
THE VERY THEOLOGY OF THE TRINITY DOCTRINE 
 

By Terry Hill 
 
Quite recently, on Facebook, I answered two very important questions, both of which 
concerned the theology of the trinity doctrine.  These two questions were 
 

(a) What evidence is there that Seventh-day Adventists today, because of their 
acceptance of the trinity doctrine, teach that the divine person of the Son of 
God did not die at Calvary? 
 

(b) What evidence is there that Seventh-day Adventists today, because of their 
acceptance of the trinity doctrine, teach that in the making of the decision for 
the divine Son of God to become incarnate, no risk was taken concerning His 
eternal existence? 
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THE REALITY OF THE GOSPEL 
 

Said the angel, "Think ye that the Father yielded up His dearly beloved Son without a 
struggle? No, no." It was even a struggle with the God of heaven, whether to let guilty man 
perish, or to give His darling Son to die for them. Angels were so interested for man's 
salvation that there could be found among them those who would yield their glory and 
give their life for perishing man. "But," said my accompanying angel, "that would avail 
nothing." The transgression was so great that an angel's life would not pay the debt. 
Nothing but the death and intercession of God's Son would pay the debt and save lost 
man from hopeless sorrow and misery.” (Ellen G. White, Early Writings, Pages 126-127, 
1882) 
 
“Remember that Christ risked all; "tempted like as we are," he staked even his own 
eternal existence upon the issue of the conflict.” (Ellen G. White, General Conference 
Bulletin 1st December 1895 ‘Seeking the Lost’) 
 

 
 
Website: https://www.theprophetstillspeaks.co.uk/ 
 
Email: terry_sda@blueyonder.co.uk 
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THE VERY THEOLOGY OF THE TRINITY DOCTRINE 
 
My reply to the two questions 
 

Thank you for your questions. I take it you are asking for the evidence that trinitarians (a) deny that 
the divine person of the Son of God died at Calvary, and (b) that they deny there was ever a risk to 
His eternal existence. The answer is that the very theology of the trinity doctrine tells us that 
much. As belief No. 2 of the SDA Fundamental Beliefs says 
 

“2. The Trinity 

There is one God: Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, a unity of three coeternal Persons. God is 
immortal, all-powerful, all-knowing, above all, and ever present. He is infinite and beyond 
human comprehension, yet known through His self-revelation. God, who is love, is forever 
worthy of worship, adoration, and service by the whole creation. (Gen. 1:26; Deut. 6:4; Isa. 
6:8; Matt. 28:19; John 3:16; 2 Cor. 1:21, 22; 13:14; Eph. 4:4-6; 1 Peter 1:2.) (The 2015 SDA 
Church Manual, ‘Fundamental Beliefs of Seventh-day Adventists’, page 162) 

 
In trinitarianism, God, who has always been a composite entity of 3 divine beings, will forever 
remain the same. This is basic trinitarianism. This triune God is said to be from infinity (forever), 
also immutable (unchangeable). 
 
One thing I will point out before continuing is that according to this belief, this one trinitarian being 
called the “one God” is also called a “He” – depicting, I assume, a personal being. This is very 
difficult to imagine. After all, what would this trinitarian being look like? Certainly not like us. 
 
Trinity symposiums 
 

In 2008, because of the pressure from the non-trinitarian movement within the SDA Church, 
particularly in the Australasian division, a trinity congress (council) was held at Sydney, Australia. 
Over 65 of our leadership and theologians were in attendance.  They came from different parts of 
the world although it was reported that most were from the South Pacific Division. At this meeting, 
in support of the above-mentioned fundamental belief, various presentations were given. One 
significant person in attendance was Ekkehardt Mueller. He was then Associate Director of the 
SDA Biblical Research Institute. Mueller, who retired in 2020, worked at the BRI for 23 years. 
 
At the time of this trinity congress, Mueller was also editor of the BRI newsletter Reflections. In 
the July 2008 edition which reported the events and conclusions of this congress, it was stated 
 

“From May 1-4 more than 65 theologians and biblical scholars, administrators, teachers, 
and pastors from all over the South Pacific Division, met in Wahroonga/Sydney to study and 
discuss the doctrine of the Trinity. The meetings were graced with the presence of guests 
like Brian Edgar, professor of systematic theology at Asbury Theological Seminary in 
Kentucky, Ekkehardt Mueller from the Biblical Research Institute of the General 
Conference, and Kai Arasolo from Mission College in Thailand. The delegates had prepared 
for the congress by reading significant recent articles on the issue. …. The congress was for 
invitees only and limited to a certain academic level” (Biblical Research Institute newsletter 
‘Reflections’, July 2008, page 4) 
 

In this issue of Reflections, which recorded that at this conference it was concluded that the 
trinity doctrine held by the SDA Church was correct, Mueller published an article he had written. 
It was called Our God. He was referring to the “one God” of our Fundamental Belief No. 2. His 
article was in the form of a Bible study. It is also found on the website of the BRI here 
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https://www.adventistbiblicalresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/Our-God_0.pdf 
 
Here is what Mueller said in his study when it was originally published in Reflections 
 

“There is only one God (Deut. 6:4), however, Father, Son and Holy Spirit are all called God 
(Matthew 27:46, John 20:28: Acts 5:3-4). Consequently, we do not worship three Gods, but 
one God who reveals Himself in and consists of three “persons”. The three persons share 
one indivisible nature.” (Ekkehardt Mueller, Biblical Research Institute, Reflections 
newsletter, July 2008, Page 8, ‘Scripture Applied, - A Bible Study’) 

 
This is basic trinity reasoning. It goes beyond what God has revealed in both the Bible and the 
SOP, but without it there would be no such teaching as the trinity doctrine. Now note, very 
importantly, what Mueller added. He explained 
 

“Each person of the Godhead is by nature and essence God, and the fullness of the deity 
dwells in each of them. On the other hand, each person of the Godhead is inseparably 
connected to the other two.” (Ibid) 

 
That last sentence is very important. This is basic trinitarianism. It says that the three divine 
persons of the Godhead are “inseparably connected to the other two”. This is an explanation of 
the “one God” who is said to be “immortal” (see Fundamental Belief No. 2 above). It is exactly the 
same as the trinity orthodoxy held by all churches that hold to the trinity doctrine. It is this 
reasoning that leads trinitarians to deny that the divine person of the Son of God died at Calvary, 
also that in the plan of redemption, there was no risk taken concerning His eternal existence. As 
one orthodox priest explained to me when I asked him what orthodox trinitarians believed 
 

“We maintain rather the invariability of the Godhead (its simplicity and unity) in the sense 
that no action can lead to ontological change; namely in this case that the Word, one ousia 
with the Father and the Spirit, never leaves the Father's side even when He joins with our 
human nature in the Incarnation.” (Email, Father Gregory Hallam, Orthodox Priest, to Terry 
Hill, 16th May 2007) 

 
In trinitarianism, the divine Son of God, even in the incarnation, is always alive in the substance 
of God. He is also deemed to be inseparably connected to the other two persons of the Godhead 
as constituting the “one God” of the Bible, therefore He cannot go out of existence. 
 
Two years prior to the aforementioned trinity congress being held in Australia, the SDA church 
held a trinity symposium in the States. This was the 2006 Adventist Theological Society (ATS) 
Trinity Symposium held at Collegedale, Tennessee. Just as would happen two years later in 
Australia, the leaders and theologians of the SDA Church gave presentations in support of the 
SDA Fundamental Belief No. 2. One of the presenters was Jack Blanco. He is the author of the 
Clear Word (Blanco’s personal interpretation of the Bible) which received a certain acclaim in the 
SDA Church.  
 
Blanco, in the paper he presented at the symposium, spoke of the submissiveness of Christ. After 
saying that Christ’s mission as the Lamb of God was completed at the cross, he asks “Why did 
He not rise from the tomb soon after burial?” He continued by asking 
 

“Why did he remain in the tomb until Sunday morning? Well we may give numerous 
reasons, and there may be numerous reasons, but the fact is that He remained in the tomb 
submissively waiting until an angel came and rolled away the stone, even though He had 

https://www.adventistbiblicalresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/Our-God_0.pdf
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power to do so. Paul reminds us that it was God who raised Christ from the dead. In other 
words, Christ submissively waited in the tomb until His Father called Him. Submissiveness 
in death. The kind of submissiveness - this kind of submissiveness, is more than human. It 
is divine.” (Jack Blanco, Trinity Symposium, Collegedale, Tennessee, 2006) 
 

Here Blanco depicts Christ as being alive for the three days He was in the tomb. He says that 
Christ was “submissively waiting” for the angel to roll away the stone although He could have 
rolled it away Himself. This is trinitarian theology. 
 
This was the same as Blanco said at the 3ABN Fall Camp Meeting in 2010. After again referring to 
the angel rolling the stone away from the entrance to the tomb, Blanco said 
 

“What did the angel say? Son of God - your Father calls you. Oh! Even obedient in death - 
when He could have raised Himself. If that’s not obedience I don’t know what is. Stayed 
dead until the Father called.” (Jack Blanco, Sermon: ‘The Humble One’, 3ABN Fall Camp 
Meeting, 2010) 

 
Here Blanco depicts typical trinitarian theology. He says Christ could have “raised Himself”. 
Obviously this was not referring to the divine person of the Son of God Himself because if He were 
not dead then He would not need a resurrection. What Blanco appears to be saying is that the 
divine person of the Son of God was not dead for the three days He was in the tomb, thus, when 
His Father called Him, He raised to life His human body which was dead (which was the only thing 
that died at Calvary). So that you can listen for yourself to what Blanco said, here are the links to 
his two sermons. 
 

https://acm-audio-drive.us-southeast-1.linodeobjects.com/media/audio/ATS-
061L/12.+The+Trinitarian+Model+inf+Ministry_Jack+Blanco.mp3  (quoted at 18 minutes 
35 seconds) 

 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zhYemHqTdRY  (quoted at 52 minutes 43 seconds)  

 
Handbook of SDA Theology 
 

Under the direction of the SDA Biblical Research Institute, the Handbook of Seventh-day 
Adventist Theology was 10 years in the making. It was published in the year 2000. It owes its 
existence to the decision made at the 1988 Annual Council held in Nairobi Kenya. Its purpose, 
according to its introduction, is to explain what SDAs officially believe. While each of its articles 
explains in detail what were then our 28 Fundamental Beliefs, each article, before it was finally 
accepted, was edited by a team of SDA ministers and scholars. Its editor, the late Raol Dederen 
explained 
 

“Although each article is signed, it was agreed from the start that all contributions would 
be subject to review and suggestions from the Biblical Research Institute Committee 
(BRICOM), a group of 40 persons predominantly 23 scholars but including a few 
administrators. With its international composition BRICOM was called to function as an 
efficient sounding board. 
 
In other words, many shared in the task of planning and writing this book, from consultation 
on the outline through the writing and revision of successive drafts. This book is not simply 
a collection of parts written separately by individual contributors. In fact, no part of it is the 
work of a single author.” (Raoul Dederen, Handbook of Seventh-day Adventist Theology, 
‘Preface’, page x, January 2000) 

https://acm-audio-drive.us-southeast-1.linodeobjects.com/media/audio/ATS-061L/12.+The+Trinitarian+Model+inf+Ministry_Jack+Blanco.mp3
https://acm-audio-drive.us-southeast-1.linodeobjects.com/media/audio/ATS-061L/12.+The+Trinitarian+Model+inf+Ministry_Jack+Blanco.mp3
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zhYemHqTdRY
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So according to this handbook, the teachings it contains are supposedly believed by the majority 
of SDAs throughout the world. Whether this is reality or not would be very difficult to prove. The 
editor goes on to say though 
 

“We are not arguing a point of view peculiar to a small avant-guard school of Adventist 
thinking. What is presented here is broadly representative of mainstream Adventist 
theology and biblical scholarship as they are practiced throughout the world-wide 
Adventist Church.” (Ibid) 
 

It was Dr. Fernando Canale, a leading theologian in the SDA Church, who wrote the thesis 
(Doctrine of God) that explained our Fundamental Belief No 2 but remember, each article was 
subject to review and change by a group of eminent leaders and scholars. This means that the 
final wording of Canale’s article may not be exactly as he originally wrote it. In the article it says 
 

“In Scripture God has revealed His transcendent nature as Trinity, namely three distinct 
divine Persons who act directly and historically in history and constituting the one divine 
Trinitarian being.” (Dr Fernando Canale, Handbook of Seventh-day Adventist Theology, SDA 
Bible Commentary series, Volume 12, page 138, ‘Doctrine of God’) 

 
Note that God is said to be “one divine Trinitarian being”. Again this is basic trinitarianism. The 
article also says 
 

“Since God is eternal and immutable, His trinitarian nature has never changed or come into 
being….The “oneness” of God refers to His singleness of being.” (Ibid, pages 120 and 121) 
 

The word “immutable” means unchangeable, which again signifies that in trinitarian theology, 
the Son of God, no matter what the circumstances, can go out of existence. This is because 
this one trinity God cannot undergo change (is immutable) 
 
I will now share with you a number of statements made by Canale which, on the face of it, 
appear to be contradictory. First of all, note these two statements from pages 105 and 108 
 

“Because human philosophy is called to be subject to the Bible, and since divine 
philosophy is already available in the Scriptures, our understanding of God must stand free 
from human speculations. What we can know about God must be revealed from the 
Scriptures.” (Ibid, page 105) 
 
“Care must be taken to avoid crossing the limit between the revealed and hidden (Deut. 
29:29) facets of the mystery, particularly in discussing issues like the Trinity, 
foreknowledge, and eternity. (Ibid, page 108)  
 

That is how it should be. Canale later says though 
 

“The concept of the Trinity, namely the idea that the three are one, is not explicitly stated 
but only assumed.” (Ibid, page 138) 

 
This appears to be somewhat confusing – even contradictory. First Canale says that we must 
not go beyond what God has revealed in the Bible (“our understanding of God must stand free 
from human speculations”). Then he says that the trinity doctrine is only an assumed doctrine. 
The latter though does precisely sum it up. There is nothing in Scripture to show how the 
Father, Son and Holy Spirit exist together. Any attempt to explain this, as is done by reason of 
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the trinity doctrine, is only an assumption. In other words, the trinity doctrine is only human 
speculation (human philosophy). Certainly it cannot be said to be Biblical 
 
In 2007, I asked Dr. Canale how the idea of God being a trinity of persons, as depicted by the trinity 
doctrine, aligned with the belief that the divine person of the Son of God could have lost His 
eternal existence. This began a series of communications between us. Here are a few of his 
responses. 
 

”Dear Terry: 

Thank you for reading the treatise on the Docrine [sic] of God. God the son could have 
sinned but he would not have lost his existence. I do not know where you got the idea that 
sin would have brought the death of the eternal Son of God. God, because he is God cannot 
die. Humans can die. Sin in Christ would have determined death for all humans, and would 
have affected the life of the Son and the trinity in ways we cannot comprehend but will not 
have cause the death of the Son and change the Trinitarian structure of God’s Being. I hope 
this helps. 
Cordially 
Fernando Canale” (Dr Canale, email to Terry Hill, 14th September 2007) 

 
“The idea that Christ will not have resurrected if he had sinned seems contradictory to the 
fact that he has life in itself. By definition the divinity cannot cease to exist, or to be the 
fountain of life.” (Dr Fernando Canale, email to Terry Hill, September 16th 2007)  
 
“I believe the incarnated Son of God died. I also believe that if he would have sin he will not 
have resurrected. His death, the death of the incarnated Christ would have been eternal. 
Yet, I do not believe that this implies the death of the divine Second Person of the Trinity.” 
(Dr Fernando Canale, email to Terry Hill, 8th October 2007) 

 
This is trinitarianism, Seventh-day Adventist or otherwise. It is saying that the person of the divine 
Son of God cannot die, neither could He ever be lost for eternity. It is also saying that if Christ had 
sinned, only His humanity would have been lost. 
 
Max Hatton 
 

In 2001, our church published a book called Understanding the Trinity. It was written by Max 
Hatton, a now retired SDA minister living in Australia. According to the SDA Biblical Institute, this 
book was especially written to combat the revival of non-trinitarianism within the SDA Church. 
 

“Because of a resurgence of anti-Trinitarian views within the church, two books on the 
Trinity have been published in recent years: Max Hatton’s book Understanding the Trinity 
(Grantham: Autumn House, 2001) does not address the Adventist situation, but focuses on 
the biblical material and responds to attacks on the doctrine of the Trinity. W. W. Whidden, 
J. Moon, and J. W. Reeve’s book The Trinity (Hagerstown: Review and Herald, 2002) has two 
chapters by Jerry Moon dealing with anti-Trinitarianism in Adventism.” (Gerhard Pfandl, The 
Doctrine of the Trinity amongst Adventists, Journal of the Adventist Theological Society, 
17/1 (Spring 2006): 160–179), page 160) 

 
Hatton’s book is basic orthodox trinitarianism. As he says on page 20 
 

“The three persons of the Trinity, however, must be inclusive and not independent of one 
another. Because there is but one true God, by nature we have to conclude that He is plural 
as to persons but single as to substance.” (Max Hatton, Understanding the Trinity’, page 20) 
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Over the years, Max Hatton and I exchanged quite a number of emails. My main objection to his 
trinitarian theology has always been that (a) it denied that the divine person of the Son of God 
died at Calvary, and (b) it denied that there was ever a risk to His eternal existence. When 
objecting to my reasoning, Hatton, in an email to a very large number of recipients (ministry and 
laity) wrote the following 
 

"I made it clear to Terry that as long as I believe that Jesus was Yahweh and as long as I 
believe in the Trinity doctrine he has no hope of convincing me that the Divine Word died on 
the cross." (Max Hatton, email to undisclosed recipients, copy to Terry Hill, 13th May 2014) 

 
That is clear enough. It is trinitarian theology. In an earlier email he had explained 
 

“The suffering of Jesus was felt by the Divine human Jesus right up to the point of death. His 
Divinity experienced the agony of it all just as much as His humanity suffered. At the point 
of death His humanity died but His Divinity which had suffered everything that death means 
to anyone could not [c]ease to live. A Divine Person could not and did not die.” (Email, Max 
Hatton to Terry Hill, 27th February 2014) 

 
Again this is very clear. Two weeks later, Hatton re-emphasised his view 
 

“The Divinity and humanity of Jesus both suffered right from the time of the Garden of 
Gethsemane right through to the moment of His death on the cross. His Omnipotent 
Divinity tasted His death but it could not actually experience it. Only His humanity could 
actually die.” (Email, Max Hatton to Terry Hill 11th March 2014) 

 
Again Hatton’s reasoning is typical trinitarian theology. It is that only human nature died at 
Calvary, not a divine person. This is why I am so much against trinitarianism. It denies that God 
sent His Son into the world to die for the sins of humanity. Thus it destroys the gospel and corrupts 
the character of God. It denies where God has told us in His Word 
 

“For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth 
in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.” John 3:16 

 
Conclusions 
 

From the above, I believe we have collated enough evidence to show that in SDA trinitarianism, 
as in orthodox trinitarianism, the divine person of the Son of God did not die at Calvary, and that 
never could he lose His eternal existence. That is trinitarianism. 
 
I hope what I have written has been of help to you. If you have any problems with it, please let me 
know. I don’t have all the answers, but I will help where I can. 
 
Terry Hill 
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