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Deer Brother

It has been several weeks since I received your letter written
January 26. I must apologize for the long deley in replying. Not being &
student of the Greek, I assked one of my co~lasborers in regard to the thimd
question which you reised, and because of pressure of other work, there wes
some delay in getting 2 reply to me. Had I known there was to be such a
long delay in this matter, I should have dealt with the first two questiona
much earlier,

I am sorry to learn that your friend seeme somewhat confused in
regard to the Spirit of prophecy. For one to find his confidence in the
3pirit of prophecy jeopardized becsuse there may be some things that are
diffieult to understand or to explain, is very unfortunate. There ere some
things in Seripture which are difficult of explanaetion, end yet we do not
cast aside our confidence in the Bible because we are unable to harmonize
every text. When a gift, as the Spirit of prophecy, which has manifested
its influence among Seventh-day Adventists for seventy years while the in-
strument wes alive, emd for twenty-five years more following her death, and
that during the time of the greatest development in the work of Seventh-
day Adventists; snd whem the fruit of that gift is so apparent snd in every
case good, one is hardly Jjustified in abendoning confidence in the gift be-
cause of a few stetements which to his mind seem unexplainable or contra-
dictory.

We sincerely hope that the brother whom you mention may find his
way e¢lsarly through the problems which concern him,

K Your firat guestto the statements in "Patriarchs and
Prophets,” page 354 and "Great Controversy," page 418, pertaining to the
transferring of sin from the sinner to the sanctuary in the case of the
ancient senctuary service. Both statements are very much alike, and the

/ eriticism is besed on an understending of the terms "individumls” and
"prepentant simmer" in "Patriarchs and Prophets” and "sinner” in "Great Con-~
troversy." It is assumed by the questioner that these two terms as used
in these two books, refer only to one of the common people, However, the

\ statement is not sc made,

- It is a fact that the Seriptures bring to view two methode of trems-
ferring sin from the sinner to the sanctuary. In the case of the priest or
the congregation, the blood was carried into the sanctuery. In the case of the
ruler, or one of the common people, the flesh was eaten and thus transferred
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to the priest emd through him to the sanctuary. Let me ask whether the
priest, the ruler, or one of the common peopls who hes sinned mey not be
the "individuel" and "repentant sinner" of "Patrierchs and Prophets™ and
the "sinnerv of "Great Controversy."

Sister White in these two books does not deal with the minutae of
the various phases of the sacrificial system, drewing the fine line of differ-
entiation between various classes of sinners. In the paragraphs under ques~
tion, she mekes @ general statement bringing to view the two methods of trans-
ferring sin to the sanctuary, without specifying who the simner is or what his
office or position may be, If in "Great Controversy" or "Patriarchs amd
Prophets” the procedure for the priest or for the whole congregation wes else-
where taken up, one might feel that there was justificetion for the conclusion
that the "individual” and "repentaft sinner" of the quotations in question ex-
c¢luded the priest and the entire congregation. The question of the transfer
of sin is dealt with as a whole rather than in particular detail,

In thie conneetion I will quote a statement made on this point by

Elder M, L. Andreesen, one of the teachers in the Theological Seminery, He
has given much earnest study to the question of the sanctuary. You will observe
that he in turn quotes a statement made by Sister White, published in the
8'_1% of the Times of March 14, 1878, which is of particular interest, as it

tes to the sin of the pooplo bﬂng $rensferred vicariously to the sanetuary
through the blood of the priest's offering, which in this case was carried inmto
the holy place,

The blood of the sin offering was carried into the sanctuary
in the case of the priest or the whole congregation sinning. lev. 4:6,17,
In the ease of a ruler or one of the common people, the blood was not
earried into the sanctuary. Lev, 4:285,30. In the latter two cases
the blood was put on the horms of the alter of burnt offering, and
the rest poured out at the foot of the altar., In such cases the flesh
was saten by the priest who thus carried sin, lev, 10:17,18.

In these two cases the =in was therefore trensferred from
the sinner to the priest, who was thus made to carry sin. Sin being
thus laid upon him, he became a sinner, and it was necessary for
him to offer. He might have officiated for several persons during
the day, and thus have an asccumulation of sin which he bore vicarious-
ly. He therefore offered 2 lamb or whatsver other sacrifice was necess-~
ary. But in case of a priest the blood was carried into the sanctuary,
es before noted. When the blood was thus carried im, the sin which the
priest bore--mostly those of common people, was through the blood tranps-
forred to the sanctuary. Of this Sister White says:

"The sins of the people were transferred in figure to
the officiating priest, who was a ator for people,
- The priest could not himself become an offering for sin,

‘\ and make atonement with his life, for he was also a simner,

Therefore, instead of suffering death himself, he killed a

| lamb without blemish; the penalty of sin was transrorrod to

| the innocent beast, which thus became his immediate substitute,

! and typified the pcrfeet offering of Jesus Christ, Through the
blocd of this wvictim, man looked forward by faith to the blood
of Christ which would atone for the sins of the world.”
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Another question relstes to the reference to Armageddon in "Great
Controversy,"” ian the Index, and also to Armageddon as referred to in the
general "Index to the Writings of Mrs. B, G, White."

The term "Armegeddon” is not used in the book "Great Controversy,”
and the reference to the confliet at the close of the thousand years, under
the topiec of Armegeddon es listed in the Index to that book is plainly an
interpretation of the indexer, DMNrs, White was in no way responsible for
this, and in all new editions the reference to Armageddon in the Index has
been deleted. Just how this matter slipped into the Index of the book I
cannot say; but we recognize that it so clearly represents an individual in-
terpretation that we are not justified in keeping the referemce in the Index,

For a statement regarding the elleged diserepancy between John 20:19
and "Desire of Ages,” I enclose 2 statement prepared by Elder D, E. Robinson,
who has checked the Greek with some of our best Greek students, as well aes
standard lexicons,

Sineerely your brother,

Arthur 1L, White, Secretary
ELLEN G, WHITE PUBLICATIONS



