Hovember 3, 1906

Dr. D, S. Tetars
Dryan, Ohlo u

Doar Drother Tetors:

Replylng to your leotter of Ootober 13 rogard-
ing the dootrino of tho Trinily, I will coy | hat Sevonth=
doy Adventists do not nnd movor have aamf?t’% the dark,
nyoterious Catholle dootrine of the IrJ.‘ni.‘V. I refer
to their dootrino in which they say tha“l."'th ‘G oad
sensists of threo personalities mnd one o..sen_.:;

I was about to mnke ;ﬂ rk or comparison

whioh would show up this iflq,nfoi'ﬁt Birs. However, 1

went ‘te aocknowledge the suprnui ¢ divinity and holineas
of anything touching the Godhoul ximrafora, onything
I would say would bo said with tl'm,u ost roveronce

ond used only in ordar te.holp inr'undars‘bmding. In
othor words, the 1 pt.g.hla Catholic doctrine of the
Trinity would ke un.y\th* ‘ﬂ.ike the Slamcse twing,

The early*qhirH was obliged to combat oa

yiho necusatlona of the pagans that they head

{==Cod the Father, Cod the Son, and God the
=and 3 the other haond to combat the lollen=

izing and, philogophionl Platenle doctrine whioch of

aourge 1n{!‘.:_-tlgwlopod into the Catholic deotrino of

the Trinity.

The Platonlo dootrine wons that all the attri=
tutes of God evolved into personalities such as Ilis
wiadom, llis love, llis power, lils knewledge, end those
evolved personalities wero connected with the Godhend
as a ray of light is conneected with the sun, or a stream
of wator with the source, or heat with the {urmace.
These evolved pergonalitise they onlled "demona". Gf
cocurse in the later evolution of languapge the word
"domon" has come to mean an ovil spirit. This was not
its first uge, however. In itas first use among the
Greeks the word rightly meant "o con of God."
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Now 1 wlll give tho guotatlon in which Slgter
Vhito exprecano hergelf very clearly upon tho Trinity.
It is taken from Sories B of Speclal Testimonios, #2
and 7, page 62:

nThe Father is all Lho fulnosa of the Godhead
bLodily, and is invisgible to mortnl sight.

"The Son is nll the fulness of the Godhoad
monlfosted. The Viord of God doclares liim to be !the
oxprogs image of His personm.' 'God 5o loved the world
{hat llo gave llls only begotten Son, that whosoover
boliovoth in Itim ghould not perish, but have evorlaogting
1ifo.! Illere is shouwn the personality of thg Fathor.

"The Comforter that Christ promigad to send
after Ho moconded to heaven, 1ls the Sp%;it’i% all tho
julness of the Godhead, maliding manifogt thetpowoer of
divino graoce to all who rocolve and boIIéWaN*hxﬁhrlct
as o personal Savliour, Thore are threc livigg/3ersonn
of the heavonly trio; in tho nayswqf theso throe great
poviers--tho Father, the Son, a%gﬂg' Holy Spirit--thoee
vho roceilve Christ by livin /fq%j%;ure baptized, and
thoge povers will cooperataiiithsthe obedlent subjocts
of heaven in tholr efforts to livée,the new 1life in
Chrigt.™ b
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Now to ﬁpgn'jouwfhnt we haveo novor taken the
position of Arius ﬁ%%the gp}ition with whioh thoe Cathollocs
acouse him, namely;, bgt_dyuus Christ was created; nor
have wo taken the Cathglle” position on the other hend
to the ef£05}3thnt ftherc never was when Christ was
not," R_%H?ﬂ weo have takon {ihe BilLle position im which
Chrict séf@: "Izgrocoodod and came forth from tho Fathor;"
and agairwhon Jesus cald, "My Father is 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 Father who
sits upon tho throne, praiso is agorilod in this song
of ndoration. Comuentators, with great unanimity, have
veizod upon thls as proof that Christ wmust be coeval
wilth the Fathor; for otherwlse, say they, hero would
be vorshlp pald to tho creature which belongs only to
tho Croator. DBut this does not seem to be a neccoss
conclugion., The Scriptures nowhoro cpoak of Christ
as a crented being, Lut on the contrary plainly state
that ho was bepotten of tho Fathor. (Soe remarks on
Rov. 3114, where 1t is shown that Christ 1s not & created
Leing.) DBut while as the Son he does not pocaesd






