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WHAT IS AN OFF-SHOOT?

Name Calling Not a
New Art!

There is a sentiment among the rank and
file of the laity of the Church; that is,
among those who have not embraced the he-
retical teachings of Dr. Desmond Ford,
nor have bought the plagiarism charges
of Eider Walfer Rea, that anycne who dif-
fers with the hierarchy is an "off-shoot,"
and anything which does not carry the of-
ficial imprimatur of the publishing com-
mittees of the Church is an "off-shoot™
publication. This is not new, nor pecul-
iar to these present fimes. The charge
of "off-shoot" has been a favorite smear
tactic used by religious leaders in their
attempt to blind the eyes of sincere seek-
ers of truth, and to keep those who might
wish to investigate truth from doing so.

An "off-shoct" by definition is "a side
roet or branch from the main stem of the

plant.” The first "offt-shoot" was Lucifer.
Jesus told it very simply as to why he
became an off-shoot - '"He. . . abode not
in the truth." i(John B8:44) And in the

same breath, Jesus charged the religious
leaders of His day as being of their “fa-
ther the devil.'" They were the true off-
shoots of Christ's day, that is, if the
criterion by which judgment is to be made
is truth. And why? Jesus emphatically
stated - "He that is of God [the main stem]
heareth God's words: ye therefore hear
them not, because ve are not of God.”
tJohn 8:47) In other words, “off-shoots!"

This charge by Christ stung these self-

appointed guardians of orthodoxy. They
said to Him - "Say we not well that thou
art a Samaritan, and hast a devil." lverse
48) Calling Christ a Samaritan was the

worse epithet they could use to cause the
rank and file of Israel to have nothing
to do with Jesus, for the Jews had no deal-
ings with the Samaritans. (John 4:3) To
this they now added thou "hast a devil."
In so doing they sought to toss back the
charge upon Jesus that He abode not in
the truth, Jesus igneored the charge of
being a Samaritan, but emphaticalty denied
the ailegation that he was possessed with
2 devil, and stated why - "I have not a
devil; but | honor my Father.” (John 8:49)

Herein was the basic difference between
Himself and the religious leaders of His
day. These leaders and spirituai guard-
ians of the people would not believe Jesus
nor the message He brought from God. Why?
Jesus revealed the answer by asking on
another occasion, a guestion - "How can
ye believe, which receive honor one from
another, and seek not that honor that com-—
eth from God only? (John 5:44) When we
seek the honor and prestige that men can
give, rather fthan seeking to uphold the
truth and honor of God alone, we will com-
promise truth so as to gain the favor of
men. At that point we become "off-shoots."

The Jewish leadership played the “off-
shoot” name calling to the hilt, After
the encounter with the Jex. as tc who was of
the devil, or who had a devil, Jesus per-
formed a miracle by giving sight to one
who had been born blind. |t being on the



Sabbath day, "eyebrows" were raised. The
former blind man was brought before the
Pharisees. One segment affter hearing the
testimony stated of Jesus - "This man is
net of God." He is an "off-shoot." Some
were not quite so sure because here was
a miracte that could not be gainsaid.
tJohn 9:1-16) However, as the issue became
more intense, they closed ranks behind
the one argument which seemed to keep
everybody in tine. To the former bBlind
man they haughtily responded - "We be
Moses' disciples. We know that God spake
untc Moses: as for this fellow, we know
not whence He is." (verses 28 & 29) In
simple words, they sought to picture Jesus
as having so far departed from fhe norm
which they defined a "Moses™ fthat they
could no even perceive if He ever had
been associated in fthe same concepts they
professed. And He never had. That was
why He was where He was, and they were
where fthey were. |f He had sought honor
of men, and had been willing to look to
them for the guidance of His Mission, they
would have readily accepted Him. Had not
Nicodemus stated their originai evaluation
of Him, when he said - "We know that thou
art a teacher come from God." (John 3:2)

These ancient guardians of orthodoxy find
their counterparts today in those who pro-
fess to acknowledgethe historic Adventist
beliefs, while they adhere to the compro-
mises represented in the books - Questions
on Doctrine and Movement of Destiny. They
further confess their allegiance to the
Statement of Beliefs which reflects the
heresy of these book and centinues the
compromise so as to be accepted by the
World Council of Churches when they think
the time is ripe to cast their lot with
that Council. Those who expose this de-
parture from the truth are labeled as "off-
shoots," and this as effectively closes
the minds of the "devout" as did the
charge that Christ was a "Samaritan" close
the minds of the Jewish people till they
could concur in His crucifixion.

There is an interesting parable that Jesus
told which should cause us to consider
very carefully as to who really is an
"off-shoot." In connection with His de-—
lineation of the signs which would mark
the end times of human history, Jesus also
gave some illustrations to help ciarify
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the issues that would be involved with

those end times. One such illustration
is the parable of the Ten Virgins. [I am
well aware of the fact that the early

pioneers in the Advent Movement applied
aspects of this parable fo the experience
associated with the summer of 1844. (See
Second Advent Review, June 9, 1851, Paris,

ME, p. 1f) However, in 1896, Ellen G.
White commented -~ "My mind was carried
into the future, when the signal will be

given, ‘Behold the bridegroom cometh;
go ye out to meet him.'" (R&H, Feb. 11,
18961 ]

Jesus pictured the Ten Virgins as all to-
gether in one group - atbeit, all asleep.
Suddenly at midnight, a wvecice is heard
from outside the sleeping virgins calling,
"Behold the Bridegroem, go ye out to a

meeting of Him," (i#ztt. 25:6 Gr.} Suddenly
there is an arcusenent. Al trim their
lamps - fthey =zl! perceive ihe nearness
of the end! But five find they are short
of oil — spiritual perception — and their
lamps start to flicker in the final wait-

ing period. These go to fThose who mer-
chandise in the things of God - the hier-—
archy, the so-called guardians of the

spiritual interests of the people. The
other five - the wise virgins - go out
to a2 meeting with their Lord. There is

a separation! Who are the "off-shoots"?
The wise or the foolish?

While the foolish turn to the venders of
spiritual merchandise, the Bridegroom
comes, and they that are ready go in with
Him to the marriage, and the door is shut!
iMatt. 25:10) Again who are the "off-
shoots"?

| am sure that the venders - the hierarchy
- would console the foolish with the idea
that the wise left them because they would
not listen to them, the venerable sup-
porters of orthodoxy. These venders in
heaven!y wares urge the foolish - "Stay
with the ship; theose others are very fool-
ish; they have become "off-shoots." But
while the foolish consider themselves so
wise by placing ftheir trust in men, the
door is shut against them, and when they
knock, the Lord confesses woefully, "I
know you not." Who then are the real
"of f-shoots" {f you are really serious
about heaven? #



"Look Who's Talking"

The Indianapoiis Star, the leading news-
paper of Indiana, published on the front
page of its Section B, Sunday, July 11,
1982, an article captioned — BOOK SELLER
CLAIMS CHURCH 'N CONSPIRACY. Then on page
2 of the same section, there was fo be
found a brief commentary by the Sftar's
City Steff as a part of a feature section
- "Behind Closed Doors" - captioned, "Look
Who's Talking." To appreciate the force
of the comment, one must review the first
article. We quote salient paragraphs.

"A legal squabble on a church member's
right to compete with Seventh-day Advent-
ist bookstores has created a web of in-
trigue in a hub of church activity in
southwest Michigan.

"Berrien Springs, Mich., is the home of
the Lake Union Conference of Seventh-day
Adventists, the denomination's regional
organization. It is also the home for
two church-—operated academic institutions
— Andrews Acaedmy, a high school, and
Andrews University. . . .

“AND |IT S home for Detrrick Proctor, a
Seventh—day Adventist who sells religious
books and materials — including those dis-—
~tributed by his church - from a business
called Library and Educational Services.
For 24 years, his business has suffered.
Proctor contends it's because the church
conspired with his suppliers to cut off
his flow of materials because he undersold
church book stores by huge margins.

"The Michigan attorney general's office
investigated Proctor's complaint and found
‘sufficient reason' to believe church
parties were in viclation of the Michigan
Trusts, Monopolies and Combinations Act.

"A antitrust suit against the church and
several of its branches - including the
church's top organization in Indiana -
is pending in US District Court at Chicago.

"THE CHURCH and its lawyers have refused
to answer questions about the litigation.
But in written court arguments, the church
maintains that its 'self-contained distri-

bution network' of religious books and
materials as protected by First Amendment
rights separating state affairs from those
of the church. .

“In recent weeks, [Proctor's] business
was burglarized. The burglary - in
which several cases of Bibles and other
materials valued at more than $%$1,000 were
stolen — smacks of dirty tricks as much
as it does religious irony. In June, six
persons were arrested, including John D.
Bernet. The man's father, John 5. Bernet,
is publishing director for the Lake Union
Conference and director of the conference's
Home Health tducation Service. The con-
ference and cducation service are defend-
ants in Proctor's $1.7 million lawsuit.

"AS PUBLISHING director, Bernet supervises
the operations of church bookstores, also
known as Adventist Book Centers. The book-—
store operators deal directly with the
suppliers who, Proctor says, were in-
structed not teo sell to him. Conference
officials said the young Bernet has been
employed in its education service division
for about eight months as a 'part-time
student worker.' He recently was gradu-
ated from Andrews Academy. . . .

"JOHN S BERNET refused to answer questions
about his son or his son's working status
at the Lake Union Conference. 1In the May
6 edition of the Berrien Springs Journal-
Era, he denied that he or the church were
involved in the break-in."

Proctor is quoted in comment -~ "When the
son of a Lake Union Confence publishing
director and a church employee breaks into
a business, fthere's a lot of questions
we would like to have answered."

Besides the book selling problem, Proctor
was denied a paid leave of absence from
Andrews University where he teaches psy-
chology. On this point the news article
reporis:

"HE ALLEGES the wuniversity arbitrarily
— and discriminately — interpreted a fac-
ulty work policy "that clearly say' teach-
ers are eligible for paid leaves of one
quar ter after they have worked seven quar-
ters, or two quarters leave after 14 quar-
ters, or three quarters leave after 21
quarters. . . . 'l! have worked here 23
quarters and have taken only one regular



leave. 1'm eligible for a total of three
quarter's leave.

"PROCTOR PLANS to appeal the decision fo
a grievance committee composed of five
university professors. He says The
is the only teacher that he knows of who
has been denied a paid leave under that
interpretation of the faculty work pelicy.
He also notes that the Adventist Book
Store at Berrien Springs - another defend-
ant in the lawsuit — employs the wife of
Richard W. Schwarz, vice president of
academic affairs at Andrews University
and the man who denied his leave applica-
tion.

"SCHWARZ DID NOT respond to a reporter's

invitation fto discuss the university's
ruling.”

Based on this information, the staff of
The tindianapolis Star commented. These

comments lay bare the mercenary aspects
of the hierarchy of the Church, and their
total disregard for the counsel of the
Messenger of the Lord which they so ar-
dently profess to uphold with one ex-
ception, where they believe it will pro-
tect them from exposure of the corrupt
poiicies they are following. We repoduce
the arcticle as published:

Look who’s talking

Most religions have choice phrases
from doctrine that jnstantly are recog—
nizable to the faithful.

For the Seventh-day Adventlsl

‘Church, one ‘phrase is “scatter them
like the leaves of autumn.” They are

the words of Ellen White, 2 15th ¢en-
tury church leader, who was speaking
about the distribution of “truth-{itled
literature,” as Adventists call it.

In the same book where you'll find
that line, you'll find the author urging
Advenlists to sell the llterature at the
lowest possible cost.

BUT IF WHAT a Michigan church
member says is true, the church itself
is violating this teaching.

Derrick Proctor, who sells religious
books and materials in competition
with Adventist bookstores, had been
selling a 10-volume set of books calied
“The Bible Story” for $79.95 at the
same time the church bookstores were
charging $269.95. :

Clearly, the church was not setling
a good example for the ‘good word.
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Conversely, author White’s early
writings would seem to give Proctor
cause for soul-searching.

IT WAS SHE WHO promoted the
Adventist policy that internal disputes
be seitled by a “conciliatory panel”
and not secular courts. Proctor has
filed a federal antitrust suit in the
book sales squabble.

However. in Proctor’s case there
was a hitch to naming the panel
When Lhe church offered to process
his complaint through the panel, they
attached a condition — they wouid_
name all the members.

Proctor refused, saying the panel
would be (heaven forbid) stacked
against him.

When men of the Press - without the know-

iedge of the frutih which we profess to
have -~ can see the hypocrisy of the hier-
archy of the Churchn, isn't it time for
the laity to awaken from siumber — frim
their lamps, and '"go out” Yo a meefing
of the Bridegroom instead of continuing

to support such merchandising of the truth
of God?
#

THE COUNSEL

"The truth must not be muffled now. Plain
statements must be made. Unvarnished truth
must be spoken, in leaflets and pamphlets,
and these must be scattered like the leaves
of aufumn.' (9T:2311}

"Because books were being sold at low
prices, some being especially reduced for
the occasion, many were purchased,

"But dissatisfaction was expressed by some
of our own people. One said, 'A stop must
be put to this work, or our business will
be spoiled.’ Then | heard the voice
of our Counselor saying: "Forbid them not.
This is a work that should be done. The
end is near. Scatter them like the leaves
autumn. This work is to continue without
the forbiddings of anyone.'" (9T:72)

"Our tracts should be coffered by the hun-

dred at what they cost, leaving a fittle
margin to pay for packing, or wrapping
for the mail, and direcfing. Selli
where people are able and willing to pur-
chase, and where they are nof, give them
the books." ({1T:680)
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~Religion

he 1.8 miilion-member Sev-

enth-day Adventist Church
is normally the most doctrinally §
placid and prosperous of faiths.
Lately, however, it has fallen
into unaccusiomed uproar. For
stariers, church members are su-
ing Adventist officials i an
Oregon court for fraud and
breach of fiduciary (rust, stem-
ming from the 1981 bankruptcy
of fellow Adventist Donald Dav-
enpont, a Los Angeles developer.
The suit charges that without adequately
checking Davenport out, Adventist clergy
blithely invested church trust funds with
him and urged church members to make
their own investments. As his empire col-
lapsed. Davenport supposedly used newly
raised moneys to cover payments due to
previous investors. In the end. church
agencies dropped a cool 321 million, and
individual Adventists may be out as much
as $20 million in the debacle. On top of
this, the church has been hit by a second
scandal: the charge that the theological
writings of its most important figure,
which rank second only to the Bible, may
have been plagiarized from other authors.

Of the two scandals, the second could
prove the costlier, as it calls into question
the integrity of the church's teachings.
Prophet Ellen G. White (1827-1915) ral-
lied the growp that became known as the
Adventists following the “Great Disap-
pointment” of Oct. 22, 1844, the date
when thousands of Protestants expected
the Second Coming {or Advent} of Jesus
Christ to occur. When it did not, White, a
“messenger” of God and interpreter of the
Bible, said she received a vision explain-
ing that on Oct. 22 Christ had entered a
new “sanctuary” in heaven to begin "“in-
vestigative judgment” of the lives and
works of believers. Then While reported a
second vision that confirmed the necessi-
ty of Saturday worship (hence the name
Seventh-day Adventists}. Followers came
to regard White's numerous visions and
books as divinely inspired interpretations
of the Bible, as well as a guide to proper
views on everything from vegetarianism
{pro) to Darwinism (con).

Now a growing number of
Adventists are having their
doubts about Whilte's teachings.
In the late 19705, Desmond
Ford, a prominent Australian
theologian who was teaching at
the church-run Pacific Union
College in California, made the
case lhat White’s “sanctuary”
explication of 1844 no longer
stood up in the light of the Bible,
and that

Wilson: Inspired?

“investigative ]udg- Wiute'l’laglarlst"

The Church of Liberal Borrowings

Plagiarism and fraud charges rock the Seventh-day Adventists

ment” undercut the whole basis
of Protestantism: belief in salva-
tion by God's grace apart from
good works. This prompted the
founding of a dissident bimonth-
ly, Evangelica, based in Napa,
Calif. Before long, the church
forced the resignation or expul-
sion, by one count, of 120 Ad-
ventist clergy and teachers. Ford
was defrocked in 1980,

Ford’s challenge was mild,
however, compared with the

bombshell dropped by Waller T. Rea of
Patterson, Calif. A veteran pastor, Rea, in
the course of Ph.D. research, stumbled
across some long-buried writings by for-
gotten divines that matched huge swatch-
es of Prophet White's books. Accusations
of this general nature had arisen before

Prodded by Rea, the church has been
forced (o give ground. Last month, Minis-

. try, its magazine for clergy. conceded that
! White’s use of “outside sources” was

“much more extensive” than Advenlisls
have realized. Admitted Minisiry: ‘"Some-
times she used material nearly word for
word without giving credit.” Maost shock-
ing of all, “She utilized the words of prior
authors in describing words she heard
spoken while in vision. In a few instances,
she uses the writings of a 19th century
source in quoting the words of Christ or of
an angelic guide ™

Despite these admissions, Church
President Neal Wilson holds 0 the
position that a prophet’s thoughts can
be divinely inspired even though they
are not original. And loyal Advenlists
have taken to defending White's plagia-
rism as acceptable practice, arguing that
parts of the Bible too were compiled
from pre-existing sources. The church’s
last General Conference, in 1980,
confirmed White as a latter-day proph-
et whose “wrilings are a continuing

»

Muckraking Minister Walter T. Rea with his book on the literary sins of the church's pmphet

Questions ahout basic honesty from long-buried writings by Jargotten ‘divines.

but had been argued away by Adventist
officials. Rea was the first 10 document
the vast scale of such borrowing {from 75
assorted books on history, doctrine and
the Bible). Last April, Rea issued his full
findings in a bitter book titled The White
Lie In it he concludes that the “plagia-
rism” undermines belief not only in the
prophet’s divine inspiration but
also 1n her basic honesly. One¢
Adventist, Delbert Hodder, a
pediatrician and teacher at the
University of Connecticut, has
offered an altogether difterent
explanation. When White was
nine years old she was hit in the
head by a rock and seriously in-
jured. Hodder speculates that
her visions were the result of
“partial-compiex seizure,” a
malady related to epilepsy.

and authoritative source of truth.”

A full report on the church’s investi-
gation of White's sources 1s due nexL year.
Meanwhile, in the second edition of his
book Rea plans to charge (hat White's
last and most important works were actu-
ally fabricated by Adventist pioneers
when she was senile. Whalever the out-
come, Georgetown University Ethicist
Roy Branson, editor of Spectrum, an in-
dependent journal for church liberals,
says flaily that Adventists will no longer be
able to appeal to White as “the final au-
thority on a whole range of issues, inctud-
ing biblical and theological interpretation
and hife-style.” If so, the Seventh-day Ad-
ventists would seem to have lost a resource
maore precious than the millions that went
down the drain.  —By Richard N. Ostling.

NIAZMSSAN HADOA
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COMMENT ON TIME ARTICLE

in recent months articles have appeared
in the secular and religious news media
telling of the crisis within the Seventh-
day Adventist Church. None have been as
deadly as the artile by Richard N. QOstling
in Time (August 2, 1982}. This we have
reproduced on the previous page. The rev-
etations have been centered on the finan-—
cial losses due to the Davenport fiasco,
and the involvement of high church offi-
cials in the speculaticn of church funds
including the tithe. As noted inTime over
$40 miflion will have gone down the drain
- funds either placed by the Church leader—
ship, or by individual members urged to
do so by Church ministers who were them-
selves reaping high interest rates on per-
sonal loans for encouraging the laity fo
invest with Davenport.

The second area covered in these press
revelations has been the literary borrow-
ing of Ellen G. White. Into this picture
has been projected the research of Waiter
Rea, and his bitter book, The White Lie.
However, as noted in Time, his contempiat-
ed second edition, if freed from its bit-
terness, will be much more devastating
than even the first edition could have
been, had it been written in a scholarly
manner free from fhe bitterness so self-
evident even to a casual reader. But by
far the most shocking exposure of the writ-
ings of Ellen G. White came from the hier-
archy itself. Ministry (June, 1982}, ed-
ited by J. Robert Spangler, head of the
Ministerial Department of the General Con-
ference, gave photographic documentation
as also noted in Time, where, in certain
of the writings atfributed to "My guide"
and "l saw," other sources were gquoted
and paraphrased. (p. 11) An explanation
of this type of borrowing has been at-
tempted by Ron Graybil! of the E. G. White
Estate in 2 recent Adventist Review {(July
29, 1982, pp. 4-6).

The most serious aspect of the Time article
as well as with the other media releases
wherein doctrinal matters were discussed
is the erronecus inference that the basic
teaching of Adventism is founded in fhe
writings of Etlen G. White. These non-
Adventist writers have no way of knowing
but must rely on the sources they contact
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either within the hierarchy, or from the
liberal wing of the Church, From the ar-
ticle in Time, it is evident they did make
contact with one from the liberal wing
- Dr. Roy B8ranson, editor of Spectrum,
and a member of the faculty of the Jesuit
Georgetown University.

The docirine which is most seriocusly atf-
tacked is our sanctuary teaching regarding
its cleansing in 1844. Time stated Ellen
G. White '"received a vision explaining
that on Qct. 22, Christ entered a 'sanctu-

ary' in heaven to begin 'investigative
judgment' of the lives and works of be-
fievers.” The facts are simply this -

the basic understanding of the sanctuary
in relationship to the heavenly ministry
of Chrisi was formulated from fthe study
of the Bible during the winter of [844-
1845, by fthree men, Hiram Edson, 0. R.
L. Crosier, and F, 3. Hahn in Western New
York. The resulis of this study, Crosier
wrote out and published in the Day-Dawn,
a small Millerite paper. The next year,
Croster with the endorsement of Edson and
Hahn, published an entarged exposition
on the sanctuary in the Day-Star Extra,
February 7, 1846. At no time during these
studies was Ellen Harmon ever present,
nor did she contribute via a vision. She
had not even been out of the New Engiand
area at this time.

Many a concerned Adventist has believed
the reference in Special Testimonies, 8,
#2, pp. 56-57, refers to the establishment
of the sanctuary teaching. This is not
50. It refers to later meetings which
included Edson, and among others, Joseph
Bates. E!len White indicated, "my husband"”
was present, and James White did not be-
come her husband until August 30, 1846.
Not only this, Ellen Harmon did not meet
Bates untii 1846. (Life Sketches, p. 95)

While certain aspects of our faith came
about as indicated in Special Testimonies,
the basic sacnftuary teaching came from
the Bibie and the Bible only. This needs
to be clearly understood. It is tcue that
Elien G. White endorsed Crosier's work
as from the Lord. (A Word to the '"Little
Flock," p, 127 BUT our fundamental piltar
of faith was built by serious study of
the Word of God. Our faith is Biblically
defensible, and no matter how much goes
"down the drain," it still stands.
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