
 In view of the study “Begotten Falsehood”, I
will like to submit this short response to it.
My slides will have a signature “RESPONSE”
while the slides of the author will not have
the same word.





 You begin your study with the assumption that
“self-existent” means “no origin or without
beginning”. No inspirational evidence is given to
support this assumption. The word “self-
existent” is the ability to perpetuate ones own
existence. A baby while is still in the mothers
womb, is dependent through the umbilical cord
for its existent, when born the baby becomes
self-existent. (John 5:26 shows that Christ
received the self-existent immortal life from the
Father to give to all refer to {DA 21.2}



The Greek word translated here is from the root
exerchomai which literally means “to come out
from” and here conjugated as exelthon “I came
out from” (first person aortist tense). In this
form it occurs 23 times in the New Testament.
When it applies to coming out from another
person it appears 4 times in reference to Jesus
“coming out from” his Father (John 8:42;
16:27,27; 17:8) and evil spirits “coming out
from” those who possessed them.
Eg. Matthew 12:44, Luke 11:24.



Fundamental Principle No. 2

That there is one Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Eternal Father,

the one by whom God created all things, and by whom they do

consist; that he took on him the nature of the seed of Abraham for

the redemption of our fallen race; that he dwelt among men full of

grace and truth, lived our example, died our sacrifice, was raised for

our justification, ascended on high to be our only mediator in the

sanctuary in Heaven, where, with his own blood he makes

atonement for our sins; which atonement so far from being made on

the cross, which was but the offering of the sacrifice, is the very last

portion of his work as priest, according to the example of the

Levitical priesthood, which foreshadowed and prefigured the

ministry of our Lord in Heaven. See Lev. 16; Heb. 8:4, 5; 9:6, 7; etc.

{1872, FP1872 4.3}



 I am bidden to say in the name of the Lord, 
'Beware of the leaven of philosophy and false 
science that has been introduced among the 
Medical Missionary Workers at Battle Creek. 
Beware of the spiritualistic leaven that has 
already been placed in the meal, to leaven 
many minds. By the introduction of this 
leaven, the messages sent by God to His 
people are made of no effect. 



 While the solid truth of the Bible came from 
the lips of men who had no fanciful theories 
or misleading science to present, there were 
others who labored with all their power to 
bring in false theories regarding God and 
Christ. And miracles were wrought, to 
deceive, if possible, the very elect.  {Medical 
Ministry 305.2}



 The leaven works until the whole mass is 
leavened. "The messages that the Lord has 
been giving me for the past half century have 
never, never sanctioned the cherishing of 
these erroneous sentiments. And yet the 
assertion of some is that Sister White teaches 
these very things. I say in the name of the 
Lord that the truth has been misinterpreted 
and misapplied. Letter 95, 1905 Quoted in 
Alpha of apostasy



 Kellogg taught that God was “everywhere”
and thus “in everything”. True he was a non-
trinitarian (with false views on omnipresence)
when he wrote his book, but after being
rebuked he became Trinitarian. This however
changed nothing because Trinitarianism is
always panentheism. “God the Holy Spirit”
became his 3rd God that was everywhere and
thus in everything. NOTICE THE FOLLOWING
EXCHANGE BETWEEN HIM



Our forefathers understood the above
testimony in a way contrary to the popular
trinitarian understanding of today. The
dialogue between Elder Butler and Dr.
Kellogg bears this out. Maybe we ought to
let them answer objection # 3 and let Willie
White have the final say in his 1935 letter to
H W Carr.



On October 28, 1903 Kellogg wrote to Butler stating the following:

As far as I can fathom, the difficulty which is found in The Living Temple, the whole thing may be
simmered down to the question: Is the Holy Ghost a person? You say no. I had supposed the Bible
said this for the reason that the personal pronoun “he” is used in speaking of the Holy Ghost. Sister
White uses the pronoun “he” and has said in so many words that the Holy Ghost is the third person of
the Godhead. How the Holy Ghost can be the third person and not be a person at all is difficult for me
to see.” (Letter from J. H. Kellogg to G. I. Butler, October 28, 1903)

Kellogg appeals to the Bible and Sister White to support what we know is gross error. Error which
evolved into a trinitarian position on his part. But did not our forefathers and Sister White know that
the Bible (and SOP) used the pronoun “He” for the Holy Spirit? Of course they did but this in no way
led them to an understanding that the Holy Spirit was another individual separate from the Father and
the Son.

Kellogg states that the whole basis for his book, “The Living Temple” was the idea that the Holy Spirit
was a person. This was definitely not the faith of the BODY at the time as evidenced by Kellogg
quoting Butler, “You say no”. The year? - 1903. Remember the Desire of Ages was published in 1898
and many use this book to justify the “trinity” / “tritheism” or the three persons in one GOD concept.
It was not put out to correct any doctrinal error of the BODY.



She called Kellogg’s position, the Alpha of Apostasy. The
endtime delusions would be of most startling nature.
She feared for our people. Why? Because the Alpha was
met head on and defeated however, the apostasies which
has snaked its way in, unawares, and has become the
official position of the church. We now have in
Adventism a Spirit God without body parts, a god whose
existence for which there is no basis in the Bible or SOP,
a level of existence which is totally contrary to Genesis
1:26.



G. I. Butler to J. H. Kellogg, April 5, 1904

“God dwells in us by His Holy Spirit, as a Comforter, as a Reprover, especially
the former. When we come to Him we partake of Him in that sense, because
the Spirit comes forth from him; it comes forth from the Father and the Son. It
is not a person walking around on foot, or flying as a literal being, in any such
sense as Christ and the Father are - at least, if it is, it is utterly beyond my
comprehension of the meaning of language or words.” (Letter from G. I. Butler
to J. H. Kellogg, April 5, 1904)

Notice that the above letter was dated 1904. You do not find Kellogg rushing
off to the brethren or to Ellen White dobbing in G I Butler as being in error. You
also do not find Ellen White correcting Butler, like she did Kellogg. If the trinity
was the truth at the time, then Butler was a heretic in 1904, at a time when
Ellen White was alive. If the trinity were correct, she should have reprimanded
Butler, however, there is no evidence she did. It was Kellogg who was derailing
the faith of the body and who copped Ellen White’s “wrath”.



J. N. Loughborough, September 20, 1898.

"Gods representative, the power by which he works, the agency by which all things are upheld." ...
"the creative energy of God." J. N. Loughborough, "The Spirit of God, " Review and Herald, LXXV
(September 20, 1898),

In September of 1898, Loughborough did not believe in an individual called the Holy Spirit. Similarly,
Uriah Smith had this to say:

But respecting this Spirit, the Bible uses expressions which cannot be harmonized with the idea that it
is a person like the Father and the Son. Rather it is shown to be a divine influence from them both,
the medium which represents their presence and by which they have knowledge ad power through all
the universe, when not personally present. Uriah Smith, In the Question Chair, Review and Herald,
LXVII (October 28, 1890), 664.

“Writing for the Signs of the Times in November 1889. C.P. Bollman declared that the Spirit of God "is
essentially divine." But he does not go so far as to portray the Holy Spirit as a distinct personality and
member of the Deity. This Spirit is the "power" of God by which the Son created all things. The Spirit is
"an essential part of God, and therefore, necessarily divine," but "it" remains to Bollman an impersonal
power.” The Arian or Anti-Trinitarian Views Presented in Seventh-day Adventist Literature and the
Ellen G White Answer. June 1963 by Erwin Roy Gane.



Ellen White 1904-1909

“They have one God and one Saviour; and one Spirit--the Spirit of Christ--is to bring unity into their
ranks.” {E. G. White, Testimonies Volume 9, p. 189}

M. C. Wilcox, 1911

Question 187: What is the difference between the Holy Spirit and the ministering spirits (angels), or
are they the same?

Answer: The Holy Spirit is the mighty energy of the Godhead, the life and power of God flowing out
from Him to all parts of the universe, and thus making living connection between His throne and all
creation. As is expressed by another: “The Holy Spirit is the breath of spiritual life in the soul. The
impartation of the Spirit is the impartation of the life of Christ.” It thus makes Christ everywhere
present. To use a crude illustration, just as a telephone carries the voice of a man, and so makes that
voice present miles away, so the Holy Spirit carries with it all the potency of Christ in making Him
everywhere present with all His power, and revealing Him to those in harmony with His law. Thus the
Spirit is personified in Christ and God, but never revealed as a separate person. Never are we told to
pray to the Spirit; but to God for the Spirit. Never do we find in the Scriptures prayers to the Spirit, but
for the Spirit. (M. C. Wilcox, 1911, Questions and Answers Gathered From the Question Corner
Department of the Signs of the Times, pages 181, 182)



M. C. Wilcox, 1919

Wherever God’s children are, there is the Spirit – not an individual person, as we look upon persons, but having the
power to make present the Father and the Son. The Spirit is placed upon God’s messengers, the angels; but the angels
are not the Spirit. The Spirit is placed upon God’s servants, His human messengers, but the human messengers are not
the Spirit. They are possessed by the Spirit, and used by the Spirit, and have within them the power of the Spirit; but
they are not the Spirit. The Spirit is independent of all these human or material agencies. Why not leave it there? Why
not know that the Spirit, the Spirit of God, the Spirit of Christ, the Spirit of Deity goes out into all the earth bringing the
presence of God to every heart that will receive it? M.C. Wilcox Questions and Answers Vol 11. 1919.

Willie White, 1935 - some twenty years after Ellen White’s death:

The statements and the arguments of some of our ministers, in their effort to prove that the Holy Spirit is an individual
as are God the Father and Christ, the eternal Son, have perplexed me, and sometimes they have made me sad. One
popular teacher said We may regard Him, as the fellow who is down here running things. My perplexities were lessened
a little when I learned from the dictionary that one of the meanings of personality was characteristics. It is stated in
such a way that I concluded that there might be personality without bodily form which is possessed by the Father and
the Son. There are many Scriptures which speak of the Father and the Son and the absence of Scripture making similar
reference to the united work of the Father and the Holy Spirit or of Christ and the Holy Spirit, has led me to believe that
the spirit without individuality was the representative of the Father and the Son throughout the universe, and it was
through the Holy Spirit that they dwell in our hearts and make us one with the Father and with the Son. Letter, W. C.
White to H. W. Carr, April 30, 1935

Note the dates: 1897 - 1935. There is no inkling of any support for a trinity God. Others have succeeded in making
the denomination trinitarian. These, like Kellogg, have manipulated Ellen White to make it appear she was the one who
initiated the change.



 Verse 42 “Jesus said unto them, If God were 
your Father, ye would love me, for I 
proceeded forth and came from God, neither 
came I of myself, but he sent me.”

 This verse deals with authority of the Son and 
not origin or birth but people misuse and 
misunderstand it.



 The response can be two way I wont delve in it much but the word proceeded
means issued. When Christ said he came from the Father, the Jews understanding
of what he meant was so different just as when he said am equal with the father,
they wanted to kill him because they understood what he meant very well. At a
later time I can deal with this.

 Even if this verse were referring to Jesus actually being inside of His Father, this
should not be surprising, for Jesus said, “Believest thou not that I am in the Father,
and the Father in me? the words that I speak unto you I speak not of myself: but
the Father that dwelleth in me, he doeth the works” (John 14:10). There is a sense
in which Jesus is in His Father, and His Father in Him, but it has nothing to do with
the process of being begotten. Jesus said, “I proceeded forth and came from God;
neither came I of myself, but he sent me” (John 8:42). “For the Father himself
loveth you, because ye have loved me, and have believed that I came out from
God” (John 16:27). “I came forth from the Father, and am come into the world:
again, I leave the world, and go to the Father” (John 16:28). To this the disciples
replied, “Lo, now speakest thou plainly, and speakest no proverb. Now are we sure
that thou knowest all things, and needest not that any man should ask thee: by
this we believe that thou camest forth from God” (John 16:29, 30).



 Christ is the Great I AM, from Everlasting, the Self-Existent One. All of this He inherited from
His Father, for He came FROM His Father, "for I proceeded forth and came from God" (John
8:42)



It is interesting to note that the Hebrew word for "brought forth" in Proverbs 8 is "chuwl",
Strong's #2342. We find this word elsewhere, including Isaiah 26:17, which states, --- "Like as
a woman with child, that draweth near the time of her delivery, is in pain(2342), and crieth out
in her pangs; so have we been in thy sight, O LORD.

 "

The word for "pain" here is Chuwl (2342), which means travail, anguish, made to bear, bear,
bring forth, to be born, to be brought forth, and is used to describe the process a woman goes
through in giving birth to an infant.



Now I am in no way suggesting this kind of literal behavioral action taking place with the
Father. But, we should not ignore the usage of the Word. We already know that Ellen White
unequivocally declared that Christ is speaking of Himself in Proverbs 8 (see E. G. White, Signs
of the Times, August 29, 1900 par. 14, and E. G. White, Review and Herald, April 5, 1906 par.
7, and Patriarchs and Prophets page 34 --- a total of THREE WITNESSES). There is clearly a
sense that from EVERLASTING, the Son came forth from the Father. It is outside of "time". Never
was there a "time" when the Son was not beside His Father. He is from EVERLASTING.



 Now, on the other hand, you have a plethora of
statements where she says that Christ is eternal.
Yet her understanding is CLEARLY Hebraic, taking
in what "olam" meant. Ellen White uses "dateless
ages" and "not be reckoned by human
computation" and " not measured by figures" -
EVERYTHING that "olam" comprehends! Then
there is "self-existent" which has nothing to do
with origins but means self-perpetuating,
"original, unborrowed, underived" which speaks
of the life of the FATHER that was IN Christ.



 The LORD possessed me
___at the beginning of his work,
______the first of his acts of old.
Ages ago I was set up,
___at the first,
______before the beginning of the earth.

In this parallel we have the subject as "Yahweh", the object as Wisdom ("me/I") the 
verbs "possessed" (qanah) and "set" (nasak), and the setting of "beginning" 
(re'shiyth) and "first" (olam).

qanah is a word that variously means "acquired", "bought" or "created". In its first 
instance, it means to acquire an offspring, when Eve gave birth to Cain (Genesis 
4:1). We can take this word to be a coming into possession of something, without 
specific respect to how that occurred (i.e. context determines the mode). nasak is 
a word used for pouring out, weaving and establishing through anointing.

The setting tells us that this happened at the beginning, in olam. As I have pointed 
out, this speaks of a 'hidden' unreckonable time period. The context says that this 
was before the creation of the earth. The passage goes on to be more direct about 
how Wisdom came to be.



 A time line would look something like this:

 Everlasting (OLAM – UNMEASURED TIME )<—Time as we know it (MEASURED TIME)—>Everlasting (OLAM – UNMEASURED TIME)



“the beginning” is an event on this timeline usually referring to the beginning of this
earth. Jesus said, “Ye are of your father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye will
do. He was a murderer from the beginning, and abode not in the truth, because there
is no truth in him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, and
the father of it” (John 8:44). “The beginning” here cannot possibly be referring to the
beginning of Lucifer, for He was created perfect (Ezekiel 28:12-19). The Bible says,
“the devil sinneth from the beginning” (1 John 3:8). “the beginning” in these verses
could be written on a timeline as the beginning of the creation of this world. It was in
that beginning (Genesis 1:1) that Satan was already a murderer and a sinner. This is
the beginning I believe John 1:1 is referring to. Many people read John 1:1 and assume
that it means both God and the Word are without beginning. But the verse does not
say, “WITHOUT beginning was the Word,…” (John 1:1). Instead it says, “In the
beginning was the Word,…” Whatever beginning this is talking about, it has to be the
beginning of something. When God created the world “in the beginning,” Jesus was
there with His Father. God said to His Son, “Let us make man in our image.” Jesus said,
“When he prepared the heavens, I was there” (Proverbs 8:27).



God alone is without beginning. 
At the earliest epoch when a 
beginning could be, -- a 
period so remote that to finite 
minds it is essentially eternity, 
-- appeared the Word.

"In the beginning was the Word, 
and the Word was with God, 
and the Word was God." John 
1:1. This uncreated Word was 
the Being, who, in the fulness
of time, was made flesh, and 
dwelt among us. His beginning 
was not like that of any other 
being in the universe. It is set 
forth in the mysterious 
expressions, "his [God's} only 
begotten Son" (John 3:16; 1 
John 4:9), "the only begotten 
of the Father" (John 1:14), and, 
"I proceeded forth and came 
from God." John 8:42. Thus it 

appears that by some divine 
impulse or process, not 
creation, known only to 
Omniscience, and possible 
only to Omnipotence, the Son 
of God appeared. And then the

Holy Spirit (by an infirmity of 
translation called .. The Holy 
Ghost"), the Spirit of God, the 
Spirit of Christ, the divine 
afflatus and medium of their 
power, representative of them 
both (Ps. 139:7), was in 
existence also.

Looking Unto Jesus p. 10, Para. 
2, 



 “And the Son of God declares concerning 
Himself: “The Lord possessed Me in the 
beginning of His way, before His works of 
old. I was set up from everlasting... When He 
appointed the foundations of the earth: then I 
was by Him, as one brought up with Him: and 
I was daily His delight, rejoicing always before 
Him.” Proverbs 8:22-30 .” Patriarchs and 
Prophets p. 34 1890

http://www.biblegateway.com/passage/index.php?search=Proverbs+8:22-30;&version=9;&interface=print


“The Lord Jesus Christ, the divine Son of God,

…was the commander of the heavenly intelli-

gences…‘The Lord possessed me in the beginning

of his way,’ he declares, ‘before his works of old.

I was set up from everlasting, from the beginning,

or ever the earth was. When there were no

depths, I was brought forth’ ” RH April 5, 1906,

par. 7.

“Through Solomon Christ declared: ‘The Lord

possessed Me…’ ” ST August 29, 1900, par. 14



 Thesis

 Our finite minds cannot sufficiently explain 
the origin of God, much less the origin of 
Jesus.

 It is impossible for us to comprehend the 
mystery of the incarnation.

 Ellen White says that even the nature of the 
Holy Spirit is a mystery. (See  Acts of the 
Apostles.



 Desire of Ages (1898) p. 470 says “He had 
announced Himself to be the self-existent One, 
He who had been promised to Israel, “whose 
goings forth have been from old, from the days 
of eternity.” Micah 5:2

 But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, [though] thou be 
little among the thousands of Judah, [yet] out of 
thee shall he come forth unto me [that is] to be 
ruler in Israel; whose goings forth [have been] 
from of old, from everlasting.  

 With solemn dignity Jesus answered, "Verily, 
verily, I say unto you, Before Abraham was, I AM."  
{DA 469.4}



“And God said to His Son, Let us make man in

our image…” “In the image of God created He

him; male and female created He them.” Gen

1:26

The Lord God removed a rib from Adam’s side

and formed the woman.

“And Adam said…she shall be called Woman,

because she was taken out of man.” Genesis

2:23



Underived life Derived life

 In Christ is life, 
original, 
unborrowed, 
underived. “He that 
hath the Son had 
Life 1 John 5:12. The 
divinity of Christ is 
the believer’s 
assurance of eternal 
life. DA 530

 God alone is without 
beginning. At the 
earliest epoch when a 
beginning could be.. 
A period so remote 
that to finite minds is 
essentially eternity 
appeared the word. 
Looking unto Jesus p. 
10



“God so loved the world, that he gave his only-begotten

Son,”—not a son by creation, as were the angels, nor a

son by adoption, as is the forgiven sinner, but a Son

begotten in the express image of the Father’s person,

and in all the brightness of his majesty and glory,

one equal with God in authority, dignity, and divine

perfection. In him dwelt all the fullness of the Godhead

bodily. { ST May 30, 1895, par. 3 }

This was not true for his earthly birth. “…he hath no

form nor comeliness; and when we shall see him, no

beauty that we should desire him.” Isaiah 53:2



Again the author of begotten falsehood is working from the
incorrect meaning of “self existent” without showing inspirational
evidence. He then applies Ellen’s thoughts on “original,
unborrowed, underived” to Christ’s origin when that is not the
context or thought Ellen had. This term is simply to show that the
divine life in Christ is inherent in Him while it is not “inherent” in
man. We continually borrow and derive divine life from Christ but
Christ does not do this as the divine substance is part of His
being. The quote has nothing to do with His origin but is a
contrast between Christ and humanity, not Christ and God or
Christ’s origin. I do not have “original unborrowed, underived life”,
as I receive this from the fountain of life, that is Christ.



“The dedication of the first-born had its origin

in the earliest times. God had promised to give

the First-born of heaven to save the sinner.”

{DA p. 51.1}

“when he bringeth in the firstbegotten into

the world, he saith, And let all the angels of

God worship him.” Hebrews 1:6



“But they accused Jesus of blasphemy,

showing that they understood that Christ

claimed God as His Father in the very

highest sense.” { RH March 5, 1901, par. 9 }

“But instead of destroying the world, God sent

His Son to save it.” DA p. 37.2

“the crowning evidence offered by God to men

that He had sent His Son into the world” 537.1

“God…sent His Son on such an expensive

errand” 668.1



 Arias taught that there was a time when the 
Father existed alone. He wrongly taught that 
the first creation of the Father was the Son, 
and indwelling the Son or the Word as a 
secondary body and Spirit essence, he 
created all things



It was not good that man should be alone.

“as he is the image and glory of God” 1Cor 11:7

Adam was formed from the dust of the ground;

Eve was formed from a rib taken from his side.

“Adam was first formed, then Eve” 1Tim 2:13

Adam was first alone, then Eve was made.

“brought forth” “taken out of man”

…”because of the angels” 1Cor 11:10



 There is no evidence that this issue originated
with Arius, nor does anyone know exactly
what he believed as nearly all he said was
burned. If there is any solid evidence about
this then let it be produced



 If we tend to describe these things in the
order of human generation, then the concept
postulates a beginning.

 The problem is our reasoning-that the “son”
implies a pre-existing father.



 There is no other use in inspiration for a Father
and Son relationship other than the Father being
older than the Son. Since the author makes the
Father and Son metaphorical, this relegates his
own sonship to being metaphorical. In other
words the author of this study is saying the son
is not a real son of God but just metaphorically a
son of God. You cannot be a real son while
having a metaphorical father. Denial of sonship is
a denial of salvation. This is in contradiction with
the prophetess statement that follows: -



 The love of God was Christ's theme when speaking of his mission
and his work. "Therefore doth my Father love me," he says,
"because I lay down my life, that I might take it again." My Father
loves you with a love so unbounded that he loves me the more
because I have given my life to redeem you. He loves you, and he
loves me more because I love you, and give my life for you. "A
new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one another; as
I have loved you." Well did the disciples understand this love as
they saw their Saviour enduring shame, reproach, doubt, and
betrayal, as they saw his agony in the garden, and his death on
Calvary's cross. This is a love the depth of which no sounding
can ever fathom. As the disciples comprehended it, as their
perception took hold of God's divine compassion, they realized
that there is a sense in which the sufferings of the Son were the
sufferings of the Father. From eternity there was a complete
unity between the Father and the Son. THEY WERE TWO, YET
LITTLE SHORT OF BEING IDENTICAL; TWO IN INDIVIDUALITY, YET
ONE IN SPIRIT, AND HEART, AND CHARACTER. {YI, December 16,
1897 par. 5}



 The word Monogenes is a compound word 
which is a combination of monos alone or 
“only” and genes “of a kind.”

 They is a difference between begat and 
begotten.



"And Adam lived an hundred and thirty years, 

and begat [a son] in his own likeness, after his 

image; and called his name Seth” Genesis 5:3 

Adam begat Seth his son.

Seth was begotten from Adam his father.

Fathers beget.

Sons are begotten.



 The Greek word monogenes is translated into 
English as begotten. It means “only,” “unique,” 
“one of a kind,” “prized above all others.”

 In Hebrews 11:17, Isaac is called Abraham’s only 
begotten son yet Isaac was not the only literal 
son because he had Ishmael.

 The use of the word begotten has divided so 
many Adventists who are sincerely seeking to 
understand the truth for this time but are 
unwilling to see the entire picture and so they 
end up with a distorted view.



 The only son of his mother Luke 7:12

 The ruler’s “only daughter” Luke 8:42 

 The demoniac only child       Luke 9:38



 Monogenes is correctly translated as “only
begotten”. Unique is the error. Never will you
find this word to mean unique is scripture.
The three examples given in Luke are all
literal parent child relationships and should
have been translated “only begotten”. I’m not
even sure if a Greek word “genes” exists, but I
do know “genos” does and is in the bible
always used as kindred (descendants) and
born. This word is the second half of
monogenes. One of a kind or unique is never
the meaning. Isaac was the only begotten of
promise which the author leaves out in the
context.



9 occurrences in the New Testament

Every one applies to a child born from a parent.

They are “unique” in that they are the only child

born of that parent.

This is true even of Isaac, who was the only child

born to Abraham and Sarah.



 Some sources say the book was published in 
1892 while some say it was printed by a non-
Adventist publishing house in 1902. Which is 
Which? If it was published in 1892, we wonder 
whether Wagonner read the proofs since he left 
for Europe that same year.

 Ellen White had gone to Australia the previous 
year (1891)=a conspiracy of the General 
Conference, after revealing the details of the 
Salamanca Vision concerning the American 
Sentinel.



 She told briefly the story of 
her experience at the 
Salamanca meeting, and said 
that in the vision given her 
there the Lord had opened 
before her the condition and 
perils of the work in many 
places. Warnings were given 
her which she was 
commanded to present to men 
in responsible positions. 
Especially in Battle Creek great 
perils surrounded the work, 
but men knew it not, because 
impenitence blinded their 
eyes.  {LS 316.1}



 Ellen White’s endorsement of Wagonner in 
1888 does not mean she endorsed the false 
teaching on the Son as having a beginning in 
eternity.

 On the other hand, Wagonner wasn’t as 
inspired as Ellen White.



Emphasis on birth? A Unique Son

 Wagonner: “It is true that there are 
many sons of God; but Christ is the 
"only begotten Son of God," and 
therefore the Son of God in a sense 
in which no other being ever was or 
ever can be. The angels are sons of 
God, as was Adam (Job 38:7; Luke 
3:38), by creation; Christians are the 
sons of God by adoption (Rom. 8:14, 
15); but Christ is the Son of God by 
birth. The writer to the Hebrews 
further shows that the position of the 
Son of God is not one to which Christ 
has been elevated, but that it is one 
which He has by right. He says that 
Moses was faithful in all the house of 
God, as a servant, "but Christ as a 
Son over His own house." Heb. 3:6.”

 Ellen White: “A complete offering 
has been made; for "God so 
loved the world, that he gave his 
only-begotten Son,"-- not a son 
by creation, as were the angels, 
nor a son by adoption, as is the 
forgiven sinner, but a Son 
begotten in the express image of 
the Father's person, and in all 
the brightness of his majesty 
and glory, one equal with God in 
authority, dignity, and divine 
perfection. In him dwelt all the 
fullness of the Godhead bodily.”  
Signs of Times, May 30, 1895 
par. 3







 “We believe in one God, the Father Almighty, Maker of all 
things visible and invisible. And in one Lord Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God, begotten of the Father, the only begotten; that is, 
of the essence of the Father, God of God, Light of Light, very 
God of very God, begotten, not made, being of one substance 
[homoousios] with the Father; by whom all things were made 
both in heaven and on earth; who for us men, and for our 
salvation, came down and was incarnate and was made man; 
he suffered, and the third day he rose again, ascended into 
heaven; from thence he shall come to judge the quick and the 
dead. And in the Holy Ghost. But those who say: "There was a 
time when he was not"; and "He was not before he was 
made"; and "He was made out of nothing," or "He is of 
another substance" or "essence," or "The Son of God is 
created," or "changeable," or "alterable"-they are condemned 
by the holy catholic and apostolic church.”





 Wagonner: “It is true that there are many sons of
God; but Christ is the "only begotten Son of God,"
and therefore the Son of God in a sense in which
no other being ever was or ever can be. The
angels are sons of God, as was Adam (Job 38:7;
Luke 3:38), by creation; Christians are the sons
of God by adoption (Rom. 8:14, 15); but Christ is
the Son of God by birth. The writer to the
Hebrews further shows that the position of the
Son of God is not one to which Christ has been
elevated, but that it is one which He has by right.
He says that Moses was faithful in all the house
of God, as a servant, "but Christ as a Son over His
own house." Heb. 3:6.”



 Waggoner wrote.. And his view on the Deity of
Christ was endorsed by Ellen White:

 “Messages bearing the divine credentials have
been sent to God's people; the glory, the majesty,
the righteousness of Christ, full of goodness and
truth, have been presented; the fullness of the
Godhead in Jesus Christ has been set forth
among us with beauty and loveliness, to charm
all whose hearts were not closed with prejudice.
We know that God has wrought among us. {RH,
May 27, 1890 par. 6}

 Also Ellen’s quote that is identical to Waggoner’s
does not picture Jesus as unique.



“God is the Father of Christ; 

Christ is the Son of God. 

To Christ has been given an exalted position. 

He has been made equal with the Father.”

Testimonies vol. 8 p. 268.3

“The Eternal Father, the unchangeable one, gave his 

only begotten Son, tore from his bosom Him who was 

made in the express image of his person, and sent 

him down to earth…”

Review & Herald July 9, 1895 par. 13



 JAMES WHITE
 "Paul affirms of the Son of God that he 

was in the form of God, and that he 
was equal with God. 'Who being in the 
form of God thought it not robbery to 
be equal with God.' Phil. 2:6. The 
reason why it is not robbery for the 
Son to be equal with the Father is the 
fact that he is equal... The inexplicable 
Trinity that makes the godhead three 
in one and one in three, is bad enough; 
but that ultra Unitarianism that makes 
Christ inferior to the Father is worse. 
Did God say to an inferior, 'Let us 
make man in our image?'" Review and 
Herald, Nov. 29, (1877), p. 172. 



“The Father was greater than the Son in that he

was first. The Son was equal with the Father in
that he had received all things from the Father.”

Review & Herald January 4, 1881

A true Son of the divine Father guarantees that

Christ is perfectly equal in nature to that of His

Father because he inherited it naturally as a Son

“begotten in the express image of His person,

and in all the brightness of His majesty and

glory”



 James White was a non-trinitarian believer
identical to the rest of the SDA church in his
day fully believing that God existed before
Jesus. Anyone who has done any study on
this should know of the statements. The
statement given of James White is a non-
issue when you take all his teachings and put
them together



 Godhead as a pillar doctrine -- Personality of 
God and of Christ Landmarks: "Those who seek 
to remove the old landmarks are not holding fast 
and they are not remembering how they have 
received and heard. Those who try to bring in 
theories that would remove the pillars of our 
faith concerning the sanctuary or concerning the 
personality of God or of Christ, are working as 
blind men. They are seeking to bring in 
uncertainties and to set the people of God adrift 
without an anchor." {MR760 9.5}





 There is no such thing as metaphorical
sonship except for those who deny the origin
and beginning of Jesus. They are the ones
with a metaphorical sonship. You will never
find the idea of metaphorical sonship in
scripture. Solomon sitting on the David’s
throne and Christ sitting on His Father’s
throne is a clear representation. Also, all
inheritance was due to the blood relation and
not metarphorical basis.



 Psalm 2: 7 is used prophetically because 
when the writer of Hebrews quotes it chapter 
one, as firstbegotten, it points to His birth in 
bethlehem that made the angels rejoice. What 
is involved here is the incarnation.

 It is also applied in Jesus’ baptism “…Thou art 
my beloved Son; in thee I am well pleased” 
Luke 3:22



 Psalms 2:7 is a Great Controversy quote. It is the
words that were spoken to Jesus at His birth in
eternity. Since then whenever satan or man has
rebelled against the Sonship of Christ God has
had to “declare the decree” to make it straightly
understood that Jesus is truly the Son of God.
This is why it has a future use and it final
fulfillment is at the end of the world. Read all of
psalm 2 as it shows there will be a people
“declaring the decree” in end time context. Also
enclosed is a study on Psalms 2 and Proverbs 8
that will answer that argument.



 In conclusion, it is Arius who brought the 
perverted idea that Christ was “brought forth” 
of God before all ages.

 The very idea that monogenes (begotten) 
refers to a mysterious beginning, or 
begetting or even creation at some point in 
eternity past has no foundation whatsoever 
and is the very reason Uriah Smith sought to 
contradict Ellen White by publishing Looking 
unto Jesus. It contradicted Desire of Ages.



 Ellen White never said anything negative
about Uriah and his books even endorsing
Daniel and the Revelation which showed
Christ had a beginning. These ideas are the
imaginations of men with are metaphorical
sons of God. They are not real son of God.
Unless there is evidence to be produced, then
the conclusions do not hold water.


