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The Essential Knowledge

"The revelation of Himself that God has given in His word is for our study. This we may seek to
understand. But beyond this we are not to penetrate. The highest intellect may tax itself until
itis wearied out in conjectures regarding the nature of God; but the effort will be fruitless. This
problem has not been given us to solve. No human mind can comprehend God. Let not finite
man attempt to interpret Him. Let none indulge in speculation regarding His nature. Here
silence is eloquence. The Omniscient One is above discussion.” (Ellen G. White, Testimonies
Volume 8, page 279, 1904, ‘The Essential Knowledge’)
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An exposé concerning Ellen White’s “In Christ is life, original unborrowed,
underived” statement (The Desire of Ages page, 530)

Introduction

On page 530 of Ellen White’s book The Desire of Ages, there is a statement that reads, “In Christ
is life, original, unborrowed, underived”. Today, by the theologians of the Seventh-day Adventist
Church, it is used as an important ‘proof-text’ in support of their teaching that God is a trinity of
divine persons as depicted by the trinity doctrine.

These same theologians also maintain, because this life in Christ is described as “original,
unborrowed, underived”, that He did not receive it from God (the Father) but in His own right, as
one of ‘the trinity’, has always possessed it. This means, according to the SDA Church today, that
Christis not begotten of God and is therefore not really the Son of God but is a divine person who
is only roleplaying the part of a son. Another way they express this belief is that they say the
terminology ‘Son of God’ is only a metaphor. This is what the SDA Church today, in its official
denominational publications, is teaching.

It is more than likely that when Ellen White first used this “In Christ is life, “original unborrowed,
underived” phraseology, she never envisioned that it would be used in such a way as it is now
being used. Interestingly, as we shall now see, she was not, as some believe, the originator of it.
She acquired it from a book in her library.

Origins of various phraseologies

The words “In Christ is life, original, underived, unborrowed” are those that Ellen White derived
from a book written by the Rev. John Cumming (1807-1881). This book is called Sabbath Evening
Readings on the New Testament — St. John. The Sabbath in this case is referring to Sunday. This
publication was one of a series that Cumming had written on the books of the New Testament.

Cumming was a very popular Scottish minister. He is reputed to have written something like 180
books. Ellen White had his book on John’s gospel in her library. In fact, at the time of her death in
1915, she had accumulated, in her two libraries (her personal library and the one belonging to her
office staff) around 1400 books. It is said that over 500 of these she had acquired from her
secretary C. H. Crisler.

There is a strong possibility though that Cumming produced this phraseology from something
that had been said by William Channing, who, in his time, was a leading exponent of Unitarian
theology. In a discourse given at Baltimore in 1813, Channing (1780-1842) delivered these stirring
thoughts (this was in a sermon on Unitarian Christianity)

“We recollect, however, that, not long ago, it was common to hear of Christ, as having died
to appease God’s wrath, and to pay the debt of sinners to his inflexible justice; and we have
a strong persuasion, that the language of popular religious books, and the common mode
of stating the doctrine of Christ’s mediation, still communicate very degrading views of
God’s character. They give to multitudes the impression, that the death of Jesus produces
a change in the mind of God towards man, and that in this its efficacy chiefly consists. No
error seems to us more pernicious. We can endure no shade over the pure goodness of
God.” (The Complete Works of William Ellery Channing D.D,, Page 285, 1884, Unitarian
Christianity, Discourse, Baltimore, 1819)

Channing went on to explain



“We earnestly maintain, that Jesus, instead of calling forth, in any way or degree, the mercy
of the Father, was sent by that mercy, to be our Saviour; that he is nothing to the human
race, but what he is by God’s appointment; that he communicates nothing but what God
empowers him to bestow; that our Father in heaven is originally, essentially, and eternally
placable, and disposed to forgive; and that his unborrowed, underived, and unchangeable
love is the only fountain of what flows to us through his Son.” (Ibid)

Now compare this with what John Cumming would later write. Notice the similarity in
phraseology. When referring to the opening verses of John’s gospel, Cumming wrote of Christ

“In him was life,”— that is, original, unborrowed, underived. In us there is a streamlet from
the Fountain of Life; in him was the Fountain of Life. Our life is something we receive,
something that the Giver takes back again to himself,—over which we have no control, and
for which we must give God the account and the praise. But in Jesus was life, underived,
unborrowed; he was the Life; and that Life, it is said, “was the light of men” (Rev. John
Cumming, Sabbath Evening Readings on the New Testament: St. John’, pages 5-6, 1856)

While it may not be very significant, it is quite possible that Cumming, to produce what he wrote
here, had adapted it from the words of William Channing (see above).

Ellen White’s phraseology

We now need to compare what Ellen White wrote with that which John Cumming had written (see
above). In 1905, in a letter, she penned these words

“In Jesus is our life derived. In Him is life that is original, unborrowed, underived life. In us
there is a streamlet from the fountain of life. In Him is the fountain of life. Our life is
something that we receive, something that the Giver takes back again to Himself.” (Ellen G.
White, Letter 309 1905, to Bro and Sister J. A. Burden, November 15 1905)

There is not much difference here from what Cumming had written. In fact the sentiments
themselves are identical.

The first time Ellen White used this life original, unborrowed phraseology was in Ms 2 1896. It was
not until the following year though (1897) that she used it for the first time in one of our
periodicals. This was in an article called Christ The Life Giver, which was published in the Signs
of the Times.

“In him was life; and the life was the light of men”. It is not physical life that is here specified,
but immortality, the life which is exclusively the property of God. The Word, who was with
God, and who was God, had this life. Physical life is something which each individual
receives. It is not eternal or immortal; for God, the Life-giver, takes it again. Man has no
control over his life. But the life of Christ was unborrowed. No one can take this life from
Him. “I lay it down of myself”, He said. In Him was life, original, unborrowed, underived.
This life is not inherent in man. He can possess it only through Christ. He cannot earn it; it
is given him as a free gift if he will believe in Christ as His personal Saviour. “This is life
eternal, that they might know thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ, whom thou hast
sent”. This is the open fountain of life for the world.” (Ellen G. White, Signs of the Times, 8"
April 1897. ‘Christ the Life Giver’)

Once again this is in keeping with the thoughts expressed by John Cumming.



The following year (1898), in The Desire of Ages, Ellen White repeated the very same sentiments.
This was in the chapter where she writes of the raising of Lazarus. These now famous and oft
quoted words are as follows (this was when referring to the conversation Jesus had with Martha,
the sister of Lazarus).

“Still seeking to give a true direction to her faith, Jesus declared, “| am the resurrection, and
the life.” In Christ is life, original, unborrowed, underived. “He that hath the Son hath life.” 1
John 5:12. The divinity of Christ is the believer's assurance of eternal life.” (Ellen G. White,
Desire of Ages, page 530, ‘Lazarus, Come Forth’, 1898)

The “life” that is in Christ (life that is “original, unborrowed, underived”) is “divinity”. Here Ellen
White says it is “the believer's assurance of eternal life”. This is the type of life that is in Christ. It
is divine life (divinity).

The present-day SDA trinitarian theologians reason that because this “life” is described by Ellen
White as “original, unborrowed, underived”, then it must have originated in Christ but a careful
reading of the text itself, also what she wrote on page 21 of the same book, leads to a far different
conclusion. Look at it again as it is in Desire of Ages. She says, “In Christ is life, original,
unborrowed, underived”. She is not saying this “life” originated in Christ. She says it is in Him.
Now look at what she wrote on page 21

“But turning from all lesser representations, we behold God in Jesus. Looking unto Jesus
we see that it is the glory of our God to give. “l do nothing of Myself,” said Christ; “the living
Father hath sent Me, and | live by the Father.” “| seek not Mine own glory,” but the glory of
Him that sent Me. John 8:28; 6:57; 8:50; 7:18. In these words is set forth the great principle
which is the law of life for the universe. All things Christ received from God, but He took to
give. So in the heavenly courts, in His ministry for all created beings: through the beloved
Son, the Father’s life flows out to all; through the Son it returns, in praise and joyous service,
a tide of love, to the great Source of all. And thus through Christ the circuit of beneficence
is complete, representing the character of the great Giver, the law of life.” (Ellen G. White,
Desire of Ages, page 21, God With Us’)

This divine life, described as “original, unborrowed, underived”, is the “Father’s life”. According to
Ellen White, this life originates in the Father and flows to us “through the beloved Son”. It then
returns again through the Son to the Father. Notice whom Ellen White describes as “the great
Source of all”. It is the Father. It is His life, God the Father’s life, that comes to us through the Son.
This is the same as she had explained the previous year

“God has sent his Son to communicate his own life to humanity. Christ declares, “I live by
the Father,” my life and his being one. “No man hath seen God at any time; the only begotten
Son, which is in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared him,” “For as the Father hath life
in himself; so hath he given to the Son to have life in himself; and hath given him authority
to execute judgment also, because he is the Son of Man.” The head of every man is Christ,
as the head of Christ is God. “And ye are Christ’s, and Christ is God’s.” (Ellen G. White, The
Home Missionary, June 15t 1897, ‘A call to the work’)

Ellen White describes God’s life and Christ’s life as “being one”. None of us can understand this
oneness of life (of existence) that the Son has with the Father. This is because God has never
explained it. This is primarily what is wrong with the trinity doctrine. It attempts to explain
something that God has chosen not to reveal. Thus, any teaching that has the trinity doctrine as
its foundation, is subject to very serious error. Note inspiration says it was the Father who had
“given to the Son to have life in himself”.



Truly the Son of God

In the previous quote from The Home Missionary, Ellen White quoted from the prologue of John’s
gospel. This is where John had written

“No man hath seen God at any time, the only begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the
Father, he hath declared him.” John 1:18

As John neared the end of his gospel, he wrote these words

“And many other signs truly did Jesus in the presence of his disciples, which are not written
in this book: But these are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of
God; and that believing ye might have life through his name.” John 20:30-31

John wrote His gospel with the intention of showing his readers that Jesus, the Christ (the
anointed one, the Messiah) is the Son of God. This means therefore that as we read each of the
events that John records of the life of Christ, it would be beneficial for us to repeatedly say to
ourselves “John wrote this to show that Jesus is the Son of God”. Everything that John recorded
regarding Christ is to reveal, prove and establish that He is the Son of God. This was John’s prime
intent in the writing of his gospel.

John began his gospel with what are probably the most debated words in the entire Bible.

“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. The
same was in the beginning with God. All things were made by him; and without him was not
any thing made that was made.” John 1:1-3

These opening remarks are the very first thing of which John, to show that Christ is the Son of God
(John 20:31), informs his readers. He obviously regarded these words as of primary importance,
also the basis of all that he would write in his gospel. Ellen White commented on these verses

“How precious are these words! By them some have been led to believe in Christ as
the Son of God.” (Ellen White, Ms 111, 1903, “That They May Be One; As We Are One”’,
October 22nd 1903)

This is echoing John’s purpose of his gospel. She later wrote

“The writer of these words plainly shows that Jesus Christ is one with the Father. Christ is
called the Word. He is the first-begotten of the Father. By Him God has spoken unto us in
these last days.” (Ibid)

In the prologue to his gospel, John relates how Christ can be God and at the same time be with
God. He explains

“And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us, (and we beheld his glory, the glory as
of the only begotten of the Father,) full of grace and truth.” John 1:14

Five times John refers to Christ as begotten (John 1:14, 1:18, 3:16, 3:18, 1 John 4:9). This is as
opposed to all others who are called the sons of God. This is such as those who are created sons
of God (Genesis 6:2, 6:4, Job 1:6, 2:1, 38:7), and those who, through faith in Christ, are adopted
sons of God (John 1:12, Romans 8:14, 8:19, Philippians 2:15, 1 John 3:1, 1 John 3:2). The latter are
those who are adopted into the family of God. As John wrote in the prologue to his gospel



“But as many as received him, to them gave he power to become the sons of God, even to
them that believe on his name: Which were born, not of blood, nor of the will of the flesh,
nor of the will of man, but of God.” John 1:12-13

Itis in the very next verse that in comparison to the adopted sons of God, John wrote that Christ
was “the only begotten of the Father”. In harmony with what we have just read from scripture,
Ellen White penned these words

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

Here Ellen White is contrasting those who are called the sons of God by creation and adoption,
with Him who is the only begotten Son of God (John 1:14, 1;18, 3:16, 3:18, 1 John 4:9). There is an
irreconcilable difference. Six weeks later she wrote

“The Eternal Father, the unchangeable one, gave his only begotten Son, tore from his
bosom Him who was made in the express image of his person, and sent him down to earth
to reveal how greatly he loved mankind. He is willing to do more, “more than we can ask or
think.” An inspired writer asks a question which should sink deep into every heart: “He that
spared not his own Son, but delivered him up for us all, how shall he not with him also freely
give us all things?” (Ellen G. White, Review and Herald, July 9" 1895, ‘The Duty of the
Minister and the People’)

In the penultimate quote, Ellen White described Christ as “a Son begotten in the express image
of the Father’s person”. In the one we have just read she said He was “made in the express image”
of the Father’s person. This being “made” cannot mean created as God created angels and
mankind. This is because, as we have just seen, Ellen White said very clearly that Christ was “not
a son by creation, as were the angels” (see above). She obviously regarded “made”, as in
“begotten”, as something far different than made (created) like a creature (such as an angelic
being). Notice here Ellen White’s use of Romans 8:32 (“He that spared not his own Son ...”).

We know from scripture that God created all things through Christ (John 1:3, 1 Corinthians 8:6,
Ephesians 3:9, Colossians 1:15-17, Hebrews 1:1-2). This must mean therefore that when Christ was
begotten of God, nothing existed except for God. Christ therefore must have been begotten of
God’s very own substance — meaning He must have come out from God.

No one understands or can explain how Christ was begotten of God, neither can anyone put a
precise date (time) on when this happened. This is because God has never revealed such things.
What we can be sure of though, because we have God’s word on it, is that this begetting did take
place —also that it was prior to anything being created. This is usually referred to as eternity. Other
than this, how and when this happened is beyond human comprehension. We therefore must
leave it as God has left it — without further explanation.

Perhaps here a quote from the SOP would not go amiss. The is where Ellen White wrote when
referring to where Jesus had said to the Jews, “before Abraham was, | am” (John 8:58)



“Here Christ shows them that, altho they might reckon His life to be less than fifty years,
yet His divine life could not be reckoned by human computation. The existence of Christ
before His incarnation is not measured by figures.” (Ellen G. White, Signs of the Times. 3™
May 1899 ‘The Word made flesh’)

Quite understandably, some have taken this to mean that even though Christ’s eternal existence
cannot be calculated by any means known to mankind, it is known to God.

Concerning Micah 5:2

I will finish this little exposé with this interesting observation. It concerns Micah 5:2, which, in the
KJV, reads concerning the promised Messiah

“But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be little among the thousands of Judah, yet
out of thee shall he come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose goings forth have
been from of old, from everlasting.” Micah 5:2

The words “from everlasting” are translated from the Hebrew words yém (which in the KJV is
mostly translated ‘day’) and 6lam, which has its root in ‘Glam (meaning concealed or hidden).
This is why this rendering “from everlasting” is misleading. This is because ‘everlasting’ conveys
the idea of ‘forever’ (without beginning) while the Hebrew word ‘6lam, together with yém,
conveys the idea of an indefinite (unspecified) duration - a duration that is hidden from view
(concealed). One Hebrew scholar described it to me as looking at the horizon, knowing there is
something beyond, yet it cannot be seen or perceived (time out of mind, the vanishing point). This
reasoning could also be extended to saying that even though we may travel towards the horizon,
there is still an infinity beyond.

This ‘beyond the horizon’ (unspecified duration) conceptis also depicted in many translations of
Micah 5:2. Here are some examples (abbreviated)

... whose origins are from of old, from ancient times.” (NIV)
... whose origins go back to the distant past.” The New Jerusalem Bible (1985)
... one whose roots are far back in the past, in days gone by” The New English Bible
.. His goings forth are from long ago, From the days of eternity." New American Standard
... His origin is from antiquity, from eternity.” Holman Christian Standard Bible
... whose origin is from of old, from ancient days.” English Standard version
.. He comes from very old times, from days long ago." New Century version
... whose origins are far in the past, backin ancient times.” The Complete Jewish Bible
... whose origin is from early times, from the days of time indefinite” New World Translation

It is also interesting that on various occasions when quoting Micah 5:2, Ellen White, instead of
using the word “everlasting” as in the KJV, used the margin note which says, “from the days of
eternity”. She did this twice in the Desire of Ages and once in Prophets and Kings. These are

“She [Mary] is of the lineage of David, and the Son of David must be born in David’s city.
Out of Bethlehem, said the prophet, “shall He come forth ... that is to be ruler in Israel;
whose goings forth have been from of old, from the days of eternity.” Micah 5:2, margin.”
(Ellen G. White, Desire of Ages, page 44, ‘Unto you a saviour’)

“Silence fell upon the vast assembly. The name of God, given to Moses to express the idea
of the eternal presence, had been claimed as His own by this Galilean Rabbi. He had
announced Himself to be the self-existent One, He who had been promised to Israel,
“whose goings forth have been from of old, from the days of eternity.” Micah 5:2, margin.”
(Ibid, page 469, ‘The light of life’)



“The Son of David must be born in David’s city. Out of Bethlehem, said the prophet, “shall
He come forth ... thatis to be ruler in Israel; whose goings forth have been from of old, from
the days of eternity.” Micah 5:2, margin.” (Ellen G. White, Prophets and Kings, page 697,
‘The coming of a deliverer’)

She also did the same in a letter addressed to Bro’s Colcord, Starr and Hickox (Letter 195 1899).
This was as well as using the expression ‘the days of eternity’ on a number of other occasions
when referring to Christ’s pre-existence. One would conclude that Ellen White did this for a
specific reason.

There are those, because they do not wish to depict Christ as having a beginning, who posit the
idea that Christ is ‘everlastingly begotten’ of God, but this is going beyond the revelation of
Scripture. As said previously, the only thing we have been told in the Bible is that Christ is
begotten of God prior to anything being created. Further than that, God offers no explanation.
This is where we too should leave it.

The best we can say therefore, and at the same time stay in keeping with revelation from God, is
that Christ was begotten of God before the existence of time - at least time as we know it today.
Perhaps this is why Ellen White, in The Desire of Ages and Prophets and Kings (see above), rather
than use the word “everlasting” as in the KJV, chose to use the margin note of Micah 5:2. Perhaps
she was against the concept that Christ was ‘everlastingly begotten’ of God, and wanted to stay
in keeping with what God had shown her. On the other hand, it also appears she was against
those who would attempt to be more specific, and this is why she said, as noted above, Christ’s
divine life, prior to the incarnation, “could not be reckoned by human computation” and is
therefore “not measured by figures.” In other words, all that we can say, and at the same time
remain in keeping with revelation from God without adding anything to it, is that Christ was
begotten of God in eternity (before time as we know it today began).

Conclusion

After reading the above, it should now be reasonably easy for us to understand why Ellen White
said that the life in Christ is “original, unborrowed, underived”. It is the Father’s life (divinity) that
Christ inherited when He was begotten of God (see Hebrews 1:1-10, esp. verses 4-5). As we noted
above (see page 4), she said in The Desire of Ages that it is the Father’s life that flows through the
Son. This life can be nothing else except divinity. This is why Christ is divine. He is a partaker of
God’s divine life - thus He is the divine Son of God.

From the beginning to the end of John’s gospel, this is God’s declaration concerning Christ. This
is that He is the pre-existent Word, the divine Son of God made flesh (John 1:1-2, 1:14). He
therefore, the divine Son of God, is God in the person of the Son — God incarnate, God with us
(Matthew 1:23).

End of article



