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The Image of God in Man 
 
 
09-Feb-07 
 
 
(DISCLAIMER: THIS ARTICLE CONTAINS SOME ADULT THEMES WHICH MAY BE 
DEEMED INAPPROPRIATE FOR THE SPIRITUALLY IMMATURE) 
 
Dear Johnathan, 
 
      You wrote some themes from Genesis in an attempt to substantiate the Branch theory that the 
Holy Spirit, AKA, the Comforter is female.  Unfortunately, you did not address yourself to the 
29-Sep-07 Scripture-based paper entitled, Plum to the Leaning Tower, an E-mail sent exclusively 
to answer that very question.  How can you or any others dare to be called Christians and claim 
to worship the Lord while you simultaneously trash His very testimony ---such is solemn 
mockery, and such are on the wrong side of the Great Controversy.  Your failure to address that 
document indicates that you have developed a bad habit of enmeshing yourself into dialog and 
dispute without even acknowledging or accounting for pre-existing evidence placed in your 
hands which has thoroughly answered your contentions.  I have noticed this practice throughout 
my history with you.  This is akin to a state sponsored, prosecuting attorney continuing the trial 
when he knows that the accused is innocent.  The world may accept such duplicity and 
dishonesty; however, the Lord has called you to a higher standard!  Why do you ignore and even 
refuse to acknowledge Bible evidence or the weight of argument as if this were some worldly 
political talk show debate, point/counter point, and not the Word of God which is to drives us? 

• Do you take the self-righteous approach to theology by thinking that your views, regardless of 
how flawed, must stand at all cost even if it means denying clear Bible themes, Christ 
Righteousness? 

• Do you, in a fashion similar to Cain, want to force upon the Lord your sacrifice, your basket of 
fruit, regardless if the Lord gives different specifications? 

• Is it a matter of pride?  Do you refuse to heed the Saviors mandate of self denial and humility?  
• Do you feel that others will respect you less if you concede a good argument by admitting your 

errors; thus, again, trying at all cost, even if it means bringing reproach upon Christ, to 
promote your own righteousness? 

• Are you comfortable taking the approach of Lucifer and his angels to religion by exalting 
yourself or other subordinates of Christ above His, Christ’s, very own throne? 

Please confide in me and tell me why you choose to advance arguments despite the mountains of 
evidence provided to expose the errors of you conclusions.  We as Davidians have ridiculed the 
SDA ministers for their disrepute in dealing with Micah 6:8:  “He hath shewed thee, O man, 
what is good; and what doth the Lord require of thee, but to do justly, and to love mercy, and 
to walk humbly with thy God.”   The elders deserved our rebuke by citing this text as a requisite 
of the Lord while, at the same time, ignoring the very next verse which is a requisite of equal 
importance: “hear ye the Rod and who hath appointed it.”  We were right: God’s children 
should not pick and chose the themes of the Bible which suit their taste and ignore the others.  
Yet, today, Davidians are guilty of the opposite: of ignoring Micah 6:8 and emphasizing only 
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verse nine.  Davidians, by their strident resistance to new light as indicated by the bullet points 
above, need to be reminded of that which the Lord requires.  

• DO JUSTLY:  Stop breaking commitments to the Lord and to man; love your neighbors, 
even strangers of different races or nationalities.  Also, stop issuing false accusations to 
denigrate brethren who establish new light, Bible-based themes that surprised you.  Pay 
your tithe to the storehouse, the place from whence you receive “meat in due season”.  Etc. 

• LOVE MERCY:  Turn your hearts to the poor “who are cast out of our house (Church)”, 
Isa 58.  Embrace the cause of justice and mercy for the strangers amongst you.  Prepare to 
turn your hearts towards your seed, your children, the “poor, maimed, halt, and the blind” 
whom you will find ---not in the SDA Church, but--- in the streets of America.  Etc. 

• WALK HUMBLY:  When we are corrected with scriptural counsel and doctrine, we need 
to suffer the humiliation of admitting that we are wrong by openly confessing our faults one 
to another (James 5: 16) and displaying to all that we have erred and that the Word, Christ, 
is right.  Also, unless we are certain about a doctrine, we should thoroughly investigate it 
from the Bible before teaching it as doctrine.  Etc.  We should learn to walk in rank and not 
covet the rank of others.  Stop playing the hypocrite.  Etc. 

These are merely a few of the things which the Lord requires of us.  We need to embrace to our 
hearts, as the Lord commanded in Ezek 2 & 3 both verses 8 & 9 of Micah 6.  Upon so doing we 
can then benefit from truly hearing the themes which the Rod has decreed, and we can unite with 
the MSA, the “man of wisdom” so as to learn from Him to do that which none beforehand have 
ever done, recognizes the Lord, uncovered His name, His identity.     
 
     In disharmony with these themes, you now desire of me to answer another of your questions 
expressed below.  Duty requires that I reply, but other than that, why should I bother to be 
enquired of by you?  It seems that the best that could happen is what has happened so often in the 
past year:  I will give you a very good scripturally sound and SOP validated answer which you 
will just completely ignore.  This has also been the legacy of the Branch all throughout its sorted 
history.  Today it is the doctrine of the Female Holy Spirit; yesterday it was so many other issues 
which have backfired in their faces.  For example, in the early 70’s many of them, determined to 
force the Lord’s hand, promoted a remigration movement back to Israel even in the shadow of 
war.  MJ Bingham, the late Bashan leader, wrote several loving and passionate appeals to reverse 
their hard-hearted, stiff-necked determined efforts to risk their lives and their reputations by their 
self-generated return to Palestine.  They would not listen and have suffered embarrassment for 
their erroneous ways.  Ask your Branch friends what ever happened to that foolish escapade.  
They probably do not even mention it in their discourse.  But think of the wasted time, money, 
reputation that could have been saved had they only humbled themselves to heed the Bowl-based 
counsel of their brother, MJB; I will not mention their other humiliations such as David Koresh, 
the myriad false prophecies, etc.  And now, they are, at all cost, advancing the discredited theory 
of the female holy spirit, and they have won your loyalty to carry their banner because you 
misunderstand the Genesis-creation account.  You say the following:  

“If that statement above is true, then my question to you Derek is; How can you refute what God has 
spoken?  (See following verses Gen 1:26-7) which  starts out with "And God said", equivalent To a 
"Thus said the Lord"   That in itself give way for a strong foundation on what His image is… This 
was shown by God that man was incomplete, and an  extension of the man was in order.  
the(woman). ” Your recent E-mail, parenthesis belong 

The creation account which you carefully cite in your question does not provide the specific 
evidence needed to counter the Lord’s direct statements describing the gender of the Holy Spirit  
in John 14, 15, & 16.  It only lends to an inferential conclusion and a conjecture and does so in a 
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very small way. It requires that we define the Lord’s meaning as He uses the term, “image”.  We 
are not given license or authority to skew that term so as to foster our very own ideas.  
Furthermore, the Genesis account does not even suggest that man was incomplete without Eve as 
you presumed above in your E-mail.  It merely shows that Adam was lonely.  Therefore, we have 
uncovered another error of your thinking.  Man was made complete without Eve; however, his 
joy, as the Lord ---not Adam--- perceived it, was not full; neither could he grow his kingdom.  
Remember, Adam did not ask for Eve; the Lord sensed his loneliness and gave her to Adam.   
True indeed the Lord did say the following: 

“Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of 
the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth…So God created 
man in his own image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them.” -
--Gen 1: 26-27 

The MSC book, 4.1, Journey Through the Murky Bogs,  and 4.0, The Power, the Son, and the Glory, 
thoroughly addressed this question pertaining to the image and the likeness of God.  Your refusal to read 
both of these books may be the reason for your failure to understand this issue.  Allow me to quote a 
portion: 

“…Adam was created with two qualities, the Image of God and the Likeness of God.  It was the 
Likeness ---not the image of God--- that gave Adam the skill which is so lacking in the world 
today, the skill of dominion, the talent of good government, the ability to institute justice, 
fairness, equity, and judgment in the earth.  Thus did God say, “Let us make man…after our 
LIKENESS…and let them have DOMINION”.  All of Adam’s children genetically have inherited the 
image of God vested in man.  The laws of genetics demand that when a man and woman 
reproduce, the child which results develops into a being who, as an adult, will resemble the 
image of Adam which is the image of God.  He will be an up-right standing, two-legged walking, 
binocular-vision seeing, human being with the same organs, limbs, and features that God has ---
this is the image of God created in man.  For example, man was not created with the bodily 
characteristics of a rhinoceros, a gorilla, a giraffe, or a centipede.  If you were to see the 
masculine or feminine silhouette of any of those creatures, they would not reflect that of the 
Lord; unlike humanity, they do not share His image…” ---Derek West, Journey Through the 
Murky Bogs, p. 5: 0; ellipses belong to quote. 

Although you must be congratulated for going to the Scriptures, you likewise must be 
reprimanded for adding meaning to them, a meaning which reflects your analysis and conjecture 
and not the “plain” statements of the Word.  Instead of recognizing the obvious meaning and 
realizing that the male and the female have the same image ---one does not look like a separate 
species from the other--- you want Gen One to prove your theory of the feminine holy spirit; 
thus, to prove your “religious fallacy” you overly stress and strain the word image to suggest that 
a distinction is made between the male and female genders, and you do so while ignoring the 
much plainer evidence given in John:  

     “We need to search the Scriptures daily, that we may know the way of the Lord, and that 
we be not deceived by religious fallacies.  The world is full of false theories and seductive 
spiritualistic ideas, which tend to destroy clear spiritual perception, and to lead away from 
truth and holiness.  Especially at this time do we need to heed the warning, ‘let no man 
deceive you with vain words.’ (Eph. 5:6)” 
     “We must be careful least we misinterpret the Scriptures.  The plain teachings of the 
Word of God are not to be so spiritualized that the reality is lost sight of.  Do not overstrain 
the meaning of sentences in the Bible in an effort to bring forth something odd in order to 
please the fancy.  Take the Scriptures as they read….” ---1 SM, p. 170: 1&2, parenthesis belong 

The MSC, taking the Bible just as it reads and expressing meaning contained in the Word, 
though oftentimes ignored by scholars, is able to gain understanding and teach knowledge.  It 
does not dispute the claim that Adam and Eve reflect the image of God; but it does not add any 
conjecture to the plain statements of the Lord.  Thus is it able to resist the backward analysis 
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employed by the Branch which attempts to let the visual image of Adam and Eve describe for 
them the image of God suggesting that because Adam was male and Eve was female then the 
Father, being Male, must mean that the Holy Spirit, the third ---not the Second--- person in the so 
called “Godhead” must be a female .  Such illogic will not stand.  It is Bible conjecture or theory; 
it is not direct Bible evidence.  Remember, we are commanded to live by every word which 
proceedeth from the mouth of God, not every inference or implication.  This means that we can 
only use direct testimony and not inferential conclusions to forge Bible doctrine.  Your doctrine 
of image from Gen one will not stand also because both males and females share the same 
fundamental image, and it was this overall image ---two legs, two arms, two eyes, etc--- which 
the Lord referred to in Gen One.  To some, this may seem laughable until they begin to carefully 
and logically examine all of the distinguishing qualities which we normally attach to the sexes, 
or sexual ID, imagery.  To illustrate, consider the qualities which most presume to separate the 
sexes: such as facial hair, both men and women have facial hair, and the hair follicles required to 
grow a beard.  Only hormones, a quality that is biological and divergent from the theme of 
“created image”, determine which sex grows the full beard.  Additionally, both have hair on their 
heads, both have two breast (again, hormones determine the size), both have two arms, two eyes, 
two legs, etc.  Scientist, by examining early fetal development have even proven that both share 
very similar genitalia but they are anatomically arranged differently and have different 
proportions: the males being external and more elongated or protrusive while the females are not 
as protrusive.  Additionally, males develop testicles which are also external; while, females have 
corresponding ovaries which are internal.  Yet, if this particular quality causes you to argue a 
distinction based upon sex, then I must remind you that the genitalia cannot be considered to be 
part of the human image since the Lord did not intend for those organs to be exposed.  You 
cannot discern an image unless your eyes can first behold the thing.  Consequently, we humans 
normally use other methods to identify the sex of adults other than examining things which aught 
to be covered.  Thus many of the things which you may presume to yield a distinction between 
the sexes to fortify your thesis of Bible-based image duplicity between males and females, are 
the result, not of the image in which man was created, but of differing biological functions 
resulting from different levels of hormone, and also from different variations of humans within 
the same image.   
 
     It may be useful to also recognize the biological fact that man, having both the “X & Y” 
chromosome can, through copulation with the woman, produce both the male and the female 
offspring; however, the woman, only having the “X” chromosome does not have the same 
capacity.  This fact lends credibility to the solitary image which they both share and their need 
for each other in procreation.  For, as you have noted, God did say, “let us make man in Our 
image”.  If the Holy Spirit were female as you suggest, and if men and women have different 
images, then she, having only the “X” chromosome, could not have participated in that project 
unless she did so through copulation.  I do not even think that even the Branch advances that 
argument. 
 
     Furthermore, it is true that men and women have several stark distinctions.  For example, in 
today’s Western culture, women wear their hair longer than do men.  But not all women have 
long hair, and in some cultures and in some different ages, men have been known to grow their 
hair long as well ---consider the example of Absalom.  Women generally have bigger and more 
protrusive breast than men; however, this is not always true and besides, both still have breasts.  
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Additionally, great care must be taken when the size of organs are used as an argument to 
distinguish the image of males verses females; otherwise, the Lord would have made all men and 
all women, within their own sexes, the same size.  Instead, both sexes have various sizes within 
their numbers.  Clearly therefore, when the Lord created humanity ---and the evidence of His 
creation should extend to His work at the tower of Babel--- He intended for the concept of 
“image” to include a large diversity and variation.  He used that term to indicate a broad-based 
description of how humans were to appear.  The Branch obviously desires, without scriptural 
evidence, to suggest a very narrow degree of variance.  Consider some of the diversity which 
appears among us:  The Tutsi (AKA, Watusi), a tribe within Africa whose men all grow very tall, 
approximately seven feet, and the Pigmies are all very short, approximately five feet.  The 
diversity of their images is much more stark than that which exist between men and women; yet, 
who would dare to suggest that one or both fail to reflect the image of God.  Or, to follow 
Branch logic, should we teach that the Father looks like a Watusi and the Holy Spirit looks like a 
Pigmy?  Furthermore, consider the racial distinctions: we have Negroid, Caucasian, and Asian.  
Each group is quite distinct, arguably more so than do many males and females differ.  Should 
we argue that each person of the so called, “Godhead” reflects a different race?  Remember as 
you ponder upon this issue, according to Dan Seven, and other text, representatives from all races 
are to be saved in the Kingdom; thus, none should dare to argue that because of sin, we no longer 
reflect the physical image of God.  Additionally, your inferred logic, the thesis that because men 
and women do not exactly resemble each other, then they must have a corresponding counter 
image in the “Godhead”, is a formula for idolatry, it inspires polytheism, multiple gods.   This is 
true, unless you believe in the racist approach to the deity, that there is only one master race 
which reflects God’s image and the others must be considered inferior, sub-races.  That theory 
only compounds the heresy; it is much simpler to follow the Apostle James’ advice and to 
humbly confess your error of the female holy spirit doctrine.  Besides, if the sub-race theory were 
true, then the “master race” would still need to account for the diversity within its very own 
ranks, for such an argument demands that all in the “master race” be exact duplicates of each 
other.  Finally, the disreputable practice of cross dressing, a practice condemned by God as an 
abomination, gives added insight to this issue.  Keeping that in mind, consider the fact that there 
are no other creatures under heaven who can project the image of a human merely by wearing 
our clothing.  If you were to dress a lizard, a horse, even a gorilla, in three-piece suits, they 
would still not reflect the human image, the image of God.  This is simply because they were 
created with a different image.  Yet, men and women can cross dress and some can be quite 
convincing.  Through cross dressing, humans have been able to mimic the opposite sex so that it 
becomes nearly impossible to discern the difference without very careful physical analysis and 
inspection.  Perhaps this ability to cause confusion is the very reason why the Lord, in Deut 22:5, 
condemned such a practice as an abomination.  But that practice does conclusively prove that 
both male and females share the same image.   
 
     Make no mistake about it, women are definitely very different than men.  They have different 
voices; they often walk differently; they have different biological functions and internal organs; 
also, they display different emotional responses, and they seem to have variant qualities of 
forwardness, aggressiveness, and competitiveness.  These distinctions may be the reason which 
the enemy has employed to confuse Branch, female holy-spirit believers.  But none of these 
distinguishing qualities have place in this discussion because we are describing the physical 
image of humanity; we are not describing biological nor the psychology distinctions.  God did 
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not say, “let us make man after our biology and psychology”.  In final analysis, the creation of 
the woman manifests the Lord’s great genius and masterful wisdom.  He gave men and women 
the same image; yet the Lord made them greatly diverse.    It is obvious therefore that the MSC 
is correct:  The Lord was loosely defining the concept of image when He created man and after 
the flood, extended the diversity of His creation encoded within man.  The qualities which the 
Lord spoke to when He described our creation after His image represents those qualities which 
separate humans from other animals and not from each other in gender, race, or physical stature.   
    
     My intuition is that the Branch will continue to ignore sound Bible doctrine.  They will 
continue to elevate their private conjectures over the “plain” statements from God given in John 
14, 15, 16, statements where the Lord, directly testified, by use of masculine pronouns, that the 
Holy Spirit is male.  But consider the realities which will ensue if the Branch were ever to be 
proven correct.  If we cannot trust the Lord in something as simple as communicating to us 
gender by use of plain two and three letter pronouns, then none of His communications can be 
considered reliable.  Is not this the very conclusion which Satan desire for us to reach, the 
challenge of Christ credibility, His righteousness to declare things that are right?  When the Lord 
said, “…when He the spirit of truth is come, He will guide you into all truth…He shall not 
speak of Himself…”, this was a promise given to bring joy and comfort to the disciples.  If this 
sacred promise is indeed unreliable in the least, then His righteousness has been impeached, and 
Lucifer, with his original charge against Christ has been rendered victorious.  Remember, he 
warred against Christ because he believed Him to be untrustworthy and unworthy of worship ---
the same theme which the Branch, by implication, is advancing.  But worse still, what 
confidence can we have in any of His promises like the promise that He was sent from the 
Father; that He will come again; that Satan is a murderer and a liar; that men aught to worship 
God in Spirit and truth; that salvation comes by His word ---another promise which, sadly, SOP 
dipping Davidians challenge--- that He is the Way the Truth and the Light, etc.    Sadly, many 
Branch Davidians will ignore the mountainous evidence supplied in the E-mail, Plumb to the 
Leaning Tower and this E-mail.   My only hope is that you will heed the things which the Lord 
requires as you walk in humility, thus you will escape their next great disappointment so long as 
you seek to measure all voices by the plain statements of the Word.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Derek West 
 
 


