael the archangel.

AREJESUS& MICHAEL THESAME?

Thereisample evidenceto support the
truth that Michael the archangel is Je-
sus Christ. Let us examine afew facts
which clearly identify Michael with
Jesus.

1. Michael is“thegreat princewhich
standeth for the children of thy peo-
ple.” (Daniel 12:1)

2. Inspeaking to Daniel, Gabriel re-
fers to Michael as “your prince.”
(Daniel 10:21)

3. Thereisonly one heavenly being
referred to as a prince or “the
great prince” in the book of Dan-
iel. This must be the same person
referred to as the “prince of the
host” in Dan 8:11 whereit says of
thelittle horn, “ Yea, he magnified
himself even to the prince of the
host, and by him the daily sacri-
fice was taken away, and the
place of his sanctuary was cast
down.” In verse 25 of Daniel 8
this same person is called the
“Prince of princes.” Again, in
Daniel 9:25 we find that Jesusis
referred to as “the Messiah, the
prince.” Itisclear that in the book
of Daniel the references to “the
prince, the great prince, the prince
of the host, the prince of the cov-
enant and Michael your prince, al
have reference to the same per-
son, who is Jesus Christ.

4. Furthermore, in Jude 1:9 Michael
isreferred to asthearchangel. He
istheonly archangel mentionedin
the Bible. The misconception of
popular Christianity that thereare
several archangels has been im-
mortalised in the lines of songs
such as, “praise him, praise him,
highest archangels in glory.”
However, such an idea has no ba-
sis in Scripture. The Bible only
speaks of one archangel, and this
personiscalled Michael. Thereis
further evidence that this person
isto beidentified with Jesus Christ
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when we discover that when Je-
sus returns the second time it will
be with the shout of the archangel
(1 Thess. 4:16). Sincethereisonly
one archangel and Jesus' voiceis
the voice of the archangel, then it
isevident that Jesusisthe archan-
gel.

Thediscovery that JesusisMichael the
archangel does not in any way make
the angels equal to Christ. The term
“archangel” indicatesonewhoischief
over the angels, and not merely an an-
gel who has been elevated to a posi-
tion over the others. The superior sta-
tus of Jesus is indicated in the titles,
“The prince of princes,” “The prince
of the host,”. and “the great prince.”

AREGODANDMICHAEL THESAME?
On the other hand however, whileitis

plain that Michael is a Being who is
superior totheangels, itisequally plain
that Michael isonewhoissubordinate
to God and not equal to God in author-
ity. The very name “Michael” is
weighted with meaning and isvery in-
structive. The word means literally,
“who is like God,” and signifies one
who islike God. In every reasonable
gpproachto comprehensionitisasplain
as day that if a person is like another
person, then he cannot be the same
person that heislike. Theword “like”
signifies that they are similar, but not
the same. Thevery relationship which
we find between fathers and sons.

InJude 1:9 wefind arecord of an event
which illustrates the fact that the au-
thority of Michael is not equal to that
of God.

(Jude 1:9) Yet Michael the archan-
gel, when contending with the devil

he disputed about the body of Mo-
ses, durst not bring against him a
railing accusation, but said, The
Lord rebuke thee.

Here we find that Michael (the pre-
advent Jesus Christ) had cometoraise
Moses from the dead. The devil ap-
parently presented himself to resist
Michael, evidently with the argument
that Moses had died as a sinner, no
ransom had yet been provided for him
and therefore God had no right to bring
him back from the dead. Notice what
it says about Michael: He did not rail
againgt Satan. He did not dismisshim
from his presence contemptuously. He
did not Himself exercise personal au-
thority in countering Satan’ sopposition.
Instead, he called upon Onewhom He
quite clearly recognised as being a
higher authority than himself. Hiscoun-

Continued on back page

Recently | attended some meetingsor-
ganised by the Philadelphia Shabbat
Advent Church in Miami. | was ac-
companied to these meetings by my
wife Jen. Brother Howard Williams
who was in Miami on personal busi-
nesswas able to attend aswell. These
meetings lasted for three days, from
the 9" to the 11" of June. The meet-
ings were evangelistic in nature and
wereaimed at reaching out to the com-
munitiesin and around the areawhere
the Philadel phia Shabbath Church nor-
mally meets.

While the meetings were not jam-
packed, a number of persons turned
out each night to hear the messages
and many expressed appreciation for
the things which they learned at each
of these meetings. The messages fo-
cused mainly on the end-time crisis
with an emphasis on the religious na-
ture of this crisis, and the role which
deception will play init. The message
at thelast meeting focused on the plan
of salvation showing what God has
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MIAMI MEETINGS

made available to usin the gift of His
only begotten Son.

One high point of these meetings was
the Sunday morning meeting which
was held in the All Wars Memorial
park, one of theregular meeting places
of the Philadelphia Shabbat
Church. This meeting was special be-
cause it was raining and the weather
forecast was for rain al day. In spite
of this fact, five faithful souls turned
up for the meeting and enthusiastically
received the message which God had
provided for that day. This made an
indelibleimpression on my mind. The
faithfulness of the brethren from the
Church at Miami issomethingwhich |
will not soon forget. | have learned a
great deal from their example. In this
regard | must mention especially the
leaders of this church, brothers
Benjamin Vela and Arthan Wright.
Whilel wastherel wasimpressed with
the way they followed up every inter-
est, worked hard at making the meet-
ings a success and sacrificed of their

timeintheinterest of the cause of truth.
| am persuaded that with this attitude
theLord will beableto blessthislittle
group tremendously.

On the Sabbath which | spent there,
theMiami church went downto aplace
called Homestead to worship with an-
other small group of believersin the
home of brother and sister Phillip Mills.
This was another special experience
for me. | found the brethren who meet
in this group to be warm and friendly.
Brother and sister Millshave giventhis
group of believersthe privilege of wor-
shipping in avery lovely setting. The
home as well as the surroundingsisa
lovely placeand inaquiet environment
which makesitideal for worship. Dur-
ing the lunch period we took atour of
brother Mills' yard and admired the
many fruit trees and exotic plants
which he has carefully cultivated and
tended, producing ahome environment
which appears to be close to the ideal

placetolive. QKJM ﬂ%&,
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ARE YOU WAITINGFOR THE

SECRET RAPTURE ?

There is a common teaching in
Christendom today, which teaches
that Christians will be raptured or
taken away secretly by Christ, and
that this will happen three to seven
years before the tribulation period
and the mark of beast crisis de-
scribed in the Bible (particularly in
the book of Revelation). Many
Christians comfort themselves with
this idea, and even refuse to study
or to listen to anything concerning
the book of Revelation. It is true that
there are a lot of things which are
hard to understand in this book, but
God has promised: “If any of you
lack wisdom, let him ask of God,
that giveth to all men liberally, and
upbraideth not; and it shall be given
him.” {James 1:5}.

In the very first chapter of Revela-
tionthereis avery challenging verse
for every one to meditate on,
“ blessed is he that readeth , and they
that hear the words of this proph-
ecy, and keep those things which are
written therein for the time is at
hand,” {Rev.1:3}. My friends, there
is no way to avoid this verse. We
usually read and hear, but God is
asking us to also keep these things
that are written in this book.

Let us examine this belief of the Se-
cret Rapture to see if this is what the
Scriptures really teach.

Firgt, let us note that the word rap-
ture is not in the Bible. The
dictionary’s definition for the word
does not support any idea of peo-
ple been caught away either secretly
or publicly. The meaning given for
the word Rapture is. “ state of being
filled with great joy or pleasure;
extreme joy, ecstasy.” Of course the
word has been used in a theologi-
cal sense to mean, “the catching
away of the saints.”

by Neville Morris

THE MAIN POINTS OF THE
RAPTURE DOCTRINE

{1} When it comes it will be a se-
cret.

Two texts are relevant in this connec-
tion: The first text is 1 Thess. 4:16
which says, “ For the Lord himself
shall descend from heaven with a
shout, with the voice of the archan-
gel, and with the trump of God: and
the dead in Christ shall rise first:”
ThesecondtextisReveation 1:7 which
says, “Behold, he cometh with
clouds; and every eye shall see him,
and they also, which pierced him:
and all kindred's of the earth shall
wail because of him. Even so,
Amen.” Thequestionis, arethesetexts
speaking of a secret event???

{2} People can be raptured or
taken away at any time.

The most common verse used to de-
fend thispointisMatthew 24:40,41. If
we examine the passage, beginning
from verse 37, we will see that Jesus
drew a parallel between Noah's time
and the time of His second coming.
verses 38 and 39 show us that in the
timewhen Noah was preparing theark
and preaching, it was life as usual for
the people of theworld until Noah en-
tered the ark, and they " knew not until

the flood came and took them away.”

Noah and his family were protected
and the wicked were lost. Let us bear
this in mind as we examine the two
controversial verses, 40 and 41. These
verses say, “ Then shall two be in the
field; the one shall be taken, and the
other left. Two women shall be grind-
ing at the mill; the one shall be taken,
and the other left.”

The question is, who is taken, and
wher e?

It has been widely accepted that the
onewhowill betaken isthe Christian,

while the wicked person will be left.
But if wefollow the paraldl of events
in Noah’'stime, we can seeclearly that
it is the unbelievers who were taken
by the flood. Verse 39 says, “...the
flood came, and took them all
away...” whilethebelieverswere pro-
tected by God in the ark. In the same
parablein the book of Lukein chapter
17:34,37 It reads “ | tell you, in that
night there shall be two men in one
bed; the one shall be taken, and the
other shall beleft.” Thedisciplesthen
asked avery important question (verse
37) “where Lord?” Christ answered,
“wheresoever the body is thither will
the eagles be gathered together.” The
parallel passage in Matt. 24.:28 says,
“For wheresoever the carcase is,
there will the eagles be gathered to-
gether.”

Inlight of theword of God we can see
clearly that it was the unbelieving
wicked who were taken by the dis-
aster of theflood and destroyed. This
isexactly how it will bejust beforethe
return of Christ.

Let us now turn to Christ's coming.
There are two basic questions for us
to consider as we examine the mean-
ing of thisprophecy. {1} By what will
the unbelievers betaken?{2} What will
be the protection for God's people?

By what will the unbelievers be
taken?

The best place for us to begin is the
book of Revelation. Rev 8:1,5 shows
us that there will be a time when
prayersare accepted no more. Inverse
5 it says that the angel takes the cen-
ser (the vessdl that was used for of-
fering incense which represented the
prayers of the saints), and cast it to
the earth. Thisclearly showsthat pro-
bation is closed. Then in verse 6, the
seven angels who have the seven
trumpets prepare to sound. When these
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seven trumpets sound the earth is dev-
astated along with thewicked iniit.

If we read Revelation chapter 16, we
will find similar events to those de-
scribed in chapters8, and 9. So we see
that after probationisclosed, then come
the seven last plagues. In Revelation
9:3,4 we read, “ And there came out
of the smoke locusts upon the earth:
and unto them was given power, as
the scorpions of the earth have
power. {4} And it was commanded
them that they should not hurt the
grass of the earth, neither any green
thing, neither any tree; but only those
men which have not the seal of God
in their foreheads.” So the wicked
will betaken by the seven last plagues,
and finally destroyed, but the people
who have the seal of God will be pro-
tected. (Matt. 13:30)

What will be the protection for
God’s people?

Asinthedaysof Moseswhen the chil-
dren of Israel were captive in Egypt,
God instructed themto kill alamb and
place the blood on the door post of
each house which ensured their pro-
tection from thedestroying angel, even
so when the seven last plagues are
poured out on the earth, God's people
will once more be protected. In Rev-
elation 6:17 the question is asked,
“ ...the great day of hiswrath is come
and who shall be able to stand?”
Chapter 7 gives us the answer. It is
those who have the Seal of God. Un-
der the fifth trumpet (Rev. 9:4), only
those who have the Seal of God are
protected from the torments of the lo-
custs. In Eze 9:4.6 God tells hismes-
senger to set amark on hispeople, then
Hetellsthe destroying angels, “go af-
ter him and day al, but spare those
who have My mark.” So we see that
God's peoplewill gothroughthecrisis
but will be sheltered by God (see dso
Rev. 3:10). David assures us of this
protectionin Psalm 91:1,16.

Where and why was this false
teaching formulated ?

The Theory that there will be a secret
coming for the Church, was started by
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the Roman Catholic Jesuit Priest,
Riberain the 16th Century. He taught
the theory to throw dust into the eyes
of the people, because the Protestant
Reformers were showing that the Pa-
pacy was the “ Great Whore” of Rev-
elation 17, and the antichrist of 2
Thessalonians2:1-11.

The Jesuit Ribera asserted in about
1580 AD that these prophecies re-
ferred not to the Papacy but rather to
some future supernatural individual
who was yet to appear.

Miss Margaret MacDonald a member
of the Church pastored by Edward
Irving in Port Glasgow, Scotland is
credited as being the originator of the
Pre-tribulation Rapture Doctrine. She
claimed to have Revelations that
Chrigtianswould beraptured beforethe
Great Tribulation. Shea so claimed that
the Rapturewould occur in her life-
time. No doubt her claims did a great
deal to establish thefalsehood.The Bi-
blewarnsusabout fal se prophets (Deu-
teronomy 18: 21-22). MissMacDona d
died over ahundred yearsago, and her
prediction was never fulfilled and will
never be.

My dearly beloved friends if we are
honest with ourselvesand God we can
seethat thisbelief isnot scriptural and
was formulated to distract and to de-
ceive. Let usbelieve and receive only
the truth of God’s word. God bless.

This article was taken from a tract
written by brother Neville Morris.
brother Morris may be contacted by
writing or calling the following ad-
dress:

Lattereign Publications

Kendal, Shooters Hill P.O,
Manchester Jamaica W.I.

Tel : 603-3099
Email:Lattereign@cwjamaica.com

100 and More Mysteries
of The Trinity.

This is the title of a new booklet of 33
pages written by brother Lloyd Martin
of Kingston Jamaica.

Brother Martin poses over a hundred
questions which demonstrate clearly
that the acceptance of the doctrine of
the Trinity is the greatest evidence of
major apostasy in the SDA Church. His
guestions illustrate the impossible con-
tradictions of the doctrine of the Trinity
both within the Adventist church and in
the teachings of popular Christendom.

This booklet is a valuable tool in the
struggle for the restoration of truth. While
the language of the book is in some
places a little heavy, and the book uses
a number of theological terms which
may not be readily understood by the
average reader, yet this booklet will be
valuable to readers of all classes.

These books are available from Resto-
ration Ministries on a donation basis.

CAMPMEETING

This is just a reminder that our
campmeetng this year will be in the
parish of Manchester at the Mount For-
est campsite.

If you will be able to make your way to
Mandeville, but not to the campsite it-
self, be sure to call 904-7392 to make
arrangements for transportation from
Mandeville to Mount Forest.

We remind you that you will need to
take care of your own eating arrange-
ments with the exception of the Mid-
day meal which will be provided.

The first meeting will be at 3:00 P.M.
on Thursday July 20, and we will break
camp at Mid-day on Sunday, July 23.

Please take your own bed linen and
eating utensil. The campsite provides
rooms, bunkbeds, showers and toilet
facilities and a kitchen and dining area.
Stoves with cooking gas are also pro-
vided. Let us know early if you plan to
come.

Call (876) 904-7392 or 9326



TO THOSE WHO DENY AN INVESTIGATIVE JUDGEMENT

1. Can men receive a righteous
character while they are dead?
White robes awaysrepresent theright-
eous character which can come only
from, and through Christ. Since this
righteous character isimputed to every
Christianwhen hetruly accepts Chrigt,
what isthe meaning of the event which
takesplacein Revelation 6:9,10, when
dead people are given these white
robes? What is this event which oc-
curs while these people are dead and
which resultsin them being given the
righteous character of Christ, while
they are dead?

2. Will God charge a person with
sins which have already been for-
given?

In the parable of the unmerciful serv-
ant Jesus stated that the parable rep-
resented how God will deal with those
who will not forgive others (Matt.
18:35). In this parable the unmerciful
servantisfinally punished for the same
sin for which he had been originally
forgiven. Please notice, the King did
not punish him onanew charge. It was
theoriginal transgression for which the
King finaly put him in prison. Since
Christ Himself saysthat thisrepresents
how God will deal with men, can we
deny that although sins may be for-
given, yet they are not blotted out?

3. Does heaven contain a record
of the activities of men, and is this
record reviewed, examined, sur-
veyed at any point in time?

When does the scene brought to view
in Revelation chapters 4 and 5 take
place, isit whilethe saintsareon earth,
or in heaven? What is the nature of
the information contained in the book
of the seven seals?

4. When does the judgment of
Daniel 7:9,10 take place?

Here, there is an examination which
takesplace on the basis of the evidence
found in books. When doesthis exami-
nation take place? Isit before, or after

David Clayton
the second coming of Jesus?

5. What did Jesusmean in the par-
able of Matthew 22:1-14 when He
stated that at a certain time the
King would come in to “See” the
guests?

SincetheKing clearly represents God,
then the question is, how does God
“see”, look at, or examine these
guests?

6. When these guests are exam-
ined arethey in heaven or on earth?

7. When these guests are exam-
ined is the king in heaven or on
earth?

8. At what point in time does this
examination take place? Before, or
after thereturn of Christ?

9. In verse 14 Jesus states the
main point of His parable: Many
are called but few are chosen.
Obvioudy thetimeof thecallingiswhen
theinvitation went out. But when does
the choosing process take place?

10. Many guests responded to the
wedding invitation. Many were
called. Were all the guests exam-
ined, or only some of them?

11. Why does the king (God who
knows all things) need to examine
the guests?

12. Does the king not examine in
order to choose some and reject
some of the guests? Is this not the
whole point of the parable (Matt.
22:14)?

OPTIMISM

Talk happiness. The world is sad enough
Without your woes. No path iswholly rough;
Look for the places that are smooth and clear
And speak of those to the weary ear

Of Earth, so hurt by one continuous strain

Of human discontent and grief and pain.

Talk faith. The world is better off without

Your uttered ignorance and morbid doubt.

If you have faith in God, or man, or self,

Say so. If not, push back upon the shelf

Of silence all your thoughts, till faith shall come;
No one will grieve because your lips are dumb

Talk health. The dreary, never-changing tale

Of mortal maladiesisworn and stale.

You cannot charm, or interest, or please

By harping on that minor chord, disease.

Say you arewell, or all iswell with you,

And God shall hear your words and make them true

EllaWheeler Wilcox
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PARADOX OF MICHAEL
Continued from page 6

ter to Satan was, “the Lord rebuke
thee.” Why did he not say, “I rebuke
thee” if hisauthority was equal to that
of the Father?

ANEMBARRASING PARADOX

When all theevidenceisexamined and
assessed in a reasonable and logical
way it isevident that Michael isabe-
ing who is not equal to God in author-
ity, though heisLord of theangelsand
superior to them. This cannot be de-
nied and most Trinitarians, in conse-
quence of this fact have rejected the
truththat Michadl isthe heavenly name
of Jesus Chrigt, in spite of all the evi-
dencewhichclearly indicatesthat they
are one and the same. Seventh-day
Adventists on the other hand have

With Open Face
Restoration Ministries
P.O. Box 23, Knockpatrick
Manchester, Jamaica W.I.
ph. (876) 904-7392

taught from the very beginning of their
history that Michael the archangel is
Christ.

When the pro-trinitarian party led by
LeRoy Froom went through al thelit-
erature of Adventism deleting and
changing in an effort to destroy all evi-
dence that the church was once anti-
trinitarian, they either overlooked this
“problem” of Michael, or else they
decided that it was too deep rooted to
eradicate and decided to leaveit alone
inthe hopethat it would be unnoticed.
You see, the mass of Seventh-day
Adventistswere able, onthewhole, to
accept the doctrine of the Trinity back
in the 1930s when it was introduced
into the beliefs of the church. How-
ever, the same people would have re-
belled if the authority of Ellen White
had been openly rejected by the church
and since Ellen White indicates that

Michael is Christ over and over again,
there was no way that the deleters
could remove this teaching from the
church.

Today, thedoctrine of Michael remains
inaTrinitarian Seventh-day Adventist
church as an embarrassing paradox.
Careful examinationwill convinceany
thinking person that the two things can-
not both be true. Jesus cannot be
Michael the archangel, while at the
sametime God Himself. Thelame ex-
planation of “mystery” has continued
to satisfy willfully ignorant men, en-
daved by denominationalism, trained to
be mindless reflectors of other men's
thoughts. However, it must be clear to
the person who dares to think that the
word “mystery” isjust aword used to
prevent reasonabl e thought on aissue
which can only beresolvedin oneway.
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