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WHAT IS THE SANCTUARY TEACmNG OF S. D. A.'S? 
These people have spent many it before the vail, or as some 

years in studying the earthly teach, on the vail which .divided 
sanctuary in order that they the first apartment from the 
might understand the heavenly second apartment. By this means 
sanctuary. They teach that the the confessed sins were trans 
former was an exact duplicate ferred to the sanctuary, which 
of the latter, and that what the thereby became defiled. 
priest did in the earthly sanctu- This ceremony necessitated a 
ary, Christ is now doing in the cleansing of the sanctuary which 
heavenly sanctuary. According was accomplished on the day of 
to their teaching, when Christ atonement when the high priest 
ascended to the Father, He en- took some of the blood of the 
tered the first apartment of the Lord's goat, carried it into the 
heavenly sanctuary, and remain- most holy place and sprinkled it 
ed there doing a like work to on or before the mercy seat un 
that of the earthly priests in the der which was the law of God 
first apartment of the tabernacle. which he had been guilty of 
He remained in this place until breaking. The high priest then 
Oct. 22, 1844, when He moved gathered up, as one writer says, 
from the first apartment to the the sins that had been carried 
second apartment of the heavenly into the tabernacle by the blood, 
sanctuary, there to begin the carried them out, placing them 
final day of atonement. on the head of the scape-goat, 
The work Christ has been do- which bore the confessed sins 

ing since 1844 is variously ex- of the faithful repentant sinners, 
plained to be, to cleanse the into the wilderness, and thus the 
sanctuary, to conduct the in- sanctuary and the camp were 
vestigative judgment, to make freed from sin. 
atonement for and blot out sin. They apply this to the heaven- 
They teach that when an Is- ly sanctuary which has become 

raelite was convicted of sin, he defiled by the confession of sin. 
brought a goat or a lamb to the From the ascension of Christ 
tabernacle, laid his hands on its until 1844, Christ ministered only 
head, confessed his sins, and then in the first apartment of the 
cut the lamb's throat, and the heavenly sanctuary; but, in 1844 
priest took some of the blood, He moved from the first apart 
carried it into the first apartment ment into the second apartment. 
of the tabernacle, and sprinkled Therefore, the day of atone- 
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ment has been in progress ever 
since that date, from which time 
the Father and the Son with 
the holy angels, have been en 
gaged in examining the records 
of all' whose names were ever 
written in the Lamb's Book of 
Life, in order to determine who 
is worthy of the atonement, and 
therefore worthy of a part in 
the first resurrection, or to be 
translated at Jesus' coming. 
This in brief is the teaching 

of the' denomination regarding 
the sanctuary, and this theory 
is the very corner stone of their 
creed. All of the above state 
ments will be supported by cita 
tions from their own documents 
as we progress in the study of 
the subject. 
",THO w.~ S MRS. E. G. WHITE? 

No -me can rightly understand 
the teachings of S. D. A.'s with 
O;1t a knovledge of their attitude 
toward the writings of this woman 
Ellen G. Harmon who afterward 
became the wife 02 James White, 
bsgan having what they called 
"\. isions" soon after the great 
disappointment of Oct. 22, 1844. 
These manifestations continued 

more or less often until she be 
came about 50 years of age. 
After these physical manifesta 
tions ceased, she still claimed 
that she received messages from 
the Lord especially in the night 
season. 

The denomination regards her 
writings as the voice of God, 
and in their public teaching will 
not iidmit that she made any 
mistakes in her published writ 
ings. They place her writings 
on an equality with the Bible 
altho they very emphatically 
deny this statement. 

"The writings of Mrs. E G. v.:'h:ite 
were never designed to be an addItIon 
to the canon of Scripture. They are, 
nevertheless, the messages of God to 
the remnant church, and should be 
received as such, the same as were 
the messages of the prophets of old, 
As Samuel was a prophet to Israel In 
his day, as Jeremiah was a pr?p.het to 
Israel in the days of the cap tiv i ty , as 
John the Baptist came as a special 
messenger of the Lord to prepare the 
way for Christ's appearance, so we 
believe that 1\11'5. White was a prophet 
to the Church of Christ to-day _ And 
the same as the messages of the pro .• 
phc ts were recei.ved in olden times, so 
her messages should be received at the 
present time." R. H. Oct. 4_ 1928. 

In another issue the Editor says: 
4'LH;:e the prophets and messengers of 
old. her work belongs to the prophetie 
order. . .. By the same Spirit by 
which the prophets and messengers of 
old were g u id ed in their wo[~{, s he was 
directed and guided in her wcrk as a 
prophet of God, at. His mos seng e'r to 
the church in this geueratiGn." R.&H. 
Sept. 20. 1928. p. 15. 

They claim that they are the 
(){' ly true church, and cite as 
evidence that they keep all of 
the commandments of God, in 
cluding the fourth, and have a 
prophet. 
Mrs. E. G. White was born 

Nsv. 26, 1827 and died July 16, 
1915. 
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WAS THE TABERNACLE A MODEL OF THE 
HEAVENLY SANCTUARY? 

We wish every reader could sanctuary, and commanded him 
lay aside his entire knowledge to make all things according to 
of the sanctuary, both the earth- the pattern showed him in the 
ly and the heavenly, and study mount." Mrs. E. G. White, Spirit 
the question with a perfectly of Prophecy, Vol. 1, p. 269. 
open mind, using the Bible and Unquestionably Moses had a 
the Bible only as his text-book. view of the tabernacle and all 
Was the tabernacle built by of its parts' before its construe 

Moses at the foot of Mount Sinai, tion, but this is no evidence that 
a detailed reproduction of the he was given a view of the 
temple in heaven? Inasmuch as heavenly temple. It is simply 
it is quite impossible for one an evidence that what they can 
to blot from his mind scriptures structed was an exact reproduc 
that were memorized in earlier tion of what was shown to Moses. 
years, we recognize that many of According to the blue print 
our readers will at once call to given to Moses, they were to 
mind some such text as Ex. 25:40: make ten curtains of "fine twin 
"Look that thou make them after ed linen," each one four by twen 
their pattern, which was showed ty-eight cubits; and eleven cur 
thee in the mount." And Heb, tains of goat's hair, each four 
8:5, "Who serve unto the ex- by thirty cubits; and then a 
ample and shadow of heavenly covering of "rams' skins dyed 
things, as Moses was admonished red;" and another covering of 
of God when he was about to badgers' skins. He was to make 
make the tabernacle: for, See, boards of shittim wood and 
saith he, that thou make all overlay them with gold fer the 
things according to the pattern walls of the tabernacle. For 
showed to thee in the mount." the furniture of the tabernacle 
From these and other similar he was to make an ark of wood 

texts, a certain class of Bible overlaid with gold, the cover of 
students have taught that Moses which was to represent the mer 
was shown the heavenly temple cy-seat upon which were two 
while in the mount after which golden images of angels; and the 
he constructed the tabernacle in table of shew-bread, the altar of 
the wilderness. incense, and the candlestick. This 
"He presented before Moses a structure was to be surrounded 

miniature model of the heavenly by a curtain wall five cubits 
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high, making an enclosure fifty 
by one hundred cubits. In front 
of the tabernacle was to be 
placed the altar of burnt offer 
ings with its grate, shovel, tongs 
etc. And between this altar and 
the tabernacle door was located 
a large brazen vessel for holding 
water. 

What Bible student will con 
tend for a moment that in heav 
en there is a structure made of 
wooden boards overlaid with 
gold, held together with bars 
and covered with red goats' skins 
and badger pelts? Who can 
bring his mind to conceive of a 
wooden box before the temple 
of God on which animals are 
burned? Or who will for a mo 
ment entertain the idea that it 
is necessary to have a water 
vat in the heavenly court in 
which the angels are to bathe? 
Every Bible student recognizes 

that the tabernacle was con 
structed for easy transportation. 
But the same furniture was used 
in Solomon's temple. Was Solo 
mon's temple a model of the 
things in heaven? If what Moses 
saw in vision was the reality in 
heaven, then the tabernacle, or 
the temple was a miniature re 
production of things in heaven. 
It would be next to a travesty 
of God's plan of salvation to 
contend that there was an altar 
for burnt offerings in heaven 

with its grate and tongs and ash 
shovels and basins for catching 
the blood of victims, together 
with a "Iaver for holding water 
for washing their bloody hands 
and tools. These things were 
made according to the pattern 
showed Moses in the mount. If 
we admit that any part of the 
tabernacle and its equipment 
was not reproductions of things 
in heaven, then we must con 
clude that God simply gave 
Moses directions for the construc 
tion of the tabernacle, and did 
not necessarily give him a view 
of heavenly thngs after which he 
was to make patterns. 
If the laver and the altar of 

burnt offerings were not patterns 
of things in the heavens, then 
what right has anyone to con 
tend that any of the furniture 
or service was an exact duplicate 
of the heavenly? 

But we hear some one quot 
ing Heb. 9:23: "It was therefore 
necessary that the patterns of 
things in the heavens should 
be purified with these; but the 
heavenly things themselves with 
better sacrifices than these." 

An Object Lesson, Not a 
Duplicate 

This would seem to make the 
tabernacle and its furniture pat 
terns of heavenly things. But 
the primary meaning of the 
Greek word from which "pat- 
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terns" is translated in this text is 
not the meaning of the word 
pattern as used in our language. 
The Greek word is hupodigma 
It is used but six times in the 
New Testament, and in every 
case this is translated "example." 
Had the apostle intended to con 
vey the idea of a pattern or 
model from which a duplicate 
was to be made , he would have 
used a different Greek word. 
The difference is well illustrated 
in Heb. 8:5. The word "ex 
ample" in this verse is translated 
from the same Greek word as 
"patterns" in Heb. 9:23, while 
the word "pattern" in this verse 
is translated from "tupos." 
The Critical English Testa 

ment, in commenting on Heb. 
9:23, says "Therefore-the con 
junction implies that the things 
mentioned in ver. 18, are, as a 
matter of fact, included in this 
passage. (Delineations-that is, 
types, symbols; not as Eng. Ver., 
patterns. Alf.)" 
The whole tabernacle service 

was a kindergarten lesson for 
the children of Israel to give 
them a right conception of heav 
en's method for the salvation 
of sinners. It was never intend 
ed to be a picture of things as 
they actually existed in heaven. 
The one central feature of the 
whole service, including the daily 
monthly, and yearly, was to pic- 
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ture to the human mind the love 
of God for sinful man as re 
vealed by the J sacrifice of Christ 
Jesus on the cross. This is the 
one over-powering lesson for 
which the tabernacle with all of 
its services was instituted. Any 
attempt to magnify the details 
of any of the services only de 
tracts from the great lesson for 
which the service was instituted. 
Only a mistaken creed neces 

sitates an exact duplicate of the 
earthly sanctuary in the heaven 
ly court. And the exaltation of 
this mistaken creed has all but 
obscured the great truth to which 
it pointed, which culminated on 
the cross of Calvary. 
It is impossible for the human 

mind to grasp heavenly things. 
We are limited in our under 
standing of things above to our 
experiences with things of this 
earth. God in His efforts to 
reveal Himself to us, is handi 
capped by our ignorance and our 
limited capacity. Some of the 
northern Eskimos had never 
tasted any kind of sweet before 
the white man came amongst 
them. What progress would he 
make in trying to explain to them 
the delicate flavors of honey or 
maple sugar? There is nothing 
in their experience to which he 
could compare them. There is 
no amount of education that the 



white man could pass on to the 
Eskimos that would give them 
any conception of the taste of 
any kind of sweet so long as 
they never had had the privilege 
of tasting these various sweets. 

In the sight of God we are 
the Eskimos. God tries to re 
veal to us heavenly things. In 
order to do so He uses object 
lessons. This was the purpose 
of the sanctuary; and when 
rightly understood it gave the 
worshippers a better conception 
of heaven's interest in man than 
he could get by any other meth 
od. 

Kindergarten teachers use mat 
ches or toothpicks stuck in a 
piece of pasteboard to represent 
heavenly beings, and a block 
of wood to represent a temple 
in heaven. It would be just as 
consistent for the child to con 
tend that the angels in heaven 
were toothpicks stuck in a board 
to hold them up as for the Bible 
teacher to contend that the taber 
nacle and its furniture were ex 
act reproductions of things as 
they are in heaven. 

All Bible students agree that 
the yearly service of the taber 
nacle was intended to be an ob 
ject lesson of the completed work 
of salvation. That is, the day of 
atonement was the end of the 
entire service. It was intended 
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to represent the end or com 
pletion of the heavenly service. 
There was nothing beyond the 
service of "the day of atonement. 
True, the daily service began the 
day after the atonement, but it 
was not a new service, it was 
simply a repetition of what had 
been carried on the year before. 
The Holy of the Holies Repre- 

sented the Presence of God 
The holy of holies in the earth 

ly tabernacle unquestionably 
represents something in heaven, 
and it is universally accepted 
among all Bible scholars that 
the earthly holy of holies was 
intended in some way to repre 
sent the presence or abode of 
God; but, can we conceive of 
confining God in any structure 
in heaven, much less confining 
Him in one room of an earthly 
structure, and that one room 
separated from an adjoining 
room by a curtain through which 
Christ was not privileged to pass 
for over eighteen centuries? Will 
anyone contend that the heaven 
ly sanctuary is lighted with 
seven wicks burning in golden 
bowls? Does God have on the 
other side of His dwelling-place 
a table on which a dozen loaves 
of bread are continually kept 
and changed each week? No 
one believes that heaven needs 
a vat for holding water, or an 
altar upon which victims are 



consumed, or a fence around 
the abode of God as was found 
surrounding the tabernacle in 
the wilderness. It is ridiculous 
to try to make the heavenly ser 
vice an exact duplicate of the 
earthly. Every feature of the 
latter service was intended to 
teach some valuable lesson in 
the plan of salvation; but it was 
never intended to represent an 
actual duplicate service being 
conducted in heaven. 

Christ's Priesthood is Not 
Governed by the Levitical Law 
The denomination attempts to 

explain the work of Christ in 
the heavenly sanctuary in terms 
of the earthly sanctuary, and 
according to the Levitical law 
governing the priesthood. They 
seem to overlook the fact that 
Christ came from a different 
order of priesthood, viz. the 
Melchisedec and not the Aaronic. 
This is plainly stated in Heb. 
7. and because there was a 
change of priesthood "there is 
made of necessity a change also 
of the law." verse 12. Christ 
coming from an entirely dif 
ferent priesthood and serving 
under an entirely different law, 
cannot be confined or limited to 
the Levitical law governing the 

priesthood. At the crucifdxion of 
Christ, the Levitical priesthood 
came to an end and 'the law 
governing the priesthood . ceased 
to operate. Then why should 
the denomination insist in ex 
plaining the priesthood o:f Christ 
in the heavenly sanctuary after 
the pattern of the Levitical priest 
hood which not only ceased to 
have authority, but even the law 
governing that priesthood be 
came inoperative? 
Is it not plain to be seen that 

all attempts to reproduce the 
earthly type in heaven has a 
tendency to belittle God and His 
efforts for human salvation? 
No Bible student, alive with 

the Holy Spirit ever separated 
Christ and the Father from each 
other. or confined Christ to the 
first apartment of the heavenly 
sanctuary, and moved God from 
one side of the curtain to the 
other until 1844. The pioneers 
themselves never even so much 
as imagined such a thing until 
years after the disappointment, 
and then it was invented as a 
means to escape acknowledging 
that they had been mistaken. 
Surely the sanctuary question 
needs are-study. 

HOW THE S.i\NCTUARY WAS DEFILED 
The denomination bases its 

theory of the work of Christ in 
the heavenly sanctuary, upon the 
work of the priest in the earthly 
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sanctuary. They teach that when 
a man was convicted of sin, he 
brought a lamb or a goat to the 
court of the tabernacle, laid his 
hands On the head of the animal, 
and confessed his sin. By this 
act his sin was transferred to the 
animal. The victim was then 
slain, and the priest caught the 
blood' which they teach repre 
sented the sins of the individual, 
carrying it into the first apart 
ment of the tabernacle, he sprin 
kled some of the blood on the 
altar of incense before the vail 
or as Elder Gilbert teaches, it 
was sprinkled o: [he vail. (a) 

Inasmu.': _.~ only the blood of 
the lamb or goat over whose 
head an individual had confessed 
his sins was taken into the taber. 

(a) "The blood was sprinkled on the 
face of the veil. The veil became in 
this s en s o a preserver of records. That 
is, the blood sprinkled on this veil 
preserved t.h a record of the sins of 
those who had confessed, who had 
brought their offering, and who had 
been forgiven (if their wro ng s The veil 
was a tv n.c a l record book, having 
preserved on the face of it the ac k now 
Iedg rnen t of guilt. Sin had been con 
fessed and forgiven." Mes s iah In His 
Sanctuary by F. C. Gilbert, page 36. 
(b) "The only way that sin can get 
into the a a nc t u ar-y is by confession 
and the offering of a substitutionary 
sacrifice. Therefore only the sins of those 
wh o have accepted Chris t as their t-e 
d eern e r are found t.h e i-e , . , Thus all 
co nf'cs s ed sins are transferred to the 
sanctuary. and in t h!s manner the 
sanctu~r,y is defiled," Reply to Ca n t-ig h t 
by William H. Branson, 'page 235 
(c) "The mos t important part of the 
daily ministrations was the service per 
formed in behalf of individuals. The 

nacle, it was only confessed sins 
that defiled the tabernacle. They 
teach that the only way that sin 
could get Into the tabernacle was 
by confession. (b) 
This teaching that the sanctu 

ary was defiled by the confession 
of sin, is confirmed by Mrs. 
White, and thus according to 
their teaching, their theory of 
the sanctuary question is con 
firmed by inspiration. (c) 
It will be seen from these ci 

tations that had Israel never re 
pented of their sins, the taber 
nacle would never have been de 
filed, and therefore there would 
have been ;'10 need of cleansing 
the tabernacle. This interpre 
tation is based upon two very 
serious erro rs. the first of which 

repentant sinner brought his offering 
to the door of the tabernacle, and plac 
ing his hand upon the victim's head, 
confessed h13 sins, thus in figure trans 
ferring them from himself to the in 
nocent s a ci-i i'i c e. By his own hand 
the animal was then slain, and the 
blood was carded by the priest into 
the holy place and sprinkled before 
the vail, behind which was the ark 
c o n t.a i n i n g the law that the sinner had 
transgressed. By this ceremony the 
sin was, through the blood transferred 
in figure to the sanctuary, In some 
cases the blood was not taken into 
the holy place; but the flesh was then 
to be eaten by the priest, , Both cere 
monies alike symbolized the transfer of 
the sin from the penitent to the sanc 
tuary, 

"Such was the work that went on 
day by day through t.h e year. The 
sins of .Is ra el being thus transferred 
to the sanctuary. the holy places were 
defiled. and a special work became 
n.ec:~~ary for th~ re~.?val of the 
SIns, r. P. p. 3;)4, 300. 

8 



\ 

we will deal with in this chap 
ter. 
THE COMl\fiSSION, NOT THE 
CONFESSION, OF SIN DEFILES 
Should my child steal some 

thing from the village merchant 
that sin would reflect upon me; 
that sin would defile my sanctu 
ary - it would dishonor my 
home and household. If a neigh 
bor's child steals from the same 
merchant, that act does not de 
file my sanctuary -:- my home, 
for I am not responsible for the 
acts of that child. I am not her 
father; she is not my child. 
Again, when one member of a 
church sins, it casts a reproach 
upon the whole church and that 
church cannot be clean from 
that defilement unless the sinner 
repents and makes restitution or 
is cut off from the congregation. 
The family is not defiled by the 
child's confession of the sin; the 
confession belongs to the process 
of cleansing. The church is not 
defiled by the confession of the 
sinning member but by the sin 
ning of the member. 
When the father has punished 

the child for the sin which de- 
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Head of the family of Istael, 
must see to it that the sin which 
defiled His sanctuary was cleans 
ed away. And this could only be 
done by the shedding of blood, 
for "without the shedding of 
blood is no remission." Heb. 9:22. 
"Moreover ye shall take no 

satisfaction for the life of a mur 
derer, which is guilty of death; 
but he shall surely be put to 
death." "So ye shall not pollute 
the land wherein ye are; for 
blood it defileth the land; and 
the land cannot be cleansed of 
the blood that is shed therein 
but by the blood of him that 
shed it." 
"Defile not therefore the land 

which ye shall inhabit, wherein 
I dwell: for I the Lord dwell 
among the children of Israel." 
Num. 35:31,33,34. 
Here the whole question is 

clearly stated. The sin of murd 
er, (represented by shedding 
the blood of the murdered man) 
defiled the land. And 1!his sin 
could be cleansed from the land 
only by the death of the murder 
er, whose death was represented 
by his blood. The blood of the 

files the home, then that home sinner or the sinner's substitute 
is cleansed from that defilement; instead of defiling the land or 
the people are able to see that the sanctuary, cleanses the' land 
the acts of the child are con- or the sanctuary. 
demned by the father. The denominational theory of 
So when Israel sinned, God, the defilement of the· earthly 

who had taken the position of sanctuary is not only not found 
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in the Word of God, but is di 
rectly contrary to its teachings. 
There is no hint in the Word of 
God that confessed sins defiled 
anything. On the contrary, the 
Bible teaches very plainly that 
God's sanctuary was defiled by 
the sinning of the people. 

"And the Lord spake unto 
Moses, saying, Again, thou shalt 
say unto the children of Israel, 
whosoever he be of the children 
of Israel, or of the strangers 
that sojourn in Israel, 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. And I will 
set my face against that man, 
and will cut him off from among 
his people; because he hath giv 
en of hs seed unto Molech, to 
defil -s :!:y sanctuary, and to pro 
rane my holy name." Lev. 20:1-3. 
This scriptrre plainly teaches 

bat when a man in Jsruel of 
fered his children in sacrifice to 
the idol Molech, this sinful act 
defiled the sanctuary of tI,e Lord 

(d) "And what was don., in type in 
the mint ..• t.rat ion of .t.h e earthly sanc 
tuary i s done in reality in the minis 
tration of the heavenly sauc tuary. ". 

"The ministration of the prie9t 
throughout the yea.r in the first apart 
tnent of the sanctuary 'wit.hin th~ veil' 
which formed the door and separat ed 
the holy place from the outer court, 
reuresents the work of ministration up .. 
on which Christ entered at His ascen 
pion.·' Great Controversy f page 420 ~ 
(e) H¥lhen 1 do accept Him, 1 then 
conf'eas my sins to God through Him, 
ju.t as the man in Israel confessed 

10 

and profaned his holy name, be 
cause his name was associated 
with his sanctuary. 
The defiling of the earthly 

sanctuary is used as a type of 
the defiling of the heavenly sanc 
tuary. (d) When they come to 
make this application, it leads 
almost to blasphemy. Inasmuch 
as, according to their theory, the 
earthly tabernacle was defiled 
bv the confessed sins which were 
c~rried into the first apartment 
in the blood of the substitute 
victim, this necessitated a day 
of cleansing; therefore, to make 
the figure fit the heavenly ser 
vice, they must in some way 
have the sanctuary defiled. The 
denominational teachers are not 
at all united in their explanation 
of the defilement of the heavenly 
sanctuary. Some of their teach 
ers take the position that when 
a man confesses his sins, and 
accepts Christ as his atonement, 
his sins are in some way trans 
ferred to the heavenly sanctuary 
where they were recorded and 

his sins over hi. cffering. And thu: 
my sins are t.ri.nsfcrr ed from royse] 
to the sanctuary above, where Chris 
ministers as priest on my behalf, H 
takes away my sins, and gh'es me Iii 
r-ig ht eou s nes s , But where does II 
take them? He takes them to th 
sanctuary, where He is minis teving a 
priest; and although they nre forgiver 
the record of them must there remai 
until they are blotted out in the judg 
men t." Reply to Can right. 235 by VI 
H. Branson, Vice Presid€nt of the Get 
err.l Conference, publlshed by the Rev; e 
and Herald Publfehmg Assn. 1933. 



remain until the day of [udg- sins are, in fact, transferred to 
ment. (e) the heavenly sanctuary by the 
How Did Confessed Sins Get blood of Christ." Great Con- 
Into .the Tabernacle Before there troversy (any edition until the 

was a Tabernacle? ninth) page 266. 
By reading the explanation as Let the reader ponder this 

given by vice president Branson, statement well. The Bible pre 
one is not just clear as to how sents the blood of Christ as the 
the confessed sins get into the cleansing medium for sin. It is 
heavenly tabernacle, and again never represented as defiling 
one is naturally confused in un- in any sense. To teach that the 
derstanding how the confessed blood of Christ defiled the heav 
sins of' God's people from Adam enly sanctuary is a close kin to 
to Moses got into the heavenly blasphemy. 
sanctuary when there was no All the Christians of the world 
earthly sanctuary, and therefore have always believed and taught 
no chance of carrying the blood that the blood of Christ cleansed 
which typified confessed sins in- from all sin, but the denomina 
to the tabernacle, and, as the tion, in order to maintain the 
denomination teaches that Christ creed, are driven to the extreme 
never ministered in the heavenly of making the blood of Christ a 
sanctuary until after His ascen- medium of defilement. No wond 
sion, how could the sins of the er this blasphemous statement 
people for the 2500 years from has been eliminated from all 
Adam to Moses ever get into recent editions of Great Contro 
the heavenly sanctuary. We will versy; but the fact still remains 
leave this question for any de- that this was published by the 
fender of the denomination to author and accepted by the de 
answer. The demoninational nomination as a revelation from 
prophet is more specific in ex- God. 
plaining how the sins of the We are quite convinced in our 
redeemed get into the heavenly own mind that a large element 
sanctuary, viz: in the denomination do not ac 
Making t.he Blood of Jesus Defile cept this awful teaching, but 

the Temple of God! they are helpless to correct it 
"As the sins of the people were because it is a fearful thing in 

anciently transferred in figure, the denomination to publicly dis 
to the earthly sanctuary by the claim that any statement in Mrs. 
blood of the sin offering, so our White's writings is not inspired. 
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NOT A DROP OF GOAT'S OR LAMB'S BLOOD WAS EVER 
CARRIED INTO THE TABERNACLE EXCEPT ON THE 

DAY OF ATONEMENT 
By way of introduction, we was by the high priest in pre 

repeat that the whole system of paration for his entering into 
their sanctuary doctrine rests the most holy place on the day 
on the supposition that the con- of atonement. Lev. 16:3-6. 
fessed sins of God's people were Read the first nine chapters 
carried into the first apartment of the book of Leviticus, noting 
of the sanctuary in the blood and in part the burnt sacrifice 1:3-5; 
sprinkled before or on the vail, the peace offering 3:1-8; the case 
thus defiling the sanctuary, and of the ruler committing sin, 
consequently requiring a service 4:22-25; the common people, 4: 
of cleansing. Their position that 27-34; the trespass offering, 5:6-9. 
the blood defiled the sanctuary 
is a piece of pure imagination 
entirely devoid of any scriptural 
evidence. Not a drop of goat's 
or lamb's blood was ever carried 
into the tabernacle except on the 
day of atonement. 
There were but three cases 

when the blood of an animal was 
carried in and sprinkled before 
the vail. In each case it was the 
blood of a bullock, and not the 
blood of a lamb or goat. The 
first was when the high priest 
committed a sin and repented; 
he brought the blood of a bul 
leek and sprinkled it before the 
veil. Lev. 4:3-6. The second 
was when the whole congrega 
tion sinned; a bullock was offer- 
ed whose blood was sprinkled 
before the vail. Lev. 4:13-17. 
The third time the blood was 
taken into the first apartment 
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In every case, with the three 
above excepted, the blood instead 
of being carried into the first 
apartment of the tabernacle, was 
sprinkled on the horns of the 
altar of burnt offering, and pour 
ed at the foot of the same altar. 
VVe reproduce one of the above 
examples which is practically 
the same in every case. This 
instruction is in case "when any 
one of the common people sinned 
through ignorance" 
"And he shall lay his hand 

upon the head of the sin offer 
ing, and slay the sin offering in 
the place of the burnt offering. 
"And the priest shall take of 

the blood thereof with his finger, 
and put it upon the horns of the 
altar of burnt offering, and shall 
pour out all the blood thereof 
at the bottom of the altar." LeT. 
4:29-30. 



The Priests Never Ate any Flesh Found Wanting," no denomina- 
in the Tabernacle tional publication, so far as we 

It is also taught that the sins know, has ever recognized their 
of those who made confession, mistake in regard to the blood 
were taken into the tabernacle being carried into the tabernacle. 
by the priest eating the flesh of We have published it very wide 
the sacrifice in the first apart- ly since Bro. Easterly's pamphlet 
ment. This also is contrary to appeared. In some of the recent 
scripture. The expression "holy publications, the denomination 
place" very frequently refers to teaches that the blood was 
the court of the tabernacle. The sprinkled on the horns of the 
priests were instructed to boil altar of burnt offering instead of 
the flesh of certain offerings in being carried into the tabernacle. 
the holy place. Ex. 29:31, and to Others, in spite of all the evi 
wash their garments in the holy dence that has been produced, 
place. Lev. 6:27; also to take a still teach this error. Prominent 
bath in the holy place. Lev. 6: among them is Elder F. C. Gil- 
26 and to pour out wine in the bert, in his book "Messiah In 
holy place. Num. 28:7. No Bible His Sanctuary, published in 1937, 
student will contend that the and very warmly endorsed by 
first apartment of the tabernacle the denominational paper, the 
or temple was used as a kitchen Review & Herald. In a very 
to boil meat, or as a laundry to recent book, "The Sanctuary 
wash clothes, or a bath room in Service by M. L. Andreason, Pres. 
which to take a bath or to dump of Union College, and professor 
a flagon of wine; neither was it of Biblical Exegesis, S. D. A. 
used as a dining room. The Theological Seminary" located at 
scriptures define plainly where Lincoln, Neb. he takes the true 
they were to eat the flesh of the position that the blood of the 
offering. Lev. 6:26, daily sacrifices was not carried 
"The priest that offereth it for into the first apartment of the 

sin shall eat it: in the holy tabernacle. (f) 
place shall it be eaten, in the Although this defender of the 
court of the tabernacle of the faith recognizes that the old 
congregation." position is unbiblical in that the 
Until Elder John I. Easterly blood was not carried into the 

of Healdsburg, California, pub- tabernacle, nevertheless he takes 
lished his pamphlet, "The 2300 the position that the confessed 
Day 1844 Doctrine Weighed and sins did get into the tabernacle. 

13 



(g). In the old position it was 
easy to understand how the sins 
accumulated in the sanctuary. 
He simply asserts without prov- 
ing that they did eventually get 
into the tabernacle. 

This book The Sanctuary 
Service is prepared for the 1938 
ministerial reading course of the 
denomination. Every minister 
in the denomination who can 
read English, is expected if not 
required to read this presentation 
of the sanctuary question. Every 
minister should have a copy of 
this issue of the Gathering Call 
as a supplement to their reading 
course. We will gladly furnish 
a copy to all who ask for it. 
In the face of all the evidence 

that has been published for 
several years showing from the 
scriptures that the blood of the 

(f) "The blood of the sacrificial vic 
tim was not always carried into the 
holy place, there to be sprinkled before 
the veil. This. as has been noted be 
fore, was done only in the case of the 
anointed priest and of the whole con 
gregation. Lev. 4 :5, 6, 16, 17. When 
an ordinary person or a ruler sinned, 
the blood was sprinkled 'on the altar of 
burnt offering outside the tabernacle, 
and the flesh was eaten by the priests. 
Lev. 4 :25, 34; 6 :30." The Sanctuary 
Service, page 165, by M L. Andreasen. 
Prepared for the 1938 Ministerial Read 
ing Course 
(g) "The unconfessed sins are recorded 
on the altar of burnt offering outside 
the tabernacle. The confessed sins are 
recorded in the holy place, or else on 
the horns of the altar of burnt offer 
ing. However, all confessed sins even 
i!1ally find t.heir way into the sanctuary. 
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daily sacrifices was not taken 
into the tabernacle, neither was 
the flesh eaten in the tabernacle, 
the denomination in the current 
S. S. Quarterly - 4th quarter 
1937, still teaches that the blood 
was carried into the tabernacle, 
and thus the holy place was de- 
filed. (g) 

"When this service had been 
faithfully performed, what was 
done with the sin of the indi 
vidual? Lev. 4:35, last part. 
"Note-'The most important 

part of the daily ministration 
was the service performed in 
behalf of individuals. The repent 
ant sinner brought his offering 
to the door of the tabernacle, 
and placing his hand upon the 
victim's head, confessed his sins, 
thus in figure transferring them 
from himself to the innocent 
sacrifice. By his own hand was 

As the priests partake of the flesh of 
the offerings, the blood of which i. 
sprinkled on the horns of the altar of 
burnt offering, the sins are, through 
the pries ts' offerings as well as by the 
daily offerings of the high priest (Heb, 
7 :27), transferreid to the holy place. We 
are therefore warranted in saying that 
all confessed sins _ and only confes 
sed sins are in the sanctuary proper. 
When the Day of Atonement comes, 
only confessed sins come in review 
before God. and only such sinners as 
have by repentance and confession al 
ready received forgiveness and have 
had their sins transferred to the sanc 
tuary, receiv-e the atonement, the blott 
in.g out of sins. 

"Thus day by day, th roug hou t the 
year, sins were transferred to the 
sanctuary, defiling it." Idem, P. 167. 



the animal then slain, and the 
blood was carried by the priest 
into the holy place and sprinkled 
before the veil, behind which 
was the ark containing the law 
that the sinner had transgressed. 
By this ceremony the sin was, 
through the blood, transferred in 
figure to the sanctuary. In some 
cases the blood was not taken 
into the holy place; but the flesh 
was then to be eaten by the 
priest, as Moses directed the sons 
of Aaron, saying, 'God hath giv 
en it you to bear the iniquity 
of the congregation.' Lev. 10:17. 
Both ceremonies alike symboliz 
ed the transfer of the sin from 
the penitent to the sanctuary.' 
'Patriarchs and Prophets,' pp. 
354, 355." 
This series of lessons is a dis 

grace to the denomination. Three 
times at least the statement is 
made that the blood of the daily 
offerings was carried into the 
first apartment and sprinkled be 
fore the vail. This is absolutely 
false, and we have good reason 
to believe that some of the 
committee who passed upon this 
series of lessons knew that these 
statements were false. 
For over three years we have 

been calling attention to the 
fact that this was a false teach 
ing, and we have at least three 
books published by the denomi 
nation, whose authors are lead- 
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ing officials in the denomination, 
and who have recognized in, .t.h@it 
books that the old 'teaching, that 
the blood was carried into the 
first apartment of the sanctuary 
is contrary to the teachings of 
the Bible. It is shocking tv 
think that the leaders of a de 
nomination which makes, .such 
high claims as the S. D" A.'s 
do, could be guilty of continuing 
to teach wh..t they know is, not 
Biblical; that which they know 
is directly contrary to the teach 
ings of the Bible. 
It may be that some members 

of the examining committee were 
ignorant of this mistaken teach 
ing, but we cannot believe that 
all of them were ignorant of 
this fact. Would to God we 
could get these facts before- the 
honest laity. The common people 
should know that the S. S. Les 
sons are teaching falsehood. If 
the committee are knowingly 
teaching such untruths, then 
they should by all means be set 
aside, and honest men put in 
their places. If they are ignor 
ant of the scriptures on this 
point, especially in view of the 
fact that it has been so repeat 
edly published, then they are 
in the category of the blind lead 
ers of the blind, and should be 
retired. 
Again we say: this quarter's 

lessons are a disgrace to the de- 



nomination, and this disgrace 
cannot be removed except by a 
frank and humble confession. 
Such a confession would be a 
blessing to the confessors and 
to the denomination as a whole. 

The American Standard Ver 
sion which is supported by at 
least eight modern translations 
in our posession, renders Rev. 
14:5 "There was no lie found in 
their mouth." It is not a lie to 
teach error unwittingly, but it 
certainly is a lie for people who 
know the truth to continue to 
teach error. Without a humble 
confession, none of the teachers 
who still knowingly continue to 
teach error regarding the sane 
tuary, can have any part with 
the 144,000. 
One of the books that has re 

cently come from the R. & H. 
publishing house, should be plac 
ed in.' the same catalog as the 
S. S. Quarterly. We refer to 
MESSIAH IN HIS SANCTUARY 
by F. C. Gilbert. He is supposed 
to be the best authority on He 
brew . in the denomination be 
cause of. his Jewish nationality, 
and his special training in this 
field.. He, like the S. S. Lessons, 
contnues to teach that which is 

of the daily offerings was car 
ried into the first apartment of 
the tabernacle and by this means 
sins were' transferred to the holy 
place. And this book is very 
highly recommended by the de 
nominational paper. See R. & H. 
July 29, 1937. 
Will anything but the judg 

ment of God persuade the lead 
ers to be honest with their 
people. Brethren, you will have 
an account to render before the 
judgment seat of God if you con 
tinue to be false shepherds to the 
flock. You may be able to quiet 
your conscience for the present 
by reasoning that it is expedient 
for the work to keep people In 
ignorance of the truth; but do 
you think that will work with 
God? Does God have to depend 
on deception to carryon His 
work? These things call loudly 
for reformation. 
A most satisfactory method 

to make these correctons wou Id 
be to heed the petit.ion that 
came from the Australasian Com 
mittee, and call a council of 
Bible students to studv this ques 
tion; then publish to the dcnomi 
nation their findings. 
How Did the Papacy Get Int o 

directly contrary to the teach- Heaven? 
ing of the. Word of God, and we The denomination has another 
know that his attention has been explanation of how the heavenly 
C'8.11ed to this error. He also sanctuary was defiled. Our lim 
continues to teach that the blood ited space will not permit our 
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going into this in detail. In people from the captivity in 
brief, the teaching is that the modern Babylon, and the restora 
Roman Catholic Church defiled tion to them of the mediation 
the heavenly sanctuary by its of Christ? 
teaching that the means of sal- "'And he said unto me, Unto 
vat ion is according to their r it- two thousand and three hundred 
ual. days; then shall the sanctuary 
This second position teaches be cleansed.' verse 14." 

that the little horn of Daniel 8 We find the following note 
defiled the heavenly sanctuary under this question: "The cam 
by taking away the daily and men cent of the cleansing of the 
"substituting its own mediatorial heavenly sanctuary marks the 
system for that of Christ" and beginning of a new era in the 
thus "struck directly at the experience of the people of God 
heavenly sanctuary and its ser- on earth; namely the deliverance 
vice." from the power of modern Baby- 
Another quotation will make lon, the restoration to them of 

this more plain. "The action the knowledge of the mediation 
which made the Pope the vicar of Christ for them in the heaven 
of God and the high priest of the ly sanctuary." 
apostasy, really took away from The same position is taken by 
Christ, as far as human intent the denomination in The Sanctu 
and power were concerned, His ary Service prepared for the 1938 
place and work as the only medi- ministerial reading course. Speak 
ator between God and man (1 ing of the false teachings ef the 
Tin'. 2:5), and this took a way papacy, the author concludes 
from Him, as far as man could with these words: 
take it away, the continual medi- "All these claims would fall 
ation, according to the prediction to the ground if men were only 
in this prophecy." Note on Dan. cognizant of the true ministry of 
8:11-13 in Bible Readings page Christ. A knowledge of the 
228. sanctuary truth is the only anti- 
In the study "A great pro- dote to the false claims of the 

phetic period (the 2300 days of hierarchy of Rome. For this 
Dan. 8)" in Bible Readings, pp. reason it is important to the 
230-237, we find the following papacy that the sanctuary sub 
question and answer: "17. What ject remain unknown. For this 
prophetic period, therefore, ex- reason God has made His people 
tends to the deliverance of God's the depositaries of His. tnuth 
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concerning the sanctuary." p.273. 
Luther Met the Papacy Without 

the Adventist Sanctuary 
Will anyone deny that Luther 

had an antidote for the false 
teachings of the papacy? History 
affords no greater nor more suc 
cessful antidote to the false 
teachings of the papacy than 
were heralded to the world by 
Luther and his followers, and 
none of them knew anything 
whatsoever of the sanctuary 
question as taught by S. D. A.'s. 
Millions of people since the days 
of Luther have successfully com 
bated the teachings of the pap 
acy without the slightest know 
ledge of the sanctuary question. 
Anyone depending on the teach 
ings of the sanctuary question 
as presented by the denomina 
tion '0 meet the false position 
of the R. C. church, will meet 
with a most dismal failure. 
Makbg the Papacy Defile the 
Sanctuary a Thousand Years Be- 
fore it Came into Existance 
This teaches that the heavenly 

sanctuary was defiled by the 
papacy. But how could the 
papacy get into heaven to defile 
ie, the dwelling place of God? 
The teachings of the papacy had 
no influence in heaven what 
ever. None of the inhabitants 
of heaven were deceived by the 
false teachings of the papacy. The 
only deception that she practised 
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is here on the earth. The 
cleansing necessary to purge 
away the defilement of the 
papacy c6uld not be carried on 
in heaven, for heaven was not 
defiled by the papacy. The 
cleansing most certainly should 
be applied where the defilement 
was made. The papacy took 
away the work of Christ in man's 
behalf from the minds of the 
people here on this earth, there 
fore the only cleansing that was 
necessary was to take away that 
deception from the minds of 
men, and not from the heavenly 
sanctuary. And the cleansing 
would certainly be after the or 
der of defilement. If the papacy 
occupied the place of Christ 
and thus defiled the heavenly 
sanctuary, then the only way by 
which the heavenly sanctuary 
could be cleansed would be by 
removing the papacy from its 
false position. And that would 
be wholly confined to the sphere 
of men in earth and Lot in 
heaven. The enlightenment of 
the people in regard to the de 
ceptions of the papacy was an 
earthly and not a heavenly W01.'k. 

True it was God who inspired 
human agents to do this work, 
but they did it in earth and not 
in heaven. 
Again it will be noted that 

nothing happened to the papacy 
in 1844 which removed her from 



her false position. This was ac 
complished by the great refor 
mation and the introduction of 
the Word of God in the language 
of the common people. This was 
accomplished over three hundred 

years before 1814. This part of 
the creed needs to be corrected, 
and the only way it can be cor 
rected is to completely abandon 
it as a piece of folly. 

THE DAY OF ATONEMENT 
So far as the record goes the 

day of atonement was never ob 
served till the Israelites came out 
of Egypt, 2500 years after the 
fall of Adam. It is found but 
once in the New Testament 
(Rom. 5:11), but in all reliable 
translations it is rendered re- 
conciliation. " 
The work of the day of atone 

ment is very plainly described in 
Lev. 16. The essentials of this 
day were the selection of two 
goats and their disposition. The 
high priest cast lots on these two 
goats; one for the Lord's goat 
and the other for the scapegoat. 
After making prescribed pre 

parations the high priest slew 
the goat that was selected for 
the Lord's goat, carried the blood 
Into the most holy place and 
sprinkled the blood upon and be 
fore the mercy seat seven times. 
Following this service he laid his 
hands on the head of the live 
goat and "confessed over him 
all the iniquities of the children 
of Israel . . . putting them upon 
the head of the goat, and then 
sent him away" by the hand ot a 

19 

fit man into the wilderness. This 
goat, it was said, "shall bear up 
on him all their iniquities unto a 
land of separation." Lev. 16:21, 
22, margin. 
This service was repeated once 

every year. It was all a type of 
something. All Christian Bible 
students agree that the slaying 
of the Lord's goat was an object 
lesson of the death of Christ on 
the cross. There is not such uni 
ty of OpInIOn regarding the 
scapegoat; but all agree that they 
were both types which pointed 
forward to some future event. 
Few if any except Jews and S. 
D. A.'s deny that the typical 
services of the day of atonement 
came to an end at the cross. 
The Atonement was Made During 

the 70 Weeks 
The unanimous teaching of 

the denomination, including their 
prophet, placed the atonement 
this side of 1844, but this, like 
all of their sanctuary teaching, 
is contrary to the Bible. In the 
Septuagint translation Dan. 9:24 
reads; 
"Seventy weeks have been de- 
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A Knotty Question 
Question: If the day of atone 

ment did not begin until 1844 then 
why should the typical day of 
atonement have ceased to be 
celebrated by Christians this side 
of the cross? 

Mrs. White says: "The inter 
cession of Christ in man's be 
half in the sanctuary above is 
as essential to the plan of sal 
vation as was his death upon 
the cross." Great Controversy, 
p. 489. If the work which is 
now going on in the sanctuary 
above is as essential as Christ's 
death upon the cross, why then 
should not the type calling at 
tention to that great essential 
have continued until that work 
(the atonement) began? If the 
typical service had been continu 
ed till 1844, when S. D. A.'s say 
the atonement began, the Chris 
tian world would not have for 
gotten it for 1800 years, and it 
would have been understood by 
those who gave the 1844 message 
hence they would have been 
spared the great mistake of 
1844 and would have been kept 
from floundering for ten years 
or more before they discovered 
this alleged important truth. 
Turn again te Lev. 16 and 

read afresh the doings of the 
day of atonement. How long 
did this day last? How much 
time elapsed between the kill- 
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determined upon thy people, and 
upon the holy city, for sin to be 
ended, and to seal up transgres 
sions, and to blot out the ini 
quities, and to make atonement 
for iniquities, and to bring in 
everlasting righteousness, and to 
seal the vision and the prophet, 
and to anoint the Most Holy." 
This is a correct translation 

for it is in harmony with the 
original. The word "reconcili 
ation" as found in the authorized 
version, is translated from the 
Hebrew word kaphar. It is found 
95 times in the O. T., and is 
translated atonement 73 times. 
This Hebrew word is found 16 
times in the sixteenth chapter 
of Lev" the chapter giving di 
rections for the day of atone 
ment and it is translated "atone 
ment" 15 times. In the 20th 
verse it is rendered "reconcil 
ing" but here it is translated 
"atonement" in the Septuagint 
version. 

If Dan. 9:24 teaches anything 
about the atonement it certainly 
teaches that atonement was made 
before the close of the "seventy 
weeks," and therefore no place 
can be found for it this side of 
1844. The N. T. writers are unan 
imous in teaching that the atone 
ment was made on the cross. To 
this agree all the men of God, 
except S. D. A.'s, both before 
and after 1844. 



ing of the goat and the taking trie anti type, we would be in 
of its blood into the most holy great difficulty, for no goat 
place and the sending of the could live that long, and the 
live goat out of the camp? Can scapegoat would have died a 
you find any eighteen centuries natural death before he was 
between the two? Mrs. White sent out of the camp. 
says: "We are now living in The denomination teaches that 
the great day of atonement." Christ closed a door of the heav 
G. C. 490. And this day she enly sanctuary in 1844, (See 
teaches, began on Oct. 22, 1844. Early Writings, pp. 42, 43, 251.) 
If the death of the Lord's goat but there is nothing in the earth 
met its antitype in the death of ly service to indicate the shutting 
Christ on the cross, then of any door. The only anteced 
why should we be expected to ent for such a notion is found 
wait over 1800 years after the in the teaching for seven years 
cross to begin the day of atone- that the "door of mercy" was 
ment? Where can you find any closed in 1844 to all but Advent 
thing in the type that hinted believers. 
at such a lapse of time? The pioneers, including Mrs 

The ancient day of atonement White, taut that as the Aaronic 
lasted but 24 hours. Why should high priest carried the names of 
the beginning of that day in the the twelve tribes of Israel into 
antitype be delayed for 1800 the most holy place on the day 
years after Christ shed his blood of atonement so Christ carried 
and then when it did start, con- all the names of those who could 
tinue for nearly 100 years? And be saved on His breast-plate as 
no telling how much longer it He entered the most holy apart 
will continue. To any candid ment of the heavenly sanctuary 
mind this seems to be altogether in 1844. But this too, is contrary 
out of harmony with the type. to the type, for the high priest 

The scapegoat was sent to the did not wear the breastplate 
wilderness immediately after when he went into the holiest 
the blood of the goat was sprin- on the day of atonement. (See 
kled on the mercy seat. If the Lev. 16:4, 23.) 

I day of atonement began in 1844 The many inconsistent and 
why shouldn't the scapegoat unscriptural interpretations of 
have been sent to the wilder- the sanctuary question, as taut 
ness in 1844? If the type is any by the denomination have troubl 
guide to our understanding of ed the thinking Bible teachers 
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in their ranks for many years That we may better under 
until some of them have ceased stand .the evidence let us get 
to discuss the question, or to the facts regarding the ancient 
teach it in public. This question service weh in mind. 
is sadly in need of a re-study. The scapegoat was not killed 
This is one of the questions on the day of atonement, but he 

which prompted the Australasian was taken to a land of separa 
delegation to petition the gen- tion on that day. 
eral conference to call a general When he was taken to the 
council for the purpose of re- wilderness he was not expected 
studying. The failure or refus- to die an unnatural death. The 
al of the general conference wilderness was his natural habi 
to call such a council is a strong tat and he was free to wander 
indication that they recognize at large. He was not bound. 
the weakness of their teaching The natural, and I believe, 
on this subject and fear to have correct inference is that he was 
this fundamental feature of the never allowed to return to the 
creed exposed to the light of camp. 
investigation. The Death of the Scapegoat Was 
For the consideration of those no Part of the Day of Atonement 

who have a desire to re-examine The death or end of the scape 
the sanctuary question, whether goat is no part of the day of 
a council is called or not, we atonement, and is therefore not 
turn from the negative to the revealed in this day's service, 
positive side of this question. neither was there any punish- 
Bear in mind that the events ment pronounced upon him. 

of the ancient service of atone- We will take it for granted 
ment were performed in one day that all believe that when Satan 
of 24 hours. There is no warrant is introduced into sacred history 
in separating these events. All he is represented as a fallen 
agree that the death of the angel or a heavenly being whose 
Lord's goat met its fulfillment dwelling place was in the pres 
on the cross, therefore if we ence of God and His Son Jesus 
are to be guided by the type Christ. That he had access to 
we must find the fulfillment of the councils of God while carry 
that part which applies to the ing on his work here in the 
scapegoat not far removed from earth, is a Bible fact. 
the death of Christ. "There was a day when the 
Details of the Day of Atonement sons of God came to present 
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themselves before the Lord and 
Satan came also among them." 
Job. 1:6 and 2:1. In commenting 
on this scripture Mrs. White says 
"The Scriptures declare that 
upon one occasion, when the 
angels of God came to present 
themselves before the Lord, 
Satan came also among them." 
G. C. 518. This teaches that 
Satan had access to the presence 
of God and the angels in the 
time of Job, centuries after the 
fall of Satan. 

That Satan was a member of 
the heavenly family before sin 
entered his heart, is affirmed 
by the denominaton as is also 
the fact that he was cast out of 
heaven. 
When Was Satan Cast Out? 
We now come to the impor 

tant feature of this discussion: 
When was Satan cast out of 
heaven? There are two phases 
of this question each of which 
can number its supporters a 
mong Bible students. First, he 
was cast out before the fall of 
man but had access to heaven 
after he was cast to the earth. 
Second, he was permitted to 
remain in heaven long after his 
fall but was permitted to carry 
on his work among men on this 
planet. 
I can recall no scripture that 

would indicate that he was cast 
23 
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to the earth at his fall, while 
there are texts which teach 
that he was cast out milleniums 
after sin entered his heart. 
In speaking of the coming of 

the Holy Spirit Jesus said: "And 
when he is come, he will re 
prove the world of sin, and of 
righteousness, and of judgment: 
of sin, because they believe not 
on me; of righteousness, because 
I go to my Father, and ye see 
me no more; of judgment, be 
cause the prince of this world is 
judged." In. 16:8-11. This was 
to follow the ascension of Christ, 
when the Holy Spirit should 
come. There was some judg 
ment to be pronounced against 
the prince of this world at the 
time of the crucifixion. 
"Now is the judgment of this 

world: now shall the prince of 
this world be cast out." In. 12: 
31. This was spoken just a few 
days before the crucifixion, and 
notice it says "NOW," not in the 
past. It was a current event. 
AH agree that "the prince of 
this world" is Satan. From where 
was Satan cast out? Certainly 
not out of the world for he 
has been among us unto the 
present day. And it would have 
been of no special importance 
to cast him out of the heart of 
some believer, for this was an 
everyday event during Christ's 
ministry. Luke 10:18 evidently 



"Some very convincing evidence 
on the question under consider 
ation. "And there was war in 
heaven: Michael and his angels 
fought against the dragon; and 
the dragon fought and his an 
gels, and prevailed not, neither 
was their place found any more 
in heaven. And the great dragon 
was cast out; that old serpent, 
called the Devil, and Satan, 
which deceivetln the whole world: 
he . was cast out into the earth, 
and his angels were cast out 
with. him." Rev. 12:7-9. 

This plainly teaches that Sa 
tan land his angels were cast 
out of heaven into the earth, 
and the context indicates that 
this was an event connected 
with Christ's experience on 
this: earth. 
Satan Cast Out at the Time of 

the Crucifixion 
That Satan was cast out of 

heaven this side of the fall is 
confirmed by Rev. 12:10. "And 
I heard a loud voice saying in 
heaven, Now is come salvation, was "caught up to God" the 
and strength, and the kingdom 
of ! pur God, and the power of 
his. .Chr ist: for the accuser of 
the brethren is cast down, which unto the earth, he persecuted 
accused them before our God the woman which brought forth 
day .and night." Before he was the man child." Verse 13. 
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answers the inquiry: "I beheld 
Satan as lightning fall from 
.heaven." 

John the revelator records 

"cast down" he was in the pres 
ence of God "day and night" 
accusing the brethren. 
This privilege ceased when "he 

was cast out into the earth." 
While he was in the presence of 
God he was accusing the breth 
ren. Before the fall of our 
first parents there were no breth 
ren to accuse before God, there 
fore he must have been cast out 
of heaven this side of the fall. 
There are two major topics in 

the twelfth chapter of Revela 
tion; the history of the woman 
that brat forth "the man child" 
and the account of casting Satan 
out of heaven. The story of 
the woman begins with the 
chapter and continues to the 
6th verse, when the account 
of the dragon is introduced in 
verses 7 to 13, and then the story 
of the woman is continued to 
the end of the chapter. 
The casting out of Satan is 

therefore closely associated with 
the birth and ascension of Christ. 
The dragon stood ready to de- 
vour the child as soon as it was 
born. When the man child 

dragon was cast down and 'when 
the dragon saw that he was cast 



, 
The casting out of Satan brat 

forth a chorus of praise from 
the host of heaven, "Therefore 
rejoice ye heavens, and ye that 
dwell in them." v. 12. But this 
rejoicing in heaven was mingled 
with woe because of the inhabit 
ants of the earth. "Woe to the 
inhabitants of the earth and of 
the sea! for the devil is come down 
unto you, having great wrath, 
because he knoweth he hath but 
a short time." 
This rejoicing was in heaven 

and was caused by the banish 
ment of Satan from their midst, 
following the "war in heaven," 
and it was in connection with 
the birth and ascension of Christ. 
The denomination teaches, and 
rightly I think, that when Satan 
sinned the heavenly host not 
knowing the nature of sin held 
some sympathy for him, there 
fore, the Father was obliged to 
allow Satan to develop his char 
acter sufficiently to let the an 
gels see the true character of 
the enemy. The enmity that 
he manifested toward Christ in 
putting Him to death so reveal 
ed his nature that all the host of 
heaven except his followers, had 
no more sympathy for him, and 
then he was cast out of heaven 
never again to be privileged to 
return. 

--~ .-_ ..•. 

When Satan was cast out of 
heaven he at once began to per 
secute the woman that brat 
forth the man' child. This lo 
cates the time. It was after the 
death, resurrection and ascen 
sion of Christ. And truly his 
tory confirms this view. 
A New Thing This Side of 

the Cross 
Before the cross God's people 

were comparatively free from 
persecution. True, the Israelites 
were sorely oppressed by the 
nations around them, but this 
was not persecution for their 
righteousness, but punishment 
for their apostasy. When they 
were faithful to God no nation 
ever disturbed them. There is no 
example in the O. T. of the 
Israelites being persecuted for 
their loyalty to God. There are 
a few individual cases, but most 
of the recorded cases were events 
of great deliverance to the glory 
of God. 
But how different this side of 

the cross. The whole history of 
God's people for over 18GO years 
has been one continuous perse 
cution, not for apostasy but for 
righteousness, and the cruelty 
has been the most bitter that 
the Devil could invent. Truly 
the Devil "has come down hav 
ing great wrath" and has "per 
secuted the woman" without 
mercy. 
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The Holy Spirit did not des 
cend till after the ascension of 
Christ. Why shouldn't He have 
been sent immediately after the 
fall? There is a reason. A spe 
cial emergency arose which 
necessitated His presence here, 
following the departure of the 
Lord. Satan was cast out of 
heaven and confined to this 
earth and he began a war on 
the people of God that was a 
thousand fold more severe than 
was ever before known. The 
followers of Christ had to meet 
an unseen foe in a combat never 
experienced by their fathers. 
Satan had "come down having 
great wrath." "He persecuted 
the woman." "Arid the dragon 
was wroth with the woman, and 
went to make war with the 
remnant of her seed." The Holy 
Ghost was commissioned to this 
earth at the time the dragon 
was cast out of heaven to meet 
his new raging warfare. All these 
events fit perfectly together, and 
make one harmonious whole. 
We certainly are warranted in 

believing that the death of Christ 
was the crowning point which 
led to the expulsion of Satan 
from heaven. He is not only 
guilty of the death of Christ but 
he is responsible for the sins of 
the entire human race, in that 
he was the one who tempted 
them to sin. 

Day of Atonement Complete at 
the Cross 

Returning to the day of atone 
ment, ~e find a complete ful 
fillment of the types in the events 
of the time of the crucifixion. 
Christ's death on the cross ful 
filled the type of the slaying of •• 
the Lord's goat, and just follow 
ing His resurrection He ascended 
to His Father and His sacrifice 
was accepted. Proof: After quot 
ing In. 20:17, "Touch Me not, 
for I have not yet ascended to 
My Father," Mrs. White says: 
"Jesus quickly ascended to His 
Father to hear from His lips that 
He accepted the sacrifice, and 
to receive all power in heaven 
and upon earth ... The same 
day He returned, and showed 
Himself to His disciples." E. W. 
187, 188. 
"Jesus refused to receive the 

homage of His people until He 
had the assurance that His sacri 
fice was accepted by the Father. 
He ascended to the heavenly 
courts, and from God Himself 
heard the assurance that His 
atonement for the sins of man 
had been ample, that thru His 
blood all might gain eternal 
life." D. A. 790. 
Thus was completed the day 

of atonement so far as it applied 
to Christ. His blood was shed 
and immediately after His res 
urrection He entered the most 
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holy apartment of the heavenly 
sanctuary and the Father ac 
cepted His sacrifice and pro 
ounced it ample and complete. 

Following this, there "was war 
in heaven" and the scapegoat, 

Satan, was cast out of heaven 
"into a land of separation," this 
earth. And so the entire day 
of atonement was completed in 
a very brief space of time in 
perfect harmony with the type. ·1 

THE INVESTIGATIVE JUDGMENT 
History of this Doctrine of the 2,300 days. The seventh- 

The first angel's message or day Sabbath came in a little 
"investigative judgment," as it is later which widened the breach 
called in Advent parlance, was between the two factions. 
given by Wm. Miller and his Early in 1845 one group began 
followers prior to Oct. 22, 1844. teaching that they had made a 
They gave the correct interpre- mistake in their reckoning and 
tation of this message. The idea therefore the 2300 days did not 
that a cleansing work was to end in 1844. They readjusted 
take place in heaven never enter- their figures and continued to set 
ed their minds. They taut that dates for the termination of the 
the judgment of the first mes- prophetic period and the coming 
sage was the destruction of the of the Lord. For a time they also 
wicked. taut the "shut door" but in April 
After the great disappointment 1845 they met in conference in 

of Oct. 22, 1844, they lived in Albany, N. Y., and repudiated 
almost daily expectation of the the "shut door," and went to 
Lord's return. As they continu- work to convert sinners. This 
ed to look and wait they were group turned against the seventh 
plunged into deeper and deeper day Sabbath and were therefore 
perplexity. Explanations of their called First-day Adventists. 
disappointment multiplied. As The other group, led by James 
new theories were advanced the White and wife, Joseph Bates, 
Advent band was divided into and others, continued to stand 
many factions. There were two stoutly for the termination of the 
outstanding differences of inter- 2300 days in 1844, the 'shut door' 
pretation which resulted in part- and later for the seventh-day 
ing the Advent believers into Sabbath. They of course were 
two very hostile camps. These called Seventh-day Adventists. 
two teachings related to the close These outstanding differences 
of probation and the termination which distinguished the two 
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groups, no well informed, honest Invention, and not a discovery. 
Adventist will deny. It was the outgrowth of a series 
Both factions continued to set of very grievous disappointments. 

time for the Lord to return: the For brevity we will use 1. J. 
one by readjusting the time of for investigative judgment. 
the termination of the 2300 days; The Investigative Judgment 
the other by speculation on what Defined 
was going on in heaven. We will let the defenders of 
The followers of the Whites the doctrine define what they 

never varied from their teaching mean by the 1. J. 
that the 2300 days terminated "The investigative judgement 
Oct. 22, 1844. Having fixed the takes place prior to the second 
date their only explanation lay advent, and the resurrection of 
in the event that took place in the just, that it may be known 
1844. Both groups were blessed who are worthy of the first re 
with fertile imaginations and surrection." James White, Life 
they made good use of them. One Incidents, p. 323. 
ran wild on shifting dates for "This work of examination of 
the beginning and ending of the character, of determining who 
prophetic periods, while the oth- are prepared for the kingdom of 
er kept pace by portraying heav- God is that of the investigative 
enly scenes, and by this means judgment, the closing work in 
shifted dates for the Lord to the sanctuary above." Mrs. E. G. 
come. White, G. C. p. 428. 
Early in their disappointment "The cases of the righteous 

the S. D. A.'s taught that Christ must be settled before the Lord 
went into the presence of the comes - else how can it be 
Father to receive His kingdom, known who is to be saved? The 
and would therefore return to Sanctuary Service, p. 305. Pre 
the earth after the coronation. pared by Prof. M. L. Andreasen 
This was of short life. Then He for the 1938 Ministerial Reading 
had gone into the most holy to Course. 
make atonement; later they had The Review and Herald, Oct. 
to be sealed with the Sabbath. 29, 1931, affirms that the 1. J. 
The last and most permanent is not to inform God, because 
theory, the one still taut, is known He knows, "because He is infin 
as the investigative judgment. ite; but men and angels do not 
The investigative judgment as know because they, both men 

taut by the denomination is an and angels, are finite. The rea- 
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son for a judgment, then, is that 
finite beings may not only be 
lieve that God is just, but that 
they may know both the per 
fection of His justice and the 
depth of His mercy." 
In this statement the denomi 

national paper puts itself square 
ly against their own prophet in 
two points. First, Mrs. White 
and all the denominational litera 
ture teach that the 1. J. is for 
the purpose of informing God; 
and second, Mrs. White repeated 
ly states that the angels do know 
as well as God. In Test. Vol. 

., 
I 
I 

/'4 

1, p. 544, she says: "Heavenly 
angels are acquainted with our 
words and actions, and even 
with the thoughts and intents 
of the heart." See also Vol. 2, 
pp. 181, 442; G. C. p. 486. 
The R. and H. teaches that the 

dead are unconscious till the first 
resurrection, therefore no 1. J. 
can inform the dead till after 
the coming of Christ when they 
are returned to life. Also, the 
denomination, including Mrs. 
White, teach that the 1. J. is 
finished before the resurrection, 
that God "may know who are 
worthy of the first resurrection." 
If the 1. J. is all finished before 
the first resurrection, then poor 
finite men will never have the 
privlege of knowing either the 
"perfection of His justice" or 
"depth of His mercy." 

Then how inconsistent to teach 
that an 1. J. began in 1844, if 
God and'rthe angels know "every 
secret sin" and' "the thoughts 
and intents of the heart" and the 
dead are unconsious till the L 
J. is all finished. 
The Investigative Judgment In 
Progress Ninety-Three Years 
"The judgment is now passing 

in the sanctuary above. Forty 
years has this work been in 
progress. Soon - none know 
how soon - it will pass to the 
cases of the living." Mrs. E. G. 
White, Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. 
4, p. 315. Published in 1884. 
If it had been in progress for 

forty years in 1884, it has now 
been in progress for over ninety 
three years. 
James White Stoutly Opposed 

the Investigative Judgment 
The theory of the 1. J. is not 

only contrary to the Scriptures, 
but is also contrary to the teach 
ings of the pioneers including 
Mrs. White. Capt. Bates taut 
the 1. J. not many years after 
the disappointment, but James 
White vigorously combated the 
Bates theory. After quoting Matt. 
25:31-33, he says: 
"This scripture evidently points 

out the most important events 
of the day of Judgment. That 
day will be 1000 years long. 2 
Pet. 3:7, 8. The event which 
will introduce the Judgment day, 
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will be the coming of the Son of 
Man, to raise the sleeping saints, 
and to change those that are alive 
at that time ..... 
"It is not necessary that the 

final sentence should be given 
before the first resurrection, as 
some have taught; for the names 
of the saints are written in heav- 

that the anger of the nations, 
the seven last plagues, and the 
time to judge the dead, were 
separate and distinct, one follow 
ing the other." 
This was given Jan. 5, 1849. 

Therefore the seven last plagues 
must have come before this 
date, or the I. J. had not com- 

•• 
en, and Jesus, and the angels menced. 
will certainly know who to raise, I. J. Without Foundation in the 
and gather to the New Jerusa- Word of God 
lem." James White in A Word to But we have more positive 
the Little Flock, p. 24. evidence on the part of James 
This was published in May, White against the 1. J. In the 

1847, yet Brother Bates continued Advent Review of Sept., 1850, 
to teach his theory of the I. J. James White says: 
To meet this heresy of Capt. "Some have contended that the 
Bates. Mrs. White had a vision day of judgment was prior to 
Jan. 5, 1849, in confirmation of the second advent. This view is 
her husband's stand on the judg- certainly without foundation in 
ment. In this vision she says: the word of God .. . 
I. J. Contrary to the Visions "Daniel, 'in the night visions' 
"I saw that the anger of the saw that 'judgment was given 

nations, the wrath of God, and to the Saints of the Most High,' 
the time to judge the dead, were but not to mortal saints -- not 
separate and distinct, one fol- 'until the Ancient of days came,' 
lowing the other." E. W. p. 36. and the 'little horn' ceased pre- 
These quotations show that vailing, which will not be until 

James White and his wife did he is destroyed by the bright 
not believe the 1. J. would begin ness of Christ's coming. 
until after ~e first resurrection. '''I charge thee before God, and 
Mrs. White defined the wrath the Lord Jesus Christ who shall 

of God to mean the seven last judge the quick and the dead at 
plagues. (See E. W. p. 64). We (not before) his appearing and 
can therefore substitute "seven his kingdom.' -2 Tim. 4:1. 
last plagues" in the above quo- "The advent angel (Rev. 14:6,7) 
tation for the wrath of. God. saying with a loud voice, Fear 
It would then read, "I saw God and give glory to him: for 
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the hour of his judgment is come the beginning of the 1. J. Of the 
does not prove that the day of many proofs in support of this 
judgment came in 1840, or in 18- fact we cite but one. After 
44, nor that it will come prior quoting the above scripture Mrs. 
to the second advent." White says: 

Language could not be strong- "Thus was presented to the 
er to show that the Whites did prophet's vision the opening of 
not believe in an investigative the investigative judgment." 
judgment up to the close of 1850, Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. 4, p. 307. 
six years after the disappoint- Some of the Bible students in 
ment. Notice some of the strong the denomination have recog 
expressions in this article: "that nized the shallowness of such an 
the day of judgment was prior application and have tried to 
to the second advent ... is cer- correct the blunder. 
tainly without foundation in the In the Sabbath School Quarter 
Word of God." Notice that he ly for third quarter, 1927, page 
also states most positively that 30, is found a lesson on the 1.J. 
the first angel's message "does We reproduce two questions 
not prove that the day of [udg- from this study: "Question 17. 
ment came in 1840, or 1844, nor Who are to be judged after the 
that it will come prior to the saints are taken with Jesus to 
second advent." Heaven? 1 Cor. 6:2, 3; 2 Pet. 2:9 

Daniel 7:9, 10, 13, 14. "Question 18. How is this judg- 
Also it is worthy of note that men scene described? Rev. 20:4; 

Elder White uses Dan. 7:9-11 to Dan. 7:9, 10." 
prove that the judgment could This is <he true interpretation 
not begin prior to the second of Dan. 7:9, 10, and agrees with 
coming of Christ. For several the position of James White in 
years this scripture has been us- 1850. 
ed by the denomination to prove I. J. Not Indorsed for Ten Years 
that the 1. J. began in 1844; After 1844 
while Brother White uses it as The investigative judgment as 
forcibly to prove that it could it is held today, was not intro 
not begin prior to the first resur- ducad into the denominational 
rection. literature aside from Capt. Bates' 

Since about 1857 till a few privately published pamphlets for 
years ago the denomination has at least ten years after the disap 
been united in teo ching that pointment. In the spring of 1854 
Dan. 7:9, 10, 13, 14 announced Elder Loughborough suggested 
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the idea of the 1. J. in a private 
letter. The idea seemed to strike 
Uriah Smith, Assistant Editor of 
the R. & H., favorably, as his 
published comments on Elder L's 
letter indicate. The idea lay 
dormant for about three years 
before it received any considera 
tion in the R. & H. Smith and 
Loughborough were not among 
the pioneers until 1852, both be 
ing too young to take any part 
in the '44 movement. Evidently 
they were not conversant with 
the position taken by James 
White and endorsed by Mrs. 
White in vision regarding this 
subject before they connected 
with the work. 
James White and His Wife 

Contradict Themselves 
The strong position taken by 

James White and his wife against 
the I. J., was too fresh in their 
minds, and too fresh in the 
minds of their followers, for 
them to reverse their position 
so soon. Elder White waited, 
therefore, for about three years 
before endor-sing the suggestion. 
In the R. & H. of Jan. 29, 1857 

of the 2300 days. Every explan 
ation thus far had proved a 
dismal failure. The First-day 
Adventists were teaching that 
the 2300 days did not terminate 
in 1844. This the S. D. A.'s most 
stoutly combated. The people 
were demanding an explanation 
of what did take place in 1844 
if the 2300 days ended at that 
time. They were completely 
without an answer. They had 
to find something to mark the 
termination of this long period, 
or capitulate to their most bitter 
enemies, the First-day Adventists. 
The I. J. offered their only es 
cape. Therefore James White 
shut his eyes to his former posi 
tion and enthusiastically support 
ed the I. J. which a few years 
before he had stoutly combated. 
After J ames White reversed 

himself and was teaching the I.J. 
Mrs. White had another vision in 
which she was shown that the 
I. J. began in 1844. Her husband 
reversed himself in 1857, and 
Mrs. White followed suit in vi 
sion in 1858. S. G. Vol. 1 p. 198. 
The I. J. stands or falls on the 

James White reversed himself meaning of the term "within 
and endorsed the teaching of an the vail." For over seventy years 
I. J. For a number of years after the denomination has taut that 
the 1851 disappointment they "within the vail," meant in the 
floundered without any definite holy, or first apartment of the 
message regarding the advent. heavenly temple. Proof of this 
They felt most keenly the lack is legion, but because of limited 
of something to mark the close space we will introduce but one 
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testimony-but one which no S. 
D. A. will dare to dispute, We 
quote from G. C. p. 420. 

"The ministration of the priest 
throughout the year in the first 
apartment of the sanctuary, 
'within the vail' which formed 
the door and separated the holy 
place from the outer court, rep 
resents the work of ministration 
upon which Christ entered at His 
ascension." 

But if it can be shown from 
the Scriptures that the expres 
sion "within the vail" is applied 
to the most holy apartment of 
the sanctuary, then Christ en 
tered the most holy at His as 
cension and the argument that 
He waited till Oct. 22, 1844 be 
fore entering the most holy 
apartment of the heavenly sanc 
tuary falls to the ground. 

Within the Vail 
"Within the vail" is a Bible 

term. therefore we must go to 
the Bible to find what it means. 
My S. D. A. brother, are you 
willing to test your interpreta 
tion by this standard and abide 
by the evidence? 
The phrase "within the vail" 

is found but once in the New 
Testament. but it appears five 
times in the Old. It being a bor 
rowed term from the time of 
the tabernacle service we must 
necessarily go to the Old Testa 
ment for an explanation of its 

meaning. For the convenience 
of the reader we reproduce every 
example of its use in the O. T. 
in the order in which they ap 
pear. (a) 

Without the Vail 
If within the vail refers to the 

second apartment then without 
the vail must apply to the first 
apartment in which were located 
the candlestick, the altar of in 
cense, and the table of shew 
bread. This expression is found 
four times in the Bible. (b) 
As truly as the term "within 

the vail" refers to the most holy 
place, the term "without the 
vail," refers to the holy place. 
There are no exceptions. 

Before the Vail 
"Before the vail," like "with 

out the vail" always refers to 
the first apartment. It is used 
but four tmes. (c) 
The word "vail" as applied to 

the tabernacle is found 25 times 
in the Old Testament, and in 
every case it is applied to the 
curtain between the first and 
second apartments. True, the 
door to the tabernacle was a 
curtain, but the O. T. writers 
never called it a vail, much less 
"the vail." It is called "the 
hanging for the door" or "the 
door of the tabernacle," and 
"before the door of the taber 
nacle" always refers to the court 
in front of the tabernacle. 
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The Vail In the New Testament 
The word "vail" (or veil, as it 

is spelled) referring to the 
temple is found six times in the 
New Testament. In Matt. 27:51 
Mark 15:38, and Lu. 23:45 we 
find the account of the rending 
of the veil at the death of Christ. 
That the veil in these three gos 
pels refers to the curtain be 
tween the first and second ap 
artments no loyal S. D. A. will 
dare deny, for Mrs. White teach 
es that it refers to the curtain 
between the two apartments. (a) 

These citations show that Mrs. 
White taut that when the N. T. 
uses the term "the vail" without 

(a) Fix. 26 :33. "And thou shalt hang up 
the - aI under the taches. that thou 
-mav ea t bring "in thither within the vnil 
"the ark of th e testimony! and the vail 
shal! divide unto you between the holy 
place and the most 'holv," ., 

Lev 16 :2. "And the Lor-d said unto 
Moses, 'Sp e ak unto Aaron thy brother, 
that "he come not at all times into the 
holy place within the vail before the 
mercy seat, which is upon the ark: that 
'he die "llot·: frrr I will appear in the 
cloud upon fh e mercy ·saat.. '" 

Lev. 16:12. "And he shall take a 
censer full of buniin:g coals of fire 
from off the altar before the Lord. 
and "his 'hands fu1l of sweet incense heat 
en s nral l, and bring H within the vail." 

Le-o. 16 :15. "Then sball he kill the 
'goat of the sin offering, that is for 
the ·people. and lJring 'his :blood wiilhim 
"t.h e van. 'and do with that .blood .as he 
-d id with t.he blood of the bullock. and 
sprinkle 'tt upon 't.he mercy seat, and 
"before the mercy seat:" 

Rum. 18 :7. "Therefore thou and 
·thy SO"TlS with thee sha'll keep your 
.pries r's <;,ffice. for every ".thing (of the 
'altar. and within the va+l." 
(b) Ex. 26 :35. "And thou shalt set the 
'table without the vail. and .the candle 
-st.ick CO,Vel' .ag ai ns.t .fhe :tahle on the side 
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qualification, it means the cur 
tain between the two apartments. 
And let no one try to dodge the 
force of this fact by affirming 
that the temple in the time of 
Christ had but one curtain, for 
Mrs. White, at least twice speaks 
of the curtain that was rent at 
the time of Christ, as "the in 
ner veil" see Desire of Ages, pp. 
165, 765. If it was the "inner 
veil" then there must have been 
an outer vail. 
The other three uses of the 

vail in the N. T. are found in 
the epistle to the Hebrews. 
We now come to the climax 

of the controversy; what does 

of the tabernacle toward the south: 
and thou shalt put the table on the 
north side." 

Ex. 27 :20.2l. "And thou shalt com 
mand the children of Israel. that they 
bring thee pure oil olive beaten for the 
light, to cause the lamp to burn alwavs , 
In the tabernacle of the ccngregahon 
without the vail, which is before the 
testimony. Aaron and his sons shall 
order it." 

Ex. 40 :22. "And he put the table 
in the tent of the congregation, upon 
the side of the tabernacle northward. 
without the vail." 

Lev 24 :3. "Without the vail of the 
testimony, in the tabernacle of the con 
gregation, shall Aaron order it (the 
lamp.) f i-om the evening unto the morn 
ing, before the Lord continually." 
(c) Ex. 30:6 "And thou shalt put it ( t.he 
a'ltar of in c e ns e.} before the vail that 
is by the Ark of the testimony." 

Ex. 40 :26. "And he put the golden 
altar in the tent of the congregation 
before the v ai l." 

Lev. 4 :6. "And the priest shall dip 
his finger in the blood, and sprinkle 
of the blood seven times before the, 
Lord, before the vail of the sanctuary ~"" 
Verse 17 is a duplicate of the 6th. 



"within the vail" mean in Heb. 
6:19, 20? It reads, "Which en 
tereth into that within the vail; 
whither the forerunner is for us 
entered, even Jesus, made an 
high priest forever after the 
order of Melchisedec." (a) 
In every other place where the 

phrase "within the vail" is used 
in the entire Bible, it always, 
without exception, refers to the 
most holy place. Wherever the 
word "vail" or "veil" is found 
in the entire Bible, used in con 
nection with the sacrificial ser 
vices, it also means the curtain 
between the first and second ap 
artment, unless it is this one in 
Heb. 6:19. Mrs. White herself 
defines "the veil" when used 
without qualification, as the cur 
tain dividing the two apartments. 

With all this array of evidence 
what authority has anyone to 
teach that "within the vail" in 
Heb. 6:19 refers to the first ap 
artment? There isn't a heresy 
in all the religious world so 

(a) "At the moment in which Christ died, 
there were priests ministering in the 
temple before the vail which separated 
the holy from the most holy place. 
Suddenly they felt the earth tremble 
beneath them, and the vail of the 
temple, a strong, rich drapery that had 
been renewed yearly, was rent in twain 
from top to bottom by the same blood 
Jess hand that wrote the words of 
doom upon the walls of Belshazzar's 
palace. The most holy place, that had 
been sacredly entered by human feet 
only once a year, was revealed to the 
..common gaze." Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. 
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hopelessly without Bible foun 
dation as the teaching that "with 
in the veil". means in the first 
apartment. 'If the S. D. A.'s 
have a right to teach that "with 
in the veil" means in the first 
apartment, then the Sunday ad 
vocate has an equal or greater 
right to teach that "Sabbath" 
in the N. T. means the first day 
of the week. And my brother, 
they may drive you into a very 
uncomfortable corner unless you 
correct this outstanding blunder. 

What Does It Mean? 
If "within the vail" means in 

the most holy place of the heav 
enly sanctuary, then Christ was 
in the most holy place when 
Paul wrote the letter to the He 
brews. If Christ was in the most 
holy place in the days of Paul, 
then He did not move from the 
holy to the most holy in 1844. 
The idea that Christ waited till 

1844 to go into the presence of 
the Father is not only an un 
adulterated piece of imagination 

3 pp. 166, 167. See also Desire of 
Ages, pP. 16i5, 756 
(b) "And after the second vail, the tab 
ernacle which is called the Holiest of 
all." All agree that this refers to the 
most holy place. The fact that it ca.ll s 
it "the second vail" has no significance 
whatever, only to show that there was 
a curtain at the door. which no one 
denies Reb. 9 :3. 

Heb. 10 :20. "By a new and living 
way. which he hath consecrated for us, 
through the vail, that is to say, his 
flesh." The 19th verse shows that it 
applies to the "holiest." 



without even the shadow of sup 
port in the entire Bible, but is 
contrary to the united teachings 
of the Scriptures. Whenever the 
position of Christ in the heaven 
ly sanctuary is mentioned, He is 
always placed in the holy of 
holies. Mark says, "He was re 
ceived up into heaven, and sat 
on the right hand of God." 16:19. 
Peter places Him "by the right 
hand of God exalted." Acts 2:33; 
1 Pet. 3:22. Stephen saw Him 
"standing on the right hand of 
God." Acts 7:55. Paul, no less 
than seven times recognizes 
Christ at "the right hand of 
God." See Rom. 8:34; Eph. 1:20; 
Col. 3:1; Heb. 1:3; 8:1; 10:12; 
12:2. 
No Bible student this side of 

John, aside from S. D. A.'s, 
ever thot of retaining Christ in 
the first apartment of the heav 
enly sanctuary a single day after 
His ascension. All the apostles, 
reformers, and Bible teachers re 
cognized Him "at the right hand 
of God." in the very presence 
of the Father; and there they di 
rected their prayers. Mrs. White 
most certainly told the truth 
when she wrote that Satan an- 

er place than the very presenc 
of God, who has always been iI 
the most holy place. To accus 
anyone who has ever prayet 
of directing his prayers to th 
first apartment is an insult tt 
his intelligence; and for anyom 
to teach that Christ remained iI 
the first apartment till 1844 anc 
then moved into the second ap 
artment is a disgrace to his in 
telligence. 

S. D. A.'s Most Abusive of 
Other Churches 

Seventh-day Adventists teach 
that the members of other chur 
ches are "children of their 
father, the devil;" that their 
prayers are answered by the 
devil; that "their prayers, and 
their exhortations, are an abomi 
nation in the sight of God," and 
that "God will not smell in their 
assemblies;" that "Satan has 
taken full possession of the 
churches as a body; and that 
they have "been filling up with 
every unclean and hateful bird." 

•• And by rejecting the two former 
messages, they can see no light in the 
third angel's mes aag e, which shows the 
way into the Most Holy place. I saw 

swered all the prayers that were that the nominal churches. as the Jews 
crucified JESUS, had crucified these 

directed to the first apartment messages, and therefore they have no 
of the heavenly sanctuary. (see knowledge of the move made in heaven, 

or of the way into the Most Holy, and 
E. W. p. 261) for no well in- they cannot be benefitted by the in 

tercession of JESUS there. Like the 
formed Christian ever that of Jews, who offered their useless sacri- 

oth fices, they offer up their useless prayers 
- to the apartment which JESUS has 
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al teaching; and some of the 
outstanding leaders pointed out 
to Miller, before fhe passing of 
the time, that his interpretation 
of the prophecies was wrong, 
and that he was doomed to a 
great disappointment. 
Another cause of God's anger 

against them was because they 
did not know that James White, 
his wife, and Joseph Bates mov 
ed the throne of God and His 
Son from one side of a curtain 
in heaven to the other side, on 
Oct. 22, 1844. The whole pray 
ing world this side of the cross 
never thot of praying to the 
Father in the first apartment of 
the heavenly temple; they all, 
at all times directed their pray 
ers to the inner sanctuary where 
God was. But S. D. A.'s com 
mitted all Christians - except 
themselves - to damnation for 
continuing to pray after Oct. 22, 
1844 just as they did before 
Oct. 22, 1844. They also taught 
-and that by their brand of in 
spiration - that the devil an 
swered prayers directed to the 
wrong side of a curtain in heaven. 

When it Was Wrong to be Right These believers, who continued 
and Right to be Wrong after 1844 to direct their prayers 

And what is the cause of such to the same place that Peter, 
a dreadful condition of all chur- James, John, Paul, Luther, Wesley 
ches except the S. D. A. church? and all other followers of the 
It was because they were so Master directed their prayers, 
familiar with their Bibles that were classed as "children of 
they rejected Miller's unscriptur- their father, the devil," and call- 
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left. and Satan, pleased with the de 
ception of the professed followers of 
CHRIST, fastens them in his snare, and 
assumes a religious character, and leads 
the minds of these professed christians 
to himself, and works with his power, 
his signs and lying wonders. . . . I 
saw false reformations everywhere. The 
churches were elated, and considered 
that God was marvelously working for 
them, when it was another spirit." 
SPIRITUAL GIFTS, Vol. 1, PP. 171, 
172. 

"I saw that since JESUS had left 
the Holy place of the heavenly sanc 
tuary, and had entered within the second 
vail, the churches were left as were the 
Jews; and they have been filling up 
with every unclean and hateful bird. I 
saw great iniquity and vileness in the 
churches; yet they profess to be chris 
tians. Their profession, their prayers 
and their exhortations, are an abomina 
tion in the sight of God. Said the 
angel, God will not smell in their as 
semblies." Idem. p 190. 

"An innumerable host of evil arig el= 
are spreading themselves over the whole 
land. The churches and religious bodies 
are crowded with them." Idem. P. 191. 

"I saw that if the false covering could 
be torn off from the members of the 
churches. there would be revealed such 
iniquity. vileness and corruption, that 
the most diffident child of God would 
have no hesitancy in calling them by 
their righ t name, children of their 
father, the Devil: for his works they 
do." Idem .. 128. 

Those who had neglected to receive 
the heavenly message were left In dark 
ness, and God's anger was kindled 
against them. because they would not 
receive the light he had sent them 
from heaven." Idem. • 138. 

All of the above quotations from 
Spiritual Gifts are found in a modified 
form in EARLY WRITINGS, PP. 261, 
274, 228. 236. 



ed rebels against God for not with the Bible. And when this 
changing the address on their truth was brot to them they re 
prayer envelopes to the address fused to accept it . 
Mrs. White gave them in vision, Mrs. White says, "There is not 
no, not to them but to a little one in one hundred who under 
group of her followers. They stands for himself the Bible 
had no means of knowing that truth on this subject (justifi 
Jesus had moved, for Miller and cation by faith) that is so neces 
his followers never mentioned sary to our present and eternal 
such a move, neither did they welfare." Review and Herald, 
believe such a doctrine; and Mrs. Sept. 3, 1889. Quoted by A. G. 
White did not know it for many Daniells in 'Christ Our Righteous 
months after the disappointment, ness," p. 106. 
and when she did find it out she Could anything be more ridi 
and her group refused to teach, culous? Here is a church claim. 
or labor for, or pray for any ing to be called of God to carry 
but the Advent believers, be- the last message of mercy to 
cause "God had rejected all the the last generation and not know 
wicked world." ing anything about the very 
Ignorance of Righteousness by foundation of saving truth for 

Faith for 44 Years the first 44 years of their exis- 
But the worst is yet to fol- tance and when it was brot to 

low. All the time they were them they rejected it and not 
boasting that they were "the one in a hundred understood it. 
only church," the special favorit- And while they were barren of 
es of God, and were as "sure the great truth of righteousness 
that they had the truth as that by faith they were condemning 
God lives," they were entirely all other churches, who were 
ignorant of the great central teaching this saving truth, to 
truth of the gospel - righteous- perdition because they refused 
ness by faith. They knew noth- to accept Miller's errors and did 
ing of righteousness by faith not know that Jesus had moved 
until the Minneapolis conference into a smaller room in heaven. 
in 1888, and the two men that And with all their boasting 
brot that truth to them were and their abuse of other church 
degraded from the ministry and es, they deny that the atonement 
dismissed from the church for was made on the cross, They 
refusing to accept Mrs. White's are truly right in their applica 
writings as of equal authority tion of the Laodicean message 
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(Rev. 3:14-18) to themselves, for 
they teach that "I am rich, and 
increased with goods, and have 
need of nothing; and knowest 
not that thou art wretched, and 
miserable, and poor, and blind, 
and naked." 

FIT THIS TO THE INVESTIGA 
TIVE JUDGMENT IF YOU CAN 
In Desire of Ages Mrs. White 

says: "As Christ arose, He 
brought from the grave a multi 
tude of captives . . . Those who 
came forth from the grave at 
Christ's resurrection, were raised 
to everlasting life." p. 786. 
A multitude is no small num 

ber, in fact when applied to 
people it is generally considered 
so many that it is difficult to 
count them. And this multitude 
were taken to heaven over 1800 
years before the investigative 
judgment began, and before Jes 
us made an atonement for them. 
How did God know who were 
"prepared for the kingdom of 
God" without first examining the 
records in the books of heaven? 
Did He call a special session of 

the I. J. and examine their 
cases? Did God remove the 
books into the most holy place 
to hold this ~pecial session? Did 
"a fiery stream issue and come 
forth from before him," and did 
"thousand thousands minister 
unto him, and ten thousand times 
ten thousand" stand "before him" 
or was this just a side issue? a 
sort of private affair? 
If the atonement didn't begin 

till 1844 when did Jesus make 
the atonement for them? 
Yes, we admit that this is a 

sort of Elijah sarcasm (see 1 
Ki. 18:27) but the jumping and 
cutting of the priests of Baal 
were no greater cause for ridi 
cule than this whole teaching of 
the I. J. Elijah used irony to 
influence the people away from 
following such impotent gods; 
we use it to lead honest S. D. 
A.'s from such a foolish idea of 
God tha, He has to examine a 
set of books in order to know 
who are His children. Such a 
teaching is a disgrace to both 
God and those who teach it. 

MOVING GOD TO FIT THE CREED 
Their sanctuary theory leads obliged to teach that,- 

into a labyrinth of error and con- Th0 sanctuary was defiled by 
fusion. Let us take a running the confession of sin instead of 
view of this galaxy of confusion. the commission of sin. Only con 
In order to maintain this funda- fessed sins were carried into the 
mental of their creed they are tabernacle, and that was done by 
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carrying the blood of the sin 
ner's substitute into the taber 
nacle. This, as we have shown, 
is all contrary to the teachings 
of the Bible. 

Christ did not enter into the 
presence of God at his ascen 
sion but remained in the first 
apartment of the heavenly sanc 
tuary until 1844, at which time 
"He was surrounded by angels, 
and in a flaming chariot He passed 
within the second vail." E. W. 
p. 251. This position necessitates 
their teaching that the term, 
"within the vail," means with 
out the vail. We have shown 
that "within the vail" is a Bible 
term which is never applied to 
any other place than the most 
holy, or second apartment of 
the sanctuary. 
Recognizing the unanimous 

testimony of the New Testa 
ment that Chirst "sat down at 
the right hand of the Father" at 
his ascension, they are driven to 
move God, the Father from the 
most holy into the first apart 
ment of the sanctuary on Oct. 
22, 1844. This is contrary to the 
type, to the Bible, to reason, and 
to the united teaching of the 
prophets and all Bible students. 
They also teach that God moved 
His throne at the same time.Ac 
cording to the type there was 
nothing in the second apartment 
but the symbol of the throne 
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of God. This puts them in the 
ridiculous position of teaching 
that an entirely empty room was 
most holy, or more holy than 
the first apartment where the 
throne of God was located with 
the Father and Son sitting there 
on. 

This leads to another very ridi 
culous situation. If any books 
were kept in heaven prior to 
1844 they certainly were not kept 
in the most holy place, for ac 
cording to type no one was al 
lowed to enter the most holy 
place until the day of atone 
ment. Then they must have been 
kept in the first apartment or 
outside of the sanctuary alto 
gether. Why move the throne of 
God, together with God and the 
Son and all the books contain 
ing all the deeds of all the hu 
man race from the time of Adam 
to 1844, from the holy place in 
to the most holy for no other 
purpose than to audit these 
books? What would a railroad 
company, or any other big busi 
ness do with their president if 
he shut himself off for months or 
years to give his time to auditing 
the company's books? They hire 
men of less value to them to 
audit their books. Couldn't the 
angels, who, according to Mrs. 
White, kept the books, audit 
them without confining the Fath 
er for a hundred years or more 



to such menial work? And why 
should God institute "the great 
est and most important religious 
movement this world has ever 
witnessed" to announce that He 
had moved from one side of a 
curtain to the other side to con 
fine Himself to such menial work 
as auditing a set of books that 
would require His time for a 
hundred years? 

About 1857, thirteen years af 
ter the disappointment, they fell 
back on what is called the in 
vestigative judgment as the only 
event which marked the close 
of the 2300 years. This feature 
of their creed degrades God to a 
level even below an ordinary 
book-keeper, for it teaches that 
God is obliged to examine the 
books Himself in order to know 
"who is worthy of eternal life." 
They deny that the investigative 
judgment is for the purpose of 
informir j God, but we have 
pr-oduced evidence from a source 
which they claim is inspired, that 
the 1. J. is for the purpose of 
informing God. 
TIle 1. J. is entirely contrary 

to type, for .ther e was nothing 
on the ancient day of ato: 
ment that gave even a hint that 
the high priest examined any 
books while he was in the most 
holy place. 

They Deny the Atonement Was 
Made on the Cross 

In order to support their sanc 
tuary theory they are obliged to 
deny that the atonement was 
made on the cross. Says Elder 
Smith: "Christ did not make the 
atonement when he shed his 
blood upon the cross. Let this 
fact be fixed forever in the mind. 
Looking Unto Jesus, p. 237. 
And this leads into another blind 
alley of superstition: that is that 
the atonement did not begin un 
til 1844. And this places them 
in a most absurd position, con 
trary to both reason and the 
Bible. In the tabernacle service 
the high r-r iest, on the day of 
atonement, took the blood of the 
Lord's goat while it was fresh 
and warm directly into the most 
holy place and sprinkled it on 
the mercy seat, but the S. D. A.'s 
teach that Christ kept his blood 
for over 1300 years after it was 
shed upon the cross before He 
sprinkled it in the heavenly 
tabernacle. 
They are obliged to reverse 

the order of service of the type, 
for the high priest served in the 
first apartment for 364 days be 
fore beginning the day of atone 
ment: but the denomination has 
Christ perform the first service 
of the day of atonement by shed 
ding His blood and then make 
Him do service in the first apart- 
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ment before entering the most 
holy to complete the day of 
atonement. 
REWARDING THE DEVIL FOR 

HIS DEVILTRY 
Another absurdity of their 

sanctuary theory, is that God re 
wards the devil for his deviltry. 
That means that God offers a 
premium to the devil for destroy 
ing souls, and it makes the devil 
man's sin bearer. Every soul that 
Satan can keep from salvation 
relieves him of that amount of 
punishment, for the sinner must 
bear the penalty of his own sins 
if he is lost, while Satan would 
have to bear them if he is saved(a) 

Here is an array of unscriptu 
ral teachings never before wit 
nessed in the field of religious 
literature, and this false teach 
ing is the very foundation of 
their creed. In spite of these 

(a) "It would have been far better for 
him if he had never led men into sin. 
But haying entered upon this work, we 
see that he has a personal motive of 
the most p ow e r-fu l kind to induce him 
to hold the persons in sin to the last; 
£01' then they receive the uu n is h men t 
for their own sins which he otherwise 
must suffer. And everyone who escapes 
from his power and secures salvation 
through Christ, adds an additional weight 
to hh:, accumulating load of woe." 
LOOKING UNTO JESUS. page 271. 

"Also it would be for his (Satan's) 
own interest to keep from Jesus as 
many as possible. FOl' the sins of those 
who are redeemed by the blood of Ch i-is t 
will at last be rolled back upon the 
or-ig ina tor of sin, and he must bear their 
punishment, while those who do not 
accept s a lvat.ion through Jesus, will 
suffer the penalty of their own sins," 
EARLY WRITINGS, page 178. 

facts their prophet says: "It is as 
certain that we have the truth 
as that God lives." Test. Vol. 4, 
p. 595. They teach that the sub 
ject of the Sanctuary is "the 
key to the great advent move 
ment; that they cannot do without 
it, that it is the "most timely 
truth that could be presented to 
men." (b) 
Yet this church, built on such 

gross errors, lays claim to being 
"the only object on earth upon 
which Christ bestows His su 
preme regard." "There is but one 
church in the world who is at 
the present time standing in the 
breach, and making up the 
hedge, building up the old waste 
places." "God has a people in 
which all heaven is interested, 
and they are the one object on 
earth dear to the heart of God." 

(b) "A correct and intelligent faith see. 
the adorable Redeemer in the most holy 
of the true tabernacle, offering his blood 
before the mercy seat for the sins of 
those wh o have br-oken the law of God 
beneath it in the ark,. . The subject 
of the cleansing of this sanctuary, then, 
is OTIe of the most t.h ril l in g interest, es 
pecially to all adven t.is t.s , It is. the key 
to the great Advent movement, making 
all plain. Without it the movement is 
inexp lic able." 

"Seventh-day Adventists cannot spare 
the eu b jec t of the sanctuary, as it is 
the great center around. which all re 
vealed truth relative to salvation c lu s .• 
tel'S. and contributes more towa rd de .. 
fining their present position, t.h an. any 
other." LIFE INCIDENTS. page, 308, 
309. 

"Today our preaching of the doctrine 
of the sanctuary is the preaching of the 
most timely truth that could be pre 
sented to men." R. & H. 5-27-37, P. 7 
Editorial. 
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BRETHREN, STOP 
SUPPRESSING THE TRUTH 
Goodspeed's translation of Rom. 

1:18 sounds like a warning to 
which it would be profitable 
for you to give special heed. 
"For God's anger is breaking 
forth from heaven against all the 
impiety and wickedness of the 
men who in their wickedness are 
suppressing the truth." It is 
a very easy matter for you to 
deny the application of this trans 
lation to you or your leaders, 
but if facts were let out of their 
hiding they would quickly drive 
all denials to cover. If you are 
not "suppressing the truth" why 
do you deny honest seekers of 
truth the privilege of examining 
some of the old documents you 
have on file at headquarters and 
refuse to furnish copies when 
liberal means is proffered to 
more than cover expense of 
reproduction? If you are not 
"suppressng truth" why don't "Elmshaven" for many years . 
you publish the petition which Why don't you publish reprints 
the Australasian Division commit- of "A Word to the Little Flock," 
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Mrs. E. G. White in "Testimonies 
to Ministers, pp. 48, 50, 41. 
They not only boast that they 

are the only church, but they 
are the most abusive of all other 
churches; and the worst of the 
abuse is sealed, according to their 
teaching, as the very voice of 
God; inspired the same as is the 
Bible. 

tee sent to the Gen. Con. Com 
mittee more than seven years 
ago, asking them to call a 
general council to give the teach 
ings of the denomination a care 
ful restudy? And why haven't 
you called that council when 
two or three large committees 
of your own people have asked 
that it be convened? We know 
why you don't call that council, 
for we know the reasons that 
have been given by your own 
leaders. The simple reason as 
expressed is, you fear the result. 
I have read every defense of 

your prophet that has appeared 
in print that we have been able 
to secure and all of them sup 
press more truth than they pub 
lish. I recognize that this charge 
will be met as most other facts 
we have published have been 
met by saying "That is another 
of Ballenger's lies." But I will 
demonstrate to all honest think- 
ers that our charge is true. We 
will furnish you with a few or 
many pages from the early docu 
ments, without comment, without 
omissions, or alterations if you 
will publish them in the church 
paper. And we promise you 
that they will be more widely 
and more keenly read than any 
thing that has emanated from 



"The Advent Review," "Present 
Truth," or the first two volumes 
of the Review and Herald? You 

cause." "ERROR IS ALWAYS 
DANGEROUS" and especially in 
the hands ot church leaders. 

know why, and it isn't because 
they wouldn't have a ready sale. The Remnant 
This means more than holding Let no one be confused by 

an honorable position and tak- Rev. 12:17, "And the dragon was 
ing a trip around the world, it wroth with the woman and went 
means life or death to you. to make war with the remnant 
We wish to make it plain that of her seed, Which keep the 

we do not include all the lead- commandments of God, and have 
ers in these charges, for we the testimony of Jesus Christ." 
are well aware that there are The early church certainly met 
not a few at headquarters, and this experience. 
scattered over the entire field But some one will say, "This 
"sighing and crying" for these is a scene at the end of the con 
abuses. The proportion may flict for the dragon 'went to 
be exaggerated in a statement make war with the remnant 
made by one of your leaders that which is the last end'." Such 
"there would have to be four a conclusion is the result of a 
prominent funerals at Takoma superficial study of the text. 
Park before any reforms could The Greek word from which 
be accomplished." Respect for remnant is translated is loipos. 
years of service and gray hairs and it is found 41 times in the 
have quieted for a time some N. T., and it is translated rem 
earnest christian leaders, but nant but four times. It is trans 
things are leaking out to the lated other 23 times, rest 12 
laity in spite of "suppressions" times, and remain, and residue 
and they may call for a public once each. It is translated rest 
audit; but woe be to certain in Rev. 20:5; "And the rest of 
leaders if the laity get a know- the dead lived not again until 
ledge of the facts. the thousand years are finished." 
But suppose you are able to It certainly does not mean the 

"suppress the truth" indefinitely, little at the end in this place, for 
there is a day of judgment com- it refers to the great host of the 
ing when everything will be laid wicked dead. 
open. The Judge of that court For the convenience of those 
will not accept the excuse that who wish to study the word we 
you did it " for the good of the cite a few examples. The em- 
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Building On a Faulty Translation 
S. D. A.'s have been confirmed 

in their mistake by a super 
ficial study of Acts 3:19. "Re 
pent ye therefore, and be con 
verted, that your sins may be 
blotted out, when the times of Many honest Christians have 
refreshing shall come from been perplexed over the part 
the presence of the Lord." Up- Satan plays in the atonement, 
on this unfortunate translation and S. D. A.'s teach, as we have 
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phasized words are translated 
from the same Greek word from 
which remnant is translated in 
Rev. 12:17. 
Mat. 27:49. "The rest said, 

let be." Lu. 18:9. "And despise 
others." 2 Cor. 12:13. "Were in 
ferior to other churches." Matt. 
22:6. "And the remnant took 
his servants." 
We have read this passage in 

14 translations besides the Au 
thorized, and eleven translate it 
rest, and one each translates it 
other, remaining, and remainder. 
We firmly believe the people of 
God will suffer a bitter persecu 
tion just before the Lord's re 
turn, but this scripture is not 
confined to' the last generation. 
The dragon persecuted the wo 
man as soon as he was cast into 
the earth. There is no warrant 
for confining Rev. 12:17 to the 
last generation, for the early 
church met every specification as 
no other church has met them 
since. 

they have fortified their belief 
that the sins of the righteous 
were not blotted out until just 
before the coming of the Lord, 
or during the I. J. Had they 
consulted any reliable trans 
lation they would have dis 
covered their mistake. The R. 
V. and the A. S. V. render it, 
"Repent ye therefore, and turn 
again, that your sins may be 
blotted out , that so there may 
come seasons of refreshing from 
the presence of the Lord." To 
this agree no less than a dozen 
other translations we have con 
sulted; in fact the Catholic trans 
lation is the only one that agrees 
with the Authorized Version. 
"The seasons of refreshing 

from the presence of the Lord" 
is an immediate and frequent 
blessing to every Christian, and 
not a future event associated 
only with the coming of the 
Lord. One who has never ex 
perienced a "season of refreshing 
from the Lord" and is putting it 
off till the Master comes, knows 
little of the joy of the Christian 
life. 

DOES THE SCAPEGOAT 
BEAR OUR SINS? 



shown, that he bears all the 
sins of the redeemed, thus mak 
ing him our sin bearer. God 
does not require more than one 
substitute to bear our sins. Christ 
bore the sins of the whole world 
therefore Satan will never have 
to bear any of them. But we 
hear some one asking for the 
meaning of the high priest com 
ing out of the tabernacle and 
placing sins upon the scapegoat. 

The Bible plainly teaches that 
the devil is the instigator of 
sin. That is, he is behind every 
sin that ever has or ever will be 
committed. We will use a Bible 
illustration to make this plain. 
Absalom had many servants; for 
convenience we will call one of 
them Ziff. Absalom held a feast 
for all his brothers and sisters. 
While they were in their gayety, 
Ziff murdered Absalom's brother, 
Amnon. All will agree that Ziff 
committed a great crime; but 
Absalom was as guilty as Ziff if 
not more so, because he inspired 
Ziff to the crime. They were 
both deserving of punishment; 
one for committing the crime, 
the other for inspiring it. Ac 
cording to Mosiac law they both 
should, have been stoned to 
death. If Absalom should have 
been stoned would he have borne 
Zift's sin? If Ziff had been ston- a commodity that can be carried 
ed l:e would have tIlied for mur- from one place to another and 

, dering Amnon. Absalom would stacked up like wheat in either 
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have died, not for Ziff's sin, but 
for his own guilt of ordering his 
servant to- commit murder. 
I have been guilty of sin and 

therefore the penalty of death 
rested upon me; but Jesus took 
my sin and paid the penalty of 
my sin on the cross, but He did 
not take upon Himself Satan's 
part in leading me to commit 
sin. His part of inducing me to 
sin rests upon him and he must 
bear that penalty himself wheth 
er I am saved or not. 
When the high priest came out 

of the tabernacle he didn't bring 
out the confessed sins of the 
children of Israel, because they 
were never taken into the taber 
nacle; but as a symbol of the 
complete eradication of sin from 
God's universe he placed Satan's 
part in leading people to sin 
upon the scapegoat, a symbol of 
Satan, and he was removed from 
the camp of Israel, never again 
to return, When rightly under 
stood God's plan of salvation is 
most simple, glorious, and free 
from all absurdities. Let us ac- 
cept it, rejoice in it and pass it 
on to others. 
Can Sin Be Transllorted Like 

Goods? 
The childishness of making sin 



earth or heaven, has no parallel 
in religious literature. Sin is a 
condition, not a commodity. Of 
course Jesus bore our sins, but 
not in the sense in which He 
bore the cross upon which He 
was crucified. Yes, Isaiah says 
"The Lord hath laid on him the 
iniquity of us all." 53 :6. But 
Young gives the sense more 
clearly: "And Jehovah hath caus 
ed to meet on him, the punish 
ment of us all." 

When Abel brot his offering to 
the Lord do you think he had 
any idea of sending a bundle of 
sins somewhere to be put in 
cold storage for 6000 years? And 
if he did, where did he send 
them and how did they get 
there? There was no sanctuary 
on earth and according to the 
denominational teaching the sanc 
tuary in heaven was padlocked 
for four thousand years during 
and after Abel made his offer 
ing. When Abel or any other 
penitent sinner brot his lamb to 
God he did it because he recog 
nized that he was a sinner and 
because he was a sinner under 
penalty of death. His only means 
of escaping this penalty was thru 
a substitute; so when he offered David Livingstone, and scores of 
his lamb, he did it as an ae- other great missionaries and gos 
knowledgement of his guilt and 
as an expression of his faith in pel workers were giving their 
the promised death of the Son lives to the Master, but accoed 
of God. Paul tells us that "By ing to this prophet (?) they 
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faith Abel . . . obtained witness 
that he was righteous." And this 
was without an investigative 
judgment. 
For a period of 2500 years, 

from Adam to Moses, there was 
no tabernacle into which to take 
confessed sins, and no Aaronic 
priesthood to receive or carry 
the sins to any place, and ac 
cording to S. D. A. teachings 
Christ had not yet entered upon 
His duties as priest; yet the old 
worthies received pardon and 
peace. 
The Work of Moody Condemned 
Mrs. White, their prophet, says: 

I saw false reformations every 
where. The churches were elat 
ed. and considered that God was 
marvelously working for them, 
when it was another spirit." 
Spiritual Gifts, Vol. 1 p. 172. 
Published in 1858. "Everywhere" 
includes the '-.,hole world. At 
this time Charles G. Finney was 
conducting some of the most mar 
velous revivals the wovld has ever 
seen; yet, according to Mrs. 
White, "the spirit" that moved 
Finney and his converts was the 
spirit of the devil. The Judsons, 
William Carey, Robert Moffat, 



were being led of the devil and 
their prayers were an "abomin 
ation to the Lord." 

That this sweeping denuncia 
tion included God's great men 
is fortified by the united testi 
mony of James White and Uriah 
Smith. In the spring of 1877 
these. two men held a "Biblical 
Institute" at Oakland, Cal. Their 
lectures were published in 1878 
in book form and used in the 
Battle Creek college as a text 
book for training ministers. In 
this book "The Biblical Institute" 
we find the following question 
and answer: "What can be said 
of the efforts of modern revival 
ists?" "The spasmodic and emo 
tional efforts of Knapp, Ham 
mond, Moody, and other modern 
revivalists, are not affording any 
permanent improvement. There 
is an advanced truth for this 
age, and no permanent work of 
religious reform can be accomp 
lished except in connection there 
with." p. 88. 

This means that God cannot 
accomplish "any permanent re 
forms" or save men from their 
sins except thru the instrumen 
tality of the S. D. A. church. If 
this were true we would feel 
most sorry for God. 

These evangelists were teach- 

mitted to man, righeousness by 
faith, which S. D. A.'s knew 
nothing- about, and therefore 
were not teaching, yet they were 
the "favorites of God" in their 
ignorance, while the evangelists 
who were teaching this saving 
truth, were "children of their 
father, the devil," because they 
refused to accept Miller's mis 
takes, and knew not that these 
barren Laodiceans had moved 
Jesus and the Father from one 
side of a curtain to the other 
side on Oct. 22, 1844! 
They cannot dodge the wicked 

ness of the above denunciations 
by restricting them to the 1844 
period, for in 1911 Mrs. White 
wrote: "The churches then ex 
perienced a moral fall . . . but 
that fall was not complete. As 
they have continued to reject 
the special truths for this time, 
they have fallen lower and low 
er." G. C. 389. 
Neither can they cover it up 

by saying this was not taut by 
Mrs. White but by her husband 
and Elder Smith, for she declar 
es that "The Lord has seen fit 
to give me a view of the needs 
and errors of his people." Test. 

ing the greatest truth ever com- Vol. 4, page 14. 
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UWPORTANT LITERATURE 
The First Angel's Message or the Investigative J'udgmeni:- 
S. D. A.'s interpretation, contrary to the Bjble, to reason and the 
gospel. Positively as well as negatively treated. lOco 

The Second Angel's Message or the Fall of Babylon:- 
S. D. A.'s teach that it was given in 1844. Has it yet been given? 
Read and see. lOco 

TIle Third Angel's Message:- 
A history of a series of mistaken interpretations since 1844, follow 
ed by a Bible study of this message. iue. 

Seventh-day Adventists Weighed in the Balance of Honesty and 
Found Wanting:- 
Many long-standing deceptions brought to light. lOco 

The Prophet Special:- 
An impartial presentation of facts relating to Ellen G. White, 
Seventh-day Adventist prophet. l5c. 

fie Sanctuary Special:- 
An unbiased examination of the chief corner-stone of the S. D. A. 
creed. lOco 

The above six pamphlets are designated: TURNING ON THE LIGHT 
SERIES and will be furnished for 45c. 

Proclamation of Liberty and the Unpardonable Sin:- 
A fascinating presentation of the gospel. It makes the Christian 
weep tears of joyful gratitude, and removes the doubts of the 
honest skeptic. 266 pages. $1. 

The Jones Letter to Mrs. E. G. White, which was never answered.lOc 
A Brace of Beautiful Gospel Tracts:- 
Not Under Law but Under Grace; Before Governors and Kings. 5c 

A Word to The Little Flock:- 
A photographic reproduction of the first publication put out jointly 
by James and Mrs. White and Joseph Bates. 15e. 

The Advent Review:- 
A photographic reproduction of an old document put out by tha 
pioneers to prove that probation closed in 1844, 48 pages, 25c. 

The 2300 Day 1844 Doctrine Weighed and Found Wanting~ 
Proves positively that this prophetic period neither began in 457 
B.C. nor terminated in 1844 A.D. It also gives historic proof when 
it began and ended. l5c. 
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THE THREE ANGELS' MESSAGES, 
THE INVESTIGATIVE JUDGMENT, 
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