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When we began this series of studies on the Sanctuary, we
noted what Dr. Donald Grey Barnhouse. one of the Evangeli-
cal conferees of the infamous SDA-Evangelical Conferences
of 1955-1956. said in regard to the “investigative judg-
ment.” [4(03}]. He also wrote that he and his fellow con-
ferees did “not believe that there is even a suspicion of a
verse in Scripture to sustain such a peculiar position.”
In this issue of WWH, we study closely Daniel 7 in which is
found the declaration, “the judgment was set and the books
were opened” (ver. 10). It becomes evident when such a
study is made that there is no suggestion of an
“investigative judgment™ in the chapter. Rather. it is
noting the first session of a two part judgment which is
concluded when the books are again opened, “and the dead
(are) judged out of those things which (are) written in the
books™ (Rev. 20:12; see footnote, p. 4. col. 1).

~Since the objective of God is to bring an énd To sTn so
that it will never arise a second time. we develop the
premise that for sin to be eradicated. the judgment must
begin where sin began and the {ssue that sparked sin must
first be adjudicated.

There is also the matter of the “books.” In the final ses-
sion of the Heavenly Assize, the books are revealed as con-
taining the record of the "works" dome in this life, while
a single book, "the book of Tife,” contains but “names.”
This “book™ is pictured as belonging to the “Lamb” (Rev.
13:8). The whole picture of the judgment must be consid-
ered in the light of Jesus’ own declaration that “the Fa-
ther...hath committed all judgment unto the Son” (John
5:22), with the “authority to execute judgment also, be-
cause He is the Son of man™(5:27). All - incarnation,
atonement, judgment - are one theme. The “everlasting gos-
pel” includes them all as fundamental truths.



"THE ANCIENT OF
DAYS DID SIT”

Sin began In Heaven: it did not begin in the
Gorden of Eden. The Garden of Eden was the
place on earth where sin infruded. 1t began ot
the throne of God. |t did not begin with Adam
and Eve; it began with a “covering cherub”™ at
that Throne (Eze. 28:14). The sin problem must
first be adjudicaled where it began. Then from
that point, & can conlinve to be eradicated
untll Chuist can come “the second time without
sin unto salvation™ {Heb. 9:28). Did His coming
the first fime “to make an end of sins” {Dan.
9:24) provide a sufficient redemption for the
accomplishmenit of that objective? From
God’s viewpoint, Yes: but would the free moral
agents in whose midst sin originated concwr?

Fiest, whal was the issue which Iignited the
rebelion against God? Our Bible opens with a
revelation of God's intent and purpose in the
credtion of man - “let us make man In our
image, after our likeness, and let him have
dominion” (Gen. 1:24). But there was at the
Tiwone another — Luclfer - who desired the
status that was to be accorded man. He said
in his heart - i will be like the most High” {Isa.
14:14). This discontent with his place as a
“covering cherub™ infected the angelic host,
and war ensued in heaven. Lucifer was cast
out (Isa. 14:12; Luke 10:18).

in pursuit of his confinued rebellion against
God’s design, Lucifer attacked man himself.
The divine lkeness was comrupfed in man. His
success in overcoming Adam ailso gave him
the opportunlly to vent his jealousy against Him
who made man, and who wouid come lo

redeem man, so that the original plan might be
carried out.

Since Daniel 7:9-10 infroduces the sitling of the
Ancient of days in judgment which ultimately
ends when “all dominions shall serve and obey
Him™ (verse. 27), we need to give careful
altention to this initial session of the judgment
convened to seilie the sin problem. It was the

siiting of the Ancient of days that setl the
judgment and caused the books to be
opened. To this session were called the
angellc hosts. For what purpose? This is the
question that must first be answered. Too often,
we have pictored the assembled hosis of
heaven as merely “raffic cops” verifying the
cliations they gave to the speedsters of earth
on the highway of Hfe. There are other
quesfions of far more import involving man,
such as, the original plan and the purpose God
had in his creation. Can God re-make man as
He originally designed him to be, “in His
ikeness,” and give to him the “dominion” He
intended to bestow? Then, what about the
“books"?

Let us, firsl, observe what the Bible states in
regard to God's original placement of man
whom He created in His own “likeness.” David
sang:

What is man, that thou art mindiul of him? And the son of
man, that thou hast visited him? For thou madest him 3
litite lower than the aapels, and hast crowaed him with
glory and honour. Thou madest kim to have dominion
over the works of thy hands; thou hast put ali things under

kis feet. (Ps. 8:4-6)

The “sanctuary”™ book of the New Teslament, in
its preface to the consideration of Jesus Christ
as High Priest of our profession, gives a unique

" interpretation fo these verses from Psaims 8. [t

reads - “Thou madest him a litle while inferlor
to the angels” (Heb. 2:7 margin). The Greek -
Bpayv n - when used of time signifies, “a short
time, or for a Hile while” (Thayer; see also,
Armndt & Gingrich.) Then, in commeni on
“dominion,” Paul wrote — “For thot He put all in
subjection under him, He left nothing that is not
put under him. But now we see not yet all
things put under him. Byt we see Jesus who
was made a liltle while inferlor (Bpayv 1) to the
angels for the suffering of death, crowned with
glory and honour (vs. 8-9; emphasis supplied).

As Jesus was for only a litle while inferior to
angels, so llkkewise “the many sons™ whom He,
the captain of their salvation, will bring to glory
shall be for only a {iile while lower than the
angels. In Christ, the “divine Hkeness” was



once more revealed in humanity, and through
Him as High Priest, the “divine likeness™ is o be
restored fo man. The “first dominion,” lost by
the first Adam, is regained by the second
Adam as He stands ol the head of the human
race. (Micah 4:8),

Not only does Paui present this understanding
of the redemptive process in Hebrews, where
he sels forth the sanctuary dochine of the new
covenanl, but in his general Episite to the
Ephesions. He wrote;

That the God of our Lord Jesas Christ, the Father of

glory, mwy give wato ¥oi the “spirit of wisdom and
revelation in the knowledge of Him: the eyes of your
understanding being enlightened; that ye may kmow what
is the hope of His calling, and what (are) the riches of the
glory of His mberitance in the saints, and what is the
exceeding greatness of His power to us-ward who believe,
according to the working of His mighty power, which He
wrought in Christ, when He raised Him from the dead,
and sct Him at His owa right hand in heavealy places, . . .
and hath pat afl things under His feet, ...

But God, who is rich in mercy, for His great love
whmwithﬂelovedus,evmwhﬂwewmdudhsins,
hath quickened ws together with Christ, (by whose grace
ye are saved;) and hath raised us up together, and made us
sit together im heavenly places iw Christ Jesus: that in the
ages to come He might show the exceeding riches of His
grace im His kindness toward us shrowgh Christ Jesus.
(1:17-28, 22; 2:4-7; emphasis supplied).

What was done “in Chist Jesus” will be
revealed “through Chuist Jesus” in the “many

sons” whom He will be bringing to giory. -As -

High Priest, He prayed - “Father, 1 will that they
also, whom Thou hast given Me, be with Me
where | am™ (John 17:24). Can the Father
answer that prayer in the planned “exaltation
of the redeemed” and “one pulse of harmony”
siill beat “through the vast creation™? It didn't
the fist time when He altempted to cany out
His plan. Rebelion ensued among the host of
heaven led by the highest ranking angel of
thal innumerable creation - the covering
cherub, Luclfer. Thus when the Judgment Is set,
the angelic host are the first fo be assembled.
The original objective of God in the creation of
man is at issue. “The hour of the judgment of
Himis come.”

in the typlcal sancluary service, there had
been given a unique representation of this,
The high priest provided his own bullock for
himseif and his “house.” Though an “offering
for sin," no hands of confesslon were placed
on this bullock. Its blood was the first to be
sprinkled in the most holy place on the mercy
seat (lev. 14:14). It did not enter into the
services of that day again until f was mingled
with the blood of the Loid's goat with the
objective of removing “the uncleanness of the
chiidren of Israel” (v. 19). This was peiformed
at the Altar in the Court. Further, the antitypical
significance-of this-first minishration in the most
holy place on the typical Day of Atonement is
alluded to by Pavl in Hebrews as he wrole his
call to “consider the Apostie and High Priest of
owr profession, Chiist Jesus” (Heb. 3:1-8).
Aaron stood for Moses (Ex. 4:14; 7:1), who was
as Christ, faithful in “cll his house.”

The fiust witness in the judgment before the
Throne is the “Lamb as | had been siain” (Rev.
5:4); and the first question before the Heavenly
hosts was: Has God paid enough fo camry out
His original plan regarding man?” There can
be but one answer, as they look upon the One
standing before them. They could but recall
those hours in Gethsemane, when the cup
frembled in the hands of that Divine Sufferer.
Their mind's eye could see again the agony He
endured of Calvary.

We need to see this Judgment scene given in
prophetic vision to Daniel in the context of the
whole vislon before considering the second
aspect of the prophefic scene - “the books
were opened.” It is a prophecy in continuily,
and must be carefully studied from that
viewpoint.

Four “great beasts™ arise before Daniel in
vision. “The first was like a lion.” (7:4). The
very word, “first” indicates a sequence. It is
followed by “ancther beast, a second, fike to a
bear.” (7:5). “Affer this . . . lo another, llke a
leopard.” (7:6). “After this . . . behold a fourth
beast.” Then there arose a “Hittle homn™ out of
the beast, which was never separated from the



beast {7:8). Next to appear before the eyes of
Danlel was the judgment scene. {7:9-10).

The coniinuity continues. “i beheld then” and
he continved to behold “iilt the beast was sialn,
and his body destoyed, and given to the
buming flame” (7:11; see also Rev. 19:20). This
is followed In the “night visions” by the coming
of the “Son of man . . . to the Anclent of days”
(7:13) not to enter into judgment but to recelve
“an everlasting dominion.” (7:14).

in the explanation which follows, Daniel was
toid that “fredittie horn™ would have dominion
for a period of ime - “unfil a fime and times,
and the dividing of fime” (7:25); “but the
judgment shall sit."(7:28). In other words, the
sitting of the judgment comes between the
time allotted to the “liitle horn™ and the “great
words” which that “hom™ spoke (7:11). } must
be noted that the “words” which the “litlle
hom” spoke “against the most High” during the
fime of dominion (the 12460 prophetic days) are
not the “great words” which the hom utters
ofter the “judgment was sel”™ (The word,
“greal” is supplied In Dan, 7:25.)

Furthey, in the explanation given to Daniel, only
two decisions are noted as coming from the
judgment before the Anclent of days in this first
judicial session of the Heavenly Court: 1

1) | beheld, and the same horn made war with
the saints, and prevailed against them; uniif the
Anclent of days came, and judgment was
given to the sainis of the most High. (7:21-22).

2) The judgment shall sit, and they shall take
away his dominlon, o consume and desiroy #
unto the end. (7:24).

! “The books of record in heaven, in which the names
and the deeds of men are registered, are to determine
the decision of the judgment. Says the prophet Daniel,
‘the judgment was set, and the books were opened.’
The revelator, describing the same scene, adds,
‘Another book was opened, which is the book of life: and
the dead were judged out of those things which were
written in the books, according to their works.” The
Gneat Controversy, p. 480 :

The time when the Judgment is set, and the
books opened In the continuity of Daniel 7 Is
between the end of the aliofted time given fo
“the lithe horn,” 1798, and 1854 when the
“homn"” promulgated the first of its “great words”
in the Dogma of the Immaculate Conception.
Thus the time when “the cieansing of the
sanctuary” (8:14) was fo begin, 1844, coincides
with the sitting of the judgment. But it is to be
noted that nowhere in the visions given to
Danlel Is there a suggestion of an investigation
of the individual records contalned in those
books. That awaits the final session of the
Hecavenly Assize. (Rev. 20:12).

Another picture also emerges from the
prophecy. The little horn “made war with the
saints” even fo the point of wearing “out the
saints of the most High,” unill the Ancient of
days came. (7:21-22, 25). This prophetic
pictlure Is paralleled by the fifth seal in
Reveldalion, with the souls under the brazen
Altar {6:9-11); however, In taking away the
“dominion” of the “litie horn” by the judgment
(Dan. 7:24), the focus changes. It moves fo the
sanctuary (8:14), and fo the “great words”
spoken by the little hom. The taking away Is
done by the same ones over which during the
1260 day period the “horn™ prevailed, in other
words, “the sains.” (Note 7: 21 - “them;” and
7:26 - “they") We dare not forget that the last
great conflict is a battie “between the religion
of the Bible and the religion of fable and
fradition.” '

We tumn our alfention next fo the “books.”
There can be no question, but that these books
from the archives of Heaven contain a precise
record of the deeds of each human that has
ever lived. {Rev. 20:12). It is also an inescap-
able fact that they are sfill being written. In
each prophelic description in Danlel and in
Revelation, there Is assoclated along with the
“books,” the fact “that another book was
opened” (Rev. 20:12; Danlel 12:1). While
“works” are assoclated with the “books,” only
“names” are emphasized in reference o “the
book” (Rev. 13:8). With this prophetic different-
tiation, there must be recalled the confession



of isalah - “all our righteousnesses are as filthy
rags” (64:4).

The first reference to “the book of Iife of the
Lamb siain from the foundalion of the world" is
found in Moses’ peiition In behalf of istael.
There it is called “Thy book which Thou has
written™ (Ex. 32:32). Moses was in communion
with the same | AM who had appeared to him
at Horeb before (Ex. 3:1, 14); and Who was to
come as a Surely for those whose names are
recorded In the book. {John 8:58, Heb. 7:22-
25). 1t should be carefully noted that the

Scriptures Indicate clearly that the 1 AM willes

ifié Wames in His book. They, and they alone,
escape the judgment. This Jesus stated
piainty:

Verily, verily, 1 say unto you, He that hul"ﬂll my word,
and believeth on Him that seat Me, bath everlasting life
and shall not come inte condemaation (Gr. xpioig -

jwigment), but is passed (ueraPePnkev- perfect tense)
from death unto life. (Joha 5:24).

A Biblical example of this acquiltal is the thief
on the cross paying the penalty for his trans-
gression against soclely, hearing the promise
of Jesus - “Veilly 1 say to thee joday, thou shalt
be with Me in paradise” (Luke 23:43). While the
penally for his sins was being paid that very
day by Another, he passed in relationship to
God, “from decath unto life."

The {ypical service on the Day of Alonement
~indicutes plainty that all records are blotted out
even the recorded confessions finger-printed
on the horns of the altars. The former shall not
come into mind. There remains only the
identily, the name, for the “Iife is hid with Chiist
in God" {Col. 3:3).

Retumning to the theme of Bible prophecy, the
great coniroversy belween good and evll, we
find the elements of Daniel 7 re-emphasized as
the second section of Revelation (Chapters 12
thwough 19) is inlroduced. The first beast of
Revelation 13 is “like a leopard, and his feet
. were as the feel of a bear, and his mouth as
the mouth of a lion: and the dragon gave him
his power, and his seat, and great authority” {v.
2). Here are parts of the very symbols of Daniel

7 in identical reverse order as given in Daniel,
now a part of another non-descript beast. The
fime of this latter beast's authority to act, is the
same fime as was given “the liitle Hom" of
Daniel 7. He also does the same thing ~ “it
was given him to moke war with the saints, and
{o overcome them” (13:7). However, into this
picture a new faclor is infroduced - the
dragon. This “dragon” Is clearly defined - “that
old serpent, which is the devil and Satan” (Rev.
20:2). Here again, are the same iwo
anfagonisis, as presented In the services of the
Day of Atonement - the Lord’s goat, and the
one standing for Azarel. -

The prophetfic scene in Revelation 12 presents
the warfare between the two contenders.
Michael overcomes; sin is condemned in the
flesh, the Man-chiid Is caught up o God and
His throne, there {o be High Priest and Surety of
the everiasting covenant. A loud volce is
heard prociaiming the restoration of the
kingdom of God, and “the power of His Christ.”

In this prophetic confinuum (Rev. 12-14), o
series of angelic voices are heard prockaiming
the everlasting gospel which produces a group
of saints which keep, not are hying to keep,
the commandments of God and the falih of
Jesus. (14:6-12) The first angel announces that
the hour of God's judgment has come, thus
paralleling Danlel 7:9-10; and seffing the time
factor — 1844,

Once the angelic host assents that God has
pald a sufficient price fo cary out his original
plan in the cregtion of man, then God will “set
His hand the second lime to recover the
remnant of His people” (Isa. 11:11; Rev. 12:17)
Against the dragon's wrath, they too shaill
prevail. They will overcome him, “by the blood
of the Lamb, ond by the word of their
testimony” (12:11). It should be evident to any
observant student of the picture in Revelation,
that the conflict begins with the attack on the
woman and the “Man-child.” H was the
“Seed” of the woman who was to biuise the
serpent’s head (Gen.3:15). That “Seed” was
the Man-child.



In the Greek, there are three words for “man.”
One Is avdponog, 0 human being, from which is
derlved our English word, “anthropology™. A
second Is avyyp, an adult male as opposed to a
child, or a female. The third Is apocv, the male
sex. An example of iis use In Scripiure is Rom.
1:27. This is the word which is used in Rev. 12:5.
Chist did not come into the worlkd bereft of the
powers and forces which plague human kind.
He was "made of a woman, made under law”
including the law of heredity. (See Gal. 4:4-5; in
each use of the word “law” in these verses, the
article is omilied in the Greek texi) Also, Ris on
this issue = the incamation - that the baille

ground of theology begins.

The Three Angels’ Messages Is “the everlasting
gospel.” This “gospel of God” is declared to
be conceming “His Son Jesus Christ which was
made of the seed of David according to the
flesh.” (Rom. 1:1,3). No soconer had God begun
the final work foward His original objective,
than the “beast” which received s authority
and power from the “dragon” viiered its first
“great words” (Dan. 7:11). In the Dogma of the
Iimmaculale Conceplion, promulgated in 1854,
it was declored that Mary, “unlike the rest of
the children of Adam . . . was never subject o
sin, even in the fist moment of (the soul's)
infusion into the body. She alone was exempt
from the original tainl.” (The Faith of Owr
Fathers, p. 171, 88% edition).

The tragedy of this whole picture is that the
“sainis” which God raised up fo “take away”
the dominion of the “liille hom™ {(Dan. 7:24), so
compromised the foith, that they were willing
to declare of Chrisl, that “although bom in the
flesh, He was nevertheless God, and exempf
from the Inhedited passions that corrupt the
natural descendanis of Adam™ (Questions on
Doctrine, p. 383, emphasis supplled). How can
they overcome the dragon with a comupiled
testimony?

THREE GREAT WORDJS

As we have noled in the above study, the
Papacy in 1854 promulgated the Dogma of the

immaculate Conception. In his book, Faith of
Ovur Fathers, James Cardinal Gibbons quotes
that Dogma as procialmed:

We define that the Blessed Virgin Mary in the first

moment of her conception, by the singular grace and
privilege of Almighty God, in virtue of the merits of Jesus
Christ, the Savior of the hunman race, was preserved free
from every stain of the original sin. (p. I71)

Since we have already noted its conclusion in
conirast to the Biblical “Seed” of the woman,
we pass to the next dogma which validated
such papal promwuigations as infallible. In 1870,
Vatican Council | formulated a new article of
foith in these words:

We teach and define that it is a dogma divinely revealed,
that the Roman pontiflf when he speaks ex cathedra — that
is, when, in discharge of the office of pastor and doctor of
all Christians, by virtue of his supreme apostolic authority,
he defines a doctrine regarding faith or morals to be held
by the umiversal church, . . . is possessed of that infallibility
with which the divine Redeemer willed that his Church
should be endowed for defining doctrine regarding faith
and morals, (The New Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia of
Religious Knowiedge, Vol. V, p. 489)

Cardinal Glbbons declares this decree of
Vatican Councll 1 to be “the keystone in the
arch of Catholic faith.” {(op. cif., p. 125), yet
seems lo modily Hs thrust by first stating what
the dogma Is not establishing, and then asking
and answering the question, “What, then, is the
real dochrine of Infalfibliity?” In answer, he
wrote:

The Pope, therefore, be it known, is not the maker of
Divine iaw; he is only its expounder. He is not the author
of revelation, but only its interpreter. (ibid., pp. 123-124).

While we may have some reservations to these
Hmitations placed by Gibbons because of the
altempted change of the Sabbath from the
seventh to the first day of the week which alters
“Divine law;” however, there can be no
question, this dogma empowers the Pope to
infallibly interpret the Scriptures. This was a
direct challenge fo true Protestantism which
had declared “the Bible and the Bible only” as
its religion. If the “Everiasting Gospel” Is God’s
design to “consume and desiroy” the
“dominion” of the liitie horn “unio the end.”



then care needs to be exercised so thal we do
not establish a “magesterium™ of our own to
Interpret the Bible.,

in 1950, the reigning pope, Plus Xil, prociaimed
a “holy year,” and being a devolee of the
Virgin Mary, defined the church's teaching on
her bodlly assumption into Heaven. The year
was closed in Fatima, Portugal, ot one of the
great Marian shrines of the Catholic world. This
Dogma opened the door o manifestations of
Spiritism under the gulse of apparitions of the
Virgin Mary. In the book, Thunder of Jusfice,
this summary statement Is made:

As-the number of Marian apparitions throughout the
world have iucreased ait an alarming rate, especially in the
past ten years, we are reminded of the writings of Sain¢
Louis de Mostfort (1673-1716), im which he shared his
comviction “that a Reign of the Blessed Virgin would
precede a Reign of the Lord Jesus Christ. Just as Mary
preceded the first coming of Jesus on earth, 30 too the
Trinity bas ordained that she would precede Christ’s
Second Coming.” Never before im history have we
experienced the mumber of apparitions and supernatural
phepomena as we have in this century, particularly the
istter kalf. On December 8, 1990, Mary stated to Father
Gobbi: “1 was drivea by the Most Holy Trinity to become
the Mother of the Second Advent, and thus my motherly
task of preparing the Church and all hamanity to receive
Jesus, who is returning to you in glory. (p. 20; emphasis
supplied)

It is not difficult to see how this dogma of the

bodily assumptlion of Mary into heaven, opens _

the door for these spidiistic manifestations.

The cunsal-Pepe, also a strong devotee ot the
Virgin Mary, would iikke to promuigate the

Dogma that Mary Is the co-mediatrix with Jesus .

Chiist. Cardinal Ratzinger, head of the Propa-
gation of the Faith, authorized the writing and
release of information about this intended
dogma. I was published May 27, 1993. It is
being pul on hold because of the negative
reaction # might have on current ecumenical
dialogues.

IN THE WRITINGS

Not only is the Great Conlroversy mofif
emphasized in the Wrilings, but also certaln
specific statements are mode as to the

beginning of the conflict, and God's purpose in
the creation of man.

Lucifer was “once an honored angel In
heaven, next to Jesus Chiist.” Further, he
“wished to be consulled conceming the
formation of man.” The status planned for man
by God friggered the rebellion. See Spintual
Gifts, Vol. |, p. 17.

This status is also clearly defined:

All heaven took a deep and joyful interest in the creation
of this world and of man, Human beings were a new and
distinct order. (R&H, Feb. 11, 1902; emphasis supplied)

God created mana a superior being; he alone is formed in
the image of God, and is capable of partaking of the divine
nature; of coopersting with his Creator and executing His
plans. (R&H, April 21, 1885)

Man was the crowning act of the creation of God, made in
the image of God, and designed to be a connterpart of God;
... (REH, June 18, 1895; emphasis supplied)

When the coalalyst which sparked the sin
problem is understood, the session of the
judgment described In Daniel 7:9-10 fakes on
new meaning, as well as the validity of the
premise that the sin problem must first be
seilled where, and over what, it began,
Further, in our consideration of the judgment of
Daniel 7:9-10, we must imit our conclusions as
to the renderings of that session of the
Heavenly Assize to what Is aclually siated to
Daniel in the explanatfohi (7722, 28). There are
two other tactors which dare not be over-
locked:

1) God has “commitied aoff judgment unto the
Son” (John 5:22; emphasis supplied).

2) The Son says: “He that heareth my word,
and belleveth on Him that sent me, hath
everlasting life, and shall not come Iinto
judgment; but is passed from death unto life”
(5:24; same Greek word in both verses - xpioig
- for “judgment™).
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