Notes Of Dr. Hoeh Sermon At Feast In Pasadena, 1977
Bible is in principle the revelation of Essential Knowledge, otherwise unknown to man. Other aspects of understanding are only mentioned in passing, are not spoken of directly. Some vague prophecies are like this. Many books need an extensive background knowledge for a good understanding, particularly prophetic books like Amos. The Bible is not a nutrition text​book, or a world history book. Its parallels with history are about as close as to any other science or art—rather sketchy. Some of our preconc​eptions need re-evaluation. Former conclusions are invalid. Anthropology, Archaeology and Geology in particular. The Worldwide Church of God, and The Radio Church of God received no traditional explanations in these areas from the Seventh Day Church of God. They early combated Evolution, but since they had no schools and not much scholarship, they had no depth of knowledge to hand down in tradition. There has never been in the Church of God a traditional explanation of Geology and Archaeology because these are relatively new sciences, only coming along in the last century. The Bible has been misunderstood by the “world” all along, and so also by the churches, including the Church of God. The world came up with evidence which obviously contradicted Scriptural (mis)understandings, so the world soon rejected the Bible as a source of knowledge. But then, the Bible really has no bearing of Archaeology and Geology. Earlier in this century the Church of God had no school to study the advances in these two sciences Mr. Herbert Armstrong found that only Mr. Andrew Dugger in the Church of God was well-educated. Most were not at all educated. Mr. Armstrong read Seventh Day Adventist literature on Creation and material from the British Israel World Federation to get many of his ideas. Early books in Ambassador College were from the Seventh Day Adventists, and dated from before World War II. George McReady Price gave us our preconceived ideas about Geology. Mr. Armstrong studied from Bible Dictionaries and Commentaries which have since become very outdated. New information is coming out all the time and there is no way any man can keep up with it and be an expert in every field of knowledge. I (H.L.H.) don’t do it either. Hence Ambassador College was limited in available material to use to teach truth. We didn’t have our own body of material to work with. We had no doctrine of Creationism of our own—it was all borrowed from others. Mr. Armstrong only perceived that there had been a world before Adam—he could not de​fine it any further than that. Mr. Armstrong never put any official stamp of approval on any Historical or Geological theory of individuals in the Church, such as Mr. Herrmann or Dr. Hoeh. The Bible is not being added to today—our ideas have not been inspired. Government in the Church is necessary until we all come to the unity of the Faith. Not everybody has the same depth of knowledge in all areas. Some are compet​ent in different areas. We are all accountable to God for what we know. No man can go over everything and pronounce absolute dogma on truth in everything. The Church has the responsibility to define Biblical and Non-Biblical areas, and to speak where the Bible speaks, and not to exer​cise authority where none has been given it, or pronounce Doctrine where the Bible has not spoken it. Some things in the Bible are revealed only in vague principles. Nutrition is a good example. This is a legitimate area of extra-Biblical study where no doctrines of vitamins or food can be properly promulgated by the Church. Individuals can pursue in depth in this field without fear of contradicting Revelation, and it is not necessarily under the authority of the Church. Archaeology and Geology also fit in this category—they are beyond the scope of the Ministry. A year and a half ago in Big Sandy I broached the need to re-evaluate previous conclusions.  The first fundamental error we made may have been the assumption we made in History and Archaeology that Genesis 11 gives the origin of Languages—that there was only one language before that.  This is similar to the fundamental error of assumption in the Pentecost Change. We had thought all those 38 years that the translation “from” was the best. And the facts confronting us then in Archaeology were that the Early Bronze Age and parallel ages in other parts of the world show langua​ges and some dialects. The deduction we made then was that Early Bronze must therefore be Post-Flood, and Post-Babel. I won’t go into the origin of these archeological terms, but the Old Kingdom of Egypt equates with the Early Bronze age, and that these were supposedly Post-Flood we derived from Hislop — “The Two Babylons”, in the late 1940’s and early 1950’s. We look​ed for the Adamic Break in Geology at the division between Dinosaurs and Mammals. We received no guidance from Mr. Armstrong on this point. And besides, geologists themselves have changed their thinking since then. We put the Adamic creation at the “Cretaceous” boundary, and squeezed the entire “Tertiary” age into the Pre-Flood world, but it should all have been Pre-Adamic. We saw only two world-wide destructions—Satan’s and Noah’s—mentioned in the Bible, so we tried to explain all geological evidence by them. Nevertheless, Mr. Hermann and Dr. Hoeh could not come to agreement on the certainty of this understanding. Then Libby’s method of Carbon 14 dating came out. It indicated that C-14 only appeared after the “Pleistocene” epoch, which we took to be Noah’s flood. Therefore we assumed that the Pre-Flood world had no C-14, and was not accurate even in the Post-Flood world. But we knew that this really was not a completely satisfactory explanation.  Our faulty pre-conceptions were challenged severely in the late 1960’s with the publication of Bristlecone Pine studies which began to prove how accurate C-14 was. We could no longer ignore the evidence. Our Bible misconceptions and presumptions did not fit. Then we concluded that most “Geology” must therefore be before Adam—the Flood left little geological damage. Adam and mankind therefore come only into the realm of  “Archaeology”. But Geology did reveal a world of competition and strife in its life, just as today. Satan’s role in the world was re​flected by this then as now. He ruled that world too, so his rebellion was not after the dinosaurs, but before. It seems he may have finished the pattern of creation that God gave him, only he perverted it. So we finally have concluded that the Bible has nothing to do with the realm of Geology, except for Satan’s role. The age of Adamic man is within what the Geologists call the “Recent”, and Archaeology, the “study of old arti​facts” is the branch of science which we can use to improve our understan​ding of early roan. Archaeology can elucidate many places where the Bible is unclear, Immanuel Velikovsky in the early 1950’s added further to our misunderstandings. He came out at a time when most historians outright were rejecting the Bible. The others were simply ignoring early Bible history. Velikovsky, on the other hand, was quite a student of the Bible. Dr. Hoeh thought his scheme looked good because it moved Egyptian history down later in time by about 500 years. This gave more room for Post-Flood history to be fit in, which was needed, remember we were thinking back then that there was only one language till after Babel, and that all of Egyptian history must be after Babel. Since Velikovsky moved history down 500 years, we could equate the age of the Patriarchs of the Bible with the “Old Kingdom” of Egypt—Dynasties 1 thru 6. Carbon 14 dating actually helped in this at the time because it was reading Egyptian his​tory younger by just about the same amount. But Bristlecone Pine dating blew all that. We were forced to put the “Old Kingdom” before the Flood of Noah, which turns out to be the place, in terms of B.C. years, that historians have put it for the last 75 years. It seems there were several languages then before the Flood, before 3000 B.C. even. It turns out that Bristlecone pine proves that there was more C-14 in the air in those early times than there is now—which is exactly the opposite of what we earlier thought. This means, for instance, when C-14 testing yields a date of 2000 B.C., it was really from about 2350 B.C. according to Bristlecone Pine Recalibration. After reading “Radiocarbon Calibration and Prehistory” a year and a half ago, I came to realize that our problems with correlating history, archaeology, and geology were solved. The Compendium construction of history was wrong.  We had read Genesis 11 with our 20th century preconceived notions, and not from the 2300 B.C. perspective.  “Now the whole earth was of one language and one speech...” can be understood as a contrast to the Pre-Flood world, indicating that there were many languages before the Flood. We read the wrong meaning into this Scripture. Also consider Deut 32:8—“The Most high divided to the nations their inheritance, when he separated the sons of Adam...”  We used to think this referred to the separation of races by language at the Tower of Babel confusion, but now we think it most likely refers to the Pre-Flood world. Radiocarbon dating now requires we recog​nize the dispersal of Adam’s immediate descendants into racial and language groups. God used the same technique of segregation before the Flood as after. False religions appeared before the Flood, and before Nimrod. He only continued the Devil’s pre-Flood counterfeit religion. It seems also that similar languages were given to the same races before and after the flood, so that they could settle in the same areas as before. We used to think that “cave men” hominids were degenerate Adamites, but actually Adamites are post-hominid. Pre-Adamites hardly differed at all physically from Adamites. They could use symbols, but they did not have writing. Historians realized long ago, and now we recognize, that modern civilized type man did not appear before about 4000 B.C. The “Chalcolithic” age ends the Pre-Adamic world. The Ice Ages were a few millennia before Adam. The Old Kingdom and Early Dynastic Period was before the Flood. Middle Kingdom and Middle Bronze Age in Palestine were Past-Flood. If you want to read further on this, try an article in the February 1977 “Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research” by Galloway and Weinstein, pages 1-16. It proves that .Early Bronze cultures in Palestine agree in dating with the Masoretic Text of Bible Chronology (not with Septuagint chronology. which adds a millennium to the preflood chronology.). So these cultures appear about 4000 B.C. and die out about 2400 B.C. This is about the same dates of the Adamic Creation and the Flood in Scripture. This solves our former problems of Archaeological Ages.  Even W.F. Albright, a foremost Palestinian archaeologist, was frustrated in the 1950’s because of lack of correlation between C-14, History, and Archaeology. But now there is no disagreement in these areas in their broad applications. One God is the author of Bible and Science. These three can now all elucidate each other. Velikovsky is wrong, and we can accept the basic historical un​derstanding that has been current in the past 75 years. History has pro​gressively been falling better and better into Bible parallels. Velikovsky is still laboring under false notions, trying to defeat C-14 evidence. Dr. Hoeh is still not sure of Nimrod’s placement, though he suspects who he is in Mesopotamian history—a certain king who is known -to have built many “ziggurats”—towers. Dr. Hoeh is certain of the placement of Egypt in re​lation of the Flood though. Noah’s family apparently married wives who knew different languages, though they basically used just one. Most Jews know more than one language today. Dr. Hoeh knows several. The Compendium will be re-evaluated. Many areas show “remarkable parallels”, but were not proven facts, and now appear not to be well-founded. These parallels now appear to be just similarities. Chinese Archaeology is falling into place with t their excellently preserved and accurate history. Dr. Hoeh is now looking for parallels between History and the Bible that have been overlooked by other scholars. Along with this, Bible Chronology as formerly understood has had to be revised—it was never official church doctrine anyway. Some books and articles are helpful here. In 1969 William Hallo in the Biblical Archaeologist Reader had ah article on the parallels of Assyria with Israel a Seventh Day Adventist named Edwin Thiele has written a book called “The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings.”  Howell and Simpson have a book called “The Ancient Near East”. What they all say is that Ussher’s pattern of the Kings of Israel and Judah which was accepted for three centuries was wrong. Forty or forty-one years need to be removed from the B.C. date of the death of Solomon. The date that the Church of God has used as the fall of Jerusalem—585 B.C.—came from the British Israel World Federation.  The Bible has no consistent chronology after Zedekiah and the fall of Judah.  From this we can infer that it was intended that we go by historical chronology. Events are dated in the years of Persian kings. But even before the synchronisms with foreign kings are given, we cannot properly construct the kings of Israel and Judah without the help of Assyrian chronology, and a half dozen or so synchronisms with their histories in common. Assyrian history has been established with certainty ever since Ptolemy’s canon nearly two millennia ago, and ties in directly with Babylonian chronology. This has further been supported by the record of an eclipse in Assyria in June of 763 B.C., which astronomical calculation verifies. Also “limmu” years for every year prove that Assyrian history has been accurately pre​served back to Shalmaneser III, who had two significant synchronisms with Israelite history in the early days of the divided monarchy.  This is how we know that 40 or 41 years should be removed from our former understanding of the chronology of the Kings of Israel and Judah. Thiele is not right in all things, but is the closest to the truth. He overlooked a coup of things for reasons unknown to Dr. Hoeh. Dr. Hoeh rejected his scheme until it was apparent that the rest of history also fit the scheme. The fall of Jerusalem has had to be re-adjusted, and the fall of Samaria also. Thiele assumed the Bible was wrong in a couple of places, but he need not. Since the date of creation is thus moved down 40 years, this means we are not at the very end of 6000 years of history. This does not mean that Jesus must wait till the time is up till He returns. These factors are related but not fixed. The more important factor is the time when men are ready to annihilate themselves, and Jesus MUST intervene. There is no Biblical statement that exactly indicates the validity of the 6000 year theory of man’s history—it is a Jewish tradition attributed to Elijah, and only hinted at in the 1000 years equals one day in I Pet. 3:8.  If we had thought that the end would not come till 2020 during these past two decades, it would have greatly changed the nature of this Work. We have not lost other Biblical parallels either. The 2520 years of Israel’s punishment could still date from 720 B.C., though the siege of Samaria was a few years earlier, because apparently there was another uprising after the captivity of Samaria. Sargon, in the second year of his reign (720) mentions that he put down a revolt in Samaria and took some Israelites captive. Likewise in the case of Judah. Final revolts may not have been put down till a year or two after the fall of the city of Jerusalem in 587. So their 2520 years could still have begun in 585. The climax may still come soon. The times of the Gentiles, 539 to 1982 may be fulfilled in that Babylon will rise only after 1982, and not end there, as we formerly thought. A spring calendar in Judah gives a better answer to the problems.

(NOTE: In his sermon at the Feast as related above, Dr. Hoeh was thinking of lowering the date of Creation, Flood, Exodus, Temple, and surrounding events by “about 41 years.” Since the-Feast he has now firmly fixed the drop to 44 years below his former understanding.  Therefore, instead of Creation in 4024 B.C., he now thinks it was in 3980.  Instead of the death of Solomon in 972 B.C., he now thinks it was in 928. All the events in between are dropped down accordingly, and the Divided Monarchy is squeezed up, just as scholars have proposed it needed to be.)
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