A. T. JONES
SPEAKS

Parallel Conditions
Between 1906 & Ng.w__

In the controversy which raged between the
A. G. .Daniells' administration and the
Battle Creek Medical 1leadership at the
time of the "Alpha" apostasy, the charge
of literary borrowing, or plagiarism was
leveled against Ellen G. White. "In Bat-
tle Creek in 1904 Ellen White's alleged
plagiarism was being offered as proof that
her auvthority need not be accepted on all
things." (McAdams, Ellen G. White and Pro-
testant Historians, p. 9; Unpublished Ms.)
In response to this, a Testimony appeared
dated, March 30, 1906, in which Ellen G.
White stated:

Recently in the visions of the night
I stood in a large company of people.
There were present Dr. Kellegg, Eld-
ers Jones, Tenny and Taylor, Dr.
Paulson, Elder Sadler, Judge Arthur
and many of their associates. I was
directed by the Lord to request them
and any others who have perplexities
and grievous things in their minds
regarding the testimonies that I
have borne, tc specify what their
cbjections and criticisms are. The
Lord will help me to answer these
objections, and made plain that
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which seems to be intricate. Let
those who are troubled now place
upon paper a statement of the diffi-
culties that perplex their minds,
and let us see if we cannot throw
some light upon the matter that will
relieve their perplexities. {(Quoted
by McAdams, 1bid.)

In response to this Testimony, Dr. Charles
E. Stewart put together a lengthy letter
to Ellen White. According to McAdams'
research, this was the first time that
a printed document supported the charge
of plagiarism with double columns -

one for the printed works of Ellen White,
and the other, the alleged sources of
her statements. But - and here is where
the mystery begins - this lengthy letter
‘was sent to Elder W. €. White, May 8,
1907, with this comment - "I am sending
this teo you so that you can give it

personally to your mother if you think
best. I do not wish to burden her with
these things, but since she has said
that the Lord wished them sent and that
He will help her to answer them, I shall
leave the responsibility - and results
with her." ©Dr. Stewart received no reply
from Elder White, not even the courtesy
of an acknowledgement, although the regis-
tration receipt was properly signed and
returned. But within a month - June 3,
1906 - a Testimony which purported to be
from Ellen G. White appeared which stated:

I had a vision in which I was speak-
ing before a large company, where
many questions were asked concerning
my work and writings. I was directed
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by a messenger from heaven not to
take the burden of picking up and
answering all the sayings and doubts
that are beinqg put into many minds.

McAdams' comments on this contradiction
of testimonies, stated - "I have not found
any explanation of this matter." {Ibid.,
p- 12) However, the facts indicate that
W. C. White did show this letter of Stew-
art's to A. G. Daniells, who in turn, went
public with it at the dedication of the
Washington Sanitarium and Hospital. The
end result was that someone without Dr.
Stewart's permission obtained a copy of
his letter and published it in what has
been referred to as “"The Blue Bock."

Into this time framework - 1906 - there
was an exchange between Elder A. T. Jcnes,
and the General Conference Administration
under Elder A. G. Daniells. &after A. T.
Jones had presented a paper to the breth-
ren personally, he then revealed the same
facts to the Battle Creek Sanitarium group
in the Chapel on the evening of March 4,
1906. To these remarks, the General Con-
ference Committee replied in May of that
year with A Statement - a 96 page pamphlet
- referred to in The White Truth, p. 56
- "“refuting charges made by A. T. Jones
against the Spirit of Prophecy." To this
Jones replied - and it is this reply when
understood against the backdrop of the
Blue Book, that carries weighty counsel
for us today. Ve are facing some very
“devastating” charges - to borrow the words
of a brother who called me from the West
Coast after hearing a taped presentation
given by Walter Rea at Walla Walla -~ con-
cerning the writings of Ellen G. White.

Already the reaction to the publication
of Rea's forthcoming book - The White Lie
- is being assessed. There will be those
who will bury their heads in the sand,
hoping the storm will pass over; others
will throw their whole experience over-
board, and deny the faith. Neither re-
action is justified by one who is a seeker
of Truth, and who as a seeker of Truth,
has been admonishedto - "Prove all things;
hold fast to that which is good." (I Thess.
5:21) The counsel of A. T. Jones will
give guidance through the narrows of the
two extremes noted above. He wrote con-
cerning the General Conference Committee's
charge:

- "There may be those,

"Please do not confuse the issuve. Please
do not allow any one to confuse the issue
for you or to you. Therefore I call at-
tention first of all to the title of the

'Statement' sent out by the General Con-
ference Committee. It is claimed to be,
first of all - 'A Statement Refuting

Charges Made by A. T. Jones against the
Spirit of Prophecy.*

"But the truth is that nowhere in the world
can there be found any charge by A. T.
Jones against the Spirit of prophecy. BAnd
for anybody to make anything that I have
ever anywhere said, a charge against the
Spirit of prophecy, is simply and wholly
to pervert what I have said; and is also
wholly to misplace the Spirit of pProphecy.

"Nor have I attacked the Testimonies. In
all that I have said, and in the position
which I have been compelled to take, there
has not been any purpose, nor any thought,
to set aside, to sweep away or in any sense

‘to destroy the Testimonies or the writings

of the Spirit of prophecy. Nor does what
I have written do any such thing. Some
may insist that it does; but with me I know
that itdoes not. To yield some particular
ground concerning the Testimonies, is not
by any means to yield the whole ground of
the Testimonies. In other words, with me
to yield that some things sent out as Tes-
timony sheould be found not to be Testimony
- this does not sweep away everything that
purports to be Testimony, nor does it take
away all basis of the Testimonies; and any
one who presents in that view what T have
said, simply misrepresents what I have said
and what I mean.

indéed I fear there
are, who do go so far as to say, 'If I
didn't believe that every word of every
communication issued by Sister White was
Testimony, I would give up the whole thing
- Third Angel's Message, Bible and all.’
Plainly such a statement as that never can
be right; for it puts the writings of Sis-
ter White above the Third Angel's Message,
and above the Bible; and makes the Third
Angel's Message, and even the integrity
of the Bible, to depend upon the Testi-
monies. But this in contrary to the Tes-
timonies themselves as well as contrary
to the essential truth itself,

"I have already presented from Testimony 33



and from the address in the College Li-
brary, April 1, 1901, that the Testimonies
are 'to bring the mind of the people to
His word' that 'the written Testimonies
are not to give new light;* ‘'additional
truth is not brought out,® 'but God gives
Plain and pointed Testimonies to bring
them back to the Word that they have ne-~
glected to follow.' ’Don't you ever gquote
my words again as long as you live until
you can obey the Bible. When you take the
Bible, and make that your food, and your
meat, and your drink and make that the
elements of your character - when you can
do that you will know better how to re-
ceive some counsel from God.'

"Thus, by the words of the Testimonies them
selves, it is certain that instead of the
integrity of the Bible depending upon the
Testimonies, the integrity of the Testi-
monies depends upon the Bible. And this
is certainly the truth. The Bible is the
supreme thing. The Bible is the Word of
God above all other things. And every
other thing, every other writing, is, and
in the nature of things must be, second to
the Bible, and, not by any means, first.

"But the Third Angel's Message is in the
Bible. It is essentially of the Bible.
Mark, I do not say that the Third Angel's
Message is a part of the Bible; but that
it is of the Bible itself. That is to say,
the Third Angel's Message, in its wonder-
ful sweep, comprehends the whole Bible it~
self. And until the Third Angel's Message
is held in this view, it is not fully dis-
cerned and is therefore not truly held.
The Testimonies, therefore, are not above
the Third Angel's Message. The Third
Angel's Message does not depend upon the
Testimonies. The Testimonies belong with
the Third Angel's Message; but they are
not it, nor are they above it.

“When we shall study the writings of the
Spirit of prophecy to find the Third
Angel's Message as it is in. the Bible,
there will not be any ground for anybody
to make any such statement as that 'If I
did not believe that every word of Sister
White's writings is from God, I would give
up the whole thing.' When the writings
of the Spirit of prophecy are given to
bring us to the Bible and then we study
these writings to know only what is in

them, and not by them to know what is in
the Bible, we frustrate the purpose of

those writings, and do, in effect, make
of these a second Bible and thus do cer-
tainly make of them an addition to the
Bible. And when we thus use them, in-
stead of using the Bible, we do put them
in the place of the Bible. And there is
no question at all but that many people
have done and are doing just this thing.

"But when we use these writings for the
simple purpose for which they are given;
that is, to gain a better understanding
of the Bible, and to find in the Bible the
things which these writings point out,
then these writings will be readily re-
ceived and used for what they are intended
- to know more of the Bible. And then,
again, there will not be any ground for
any one's saying that 'If I did not be-
lieve that every word of Sister White's
was the word of God, I would give up the
whole thing;' neither will there be any
fear of the Testimonies failing, even
though it should be found that a mistake
had occurred." (Final Word and a Confes-
sion, pp. 3-6, Emphasis his)}

This sane counsel steers us clearly be-
tween the charges that will be forthcoming
in the book - The White Lie - and the vol-
umes of propaganda coming from the hier-
archy in Washington and the White Estate
offices. May God give us sanctified judg-
ment and wisdom in this crisis hour.
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SOME QUESTIONS ANSWERED

In the January issue of "Watchman, What
of the Night?" we published a statement
from the writings of Ellen G. White, which
we had received from Elder David L. Bauer.
Evidence indicates that this compilation
was gathered soon after the death of Ellen
G. White in 1915, and was primarily ad-
dressed to the high-handed administrative
policies of A. G. Daniells. The quotation
we used stated in part:— “"The Bible and
the Bible alone is to be your guide. The
Testimonies should never be preached from
our pulpits. . . You have no right to use
the Testimonies to prove doctrines." This
statement distressed a number of readers.
Some who wrote to us went so far as tc de-
clare that Ellen G. White wrote no such
statement. However, it 1is in every way
consistent with what she wrote in other
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places: 1In 1830, she had written -

"The testimonies of Sister White should
not be carried to the front. God's word
is the unerring standard. The Testimonies
are not to take the place of the Word."
{(Letter 12, 1890)

In 1894, she again wrote -

"Our position and faith is in the Bible.
And never do we want any soul to bring in
the Testimonies ahead of the Bible.®" (Ms.
7, 1894}

You will observe these last two statements
come from the decade following the 1888
General Conference Session. & careful
study of the messages of Elder A. T. Jones
and E. J. Waggoner during this decade re-
veal that they quoted the Spirit of Pro-
phecy very infrequently in their sermon
presentations, in fact hardly at all - yet
no one can allege that Ellen G. White did
not stand behind these men during that
time. They, in turn, supported her testi-
monies as is evidenced by their quotes
during discussion of issues at the General
Conference Sessions even beyond that de-
cade including the 1903 Sessicn.

Those who have the book - A Prophet Among
You - by T. Housel Jemison wculd do well
to read carefully the chapter entitled,
"The Ellen G. White Writings and the
Bible." No one who ever knew the late
Elder Jemison would ever accuse him of be-
ing anti-Spirit of Prophecy. However, he
wrote plainly - "Throughout her writings,
Ellen White fully recognizes and empha-
sizes this primacy of the Scriptures. Tweo

brief, comprehensive sentences from the
introduction to The Great Controversy
state her wview succinctly: 'The Holy

Scriptures are to be accepted as an author—
itative, infallible, revelation of His
will, They are the standard of character,
the revealer of doctrines, and the test
of experience.' - Page vii" (p. 365, em-
rhasis mine.)

A. T. Jones' advise is indeed apropos in
this situation. (See preceding article)
Instead of seeking to study to know "what
is in" the writings, we should be using
them to help to know better what is in the
Bible, for unless we take this viewpoint,
we are making for ourselves a third canon
of Scripture, and are thus defeating the
purpose for which these writings were

given -
greater.

a lesser light to lead to the

But tragically, there are those who seek
to be "a veoice" for concerned Adventists
who are confusing the flock of God by
seeking to lead them by "moonlight" rather
than guiding them by the "sunlight" of
God's Sacred Scriptures. And remember,
Ellen G. White's illustration of compari-
son is taken from Genesis 1:16. If those
ministering know nothing more than the
light of the moon; how camn the laity be
expected to know the light shining forth
from the Sun of Righteousness? And that
light from the Sun of Righteocusness is
given as "the bright beams out of His
side" for "there is the hiding of His
power." (Hab. 3:4) But when the preaching
of the Cross is disdained, or opposed as
a message to be preached at this time -
let every one who readeth take heed!

4+

HOW CAN WE CONTINUE 70 HAVE
CONFIDENCE IN A LYING
SYSTEM?

Based on our sources of information, we
stated and gave supportive proof in the
January issue (written in December) of
"Watchman, What of the Night?" p. 3, that
"tithe funds" were involved in the Daven-

port scandal. Since that date {(a month
later, January 16, 1982), there has been
released by the AP from Walla Walla,

Washington, an admission by David Dennis
of the General Conference Auditing Service
that "under $1 million" of the total funds
lent to Davenport came from “tithe reserve
funds." The AP news writer noted that
Dennis' "statements contrasted with earlier
ones from the General Conference, where
church leaders said only trust funds, and
no tithe funds, had been invested with
Davenport." (ibkid.) Even the Press is
aware of the lying and deception that the
hierarchy have been attempting to perpre-
trate upon the laity. An earlier AP re-
lease from Walla Walla appearing in the
Seattle Times, August 2, 1981, had noted:
"Conference investments were made with
money that was not required for daily
church operations, and tithe money from
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church members was said not to have been
involved."

A close analysis of the "language play”
made by a General Conference official re-
veals that the hierarchy knew from the
start that tithe funds were used in monies
loaned to Davenport. The latest AP release
quotes auditor Dennis as defining the tithe
as "money paid by church members to sup-
port day-to-day operations” of the church.
The tithe money actually invested is list-
ed in audit statements as "reserve tithe
funds," in other words, tithe funds in ex-
cess of monies required in day-to-day op-

erations. In one of the very first re-
leases on the scandal - The Los Angeles
Times, July 25, 1981, the staff writers

quoted Elder Charles E. Bradford, Presi-
dent of the North American Division as
stating that the loans made "were 'surplus'’
monies not needed for day-to-day opera-
ticns of the church.*

This brings every member of the Church
face to face with some reality, and ac-
countability. Where is he to place his
or her tithe? The Bible indicates that
the tithe is to be brought "“into the store—

house, that there may be meat in mine
house." (Mal. 3:10} In this injunction
of "the Lord of hosts" there are two ele-
ments - "storehouse" and "“food in His
house." The storehouse of God is said to

be "the church of the living God, the pil-
lar and ground of the truth." (I Tim. 3:15)
It should be very obvious to anyone who
is freed from Laocdicean blindness that
truth has departed from the hierarchy who
demand that the tithe be placed under
their Jjurisdiction. Thus each follower
must find where truth is being presented.
Secondly, there must be food in the house
of the Lord. Jesus noted that "a faithful
and wise servant" gives "meat in due season"
to the household of God. (Matt. 24:45)
These servants are to receive the tithe
for their service to God's household.
Thus we are to accept individual responsi-
bility to see that the monies entrusted
to us are so channeled, and not placed
indiscriminately where truth is mitigated,
or where sensationalism is fed for truth.
We have available a tract - "A Personal
Responsibility" - which we will share upon
request. Write to us at P. 0. Box 178,
Lamar, AR 72844.

$35 MILLION CLASS ACTION SUIT
FILED IN OREGON

On Januvary 22, 1982, a Class Action suit
was filed in the Tircuit Court of the
State of Oregon for the County of Mult-
nomah (Portland). The named Defendants
included the General Conference of S. D.
A., its president, Elder Neal C. Wilson,
and former president, Robert H. Pierson;
the North Pacific Union with its wvarious
entities, both conferences and associa-
tions; Wayne Massengill, Charles OQ'Dell,
and James K. Hopps who "are officers or
former officers of the North Pacific Union
and/or NPU Association." This suit asks

for 510 Million in damages as a "result
of wrongful acts and comissicns"™ committed
on the part of the Defendants. Because

of alleged "misrepresentations and conceal-
ing" of "material facts" which worked to
the detriment of "the rights and welfare
of the plaintiffs,” another $25 Miliion
is asked in the form of punitive damages.

Two of the Plaintiffs - Helen Black and
Gertrude Daniels - charge that "upon the
advice of defendant Wayne Massengill," they
"invested funds with Donald J. Davenport
and received promissory notes signed by
Donald J. Davenport, which were placed in
trust with the NPU Association.” The
third Plaintiff - Arthur Blumenshein, al-
leged that he placed monies with the NPU
Association who in turn invested these with
Davenport.

The suit is divided inte twoe sections -
Class Allegations, and Claims for Relief.
The second section involves three subsec-
tions - Claims based on "Breach of Fiduci-
ary [Trust] Duty," "Security Violations,"
and "Fraud." If substantiated in trial,
these latter two allegations could produce
criminal charges against Wayne Massengill
and other Trust Officers involved. The
"Class Allegations" note "questions of law
and fact" involved. In Section XI under
.Class BAllegations, the Complaint reads:

"among the common questions of law and
fact are the following: whether defendants
or anycne of -them were negligent or breach-
ed their fiduciary [trust] duties as trus-
tees for plaintiffs; whether defendants
or any one of them defrauded plaintiffs;
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whether defendants or any one them commit-
ted securities violations; whether the Gen-
eral Conference or the North American Di-
vision are responsible for breaches of fi-
duciary duty by the North Pacific Union,
the NPU Association, the Local Conferences,
and their Trust Departments; whether the
General Conference or the North American
Division breached their fiduciary duty to
plaintiffs by failing to adeguately super-—
vise the actions of the NPU Association;
whether the NPU Association is responsi-
ble as trustee for all funds placed within
its investment pool; and the remedies
available to members of the class.”

In the section which alleges - "“Breach of
Fiduciary [Trust] Duty” - the lady plain-
tiffs state they were approached by Elder
Wayne Massengill "acting in his capacity
as a trust officer and were advised to in-
vest funds with Donald J. Davenport." They
further state that the funds were sent by
Massengill direct to Davenport, who in tum
gave them "promisscry notes" (securities),
which were placed with the NPU Association.
If proven, this means that Massengill per-
formed service as an agent for the sale
of securities without a license to do so.
The Federal SEC Agency will be watching
the outcome of this allegation closely.
Blumenshein for his part charges - "At no
time did defendant Wayne Massengill oxr NPU
Association or any other defendants in-
form" him "of the substantial risk in-
volved in this investment" with Davenport.

Another allegation under this section
charges "“conspiracy" on the part of Daven-
port and the defendants. It reads:

"In devising a conspiracy, plan, or scheme
whereby trust funds as well as other funds
held by defendants could be and were
'laundered' by Dr. Davenport, by which
scheme defendants transmitted funds for
investment with Dr. Davenport, and Dr.
Davenport returned those funds to defend-
ants in the form of ’'contributions' and
'prepaid interest,' so as to free said
funds for use in defendants' operations.”

Under the charge of "Fraud," the complaint
alleges - "In an effort to induce plain-
tiffs to invest their funds with Dr. Daven—
port, the defendants Wayne Massengill, the
NPU Association, and other agents and em-
ployees of the defendants” misrepresented
to them the stability of the Davenport in-—
vestments. Eight misrepresentations are

listed. It

defendants,
defendants

is further charged that the

or officers and agents ¢of the
"received personal benefits in

the form of ‘'finders fees,' gifts, and
free wvacation facilities for the funds
that they caused to be invested with Dr.
Davenport."” We have been advised by a
very reliable source that Davenport owned
and made available condominiums in Hawaii
and Palm Springs, California, to these men.
Besides all of this, the Complaint allieges
that these individuals could invest their
own money with Davenpert "at rates of re-
turn in excess of that which would be paid"
to those whom they sclicited to invest with
Davenport. We have seen documentation
verifying this allegation.

We have in our possession a copy of a let-
er written by Massengill, May 31, 1978,
to Elder E. 5. Reile, who had at time just
been elevated to the presidency of the
Central Union Conference (now Mid-america
Union Conference). In this letter, Mas-
sengill is extolling the Davenport invest-
ments, and the virtues of the man himself.
He suggests to Reile that he investigate
these investments with the view of placing
Central Union Funds with Davenport. This
letter supports the allegations made in
Oregon Class Action suit in regard to the
activities of Massengill. It is inter-
esting to recall that the Central Union
was named as inveolved in investing tithes
with Davenport from previous information
which had been made available to us. (See
WWN, XV-1, p. 3)

It has alsoc been learned that other such
suits are being contemplated which will
inveolve ministers in other parts of the
country who served as agents for Davenport.
We shall keep our readers informed just
as soon as documents such as the document
upon which this article is written, becomes
availabie to us. However, every reader
of this article needs to keep in mind that
a complaint 1is only allegation until
proven in Court. Thus the outcome of this
suit should be followed closely before
passing final Jjudgment on individuals.
We do learn from sources available to us
that responsible men in the General Con-
ference are at a loss to know what defense
can be made by the plaintiffs.

++++++++
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Evaluations

number to

From time to time we re-
ceive requests - a large
receive the monthly thought

paper - "Watchman, What of the Night?"
Then, too, from time to time there are
those who ask for the removal of their
names from the mailing list. We received

one such request in the past month from
Rustralia, and in so doing we were favor-
ably evaluated, in our judgment. The re-
quest read - "Thank you for the copies of
"Watchman, What of the Night?" that you
have sent me. I do not, however, share
your bias towards traditional Adventism
and request that my name be removed from
your mailing list." While we prefer the
term - "historical Adventism" - we under-
stand from this young man's viewpoint, we
are not with the Ford theology.

Just this week, the February 6 (Vol 8, No.
3) issue of Limboline came to our desk.
(Limboline is the oficial "organ" of the
Church of the Adventist Fellowship which
came into being as a result of the break-
up of the Burbank SDA Church by action of the
Southern California Conference in a dis-
pute over the extent of local church con-
trol and doctrinal issues. Its theology
tends toward the radical left.) In this
issue there was reproduced an article on the
investment of tithe with Davenport f£from
WWN, XI-1l, p. 3. In doing so the Editor
described the Adventist Laymen's Founda-
tion as "right of center, but critical of
the GC establishment, pro-Ellen G. White,
but against GC attempts to buttress her."
(p. 7) We confess that we seek to stay
in the middle of the right side of the
road, so as to avoid an head~on collision
with on-coming traffic, and we try not to
skid out of control by hitting the berme
and landing in a ditch, as many will be
doing when confronted by the Rea book.

A

Adventist Laymen's Annual

Fellowship - a form of
"campmeeting"” will be held this year at
Pine Crest Camp in the Ozarks from August
16-21. This camp is located about 25
miles north of I-40 at Lamar, AR. We are
giving this early notice so that folk who

Just this week,

we received a
communication from a Brother in Australia
whe is not afflicted with the Laodicean
blindness which seems to mark many who
profess to believe in "historical Advent-
ism" in Australia. He wrote: "I attended
a meeting in the 'Kingscliff' church last
year when R. Allan Anderson spoke against
the Brinsmead-Ford doctrine very force-
fully for over 2% hours without a break.
A lot of people thought he was wonderful.
I wasn't so sure because I had never seen
or heard of a confession on his part. I
prayed that the Lord would give me wisdom
and words to speak to him to find out his
position now. I didn't have to ask him
because before he closed the meeting, he
ﬁpheld the book, Questions on Doctrine and
said it was one of the best books ever
written, and also Movement of Destiny, and
Froom was one of our best writers ever.
I almost felt the floor swallowing me up.
It was uncanny. After such a discourse
on 'Ford' doctrines - How double-minded
can one get! From my observation and con-
versations with others present, It almost
seemed as if I was the only one who under-
stood that he re-enforced the errors of
the 1950's. I found out later that there
were a few others who understood this.
Sc this seems te be the problem — we have
those who are guilty of apostasy using as
a 'strawman' (Ford)}, or 'scapegoat' (Brins—
mead), if you like, to hide their own do-
ings. How can we wake these people up?"
That is a good question!

+HH+ 4

Nancy Renk, my daughter, is in

charge of the Foundation's ef-
forts in behalf of the True and Free
Seventh-day Adventists in Russia. Direct
all correspondence on this in care of her.

+HEHE

desire to attend may arrange the time of
their vacations to coincide with these
dates. All inguiry should be addressed
tc Ronald D. Renk, Business Manager of the
Adventist Laymen's Foundation, the sponsor
of this fellowship. More information will
be given in future issues of WWN.

"Watchman, What of the Night?" is published monthly by the Adventist Laymen's Founda-

tion of Mississippi, Inc., P, O. Box 178, Lamar, AR 72846, USA.

It is free by request.



