
The tendency of Ellen White to 
draw attention to the controversy 
between Christ and Satan, particu­
larly as it relates to the individual, 
clearly demonstrates her own un­
derstanding of the practical signifi­
cance of Bible study. . . .

What, then, do we mean when 
we affirm a unique place—a place 
second only to the Bible—for her 
writings in the church? We mean 
that we cannot simply place them 
on the same level of importance 
and authority as that of other com­
mentaries. Such a high view of her 
writings, can be easily misunder­
stood and misapplied, however. It 
would be inappropriate to use her 
writings to settle questions relating 
to the reading of a text, the mean­
ing of a word, the authorship or 
date of a biblical book, etc. . . .
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On the basis of the observa­
tions advanced above, it seems 
more accurate to describe her in­
terpretation of Scripture as pri­
marily a religious exposition of 
the great controversy theme on a 
cosmic, historical and personal 
level, than to characterize it as 
scientific exegesis in a technical 
sense. In no way is such a classi­
fication denigratory. To the con­
trary! It may help prevent further 
misunderstanding and misuse of 
her writings. If her writings were 
designed to answer questions of a 
scholarly nature, their significance 
would be restricted to a relatively 
small group, and would in time 
become dated. Such is the nature 
of scholarship. But her writings 
have a deeper purpose and a wider 
scope.

ing to the United States, where he 
earned a doctorate in history at the 
University o f Southern California, 
and taught in the history depart­
ment at Andrews University.

The president of the East Ger­
man Conference, W. Mueller, 

said that the Christian

w elcom es with joy the re­
awakening of Germany and the 
fight of the Hitler government 
against unemployment. He is 
happy for the defense of Chris­
tianity, for morality and order, 
incorruptibility and justice in gov­
ernment, for the attack on class 
consciousness and the elevation 
of the ethnic community [Volks- 
gemeinschaft] . . . The Christian 
is happy to know that the direc­
tion of his country is in the hands 
of a man like Hitler, who fre­
quently emphasizes that he re­
ceived his post from God to 
whom he is responsible. As non- 
drinker, nonsmoker and veg­

etarian, he stands close to our 
conception of the reformer of 
life . . . Still, some worry.

There was no need for Advent­
ists to be concerned, Pastor Mueller 
advised. Jesus’ statement, “Give to 
Caesar what is Caesar’s, and God 
what is God’s,” meant that every 
Adventist should be subject to the 
government, pay his taxes, assist 
the government with good works 
and pray for the authorities.

Yet, the Nazi regime demanded 
more. Mueller said that Adventists 
needed to adjust quickly to these 
new circumstances, but unfortu­
nately some church members were 
slow in changing. They refused to 
salute the Swastika flag and to use 
the Hitler greeting. This refusal, 
Mueller argued, was bad for the 
church’s image. Besides, every 
“Christian can without concern” 
salute the Nazi flag, the symbol of 
sovereign Germany. Likewise, he 
said, Adventists could raise their 
arms and give the Hitler greeting 
with a clear conscience.

Mueller concluded that under 
no circumstances did any Advent­
ist have the right to resist the gov­
ernment, even if the government 
prevented him from exercising his 
faith. Resistance would be unfortu­
nate because it would mark Advent­
ists as opponents of the new state, 
a situation that should be pre­
vented. . . .

Because offspring of [state or­
dained] unions were to be healthy 
and racially pure specimens, they 
were to be bred carefully. To guar­
antee this outcome, Adventists as­
sisted in many government-spon­
sored programs for women, teach­
ing not only hygiene and child 
care, but also such Nazi topics as 
eugenics, race and civics.

The government asked all free 
churches and denominations to 
defend these and all other Nazi 
policies at home and abroad. There 
is sufficient evidence to conclude
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that many Adventists accepted this 
demand. Hulda Jost, Adventist wel­
fare leader until 1938, stated as 
early as 1933 that after her return 
from Sweden, she reported to the 
Nazi propaganda ministry “that I 
was able to defend our present 
government in a choice society. . . . ”

On the next level of Nazi indoc­
trination, the Labor Service, Advent­
ists found a satisfying rationaliza­
tion for participation. Johannes 
Langholf wrote that Adventists ap­
proved, in accordance with their 
biblical understanding, every effort 
that brought people closer to work. 
“We expect every member,” he 
continued, “to follow the divine 
command, ‘pray and work.’It would 
be absolutely contrary to our un­
derstanding if we refuse the Labor 
Service.” The author, however, was 
fully aware that a significant per­
centage of the Labor Service par­
ticipants were members of the SA, 
SS and Stahlhelm, the most fanati­
cal Nazi groups who indoctrinated 
and militarized the youth.

The outcome of all this was that 
most Adventist students joined the 
Hitler Youth, the BDM [Association 
of German Girls], the Labor Service 
and the German Red Cross. And, in 
1937, the Adventist college town, 
Friedensau, voted 100 percent for 
Adolf Hitler.

At least some Adventists came to 
support sterilization, whose over­
riding aim, like that of most Nazi 
programs, was the protection of the 
German blood. . . .

After the passage of the law, 
though, discussion ceased and the 
church supported sterilization ei­
ther through direct Adventist state­
ments or through the reprinting of 
non-Adventist articles. The men­
tally weak, schizophrenics, epilep­
tics, blind, deaf, crippled, alcohol­
ics, drug addicts—all were to be 
sterilized.

“This law,” an article in the Sev­
enth-day Adventist paper Jugend- 
Leitstemsaid, was “a great advance

in the uplifting of our people.”
Because it was for the good of 

the nation as well as for the indi­
vidual, the article argued, the ethic 
of the state and of Christianity were 
in full accord on this point. “The 
national socialist state is aware of 
its responsibility to heighten the 
physical and moral values of its 
people through purification of its 
blood.” Although sterilization was 
hard on the patient, it was said, 
once he understood the contribu­
tion he was making to the well­
being of his people he would ac­
cept it.

“Only sterilization can protect a 
people from the decline of their 
race,” another article claimed. Fur­
thermore, some writers suggested, 
the chronically ill should be steril­
ized because they place too great a 
financial burden on the state, for 
the costs go into the billions of 
reichsmarks.

With the liquidation of Czecho­
slovakia, all pretense that Hitler 
simply wanted to rightfully unite all 
Germans should have vanished. 
Yet, Adventists agreed with the 
Nazi extinction of Czech sover­
eignty. Then came the attack on 
Poland, an even more brutal act. 
Still, an Adventist author could write 
that in view of the “inhuman tor­
tures our Volkscomrads have suf­
fered among this foreign people” 
the German attack was probably 
justified. The Fuhrer wanted only 
to correct these injustices. “In the 
East there is now peace. Humanly 
everything is being done to 
strengthen and secure i t . . . Mean­
while, the Fuhrer has shown the 
way to peace also in the West. By 
the time this Adventbote reaches 
the readers, the dice will have fallen. 
What will the enemy have decided? 
Certainly, there exists not a single 
German who does not want peace 
like the great Fuhrer of our people. ” 
But if this wish should be unful­
filled, “we know that God is in 
control, and that things happen

only through his will and permis­
sion.”

God, according to this version, 
apparently did not want peace, 
because war erupted also in the 
West with the German invasion of 
Denmark and Norway on April 9, 
1940.

Still, Adventists continued to 
support Hitler. In fact, they sang his 
praises on his 51st birthday, which 
came on Sabbath, April 20, 1940. 
The Morning Watch Calendar 
stated:

Trust in his people has given the 
Fuhrer the strength to carry 
through the fight for freedom 
and honor of Germany. The un­
shakable faith of Adolph Hitler 
allowed him to do great deeds, 
which decorate him today be­
fore the whole world. Selflessly 
and faithfully he has struggled 
for his people; courageously and 
proudly he has defended the 
honor of his nation. In Christian 
humility, at important times when 
he could celebrate with his 
people, he gave God in Heaven 
honor and recognized his de­
pendence upon God’s blessings. 
This humility has made him great, 
and this greatness was the source 
of blessing, from which he al­
ways gave for his people. Only 
very few statesmen stand so bril­
liantly in the sun of a blessed life, 
and are so praised by his own 
people as our Fuhrer. He has 
sacrificed much in the years of 
his struggle and has thought little 
about himself in the difficult work 
for his people. We compare the 
unnumbered words, which he 
has issued to the people from a 
warm heart, with seeds which 
have ripened and now cany won­
derful fruit.

Adventist publications said noth­
ing about the 1933 purges when 
hundreds were murdered in cold 
blood. Nor did they raise a voice 
against the persecution and execu­
tion of countless Jews. Neither the 
atrocities in the concentration 
camps or the occupied territories



received mention, nor the euthana­
sia program, which the Catholics, 
largely alone, were able to stop. 
The war itself was never ques­
tioned.

Although some individual Ad­
ventists seemed to have resisted 
the Nazi temptation, no active offi­
cial opposition to the inhuman Nazi 
regime seemed to have existed nor 
even to have been permitted among 
Adventists. Yet, many Adventists 
did die, unfortunately, for the dia-
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bolical policies of that state. Then it 
was possible to pen a parting word 
for the dead, saying, as happened 
in one instance, that in “faithful 
execution of his duty he gave his 
young life, so that his Volk might 
live and prosper.”

Finally, even such statements 
ceased. There was only silence as 
the government ordered all church 
publications to close. All raw mate­
rials, including paper, were needed 
for the war.
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Through his numerous articles 
and books, [George McCready] 

Price significantly altered the course 
of fundamentalist thought, slowly 
but perceptibly steering it in the 
direction of the traditional Advent­
ist interpretation of Genesis. Prior 
to the appearance of Price on the 
fundamentalist scene, many 
evangelicals had compromised with 
the teachings of modem science. As 
late as 1910, for example, the edi­
tors of The Fundamentals, the se­
ries of pamphlets whose publica­
tion [is often said to mark] the 
beginning of the so-called funda­
mentalist movement, chose George 
Frederick Wright, a clergyman ge­
ologist from Oberlin College, to 
write on evolution and religion. His 
selection is surprising in retrospect, 
because Wright was one of the best-

known Christian Darwinists in the 
United States, having long promoted 
a theistic view of evolution. Al­
though he faithfully defended the 
Bible’s historical accuracy, he saw 
no conflict between Genesis and 
geology and no reason to insist on 
a worldwide flood. It was not until 
after World War I, when Price 
emerged as their scientific spokes­
man, that fundamentalist leaders 
began insisting on a 6,000-year-old 
earth and a universal deluge.

On the eve of the Scopes trial in 
July 1925, in which a high school 
biology teacher in Dayton, Tenn., 
was found guilty of violating a state 
law prohibiting the teaching of 
evolution in public institutions, the 
high priest of fundamentalism, Wil­
liam Jennings Bryan, invited Price 
to assist the prosecution as an ex­
pert witness. Price was a logical 
choice, being both an acquain­
tance of Bryan’s and the best-known 
scientist in the fundamentalist camp. 
Unfortunately, Price was teaching 
at the time in an Adventist college 
outside London and could not at­
tend the trial. Instead, he wrote 
Bryan a letter advising him to avoid 
any scientific arguments and to 
charge the evolutionists with being 
un-American for compelling a par­
ent to pay taxes “to have his child 
taught something that he utterly 
repudiates and considers anti-Chris­
tian.”

At one point during the epic 
trial, Clarence Darrow asked Bryan 
if he respected any scientist. When 
Bryan named Price, Darrow scoffed: 
“You mentioned Price because he 
is the only human being in the 
world so far as you know that signs 
his name as a geologist that be­
lieves like you d o ... every scientist 
in this country knows [he] is a 
mountebank and a pretender and 
not a geologist at all.” Eventually, 
Darrow browbeat the broken old 
man into conceding that the world 
was indeed more than 6,000 years 
old and that the six days of Cre­
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