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Traveling Mercies
ur journey together as a church family this year has been traumatic and 
dramatic. A roller coaster ride comes to mind. In counterpoint to the 
nation exhausted by the long drawn out Congressional process of as- 

sessing the sins of a president, our church leaders moved swiftly to review and 
assess the actions of the General Conference president, w hen the lawsuit filed by James e .
Moore against Robert S. Folkenberg, et al. came to the attention of the General Conference officers the first week in 
January, it took less than two weeks for the officers to agree on a process for reviewing the material. An Ad Hoc 
Group was convened and it reported within another two weeks. The recommendation from the Administrative 
Committee to call a session of the 200-plus member Executive Committee (the body with the authority to effect a 
change) was done before the end of January. Folkenberg’s February 7 resignation moved the process along. Then at 
the March 1 Executive Committee it took less than four hours to select a new president. (See “A Scholar-President,” 
within,49.)

So swift has been the action that few know the whole story of how we got to where we are. We are just relieved 
the process is over. To our community, named for our belief in Christ’s soon return, fascinated by technology that 
allows us to tell the whole world our good news in one fantastic down-linked sermon, speed is important. We have 
planes to catch, work to do. The committee is adjourned.

Now is the time to reflect on our experience. What does this event mean to us as a community in our journey 
together? In her article “The Road Home,” Bev Beem tells us that “the value of the [spiritual journey[ story is not 
in the significance of the events but in the integrity of the telling.” In this issue of Spectrum we have tried to tell 
the story of the past three months with integrity. We began our investigation of the Moore lawsuit by visiting 
courts spread across California. “The Kanaka Valley Tragedy” (within, 56) evolved from that research. In addition, 
we sought information about the proceedings at the General Conference. We were pleased that Niels-Erik 
Andreasen agreed to answer questions about the process used by the Ad Hoc Group that he chaired. He was very 
specific in requesting that our discussion be about just the process, and we honored his request. We also asked Ted 
Benedict to review the appropriate church documents to comment on process. With those stories in hand, we felt we 
had compiled good information. Then just as we were going to press, after Jan Paulsen had been elected and all 
our stories were completed, someone anonymously sent us the summary statement of that Ad Hoc Group. 1/
Because it included important information that we had not found in our search of court documents, we Lf
decided to publish it— after checking the information it contained. In the verification process we were U
provided with more details. The story kept growing. In the end we felt we had compiled background that ml
explained the actions of both Folkenberg and the General Conference officers. B

One of the issues that arose in the Ad Hoc Group was Folkenberg’s “relationship to personal advice.” B  
The committee cited three instances in which the “long-standing precedent of collegial decision making ₪j 
and management” had been violated. In his analysis of our organizational documents, Ted Benedict ₪ j
found “persistent failure to cooperate with duly constituted authority in substantive matters” to be one ₪J 
of the causes for which an officer of the General Conference might be removed. ₪i

As a community, we place high value on working together as a team. On the how as the well as ₪ l 
the why things are done. Because the how side of recent events is so important, we wanted you to ₪§
know how we went about putting the story together. We are on this spiritual journey together. We ₪J 
need to get along. The comments about diversity that Paulsen made upon accepting the position of m i 
General Conference president (See “A Scholar-President,” within, 49.)give us hope for our future. J
Getting along does not have to mean there is only one way to look at an issue. There is a beautiful 
spectrum within the church.

Bonnie Dwyer, Editor
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Siegfried M. Morn:
Ji Voice from  
the Dust

By Lawrence T. Ceraty

I think it could be successfully argued that no other Adventist
religion professor has been better known both within and without 
his denomination than Siegfried H. Horn: 'A Voice from the Dust 

Heaps״ (compare the title of his early booklet, Light from the Dust Heaps.1) And 
because the primary motivation in his scholarship was that it might be benefi- 
cial to his church, I think it is instructive, as an example, to consider again his 
life’s work.

Thanks to the generosity and kindness of his widow, Elizabeth, I have had 
the privilege this last year of reading in Dr. Horn’s meticulously kept diaries 
dating from 1924 through 1993—a treasure trove of information and insights 
covering three score and ten years of denominational and personal history.



EARLY LIFE
iegfried Herbert Horn was born in Wurzen, 
Germany, on March 17, 1908, to the union of 
an Adventist Bible worker with one of the world’s 

first aviators—with whom Siegfried first flew in 1912, 
only eight years after the Wright brothers at Kitty 
Hawk. He died in St. Helena, California, where he is 
buried, on November 28, 1993. fie received his under- 
graduate education at Friedensau Seminary in Germany 
from 1926 to 1928, and at Stanborough College in 
England from 1929 to 1930. Horn’s early diaries, 
written in German until 1953, contain some fascinating 
accounts. For instance, in 1929 he and a friend found a 
deer dying in the forest so they dragged it to 
Friedensau, slaughtered it, and ate it during the follow- 
ing days. I was surprised at the number of women he 
fell in love with before his marriage and the frankness 
with which he characterized those relationships. Horn 
was made of flesh and blood and had emotions after all. 
He was offered a job as an electrician at Granose Food 
factory in England when he finished college, as well as 
the job of home missionary secretary of the Northern 
European Division. In addition, the General Conference 
tried to get him to accept the principal’s job at 
Marienhohe Missionary Seminary after the war.

For instance, I found Horn’s lists fascinating. 
Here are a few of them: a listing of the times he read 
through the Bible in both Hebrew and Greek, a list of 
people he baptized through the years, lists of eclipses 
observed, exams taken, extension schools at which he 
taught, eye glasses purchased, fires experienced, foreign 
trips taken, General Conference sessions attended, 
locations he colporteured, his cholesterol record through 
the years, circuses visited, driver’s licenses obtained, and 
earthquakes experienced. In one sense, perhaps it could 
be said that I have put my archaeological skills to work 
in that different dust heap. Actually, like the man who 
tried to build a house before he counted the cost, I bit 
off more than I could chew. There was no way, in the 
time available to me as a busy administrator, that I could 
read carefully through the thousands of pages covering 
seventy years in thirty-five volumes, in their entirety, or 
even look up all the things that seemed of interest in his 
comprehensive five-volume index. I take full responsi- 
bility for the subjective choice of passages I share and 
the interpretations I give of my discoveries, though I 
try to be balanced, representative, and fair. Even so, I 
have to say this represents a first draft attempt that 
neither does justice to the man, nor to the documenta- 
tion that he has left. This is a project I plan to complete 
in my retirement. In the meantime, I hope what I do 
share will be an inspiration to you, as it has been to me: 
hearing Siegfried’s voice from the past on issues of 
scholarship and service with which we, as servants of 
the church, continue to deal.

Significant Dates in the Life
1946 1948

1908 1930-40 Released Completed
Horn is born on Minister in the from M.A. at SDA 1951
March 17 in Netherlands and intern- Theological Completed Ph.D. at
Wurzen, Germany, minister/teacher ment, Seminary University of
to a Bible worker in Dutch East arrived in (Washington Chicago's Oriental
and airplane pilot Indies the U.S. DC) Institute

1928-30 1940 1947 1951-73
Attended Interned in , Completed Taught at SDA
Stanborough Java and B.A. at Walla Theological Seminary
College (England) Sumatra (by Walla College (Washington DC and

the Dutch), (Washington) Michigan) 1960s—
and India (by Staff member at Tell
the British) Balatah (biblical

Shechem) excavationn n  t h o  \ A / o c t  R a n C



y o u n g  new  p a s to r  d u r in g  his f irs t w eek w e a rin g  b row n  
shoes ra th e r  th an  black— th e  on ly  acceptab le  foo tw ear 
for an A d v en tis t m an  o f  th e  cloth! T h e  conference 
p re s id e n t had to  m ove him  im m ediate ly  to  a n o th e r  new  
d is tric t. By H o rn ’s ow n account, 1939 w as th e  f irs t 
“black y ea r” o f  his life: “O u r baby boy died at b irth , 
W orld  W a r II b roke o u t and  o u r fu rlo u g h  w as p o s t-  
poned ,” re su ltin g  in his im p riso n m en t fo r th e  re m a in d e r 
o f the  w ar.־ D u r in g  his in te rn m e n t, and  indeed his 
w hole life, it can be said o f  h im  as it w as o f  E d w ard  
R obinson , “H e used freely  w h a tev er lay open to  be freely 
used. B u t he took  th e  le a rn in g  o f  o th e rs , w h e th e r  dead 
o r  living, n o t for a Jacob’s p illow  to  sleep  on, b u t fo r a 
Jacob’s lad d e r to  clim b by.”3

HIGHER EDUCATION
pon g a in in g  his freedom  a t th e  conclusion  o f 
W orld  W ar II, H o rn  im m ig ra ted  to  th e  U n ited  
S ta tes  w ith  the  help  o f  th e  G e n e ra l C onference 

and qu ick ly  com pleted  his fo rm al education . H e fin ished 
a B.A. a t W alla  W alla  C o llege from  1946 to  1947, and  
an M .A . from  th e  SDA T h eo lo g ica l Sem inary, a t th a t 
tim e in W ash in g to n , D C , from  1947 to  1948. (As a boy, I 
f irs t becam e acquain ted  w ith  h im  because w e lived in the  
sam e sem in a ry  a p a r tm e n t build ing). H is M .A . thesis  w as 
en titled , “T h e  T o p o g rap h ica l H is to ry  o f  P a lestine  
A cco rd in g  to  the  E g y p tia n  A siatic  L is ts  and  O th e r

W ORLD WAR II 
INTERNMENT

o r n ’s active p ro fessional life w as div ided in to  
tw o  unequal p a r ts  by six  and  a h a lf  years 
(1940-1946) o f in te rn m e n t as a G erm an  

p riso n e r o f  war, f irs t  by  th e  D u tch  in Indonesia  and  
th e n  by th e  E n g lish  in India. T h a t  p e riod  o f  his life w as 
fasc ina ting ly  re to ld  by h im se lf  in Promise Deferred, 
pub lished  by R eview  and  H era ld  in 1987, and  by Joyce 
R ochat in Survivor, pub lished  by A n d rew s U n iv e rs ity  
P re ss  in 1986. T h e  p rov idences from  th is period  o f  his 
life n ever failed to  g ive H o rn  a sense o f  pu rpose. H e felt 
he had  been p re se rv ed  for a pu rpose . O n ly  one o f  the  
h ig h lig h ts  o f  th is  p e riod  w as H o rn ’s ow n  h a n d -w ritte n  
tra n s la tio n  o f  th e  e n tire  Bible from  th e  o rig in a l lan - 
guages.

MINISTER/MISSIONARY
efore th is  defin ing  ev en t o f  his life, from  
1930 to  1940, H o rn  served  as a m in is te r  in 
th e  N e th e rla n d s  and  a m iss io n ary  te a c h e r /  

a d m in is tra to r  in th e  D u tc h  E a s t Indies. H is f irs t c o n g re -  
g a tio n  in  th e  N e th e rla n d s  w ould  n o t accep t h im  to 
p reach  even his f irs t se rm o n  because th e y  spied th e ir

1993
Died November 
28 and buried in 
St. Helena, 
California

1973־76
Dean of the SDA 
Theological Semi- 
nary at Andrews 
University

1971
Director of 
Andrews 
University 
excavation at 
Tell Hesban 
(Heshbon) in 
Iordan

1970
Founded 
archaeological 
museum at 
Andrews 
University that 
now bears his 
name

1963
Founded Andrews 
University Seminary 
Studies

י1̂«י1«1^יי י«ץ1̂י1יייי»11יי1יי«י»

1968 1970־71 1973 1976-93
Director of Director of ACOR Director of Active retirement in
Andrews (American Center Andrews California, from which
University of Oriental Re- University he lectured, wrote, and
excavation at search) in Amman, excavation at traveled
Tell Hesban Jordan Tell Hesban
(Heshbon) in (Heshbon) in
Jordan Jordan



Ai
X J L i

seum at Andrews University that now bears his name 
and the next academic year, 1970 to 1971, served as 
director of the American Center of Oriental Research in 
Amman, renting its first quarters. He continues to be

s an archaeologist, Horn is 
known particularly for the 

.influential dig he initiated and 
directed at Tell Hesban (biblical 
Heshbon) in Jordan during its first three 
seasons, 1968, 1971, and 1973. After 
that, he continued on as senior advisor 
and object registrar in 1974 and 1976.
Before this, he gained his first field 
experience under G. Ernest Wright as a 
core staff member of the Tell Balatah 
(biblical Shechem) dig on Jordan’s West 
Bank during 1960, 1962, and 1964.
When the Madaba Plains Project started in 1984, he 
visited it in the field, in Jordan, and continued that 
personal demonstration of his interest until the time of 
his death. He founded in 1970 the archaeological mu­

Sources.” He completed a Ph.D. from the 
University of Chicago, from 1948 to 
1951, with a thesis “The Relation 
Between Egypt and Asia During the 
Egyptian Middle Kingdom.” Although 
he was offered teaching positions at 
several Adventist colleges in the United 
States, Horn chose to accept the call 
from the SDA Theological Seminary, 
where he taught from 1951 to 1976, 
first in Washington, DC, and then in 
Michigan when it moved to Andrews 
University, from which he retired as 
Professor Emeritus of Archaeology and 
History of Antiquity.

In summarizing his second 
quarter-century of life, Horn wrote: 
“This is a brief outline hitting only the 
high points, and does not mention 
illnesses and operations of Jeanne and 
myself, the writing of hundreds of 
articles for periodicals, the building up 
of my well-stacked archaeological 
library, the making of hundreds of trips 
of minor importance, the teaching of 
years, the preaching, baptizing of souls, 
etc.—It was a quarter of a century 
through which God has marvelously led 
me, although it had its extremely dark 
but useful years.”4

ARCHAEOLOGIST



H o rn  som etim es p a rtic ip a ted  in 
q uestionab le  v e n tu re s  ju s t  so he could 
speak a u th o rita tiv e ly  to  his com m u- 
n ity  ab o u t top ics o f  p e ren n ia l in te re s t. 
F o r th a t reason , for in stance, he 
accom panied  G eo rg e  V andem an  on 
his tr ip  to  M t. A ra ra t  in 1960 to  look 
for N o a h ’s A rk ,5 and  w e n t w ith  R on 
S pear to  K ansas in 1982 to  m ee t w ith  
a g ro u p  th a t claim ed to  have d iscov- 
e red  th e  A rk  o f  th e  C o v en an t.6 H is 
conclusion: “I am  su re  th a t  th e  search  
for th e  tw o  A rks (o f N oah  and  o f  the  
C ovenan t) w ill go  on indefin ite ly  as 
lo n g  as th is  w orld  w ill e x is t.”7 H o rn  
had  a knack  for s e p a ra tin g  sound  field 
re su lts  and  good  sch o la rsh ip  from  
w h a t w as ep h em era l and t ra n s ito ry  
and  m ade it h is business to  educate  
th e  ch u rch  on th ese  m a tte rs , b o th  as 
to  p rocess and  resu lts .

A t th e  conclusion  o f  H o rn ’s 60th 
year he w ro te , “G od  has been  good  to  
us. T o  him  be th e  thanks. H e has 
b lessed and p ro tec ted .— M y  only  
r e g re t  is th a t I g e t old. T h e  la s t 10 
years have taken  us in to  th e  Jet-, 
C om pu te r-, and  Space A ge and  life is 
becom ing  so in te re s tin g  th a t  it is a 
sham e th a t w e are  now  ru n n in g  
dow nhill and  in th e  foreseeable fu tu re  
m ay com e to  a stop. I t  is v e ry  ques- 
tionab le  th a t 10 years  from  now  I can 
w rite  such a full and  in te re s tin g  
re p o r t  as I could  today. Yet I e n te r  th e  
n e x t decade o f  m y  life w ith  a good  
sp irit and  o p tim ism .”8 N eed less to  say, 
H o rn  w as to  live p ro d u c tiv e ly  for 
a n o th e r  q u a rte r-c en tu ry .

PROFESSOR
s a professor, H o rn  estab lished  
re p u ta tio n  for g iv in g  s tu d e n ts  

th e ir  m o n ey ’s w o rth . H e w as a 
m a s te r  o f  th e  m a te ria l he p resen ted . 

A nd  it w as alw ays c u r re n t  th an k s  to  his ow n  p erso n a l 
lib rary , now  a t th e  H o rn  A rchaeo log ical M useum , w hose 
th o u san d s  o f  archaeo log ical volum es o u tsh o n e  m ost 
co llege lib ra rie s  in th a t topic. H e stayed  on  to p  o f

know n  in N e a r E a s te rn  a rchaeo log ical c ircles m o s t o f 
all for th e  p ro m p t pub lication  o f  his finds.

In te re s te d  in every  aspect o f  th e  re la tio n sh ip  
be tw een  a rch aeo lo g y  and th e  Bible, w hile  jud icious,



Top: Horn at work, Heshbon, 1976.
Botton: Horn (excavation d rector) in conference with Roge׳ 
Boraas (chief archaeologist Heshbon, 1973.
Photos: courtesy of the Horn Archaeological Museum

with Abraham. For •earlier oeriods we have no chrono- 
logical data in the Bible, except genealogies which are 
useless for dating purposes as Saint Paul already :״ecog- 
nized in his day, for which reason he exhorted his young 
fellow workers Timothy and Titus to shun discussions 
on endless genealogies’ wrdch he classifies with myths, 
stupid controversies and dissensions (1 Tim 1:4; Tit 3:9).

“Bishop Ussher s cate for the age of the earth— 
4004 BC as Creation date—based on genealogical

discoveries through his associations in and journals from 
the Palestine Exploration Fund, Palestine Oriental 
Society, German Palestine Society, American Oriental 
Society, American Schools of Oriental Research, Society 
of Biblical Literature, and the Chicago Society of 
Biblical Research, the nation’s oldest biblical society and 
the one for which he served a turn as president. He 
began the doctoral program at Andrews University. Not 
content with the classroom, in addition to his digs, he 
led renowned study tours to the Middle East, several in 
which I had the privilege of participating. He was 
always the first off the bus and the first up the moun- 
tain. He knew how to put his commanding knowledge 
of detail “into the coin of the realm.”

What were Horn’s views on some of the issues 
that his students faced? Take the age of the earth, for 
instance. In 1966, he attended a Bible teachers’ confer- 
ence at the seminary and reported, “They discussed 
Science and Revelation and Bob Olson, the chairman, 
took votes on how many believed that the earth was 
6,000 years old and how many felt uncomfortable in 
hearing doubts expressed in this age of the earth. How 
ridiculous people can get!”9 A couple of years later,
Horn referred to an Adventist Review article by GC 
President Robert Pierson: “He reports on his participa- 
tion in the Geoscience Institute Field Conference, . . . 
and defends the 6,000 year age of the earth because E.
G. White over a period of 40 years had said so some 18 
times. This is an argument adopted from Arthur White 
who always uses it. It is regretable that a man like 
Pierson comes out with such a statement on a controver- 
sial point. It could easily be the beginning of a 
witchhunt, as the pope’s decision on birth control is now 
in the Catholic church. I would not be surprised if they 
would require us either to teach the 6,000 year age of 
the world in the future, or get out. It can happen under 
the administration of ill-trained and narrow-minded 
men, as we have a few in high places. Well in my age, 
one is no longer easily threatened, for even retirement is 
so near, that this could be an easy way out in case the 
situation would become untenable.”10

In 1975, Horn addressed this issue in his diary 
at some length under the heading, “The 6,000 year age 
of the Earth craze.”11 Note his public teaching method 
when he wrote: “During 25 years of Seminary teaching 
on five continents I have never allowed myself to be 
pinned down with regard to the age of the earth. Many 
times students have tried by various means to push me 
into a corner and attempted to bring me to the point 
where I would commit myself to date the Creation of 
the Earth or the Flood. My biblical chronology begins



“I g o t a le t te r  from  
K enneth  V in e12 in v itin g  m e 
to  p a rtic ip a te  in a sym po- 
sium  on ‘th e  p rob lem  o f  the  
age o f  the  e a r th  and  d a tin g .’ 
. . .  In  th e  m ean tim e  L a rry  
G e ra ty  had  read  a p ap er on  
p rac tica lly  th e  sam e sub ject 
in W a sh in g to n  in a m e e tin g  
o f  th e  A d v e n tis t F o ru m  and  
co n sen ted  to  have th a t paper 
pub lished  in th e  F o ru m ’s 
m agazine ‘S p ec tru m .’ . . .  I 
ag ree  w ith  th is  a rtic le  100%, 
a lth o u g h  I to ld  L a r ry  th a t I 
q u estio n ed  th e  w isdom  o f 
h av in g  it pub lished , espe- 
d a lly  fo r h im  as a y o u n g  
m an  w ho has to  build  up a 
re p u ta tio n . . .

“R e tu rn in g  from  C ali- 
fo rn ia  I found on m y  desk  a 
copy o f  a le t te r  w r itte n  by 
W  H a c k e tt13 to  L a rry  
G e ra ty  in  w hich  he casti- 
ga tes L a rry  in th e  fo llow ing  
w ords: ‘I w as a little  su r-  
p rised , . . . th a t  as a teach e r 
in  o u r S em in ary  you w ould  
deal w ith  th is  sensitive  and 
c o n tro v e rs ia l issue th ro u g h  
Spectrum. I am  su re  you are 
aw are  o f  th e  fact th a t  the  
co n stitu e n c y  o f  th is  chu rch  
w ishes its  S em in ary  to  be a 
theo log ica lly  Bible and 
S p irit-o f-P ro p h ecy  o rien ted  
te ach in g  in s titu tio n , and  
th a t r ig h tly  o r  w ro n g ly  the  
p re se n ta tio n  o f  ch ro n o lo g y  
in th e  fram ew o rk  o f  y o u r 
a rtic le  p u ts  one in th e  

c a te g o ry  o f  one w ho  q u estio n s ce rta in  S p irit o f  P ro p h - 
ecy s ta te m e n ts  on  th e  sub jec t you have d ea lt w ith . . . .  A t 
th is  p o in t in tim e m y  co n cern  is n o t to  co n ten d  for one 
p o sitio n  o r th e  o ther, b u t it is m y co n ce rn  th a t for the  
S em inary  to  c a r ry  th is  p a r tic u la r  flag  w ould  com prom ise  
o u r effectiveness and  re p u ta tio n  w ith  a v e ry  conserva tive  
chu rch  m em bersh ip . . . .  I th ink , B ro th e r  G eraty , th a t  you 
recogn ize  th a t th e  forces o f  evil a re  w o rk in g  from  
w ith o u t to  b r in g  g re a t  p rob lem s to  th e  w o rk  o f  G od

figu res o f  th e  H eb rew  Bible, is o f  no  value w hatsoever, 
and  it  is ev id en t th a t  E llen  W h ite  w as influenced by 
U ssh e r’s dates w hich  in h e r lifetim e w ere  still p rin ted  in 
th e  m a rg in s  o f th e  E n g lish  Bibles. . . .

“I f  ev ery  one o f  h e r ch rono log ica l s ta te m e n ts  
w ould  have to  be accepted  as d iv inely  insp ired  gospel 
t ru th  w e w ould  indeed be in deep  troub le , because she 
som etim es m akes g ro ss  ch rono log ica l e r ro rs  and  c o n tra -  
d iets herself, [d io rn  gave several exam ples.^ . . .



come one of these days.”16
None was more surprised than Horn when the 

church tapped him for seminary dean in January of 
1973. In his diary, he wrote: “I cannot see what they see 
in me. I am not a great speaker, I am not very pious, but 
rather liberal by all standards (for example I am not a 
vegetarian), I do not have the charisma which Murdoch 
had, and do not like administrative duties. I am a scholar 
and think I could get the doctoral program through. . . . 
Well, perhaps I should help them out, although I think

through His church. We have so 
many challenges and problems at 
the present time that we hardly 
need any divisive elements working 
from within. Let’s voice these 
problems that are real and of 
concern to us in a group that is 
prepared to look at the issues from a 
scholarly as well as a pragmatic 
point of view.’

“In talking to Grady Smoot 
and Dick Hammill14 about Larry’s 
article and Hackett’s letter, these 
two men were first inclined to 
condemn Larry. Grady said, ‘There 
is nothing new in it.’ I said, ‘That’s 
it! There is nothing new in it—it’s 
Biblical and if we are a people of 
the Book, as we always claim to be, 
we should not condemn Larry for 
presenting a defensible Biblical 
view, although I question whether it 
was wise for him to have it pub- 
lished.’ They concurred with me. -  
Larry has in the meantime replied 
to Hackett’s letter and told him that 
he too is out to build up the church 
and that he has confidence in the 
writings of Ellen White, but also 
feels that the church is mature 
enough to face problems which 
exist and which do not disappear by 
being ignored.”

On the specific issue of the 
role of Ellen White in scholarship,
Horn gave an account of a meeting 
of the Seminary Faculty Forum 
which met in 1970 to listen to Bill 
Petersen’s study on the chapter in 
the Great Controversy dealing with 
the French Revolution.15 He labeled 
her reconstruction of the French Revolution as “bad 
history.” Horn went on to comment: “The trouble is 
that our leaders have put Ellen White on such a high 
pedestal as authority on history, chronology, science, 
diet, health, social life and what have you, that they 
would wreck the church if they would dare to admit 
that she was wrong in any of these disciplines. So they 
go on muddling until a catastrophe occurs, hoping that 
the good Lord will soon come to solve their problems, 
which for them are unsoluable. A real revolution could



written in poor English, on Creation. 
They were supposed to be adopted at 
the recently held Annual Council as 
articles of faith. Many or all para- 
graphs began with the words ‘We 
believe’—a kind of credo, a thing 
Adventists have always shied away 
from. One of the ‘beliefs’ is that we 
consider Gen. 5 & 11 to be sources of 
biblical chronology. I was glad to hear 
that many consultants had advised to 
refrain from bringing these docu- 
ments before the Annual Council and 
this advice was fortunately followed.
It seems that the present administra- 
tion tries by hook or crook to raise 
the view of the 6,000 year age of the 
earth to the level of a church doc- 
trine. I hope that this effort will not 
be crowned with success during the 
next 45 months. After that the wind 
in Washington may blow in a differ- 
ent direction. Sanity and reason may 
then once more reign over bigotry 
and medievalist intolerance in which 
our denomination is immersed right 
now.”18

In 1977, Horn recorded the 
exact wording of the creation state- 
ment being pushed by the Geoscience 
Research Institute: “We accept the 
chronological data of the first eleven 
chapters of Genesis as providing the 
basis for our belief in the biblical 
chronology.” Horn went on: “I am 
lucky that such a credo was not 
adopted during my term of service 
because I would have been forced 
either to be a hypocrite or to resign. 
We are getting more and more into 
the Dark Ages. It seems to me that 
Pierson & Co. are determined to raise 

the age of the earth question to the level of an article 
of faith before they move off the scene of action in 
1980. It really is awful.”19

Later the same year the same topic came up at 
ASRS in San Francisco: “In the evening Duncan Eva 
talked on ways to improve the relationship between the 
church’s administrators and the denomination’s scholars, 
a need which grew out of an attempt to get a declara- 
tion of faith on the matter of creation accepted by the

they make a mistake to choose me. I cannot think of 
anyone more unfit for the job than I am and the choice 
of these men shows clearly how fallible they can be in 
selections they make.”17

It had been at the 1976 American Society for 
Religious Studies (ASRS) meetings in St. Louis that 
Horn heard for the first time about “two position papers 
produced, sanctioned or sponsored by the GC, one on 
Inspiration and Revelation, which carried Richard 
Hammill’s name as author, and another anonymous one,



puter and of the exploration of outer space, which has 
seen the cold war and detente, the Korean and Vietnam 
wars, many revolutions and upheavals, natural 
catastrophies, but also repeated human landings on the 
Moon, has been a good period for me. I look back with 
satisfaction and gratitude to God for having given me 
opportunities to accomplish all that I have described.”‘22

Bible teachers. A very hostile recep- 
tion was experienced last spring 
when he, W. Hackett & Richard 
Hammill—I am surprised that Dick 
lent himself for such work—tried to 
push such a creed-like declaration 
down the throat of the West Coast 
Bible teachers assembled at PUC.—
It was finally decided to create a kind 
of fellowship consisting of seven 
Adventist scholars and five GC- 
appointed people to establish and 
maintain contact, discussion and 
dialogue between the Olympus and 
the Stoa.”20

In Horn’s report on the 
ASRS’s 1980 conference in Dallas, lie 
wrote: “In the evening John Brunt 
of Walla Walla College spoke on 
Redaction Criticism and recom- 
mended it to SDA Bible teachers, 
using as his case study the parable of 
the wicked tenants of a vineyard. A 
few years ago a teacher, daring to 
present such ideas, would have 
signed his death warrant in the 
Adventist church. That a man can 
present a paper like this and get 
away with it shows how far we have 
traveled on the road of other 
churches. It is a development that 
cannot be arrested.”21

On the 25th anniversary of 
receiving his P11.D. and the begin- 
ning of his teaching career, Horn 
wrote: “And last, but not least, I 
should mention that I began and 
directed the first archaeological 
expedition under Adventist auspices, 
the excavations of biblical Heshbon 
which will find its end this summer 
under the direction of Larry Geraty, 
my young colleague and successor in teaching and 
museum work. As a kind of appendix I should also note 
that this 25th anniversary of my academic career sees me 
now as Dean of the Seminary to which I have given the 
best years of my life. And as Chairman of the Th.D. 
Committee and Dean of the Seminary I have also gotten 
our doctoral program accredited which President 
Richard Hammill actually considers the crown of my 
career. This quarter of a century, the age of the com­



his life and of which I have already 
written. Though he made major contribu- 
tions to the scholarly world, he devoted 
most of his time to interpreting for his 
church the results of sound scholarship, 
and for that reason probably did more 
than any other individual to make schol- 
arship respectable within Seventh-day 
Adventist circles. Along with Ray Cottrell 
and Don Neufeld,23 he was one of the first 
to attend Society for Biblical Literature 
(SBL) on an annual basis, setting that 
pattern as opposed to the Evangelical 
Theological Society, largely because of 
the latter’s statement on inspiration to 
which members must subscribe and he 
could not. Horn’s monumental contribu- 
tions to the multivolume SDA Bible 
Commentary and SDA Bible Dictionary are 
without a peer. And it was he who 
brought about the birth of Andrews 
University’s first scholarly journal, 
Andrews University Seminary Studies, which 
he edited from 1963 to 1974. It is instruc- 
tive to read Horn’s summaries of the 
Bible Commentary and Bible Dictionary with 
which he was so intimately involved, the 
Bible conferences he attended, the Bible 
Land Tours which he either conducted or 
lectured for and his characterization of 
such entities as the Biblical Research 
Institute and the Geoscience Research 
Institute.

I found a passage that is particularly 
revealing about Horn’s decision to use his 
scholarship in the service of the church: 
“It was during my student days in Chi- 
cago that a conversation with a fellow 
student, Carl DeVries, planted a seed in 
me that soon came to fruition. He men- 
tioned that Joseph Free, who at that time 
taught at Wheaton College, was not an 

outstanding archaeologist in the scholarly world as a 
whole, but that among the Evangelicals he had become 
an archaeological authority without a peer, for a one- 
eyed man is king among blind people.—I learned the 
lesson. It was obvious that at my age (42 when I got my 
Ph.D.) and endowed with only mediocre talents, I could 
not become an Albright or a Petrie, but that I could 
become an authority on Biblical Archaeology in my own 
church. And that has happened.”24

SCHOLARSHIP IN SERVICE 
OF THE CHURCH

s an author, few to this day are Horn’s equal in 
terms of accessible, relevant output. Consider 

.his bibliography which runs to nearly 800 items, 
not counting his unpublished diaries which he kept all
A;



Horn shows Crown Prince Hassan (Hasmemite Kingdom of Jordan) mosaic fragments from area A.3:3, Heshbon, 1968.
Photo: courtesy of the Horn Archaeological Museum

professional expenses amounted to $410,000.
This is a good report and to God be the glory 

for what He has allowed me to experience and I give 
thanks to Him for all his favors and that I am still here 
and in good health to write these pages of reviewing the 
last 15 years of my interesting life.”25

And remember, all this occurred after the 
traditional age of retirement!

CHURCHMAN
s a churchman, Horn brought balance into a 
community sometimes tempted to extremes.
He served his denomination, at one time or 

another on every continent, as pastor, missionary, 
teacher, editor, committeeman, curator, and seminary 
dean, choosing, as we have said, to make his major

F o llow ing  his y ea r-b y -y ear su m m ary  o f  the  
h ig h lig h ts  o f  his 60th to  75th years  o f  life, H o rn  added: 
“T h e re  w ere  o th e r  th in g s  th a t shou ld  n o t be fo rg o tten , 
nam ely  th e  daily  ro u tin e  w ork  and the  little  p leasan t o r 
less enjoyable experiences o f  life. T h e  fo llow ing  s ta tis -  
tics include som e o f  these  u n reco rded  item s o f  w ha t I 
did and  w h a t happened  d u r in g  th e  la s t 15 years:
I trav e led  by car o r  bus 232,700 m iles
I trav e led  by tra in  47,700 m iles
I trav e led  by boat 22 ,100 m iles
I trav e led  by p lane  590,000 m iles
I ta u g h t fo r 1,470 h o u rs  in th e  U.S.A., A ustria , K orea, 
the  P h ilipp ines and  E n g lan d .
I lectured or preached 590 times in 16 countries.
166 of my articles, 16 books and 16 book contributions 
were published, for which I received $16,500 in royalties. 
I wrote 9,500 letters and received 14,800.
O u r (Jeanne’s and  m ine) com bined  incom e in c lud ing



just returned to the seminary from having 
taught at an extension school in Japan. He 
wrote: “The big stir is the rejection of the 
application for accreditation on the basis 
of three items that need rectification, [the 
third being[ research has to have more 
academic freedom. Last Sunday and 
Monday the Wise Men from the East were 
here for a board meeting and passed the 
buck to a committee of nine created for 
that purpose. Hammill who is in Europe 
lias been recalled to work on this problem 
at once. Murdoch said today that the 
Spring Council in Washington had again 
wrestled with the Ministerial Training 
program, but confirmed their position that 
the Seminary is to be the only training 
center of the denomination and that Loma 
Linda University is not to be permitted to 
grant MAs in Religion. ‘All our leaders are 
in agreement on this point,’ Murdoch said. 
I question the correctness of this state- 
ment very much. If another GC president 
comes on, the situation could quickly 
change.”28 The more things change, the 
more they stay the same!

In 1969, Horn wrote: “We had meetings 
with Pierson, Hirsch and Bradley29 to 
hammer out a policy statement on Aca- 
demic Freedom for Seminary teachers and 
those who teach in the Department of 
Religion. It amounts to practically no 
freedom except in inconsequential details. 

We are supposed to defend the doctrines and spend 
ingenuity and efforts and time to find means of apolo- 
getic values, but to search for no new truths or new 
interpretations, because we have it all, there is nothing 
to discover or to find. How can anything be found that 
does not exist? Having EGW, all truth that there is we 
have in the red books. That is the attitude of the leaders, 
although they say it not quite so bluntly.”30

In Horn’s 1975 diary he recounted a conversa- 
tion he had with Ray Cottrell during the ASRS meeting 
in Chicago: “Cottrell told me that Robert Pierson said to 
him two weeks ago that theological questions will be 
decided by administrators and not by the church’s 
theologians. I am really surprised that he made such a 
statement. I know that this is their practice, but that 
they are actually admitting it is amazing. Pierson has 
put the clock back and it is high time that we get a John 
XXIII at the top, but we will have to wait at least

Horn, Roger Boraas, Douglas Waterhouse, and an unidentified person reading 
pottery, Heshbon, 1968. Photo: courtesy of the Horn Archaeological Museum

contributions within and for the benefit of the church. 
He has left his imprint on Adventism—both in terms of 
scholarly method as well as commonly accepted truth.

It is fascinating to read Horn’s evaluation and 
opinion of numerous church leaders and well-known 
scholars, including some very frank things about me, I 
might add. While he often differed with Gerhard Hasel’s 
views, for instance, in one place calling them “hasidic 
and dogmatic,”26 he nevertheless could admire Hasel’s 
scholarship: “I also began to read the 99-page manu- 
script of Gerhard Hasel’s chapter ‘Higher Criticism’ 
which he wrote at my request to replace the one in the 
5th volume of the SDA Bible Commentary which I had 
written 25 years ago and which badly needed updating. 
No one could have done a better job than Gerhard did; I 
like the way he has handled the subject.”27

Let’s look at another relevant topic: the issue of 
accreditation and academic freedom. In 1962, Horn had



ence he made to Glenn’s earlier trip in 1962. Horn spoke 
for seminary chapel and said, “I took my point of 
departure from an answer of astronaut John Glenn. 
When asked by reporters whether he had prayed when 
he learned during his space flight that his heat shield 
was coming loose and that he might burn up at his re- 
entry into the atmosphere, he said: ‘I don’t need God 
just for an emergency. I have made my peace with God 
long ago, and now take all eventualities as they come.’”

Horn in 1968 at Heshbon dig.
Photo: courtesy of the Horn Archaeological Museum

Horn concluded: “I spoke on Rom 5:1 and asked the 
question: ‘Has justification brought us that peace with 
God that we can face all eventualities of life?’”34 For 
those of us who had the privilege of knowing this 
example of a scholar whose scholarship was always in 
service for the church, who exhibited balance, good 
judgment, and never sought public controversy, but put 
his more controversial thoughts down in his diary, I 
think our answer is an unhesitating, “Yes, Siegfried, your 
life has helped to inspire us to claim that peace with God 
that has indeed helped us to face all eventualities of life. 
We know your soul rests in peace. We look forward to 
seeing you on resurrection morning. Till then, thanks 
for pointing the way home.”

Horn’s last entry in his diary was penned on 
October 21, 1993, five weeks before he died. (In the 
hospital, he was just too sick to write.) It read: “The 
mail brought us today the latest number of the Biblical 
Archaeology Review (BAR), . . .  It contains two feature 
articles which are of special interest to me. Both are 
written by Larry Herr35 and are entitled: ‘What Ever 
Happened to the Ammonites?’ and ‘The Search for

another five years before this can happen.”31
Horn’s commitment to his church is clearly seen 

in words penned on the 50th anniversary of his baptism: 
“My baptism was not the result of a conversion. I 
simply conformed with customs. I had been raised an 
Adventist and it seemed to be a natural thing to belong 
to the church of my parents and grandparents. How- 
ever, I experienced a kind of conversion five years later 
in England and then became an Adventist who was fully 
convinced that salvation was possible only if I 
remained a faithful member of this church fully 
believing each of its doctrines and carrying out 
all its policies and regulations, regardless 
whether they are based on the Bible or not.

“In recent years my convictions have 
experienced quite a change and have become 
rather liberal in outlook as occasional notes in 
the volumes of MY DIARY penned during the 
last 30 years show. Yet I have neither the desire 
nor the intention to change my church affiliation 
or leave my church. What I have and am I owe to 
my church and I am grateful that my church has 
supported me and given me opportunities for 
growth and allowed me to pursue my various 
interests. And since my church is tolerant 
enough to allow me as a liberal Adventist to 
work within this church organization I want to 
support it as best as I can, and stay with it.”32 

A little later, in the same year, Horn 
quoted approvingly from an issue of Time devoted to 
the question, “How true is the Bible?” “Believing critics 
argue—and experience has sometimes shown—that 
rigid faith is the most vulnerable to complete destruc- 
tion. In their view, the believer who can live with some 
doubts is more likely to keep some faith. An occasionally 
fallible Bible, therefore, is a Bible that paradoxically 
seems more authentic.” “Believers who expect some- 
thing else from the Bible may well conclude, that its 
credibility has been enhanced. After more than two 
centuries of facing the heaviest scientific guns that 
would be brought to bear, the Bible has survived,—and 
is perhaps the better for the siege.” Horn called both 
these quotes “interesting and also true.”33

CONCLUSION
ecause John Glenn has again just returned 
from space, a story that has been very much 
in the news, I thought it might be appropriate to 

close this retrospective on Siegfried Horn with a refer­
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Biblical Heshbon.’ They contain pictures of Tell 
Hesban, of the deep pool excavated in Hesban, and 
Ammonite ostraca found during the excavations of 
Hesban, but also several pictures from the excavations 
and objects found at Tell el-‘Umeiri. Finally the second 
article contains a picture of me, explaining that I began 
the excavations of Hesban 25 years ago, and by institut- 
ing an archaeological survey of the Hesban region 
pioneered modern, multidisciplinary research. The 
write-up to the picture also states that I am a member 
of BAR’s Editorial Advisory Board, and served as 
professor of archaeology and history of antiquity from 
1951 to 1976 at Andrews University in Berrien Springs, 
Michigan.” It was almost as if, at the close of his life, he 
wanted us to remember those key points—a convenient 
summary of a remarkable life, uncompromised when it 
came to scholarship, yet always lived in service to the 
church and gratitude to his Lord.
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By Richard Rice

he expression “science and religion״ is abstract. It refers loftily 
to bodies of knowledge or approaches to truth. My primary 
concern in this article is the people who do science, specifically 

people with religious convictions who engage in scientific inquiry, and 
more particularly those who do so within the setting of a church-re- 
lated college or university. In other words, I am interested in the questioner, 
not just the question.

For, as “postmodern” thinkers insist, beliefs do not float around in some ethereal stratosphere of meaning, 
disembodied and unattached. They belong to flesh and blood human beings—to people, whose perspectives are 
always affected by particularizing features like body, gender, class, race, and nationality So we can talk about beliefs 
all we want to, but we won’t get to the heart of the matter unless we talk about those who hold these beliefs, why 
they hold them, and what impact holding them has on their lives.

A scientist who is a believer will encounter tension on three different levels, or three different areas, of 
experience. One is the tension between faith and reason, which is experienced to some degree by all believers who 
are intellectually responsible. A second is the tension between two intellectual activities, namely, science and theol- 
ogy. Theology applies reason to the contents of faith. Science applies rational inquiry to the natural world, the 
world accessible to empirical investigation. A third area of tension concerns the two communities to which the 
Adventist scientist belongs, viz., the community of faith and the community of scientific inquiry. These communi- 
ties are characterized by different qualities, they serve different purposes, they contain quite different memberships. 
Can a person fulfill the obligations involved in both communities at the same time?

Let us begin by sounding a note of optimism and confidence. Too many Christians approach this issue of 
science and religion as a tremendous problem. They accept the perception that science and religion are locked in 
combat, with religion a decided underdog. Given its compelling effectiveness in explaining our world and trans- 
forming our environment, they believe, science clearly has the upper hand. The most religion can hope for is to keep 
the fight going and avoid getting knocked out.

The attitude is understandable, but it is not unavoidable, and we should not succumb to it. Our heritage as 
Christians, and as Adventists, gives us a wonderful perspective on reality. The mandate for it lies in biblical 
affirmations like these: “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.”1 “The heavens are telling the 
glory of God; and the firmament proclaims his handiwork.”2 “Ever since the creation of the world his eternal power 
and divine nature . . . have been understood and seen through the things he has made.”3 “Fear God and give him 
glory, for the hour of judgment has come; and worship him who made heaven and earth, the sea and the springs of 
water.”4
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discursive reasoning, and to the results of rational 
investigation. Reason is the process of finding reasons 
for things and drawing conclusions from evidence. In 
contrast to faith, reason involves having a demonstrable 
basis for what you believe, one you can show to other 
people.

Over the centuries, most Christians have taken 
the position that faith and reason are both gifts from 
God, and that both lead us ultimately to him. Our 
relation to God is based on faith, but we can also find 
evidence to support our confidence, so it makes sense for 
us to believe. Believing in God never makes perfect 
sense, however, so we never outgrow a need for trust. 
The relation of faith and reason is not a simple one, and 
many people have a tendency to emphasize one at the 
expense of the other.

My greatest challenges as a religion teacher 
typically come from two different sorts of students. 
Some students feel that their religious convictions are 
obviously true and need no examination. Others insist 
that religion is so obviously false that it does not deserve 
serious consideration. We should simply dismiss it and 
move on.

I had a couple of students long ago who epito- 
mized these opposing attitudes. Dan was a tall, dark 
ministerial student, who hated every class he took from 
me, and the program unfortunately required him to take 
several. He disliked thinking seriously about religion, 
and his disdain for the process was obvious. He sat in the 
middle of the classroom with a look of studied boredom 
on his face. He never took notes, never asked a question, 
never spoke up except to complain. He felt that theologi- 
cal ideas were nothing but mind games played by 
misguided people. He wanted nothing more than to get 
out of school and get on with the real work of the 
church.

Dave was equally disenchanted with his courses 
from me, but for entirely different reasons. He was 
convinced that religion had nothing to recommend it to 
thinking people like himself, so he openly ridiculed 
anyone who believed the stuff. And he accused those 
who defended it, like me, of rationalizing a hopeless 
position because they were either unwilling to think or 
else afraid to let people know what they really believed.

In response to both the Dans and Daves in my 
classes I always present religion as something that both 
needs and deserves careful investigation. So, I urge 
believers to think, and I encourage thinkers to believe.

For most of Christian history, people assumed 
the importance of faith and questioned the value of 
reason. But about 200 years ago a momentous change in

Our understanding of God’s creative power and 
love provides a basis for affirming the universe as 
something wonderful—as valuable, intelligible, and 
filled with beauty and mystery. We see the world as the 
manifestation of a God of infinite wisdom and love, who 
reaches out to us and speaks to us through the glories of 
the world around us and the depths of the world within 
us. This confidence should never degenerate into a 
presumption that offers easy answers to difficult ques- 
tions or a self-congratulatory smugness that dismisses 
all opinions but our own. But a view of God that is 
faithful to the Bible and sensitive to the accumulated 
insights of the Christian community provides us a basis 
for exploring the universe, the planet and ourselves with 
wonder and gratitude.

Faith and Reason
(linkers and believers, Adventist scientists 
1st relate their trust in God to the activity 
careful reflection and the quest for evidence 

to support all truth claims. There is a fundamental 
contrast between faith and reason. Faith is the most 
important category in personal religion, and it refers to 
several things. As described by the apostle Paul, it means 
trust in God to save us apart from any of our own 
accomplishments. The word is also used to refer to the 
Christian life in general, as a synonym for “Christian 
experience.” And people also apply it to the beliefs 
characteristic of Christianity or to the Christian tradi- 
tion as a whole. In a general, nonreligious sense, faith 
means trust, particularly in the absence of evidence or 
proof. To take someone’s word for something rather 
than finding it out for yourself is to “take it on faith.” 

“Reason” has a similarly broad range of mean- 
ing. It can refer to our mental faculties generally, to



together the ideas of knowledge, understanding and 
conviction, with the hope that Christians will “come to 
the full wealth of conviction which understanding 
brings.” (NEB)

Besides helping us understand what we believe, 
careful thinking can also help us respond to questions 
or doubts. The typical path of personal faith is not a 
smooth, uninterrupted growth in confidence. Sooner or 
later, we all meet with obstacles that test our trust in

God. When this happens, 
reason can help us. Finding 
answers to difficult questions 
can greatly strengthen our 
confidence. In fact, many 
people believe that dispelling 
doubt is the most important 
contribution reason can make 
to religious experience. This 
seems to have been true of 
Ellen White. Her well-known 
statement on faith and 
evidence appears in a chapter 
in Steps to Christ entitled, 
“What to Do With Doubt.”

In addition to increas- 
ing commitment and over- 
coming doubt, reason also 
affects the way we look at our 
beliefs. When we examine our 
beliefs, their relative impor- 
tance can increase or de- 
crease. Beliefs may become 
more or less important to us 

than we previously thought. Rational scrutiny can also 
affect our confidence in certain beliefs. People some- 
times realize that some long-held ideas are not as well 
founded as they had thought. And sometimes they find 
new evidence to support their beliefs.

This shows there is always an element of risk 
involved when we start to think seriously about faith. 
We can never guarantee the outcome. Careful thinking 
can increase our understanding and deepen our com- 
mitment. But it may also expose inadequate arguments, 
raise questions, and introduce doubt.

Refusing to examine our beliefs, however, 
contradicts the very nature of faith. Faith means 
having the confidence to stake your life on what you 
believe. People who refuse to ask or answer questions 
give the impression that they are not sure of what they 
believe.

Western thought took place, and the burden of proof 
shifted to the other side. As Tom Stoppard puts it, 
“There is presumably a calendar date—a moment—when 
the onus of proof passed from the atheist to the be- 
liever, when, quite suddenly, secretly, the noes had it.”5 
That is true of most educated people today. They take 
reason for granted, and view faith as problematic. In 
response, some believers regard serious thinking as a 
threat to faith, and they look for ways to avoid it. But 
this is not an option for scien- 
tists, who are thinkers by 
inclination and training, so we 
need to look for another 
approach.

The truth is that 
reason is not inherently a 
threat to faith, and can be a 
tremendous help to it. Careful 
thinking can strengthen 
religious commitment, once 
faith is already present. And it 
can open the way for faith, 
helping to prepare people for 
religious commitment. Let’s 
examine these contributions.

According to the Bible, 
careful thinking and growth in 
knowledge are important 
elements in the Christian life.
The letter of 2 Peter, for 
example, exhorts its readers to 
“make every effort to supple- 
ment your faith with virtue, 
and virtue with knowledge, and knowledge with self- 
control. . . .”6 Acts of the Apostles praises the Jews of 
Berea, “for they received the word with all eagerness, 
examining the scriptures daily. . . .”7

The Bible also criticizes Christians for a lack of 
intellectual growth. The letter of Hebrews bemoans its 
readers’ failure to advance beyond a rudimentary grasp 
of God’s word, and urges them to go on to maturity.8 
Similarly, Paul calls Christians in Corinth “babes in 
Christ,” because they are still of the flesh and unready 
for solid food.9

The New Testament also tells us what role 
understanding should play in the Christian life. It leads 
to a life of fruitful activity. It contributes to the general 
upbuilding of the Christian community. And most 
important, it strengthens faith. Careful thinking in- 
creases comprehension, and increased comprehension 
deepens religious commitment. Colossians 2:2 links

"Since faith is not a rational 
product, there will always be 
room for doubt. We are never 
so close to God that we could 
never drift away. The Bible's 
most outstanding examples of 
faith faced their greatest trials 
as mature believers. . . . Faith 
is never a permanent achieve- 
ment, something we acquire 
once and for all. We must 
affirm it again and again as 
life goes on."



Science and Theology
ill, Bob and Sam all teach in the biology 
department of a fictitious Adventist univer- 
sity. They were close friends in college but over 

the years their thinking has led them in different direc- 
tions. Lifelong Seventh-day Adventists, all three grew 
up listening to Bible stories, and learning about nature 
from family camping trips, Pathfinder club and summer 
camps, and science teachers who used animal stories to 
illustrate religious lessons. It all turned them on to the 
world of living things. In fact, one reason each of them 
went into biology was the conviction that God speaks to 
us through nature.

"They still share that conviction, but graduate 
study and their own research activities raise questions 
about the things they were taught as children. The earth 
seems a lot older than six thousand years. The geologi- 
cal column points to a long succession of life forms. And 
the notion of evolution gives a plausible explanation for 
the way different species have adapted to their environ- 
ment. In addition, predation is endemic in the scheme of 
things from the cellular level on up, so it is difficult to 
attribute the origin of death to a single historical event. 
So, they have all faced questions about the relation 
between prevailing scientific views and what they read 
in the Bible.

Our three fictional friends respond to this 
challenge in different ways. For Bill, everything depends 
on the concept that the Bible is God’s word. Behind the 
various biblical writings, he believes, there is one divine 
author, who guided their composition and compilation to 
insure that the Bible contains just what he wants to say 
the way he wants to say it. Since God does not inspire 
error, the Bible is fully reliable in all its contents, and 
accurate in everything it touches on—from our relation

Although reason can make an important contri- 
bution to faith, it would be a serious mistake to overesti- 
mate it. Logic alone can never take someone all the way 
from unbelief to trust in God. People virtually never 
come to believe through a straightforward process of 
rational investigation, and it is doubtful that arguments 
have ever converted anybody. Instead, the factors that 
lead to faith are largely nonrational in character.

Jesus compares the new birth to the wind. “The 
wind blows where it wills, and you hear the sound of it, 
but you do not know whence it comes or whither it goes; 
so it is with every one who is born of the Spirit.”10 We 
can chart the general course of faith development but 
its origin is always a mystery.

The very nature of faith also limits the role of 
reason. Faith is a free decision. Like love, it can’t be 
forced. If trust in God were the only conclusion reason 
allowed, it would eliminate freedom from faith. And if 
reason could produce faith, then faith would be a human 
achievement, a form of intellectual works righteousness, 
and not a response to God’s grace. Furthermore, faith 
involves more confidence than reason can provide. Faith 
means trusting God without reservation. But rational 
inquiry can only achieve a high degree of probability, so 
it cannot produce the trusting certainty of faith. This is 
why faith always “goes beyond” the available evidence. It 
affirms and trusts in more than reason can demonstrate.

Since faith is not a rational product, there will 
always be room for doubt. We are never so close to God 
that we could never drift away. The Bible’s most out- 
standing examples of faith faced their greatest trials as 
mature believers. Job and Abraham had their faith tested 
after years of walking with God. As their experience 
shows, faith is never a permanent achievement, some- 
thing we acquire once and for all. We must affirm it 
again and again as life goes on.

All this prevents us from expecting either too 
little or too much from rational inquiry. Scientist- 
believers should view the search for truth as something 
fully compatible with their religious convictions. The 
desire to know and the capacity to discover are gifts 
from God. He intends us to use them. Scientist-believers 
also need to appreciate the role that reason plays in faith. 
By showing that faith is intellectually responsible, 
reason can prepare the way for faith. And once faith is 
present, reason can make it stronger. So, it is a grave 
mistake to disregard what reason says to religion. It is 
equally mistaken, however, to overemphasize what 
reason can do. Believers have a responsibility to think. 
But thinking alone will never be all there is to faith.



support the scientific task in a general way. But he 
doesn’t believe that the idea of creation makes certain 
scientific theories more credible than others.

How then should Adventist scientists relate 
their scientific conclusions to their religious convic- 
tions? If their religious community teaches one thing 
and their scientific study teaches something else, what 
happens? What if God’s two books seem to tell different 
stories? What do you do then?

I suppose the first thing to do is ask, so what? If 
we are strong believers, why should we care if prevail- 
ing scientific theories diverge from our religious doc- 
trines? The reason this discrepancy creates an internal 
conflict for many of us is the tremendous influence that 
science exerts in our thinking. And the reason science is 
so influential is the fact that it is so effective. As Ian 
Barbour states at the beginning of his Gifford Lectures, 
“The first major challenge to religion in an age of 
science is the success of the methods of science.”12

Let’s face it: science is the most reliable means 
we have of acquiring knowledge. It provides us enor- 
mous amounts of information. Moreover, the process of 
scientific inquiry is self-correcting and cumulative. 
Science perfectly exemplifies Bernard Lonergan’s 
definition of a method. It is “a normative pattern of 
recurrent and related operations yielding cumulative and 
progressive results.”13 In other words, science keeps 
getting better. It not only keeps discovering more and 
more, it keeps finding better ways to do it. Consequently, 
science is the one area of human experience that exhib- 
its demonstrable progress. There is no evidence that 
human beings are improving in moral judgment or 
aesthetic sensitivity. But there is no doubt that we know 
a lot more than we did before.

It is no wonder that the development of science, 
as John Herman Randall notes, was more important 
than any other factor in shaping the modern mind.14 
Like it or not, our view of the world is largely framed 
by science. So, behind the apparent conflict between 
scientific conclusions and religious convictions lies our 
immense confidence in the strategy of science and the 
view of reality it seems to support.

According to the conventional view, science is an 
autonomous rational enterprise which follows its own 
internal logic in testing hypotheses against reliable 
observations. The scientist accumulates data, formulates 
a theory to account for it, and then tests the theory 
against further data. So, there is an inductive move from 
data to theory and a hypothetical-deductive move from 
theory to data. The data either confirms or disproves the 
theory. And the scientist moves on to make further

to God, to the origins of life on earth, to the history of 
the ancient Near East. And since the Bible is the basis of 
all true knowledge, it guides us when we look at the 
natural world. If what we see supports what we find in 
the Bible, we know the evidence is reliable. If it doesn’t, 
then we know something is wrong with our interpreta- 
tion. So, we rely on the Bible to help us interpret nature, 
not the other way around. Our task is not to subject 
God’s word to human reason, but to submit human 
reason to the authority of God’s word.

Bob finds it difficult to reconcile some of the 
Bible’s claims with the results of scientific investigation. 
Like Bill, he believes that God inspired the Bible, but 
he’s not sure that makes the Bible an infallible authority 
on every area of human inquiry. The Bible was obvi- 
ously written before the development of modern science 
and many passages seem to reflect a prescientific view 
of the world. Furthermore, Bob doesn’t know what it 
means for a scientist to “yield” to biblical authority, or to 
any authority, for that matter. As a scientist, Bob looks 
for explanations that best account for the data he 
collects. The phenomena under investigation determine 
the conclusions of his research. To set up an external 
standard that his results must meet, in other words, to 
have an outside source dictate what a scientific investiga- 
tion is supposed to find, Bob feels, would interfere with 
the process. It wouldn’t be science. When his study of 
the natural world leads to one conclusion and his study 
of the Bible leads to another, he takes both of them 
seriously. He continues to look for ways to harmonize 
the two, but he believes that we’ll have to live with some 
unanswered questions until the Lord comes.

Sam takes a different tack. He sees no conflict 
between science and the Bible because the two belong to 
wholly different realms of experience. The Bible deals 
with spiritual matters. It concerns our relation to God. 
Its purpose is to make us wise unto salvation, not to 
inform us about the natural world. It is obvious that the 
Bible is not a textbook in mathematics or physics. It 
would be equally mistaken, he believes, to view it as a 
textbook in biology, or in astronomy or geology, for that 
matter. Sam reads the Bible faithfully for spiritual 
guidance. He participates enthusiastically in the life of 
the church. But he keeps the scientific and religious 
parts of his life separate. The great nineteenth century 
physicist Michael Faraday was a committed Christian 
believer. People said that when he went into his labora- 
tory he forgot his religion and when he came out again 
he forgot his science.11 Sam doesn’t like to think that he 
ignores either science or religion. He believes that the 
world is God’s creation. So, his religious convictions



To formulate the issue precisely, we should speak 
of science and theology, rather than science and reli- 
gion. Theology is to religion what science is to sensory 
experience. It carefully examines the beliefs of a reli- 
gious community It identifies these beliefs, explores 
their meaning, assesses their truth, and sometimes 
responds to criticisms about them. Like science, theol- 
ogy examines data, formulates theories, and tests its 
theories against further data. Like scientific theories, 
theological ideas, or doctrines, must meet the basic 
criteria of adequacy to the data, coherence, comprehen- 

siveness and fertility.
In spite of their general struc- 

tural similarity, theology differs 
from science in significant ways, 
too. The most obvious is the sort 
of data that it deals with. Chris- 
tian theology by definition takes 
the Bible as its basic source. It 
draws its theories or doctrines 
from the Bible and tests them by 
further examining the Bible.19 
The notion of divine revelation 
distinguishes the Bible from any 
of the data to which science 
appeals. Scientific data are in 
principle accessible to any 
inquirer and further discovery 
may significantly alter the data 
we rely on. But the contents of 
the Bible are perceptible only to 
those who have faith, and Chris- 
tians believe that nothing will 
ever supersede the Bible. So the 

Bible enjoys a position of authority for theology unlike 
anything in the realm of scientific inquiry.20

This helps to explain why scientific change is 
less traumatic than theological change. We rather expect 
scientists to change their minds over time, but we are 
not at all sure that theologians should do so. As Iain 
Pears asks in his recent novel, An Instance of the 
Fingerpost, “How is that when a man of God shifts his 
opinion it proves the weakness of his views, and when a 
man of science does so it demonstrates the value of his 
method?”21

Religious experience also makes an important 
contribution to theology, and this, too, distinguishes it 
from science. Scientific data are in principle public, that 
is, accessible to any observer with sufficient patience and 
skill. But religious experiences are notoriously private. 
Sometimes they involve dramatic, sensational events, like

observations, formulate and test additional theories.
Over time a reliable body of truths accumulates.15

It is customary for people to look at religion 
with this general view of science in mind. And religion 
naturally suffers by comparison. “In this popular stereo- 
type,” to quote Ian Barbour, “the scientist is seen as 
open-minded, the theologian as closed-minded. The 
scientist’s theories are tentative hypotheses that are 
continually criticized and revised, while religious beliefs 
are unchanging dogmas that the faithful accept without 
question.” Accordingly, “science alone is objective, open- 
minded, universal, cumulative, 
and progressive.” In contrast, 
religion is “subjective, closed- 
minded, parochial, uncritical, 
and resistant to change.”10 So 
the very nature of religious 
conviction seems to separate it 
from science. If scientific 
inquiry is the paragon of 
intellectual achievement, then 
religion is intellectually irre- 
sponsible. If you are truly 
religious, then you can’t think 
scientifically.

People respond to this 
challenge in several different 
ways. Some grant that religion 
is purely subjective and proceed 
to make a virtue of it. Accord- 
ing to nonrealists, there is no 
conflict between science and 
religion, and there never could 
be, because they pertain to 
completely different things. Science tells us about reality, 
religion expresses our reaction to reality. For Don 
Cupitt of Cambridge University, religious beliefs can be 
entirely a matter of personal choice. We select them not 
because they are true, but because they are helpful. We 
follow a religious tradition, not because it describes 
reality, but because it helps us cope with reality.17 I once 
heard him say that he prays everyday, even though he 
does not believe that there is a God. Cupitt’s position is 
extreme, to say the least, but there are others who follow 
a similar strategy. A much less radical example is 
George Lindbeck of Yale Divinity School. He interprets 
Christian doctrines as rules of discourse, which guide 
individual and communal life. They express a self- 
contained cultural system and do not describe the 
objective universe.18

"The doctrine of creation 
provides a strong founda- 
tion for serious scientific 
endeavor. And the 
doctrine of the fall pre- 
vents us from taking the 
results too seriously. I be- 
lieve this gives us a basis 
for the sort of qualified 
optimism that seems to 
characterize scientific en- 
deavor at its best wherever 
it takes place."



They require imaginative insights which data alone 
could never produce. Furthermore, scientists operate 
within the framework of large-scale, widely shared 
assumptions, or “paradigms.” In other words, they take a 
lot of important ideas for granted. And when scientists 
exchange one paradigm for another, their reasons for 
doing so are never entirely “reasonable.” Data alone 
don’t require it. Finally, the whole enterprise of science 
rests on the fundamental conviction that the natural 
world is orderly and trustworthy “Without faith that 
nature is subject to law,” wrote Norbert Wiener, the 
founder of cybernetics, “there can be no science. No 
amount of demonstration can ever prove that nature is 
subject to law.”22

The fact that science rests on improvable 
assumptions, that it relies on paradigms and requires an 
imaginative interaction between theory and data, gives 
it a strong similarity to theology.

Theologians have also said some things during 
the past few years that may help us to coordinate, if not 
integrate, religious and scientific beliefs more effectively. 
The ones I have in mind reject the idea that we can 
construct a system of thought that ties our beliefs 
together in a tight logical package and situate them 
firmly on a foundation of self-evident truths. This sort 
of rational system is unattainable anywhere, they argue. 
It doesn’t even work for science—as William Placher 
notes, the case for science’s distinctive rationality has 
disappeared2‘5—and it won’t work for theology, either. 
This doesn’t mean we have to give up the quest for 
rationality, but we have to find a different way of 
construing it. And when we do, it applies to both reli- 
gious and scientific beliefs.

This is the general position of Nancey Murphy 
of Fuller Theological Seminary. In her book Theology in 
the Age of Scientific Reasoning, Murphy argues that 
theology can meet the standards of scientific inquiry, 
when they are properly formulated.24 For Imre Lakatos, 
science is a “research program” comprising a set of 
theories and a body of data. Central to the program is a 
“hard core” theory. Surrounding it are auxiliary hypoth- 
eses that connect it to the data and change as the data 
require. Murphy maintains that this is a good way to 
think of theology. Our religious beliefs form a cluster, 
with some beliefs more central than others, and we 
modify them as new evidence requires. On this view, 
there is an openness, a flexibility to theology, which 
allows for both continuity and change in our beliefs over 
time, and opens us to relevant information wherever it 
comes from. According to Murphy, this approach not 
only gives theology a scientific form, it envisions a way

the fire that descended on Mount Carmel. But for the 
most part they are internal, known only to the person 
who has them.

So, what are we to do when scientific evidence 
points in one direction and our religious convictions run 
in another? Is there any way to resolve this tension? I 
don’t have a simple answer to this question, but there 
are several things that hint at a resolution, without 
promising that we can actually reach one.

On the side of religion there are doctrinal 
considerations that may be helpful. Our perspective on 
humanity prevents us from being either overly optimis- 
tic or overly pessimistic about our ability to understand. 
On the one hand, the world is the creation of an intelli- 
gent Being, who placed his image on humans and gave 
us sovereignty over what he had made. Consequently, we 
should have confidence in both the possibility and the 
value of exploring the universe. Intellectual inquiry is 
good, and it leads to truth. On the other hand, the 
results of the fall are significant and pervasive. Sin 
affects both our powers of inquiry and the world we 
investigate. And this requires us to qualify our claims to 
knowledge.

The doctrine of creation provides a strong 
foundation for serious scientific endeavor. And the 
doctrine of the fall prevents us from taking the results 
too seriously. I believe this gives us a basis for the sort 
of qualified optimism that seems to characterize scien- 
tific endeavor at its best wherever it takes place. We 
follow the evidence where it leads, we develop the 
conclusions it calls for, but we recognize the limitations 
of all human inquiry, so we keep the issues on the table 
for further discussion.

If all this discourages people from trying to 
integrate or coordinate their science and their theology, 
they should take heart from the fact that recent develop- 
ments point to a more positive relation between the two. 
The disciplines are not as dissimilar as many people 
think, and there are indications that each has something 
to contribute to the other.

First of all, science is not as “scientific” as 
people used to think. From the work of Thomas Kuhn 
and others, it is clear that the course science actually 
follows does not fit the conventional view of science we 
described earlier. The picture of dispassionate investiga- 
tors accumulating data, generalizing, and objectively 
testing their theories is a caricature. It doesn’t fit the 
facts. The truth is that all data are theory laden. With- 
out some sort of theory, we wouldn’t know what to 
count as data and investigation could never start. Then, 
too, theories are not mere generalizations from the data.



For all the value of interrelating science and theology, 
we need to respect their integrity as discrete disciplines 
and not allow one to dictate the contents of the other. 
Scientific theories require the support of empirical data. 
Theological statements require the support of religious 
data. Coordinating them is helpful; conflating them is 
not.

There is another significant difference between 
theology and science that anyone who does theology has 
discovered. This is the role that religious beliefs play in 
the life of the believer and the community of faith. 
Influential ideas always die hard. People are reluctant to 
part with concepts and perspectives that have served 
them well. This is true in science, but it is doubly true in 
religion. A religious doctrine is analogous to a scientific 
theory only to a point. It purports to make sense of 
evidence and remain open to revision and reformulation. 
But in fact, it does much more. Theological doctrines 
deal with the deepest convictions and highest values that 
people hold. Their tentacles involve the strongest 
feelings we have. Moreover, religious beliefs are a 
unifying factor in people’s lives. Common convictions 
are the binding force that holds religious communities 
together. For this reason, religious communities are 
enormously resistant to doctrinal changes. And anyone 
dealing with issues of this nature must be sensitive to 
this fact.26

The Community of Scientists 
and the Community of Faith

om and Ted were classmates thirty years ago at 
another imaginary Adventist college. Tom went 
to graduate school and returned to their alma 

mater to teach chemistry. He’s tried hard to do all the

for theology and science to communicate and contribute 
to each other.

One of the most encouraging developments in 
this general area is the new openness of scientific 
theories to the presence of God in the universe. In its 
cover story of July 10, 1998, Newsweek notes the grow- 
ing visibility of religious conviction among scientists 
today and reviews some of the reasons they give for 
believing in God. They include the remarkable ability of 
the human mind to understand the workings of the 
universe—“The world follows rules that human minds 
can figure out”—and various signs that the cosmos is 
“custom-made for life and consciousness.” There are also 
scientists who believe that big-bang cosmology, evolu- 
tion, chaos theory, and quantum mechanics allow for 
divine participation in the natural world. The article 
concludes with this observation: “Once, science and 
religion were viewed as two fundamentally different, 
even antagonistic, ways of pursuing the quest to under- 
stand the world, and science stood accused of smother- 
ing faith and killing God. Now, it may strengthen belief. 
And although it cannot prove God’s existence science 
might whisper to believers where to seek the divine.”25

In a related development, Darwin’s theory of 
evolution has come under increasing suspicion over the 
years. And many people now question its adequacy as a 
scientific explanation of life’s history on this planet.
Tom Bethell, Phil Johnson, and Michael Behe have made 
important contributions to this discussion. So, there 
seems to be less rigidity to some prevalent scientific 
theories than there used to be, and greater openness on 
the part of scientists to religion.

While we welcome these developments as ways 
to ease the tension between science and theology, or to 
ease the tension within believers who are scientists, an 
important caveat is in order. It is essential for us to 
recognize just what this openness of science to theology 
and theology to science does and does not do. Science 
can contribute to natural theology, the search for public 
evidence to support the reality of God. It can also 
contribute to a theology of nature, an interpretation of 
the natural world as the object of God’s creating and 
sustaining love. Religion can inform the overall perspec- 
tive of the scientist and suggest questions for scientific 
investigation. But this mutual openness does not provide 
a basis for something like “religious science,” that is to 
say, religiously authorized scientific statements, or 
scientific theories that have only religious authority to 
support them. If religion tells science what to say— 
more accurately, if religious authorities tell scientists 
what to say—both science and religion are the poorer.



an extensive school program that went from kindergar- 
ten all the way up. The whole program was supported 
by a large congregation that grew up several decades 
back as the result of an evangelistic effort in that city 
The evangelist is the church pastor; her two daughters 
serve as president and dean of the college. At a place 
like this, evangelism is primary; education is secondary.

For Adventists, however, the situation is quite 
different. For important reasons, education stands, not at 
the edge, but at the center of our mission and our 
identity. One is our wholistic concept of salvation. 
According to Ellen White, the work of education and 
the work of redemption are one.27 Because a human 
being is a multi-dimensional unity, a physical, mental 
and spiritual reality, religion is not just a spiritual 
matter. It affects the entire person. It enhances all the 
powers of human life. It not only heals the soul, it

elevates the mind. Our 
commitment to education 
reflects the conviction 
that salvation affects the 
whole person.

It also reflects our 
understanding that 
salvation is a lifelong 
experience. For 
Adventists, justification 
and sanctification are 
complementary aspects 
of God’s saving work in 
human life. He not only 

forgives our sins and restores us to our place in his 
family, he imparts his Spirit to us in order to transform 
our lives and make us partakers of the divine nature. 
With other Christians, we emphasize the importance of 
helping others come to Christ and join the church, but 
we are also concerned with everything that happens 
afterwards. We see salvation as a lifelong experience. For 
Adventists, church growth is more than just increasing 
membership, it is spiritual development as long as time 
lasts. Nurture is essential to the meaning of salvation.

Another factor that elevates education is our 
doctrine of creation. If this is our Father’s world, then 
it is worth exploring and understanding. It deserves all 
the attention we can give it. And if we are creatures 
whose origin and destiny are linked to this planet, then 
we need to view ourselves within the framework of this 
larger reality.

For a number of reasons, then, education is 
central to Adventism. The academy is not irrelevant to 
the church. It is not incidental to the church. It is part

things expected of small college teachers. He has 
received several modest research grants, and he is 
known as an effective classroom communicator. His 
students generally do well on the Medical College 
Admission Test, and several of them have gone to 
graduate work and careers in chemistry. He makes it a 
point to keep in touch.

Ted went into the ministry and worked his way 
up the administrative ladder to become president of a 
constituent conference. Ted’s first love is soul winning. 
He longs to see the message go to all the world and the 
work finished. So he is deeply committed to evangelism. 
He urges all his pastors to hold evangelistic series, and 
he wants to do more outreach with radio and television. 
As a member of the college board, Ted knows how 
much money it takes to run a college, and, quite frankly, 
he wonders if the payoff is worth it. He asks himself 
how many people would join the 
church if they put the college 
subsidy into evangelism. Ted 
also wonders if our colleges are 
doing their job. He is disturbed 
by reports that students some- 
times have their faith shaken by 
things their teachers say. He 
wants assurances that faculty 
members support the church’s 
fundamental beliefs.

What should someone 
like Tom say to someone like 
Ted? How do we justify our 
involvement in education? And what is the role of the 
scientist in an Adventist institution?

It is obvious that Adventists have made a 
tremendous investment in education. In fact, it is one of 
the distinctive things about our denomination. We have 
the largest unified private school system in the world, in 
spite of our modest size. In North America alone, where 
Adventists number less than a million, we support a 
dozen colleges and universities. With higher education 
growing more expensive every year, it is no wonder that 
people have begun to question the value of our invest- 
ment. If the central work of the church is mission, it is 
natural to ask how scholarship fits into the picture. To 
some, education distracts us from the church’s work. So, 
what is the role of education in Adventism?

There are certain religious communities that 
subsume their schools under their evangelistic endeav- 
ors. My wife and I conducted a workshop at a Bible 
college in Oakland, California, a couple of years ago. 
The campus surrounded a large church and was part of

"For important reasons, education 
stands, not at the edge, but at the 
center of our mission and our 
identity. . . . Our commitment to 
education reflects the conviction 
that salvation affects the whole 
person."



Scientist-believers can also help the church 
fulfill its mission to extend the gospel into all areas of 
human endeavor and explore the implications of the 
gospel for all of life. In recent years a number of 
conservative Christian thinkers have been examining the 
relationship between Christianity and scholarship. They 
issue ringing appeals to Christians in the academy to say 
more about the impact of their faith on their scholar- 
ship. In The Scandal of the Evangelical Mind, Mark Noll 
bemoans how little evangelical Christians have contrib- 
uted to serious scholarship. Evangelicalism is a large and 
influential movement on the religious scene, but what 
great ideas has it communicated to the larger world? 
What scholarly impact has it had in the natural sciences, 
in the social sciences, in the humanities, in the fine arts? 
Not enough, he asserts, not nearly enough in compari- 
son to its potential.28

George Marsden issues a similar challenge. In 
The Outrageous Idea of Christian Scholarship he argues 
that a creationist, incarnational view of reality should 
reverberate throughout the academy. Naturally, it will 
affect different disciplines in different ways, but as he 
says, “there would be huge implications when [Teliev- 
ing^ scientists relate their subjects to the larger issues
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and parcel of what the church is all about. Adventist 
theology thus provides an important mandate for the 
work of the scientist-believer.

It is not enough, however, to applaud the work 
of academics as important to the general mission of the 
church. We need to say something about their role 
within the Christian community. What are the church’s 
responsibilities to its scientists? What are their respon- 
sibilities to the church?

On a general level, the church owes its scientists 
what it owes all its members—an inclusive, supportive 
community. And this requires a commitment to the full 
scope of the community’s life. Beliefs are important to 
the life of any religious community. But belonging to a 
community involves more than doctrinal assent. It 
involves participating in the life of the community. The 
church is not just a believing community, but a caring 
and worshiping community as well, so open communica- 
tion is vital to its life. Consequently, all of us in the 
church must strive to develop an atmosphere of trust 
where people can ask serious questions and explore 
difficult issues without fear that they will generate 
suspicion or lead to repercussions.

On a more specific level, the church also needs 
to affirm and respect the value of the scientific enter- 
prise. Since the integrity of scientific inquiry requires a 
degree of autonomy, the church must allow its scientists 
the freedom they need to pursue their work.

While we’re thinking about what the church 
owes its scientists, we should also consider what our 
scientists owe each other. Scientists should offer each the 
same trust that they want from the church as a whole. 
Scientist-believers need to cultivate a culture of conver- 
sation. They need to communicate with each other 
frankly, honestly, charitably. This can only happen where 
there is trust on all sides. If we are afraid that sharing 
our concerns and our questions will arouse suspicion 
and limit our influence, then real conversation will never 
take place.

The church not only owes its scientists some- 
thing, scientists owe the church a great deal, too. In 
particular, they have a responsibility to help prepare our 
young people for life in the larger world. This involves 
training students for the rigorous work required of 
them in graduate school and professional programs. It 
means preparing them for the questions and challenges 
that believing Christians will face in the larger academic 
world. And, most important of all, it includes 
mentoring—personally demonstrating what it means to 
be both scientist and believer.
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o f  life.” In p a rticu la r, th e y  w ill oppose th e  view  th a t 
m ate ria lism  “prov ides th e  b es t accoun t o f  reality .”28

N o  one offers a m ore  u rg e n t appeal a lo n g  these  
lines th a n  A lvin  P lan tin g a , a d is tin g u ish ed  ph ilo so p h er 
o f  re lig ion . In  a re c e n t address, he a rg u es th a t scho lar- 
sh ip  and  science are  a n y th in g  b u t n eu tra l. T o  the  
co n tra ry , he sees a trem en d o u s  s tru g g le  be tw een  C hris- 
tia n ity  and  tw o  riva l persp ec tiv es— p eren n ia l n a tu ra l-  
ism , th e  v iew  th a t h u m an  beings are  sim ply  p a r ts  o f 
n a tu re , and  creative  an tirea lism , th e  view  th a t all ideas 
a re  n o th in g  m o re  th a n  m en ta l c o n s tru c ts  and p ro jec- 
tions. T o  c o u n te r  th e  p ervasive  influence o f  these  
m ovem ents, P la n tin g a  calls on  C h ris tian  scho lars to  
e x te n d  th e ir  re lig ious conv ictions in to  th e  scho larly  
arena. S ince C h ris tian s  have th e  m eans to  m ake sense o f 
th e  w ho le  ra n g e  o f  h u m an  experience, in c lu d in g  th in g s  
such as love, know ledge, ag g ressio n , b e a u ty  hum or, and 
m o re  sensitiv ity , w e m u s t n o t ab andon  th e  field to  p u re ly  
na tu ra lis tic , re d u c tio n is tic  perspectives. “A s C h ris tian s 
we need  and  w a n t answ ers  to  th e  so r ts  o f  q u estio n s th a t 
arise  in th e  th e o re tica l and  in te rp re ta tiv e  d iscip lines,” he 
sta tes. A nd  “w h a t w e know  as C h ris tian s  is crucia lly  
re le v a n t t o . . .a  p ro p e r u n d e rs ta n d in g ; therefore...Q w ej] 
shou ld  p u rsu e  these  d iscip lines from  a specifically 
C h ris tia n  pe rspec tive .”30

L e t us conclude on th e  sam e con fiden t n o te  w ith  
w hich w e began . T h e  church , th e  academ y  and  the  
w o rld  need  th e  c o n tr ib u tio n s  o f  C h ris tian  sc ien tists.
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Excerpts from
A P O S T O L IC  L E T T E R  

D IE S  D O M IN I

O F T H E  H O LY FATH ER JO H N  PAUL II 

T O  T H E  B ISH O PS, C LER G Y  A N D  F A IT H F U L  O F T H E  C A TH O LIC  C H U R C H

O N  K E E P IN G  T H E  L O R D  S DAY H O LY

M y  esteem ed  B ro th e rs  in th e  E p iscopate  and th e  P riesth o o d , D ea r B ro th e rs  and  Sisters!

I. The Lord’s Day—as Sunday was called from Apostolic times—has always been accorded special attention in 
the history of the Church because of its close connection with the very core of the Christian mystery In fact, 
in the weekly reckoning of time Sunday recalls the day of Christ’s Resurrection. It is Easter which returns 
week by week, celebrating Christ’s victory over sin and death, the fulfillment in him of the first creation and the 
dawn of the “the new creation” (cf. 2 Cor. 5:17). It is the day which recalls in grateful adoration the world’s first 
day and looks forward in active hope to “the last day”, when Christ will come in glory (cf. Acts 1:11; 1 Thess. 
4:13-17) and all things will be made new (cf. Rev. 21:5).

Rightly, then, the Psalmist’s cry is applied to Sunday: “This is the day which the Lord has made: let us rejoice 
and be glad in it” (Ps. 118:24). This invitation to joy, which the Easter liturgy makes its own, reflects the 
astonishment which came over the women who, having seen the crucifixion of Christ, found the tomb empty 
when they went there “very early on the first day after the Sabbath” (Mark 16:2). It is an invitation to relive in 
some way the experience of the two disciples of Emmaus, who felt their hearts “burn within them” as the Risen 
One walked with them on the road, explaining the Scriptures and revealing himself in “the breaking of the 
bread” (cf. Luke 24:32, 35). And it echoes the joy—at first uncertain and then overwhelming—which the 
Apostles experienced on the evening of that same day, when they were visited by the Risen Jesus and received 
the gift of his peace and of his Spirit (cf. John 20:19-23). . . .

7. . . . Sunday is a day which is at the very heart of the Christian life. From the beginning of my Pontificate, I 
have not ceased to repeat: “Do not be afraid! Open, open wide the doors to Christ!” In the same way, today I 
would strongly urge everyone to rediscover Sunday: Do not be afraid to give your time to Christ! Yes, let us 
open our time to Christ, that he may cast light upon it and give it direction. He is the One who knows the secret 
of time and the secret of eternity, and he gives us “his day” as an ever new gift of his love. The rediscovery of 
this day is a grace which we must implore, not only so that we may live the demands of faith to the full, but also 
so that we may respond concretely to the deepest human yearnings. Time given to Christ is never time lost, but 
is rather time gained, so that our relationships and indeed our whole life may become more profoundly human.

CHAPTER I 
DIES DOMINI

The Celebration of the Creator’s Work 
“Through him all things were made” (John 1:3) .. .
“S habbat”: th e  C re a to r’s joy fu l re s t
II. If the first page of the Book of Genesis presents God’s “work” as an example for man, the same is true of 
God’s “rest”: ”On the seventh day God finished his work which he had done” (Gen. 2:2). Here too we find an 
anthropomorphism charged with a wealth of meaning. It would be banal to interpret God’s “rest” as a kind of 
divine “inactivity.” By its nature, the creative act which founds the world is unceasing and God is always at 
work, as Jesus himself declares in speaking of the Sabbath precept: “My Father is working still, and I am 
working” (John 5:17). The divine rest of the seventh day does not allude to an inactive God, but emphasizes the
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etting students to appreciate Jonathan Edwards, the Puritan 
preacher of colonial New England, is one of my goals in my 
survey of literature class. After reading S in n e r s  in  th e  H a n d s  o f  

a n  A n g r y  G o d  it is a bit of a challenge. I try to help them see his picture of 
God holding the sinner like a spider on a slender thread over the flames of hell 
as an image of God’s grace. It’s not an easy sale.

I p u s h  th e m  to w a r d  h is  Personal Narrative. H e r e  h e  te l ls  h is  o w n  s to ry . T h e y  see  th e  h e ll- f ire  
p r e a c h e r  in  a  n e w  l ig h t ,  s t r u g g l in g  w ith  th e  id e a  o f  G o d ’s s o v e r e ig n ty  to  c o m e  to  t h a t  “in w a rd ,  s w e e t 
d e l ig h t  in  G o d ” th a t  b e c o m e s  th e  fo u n d a t io n  o f  h is  life. “I f  y o u  h a v e n ’t  a lr e a d y  d o n e  so ,” I te l l  th e m , “y o u  
w ill  p ro b a b ly  so o n  be  a sk e d  to  w r i te  y o u r  o w n  s p i r i tu a l  a u to b io g r a p h y .” I t  is a f r e q u e n t  a s s ig n m e n t :  w r i te  
th e  s to r y  o f  y o u r  r e la t io n s h ip  w i th  G o d , th e  s to r y  o f  y o u r  s p i r i tu a l  jo u r n e y . I t  is s o m e tim e s  m o s t  
d a u n t in g  to  th o s e  s tu d e n t s  w h o  d o n ’t  th in k  th e y  h a v e  o n e , n o t  b e c a u se  th e y  a re  n o t  c o n s c ie n t io u s  d is c ip le s  
o f  C h r is t ,  b u t  b e c a u s e  th e y  a lw a y s  h a v e  b e en . T h e y  h a v e  n o  e x c i t in g  c o n v e r s io n  s to r ie s  to  te l l ,  lik e  th e  
o n e s  s o m e tim e s  f e a tu re d  in  c h a p e l  o r  v e s p e rs , n o  d r a m a t ic  b e fo re  a n d  a f te r  p ic tu r e s  to  show . B u t th ey , to o , 
h a v e  a  s p i r i tu a l  jo u rn e y .

T h e  s to r y  o f  a s o u l’s j o u r n e y  to  G o d  is a  g e n r e  a ll i ts  o w n . M o r e  a n d  m o re , p e o p le  a re  te l l in g  th e i r  
s to r ie s  f ro m  th e  in s id e  o u t .  U n lik e  th e  m e m o ir , th e  v a lu e  o f  th e  s to r y  is n o t  in  th e  s ig n if ic a n c e  o f  th e  
e v e n ts  b u t  in  th e  i n t e g r i t y  o f  th e  te l l in g . T o u c h in g  th e  c o re  o f  h u m a n  n a tu r e  a n d  e x p lo r in g  th e  w o r k in g  
o f  th e  S p i r i t  in  o r d in a r y  lives , th e s e  a c c o u n ts  a re  th e o lo g y  in  f i r s t - p e r s o n  n a r r a t iv e  fo rm . T h e y  m a y  o r  
m a y  n o t  b e  e x c i t in g .  T h a t  is n o t  th e  p o in t .  T h e s e  a re  n o t  th e  s a in ts ’ s to r ie s , p r o v id in g  a w e - in s p ir in g  ro le
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c o n c e p ts  a n d  w o rd s , b u t  th r o u g h  e x p e r ie n c e . I h a v e  
m e t  Y ou in  jo y  a n d  s u f fe r in g . F o r  Y ou  a re  th e  f i r s t  
a n d  la s t  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  m y  life. Yes, r e a l ly  Y ou 
Y o u rse lf , n o t  j u s t  a c o n c e p t  o f  Y o u .”

In  th e s e  p r a y e r s  th e  th e o lo g ia n  ta k e s  h is  
th e o lo g y  in to  th e  d a ily  r o u t in e  o f  life  a n d  t e s t s  it.

“I f  th e r e  is a n y  p a th  a t  a ll o n  w h ic h  I c a n  
a p p ro a c h  Y ou, i t  m u s t  le a d  th r o u g h  th e  v e r y  m id d le  

o f  m y  o r d in a r y  d a ily  life. I f  I s h o u ld  t r y  to  flee  to  
Y ou b y  a n y  o th e r  w ay, I ’d a c tu a l ly  be  le a v in g  m y s e lf  

b e h in d , a n d  th a t ,  a s id e  f ro m  b e in g  q u i te  im p o ss ib le ,

w o u ld  a c c o m p lish  n o th in g  a t a ll .”
D a ily  life  is n o t  s o m e th in g  to  e sc a p e  b u t  a 

m e a n s  b y  w h ic h  w e  liv e  o u t  G o d ’s w ill. I f  G o d  is 
w o r k in g  th r o u g h  us, i t  is in  th e  a c t iv i t ie s  o f  o u r  
o r d in a r y  day. I f  G o d  is r e f in in g  us, i t  is n o t  in  g r e a t  
ta s k s  b u t  in  th e  o r d in a r y  c h a l le n g e s  a n d  i r r i t a t io n s  
o f  o u r  o w n  life. T h e  c h a l le n g e s  o f  l iv in g  th e  
s p i r i tu a l  life  a r e  c h a l le n g e s  to  m in d  a n d  s p ir i t .  I f  
o u r  life  is te d io u s  a n d  d u ll, th e  f a u l t  m a y  b e  in  us. 
“M y  d a y s  d o n ’t  m a k e  m e  d u l l— i t ’s th e  o th e r  w a y  
a r o u n d .” T h e  g r e a t  e n e m y  is m e d io c r ity , e v e n  th e  _ 
“f r ig h te n in g  m e d io c r i ty  o f  m y  ‘g o o d  c o n s c ie n c e .’”
I f  G o d  is w o r k in g  in  o u r  liv es , th e  r e s u l t  c a n n o t  be  
m e d io c r ity , “th e  c lo a k  b e h in d  w h ic h  I h id e  th e  w o r s t  
th in g  o f  a ll, in  th e  h o p e  th a t  i t  w ill  n o t  be  
d is c o v e re d : a se lf ish  a n d  c o w a rd ly  h e a r t ,  a  d u ll  a n d  
in s e n s i t iv e  h e a r t  w h ic h  k n o w s  n o  g e n e r o s i ty  o f

m o d e ls . T h o u g h  G o d  m a y  le a d  so m e  in to  h ig h  

a d v e n tu r e ,  m o s t  o f  u s  liv e  o u t  o u r  c a l l in g s  in  th e  

m u n d a n e  d re s s  o f  o r d in a r y  lives . T h e s e  s to r ie s  a re  
o u r  s to r ie s , to ld  w ith  r ig o r o u s  h o n e s ty  a n d  w ith  th e  
h u m b le  a w a re n e s s  t h a t  G o d  is w i th  us.

A  fa m ilia r  fo rm  o f  jo u r n e y  n a r r a t iv e  is th e  
c o n v e r s io n  s to ry , s o m e tim e s  a c c u se d  o f  l in g e r in g  
to o  m u c h  o v e r  th e  d e b a u c h e r y  o f  th e  p a s t  life 
b e fo re  c e le b r a t in g  th e  c o n v e r s io n  to  a n e w  life. 
A c tu a lly , I c a n  th in k  o f  few  e x a m p le s  o f  th a t  

p a t t e r n .  I t  m a y  be  o n ly  a s te r e o ty p e ,  o r  i t  m a y  h a v e  

a s h o r t  s h e l f  life. C o n v e r s io n  is c le a r ly  a life -  
c h a n g in g  e x p e r ie n c e  a n d  o n e  w e ll w o r th  

e x a m in in g , e s p e c ia l ly  i f  i t  is th e  e n t r y  in to  a 
th o u g h t f u l  a n d  re f le c tiv e  w a lk  w ith  G o d . O n e  w e ll-  

k n o w n  c o n v e r s io n  s to r y  is C. S. L e w is ’s Surprised by 
Joy (N e w  Y o rk : H a r c o u r t ,  B ra c e  & W o r ld , 1955) 

w i th  i ts  m e m o ra b le  p ic tu r e  o f  th a t  n ig h t  in  1929  
w h e n  “I g a v e  in , a n d  a d m it te d  t h a t  G o d  w a s  G o d , 
a n d  k n e l t  a n d  p ra y e d : p e rh a p s , t h a t  n ig h t ,  th e  m o s t  
d e je c te d  a n d  r e lu c ta n t  c o n v e r t  in  a ll E n g la n d .”

A n o th e r  p ic tu r e  o f  a k n e e l in g  c o n v e r t  
c o m e s  in  C h a r le s  C o ls o n ’s Born Again (O ld  T a p p a n , 
N J: R e v e ll, 1977). I f  L e w is  ta k e s  u s  in to  th e  
in te l le c tu a l  s t r u g g le s  o f  a n  O x fo rd  d o n , C o ls o n  

ta k e s  u s  in to  th e  p o l i t ic a l  s t r u g g le s  o f  N ix o n ’s 
“h a tc h e t  m a n .” K n o w n  fo r  h is  r u th le s s n e s s ,
C o ls o n ’s c o n v e r s io n  ra is e s  s k e p tic is m  in  th e  
C h r is t ia n  w o r ld  as w e ll  as th e  p o li t ic a l  w o r ld . M ik e  
W a lla c e  o n  60 Minutes a sk s  h im  w h a t  h e  h a s  d o n e  to  
m a k e  a m e n d s  fo r  h is  a t ta c k s  o n  o th e r s .  “W e ll, I 
c o n fe s s  y o u  le a v e  m e  s o m e w h a t  b e w ild e re d , th e n , as 
to  th e  m e a n in g  o f  y o u r  f a i th ,” sa y s  W a lla c e . T h e  
c h a l le n g e  is a w a k e -u p  c a ll fo r  C o lso n . H is  

c o n v e r s io n  is o n ly  a f i r s t  s te p . H e  w o rk s  o u t  i ts  
m e a n in g  in  th e  sp e c ific s  o f  th e  W a te r g a te  h e a r in g s , 
h is  g u i l ty  p le a , h is  p r is o n  te r m , a n d  h is  la te r  p r is o n  
m in is try . C o n v e r s io n , fo r  C o ls o n  as i t  w a s  fo r  
L e w is , is th e  b e g in n in g  o f  th e  jo u r n e y  f ro m  
in te l le c tu a l  a s s e n t  to  d is c ip le sh ip .

N o  b e g in n e r  in  th e  C h r is t ia n  jo u rn e y , K a rl 
R a h n e r  te l ls  th e  s to r y  o f  a lo n g  life  in  p r a y e r  in  
Prayers fo r  a Lifetime (N e w  Y o rk : C ro s s ro a d , 1996). 
T h e  G e r m a n  th e o lo g ia n  e x e m p lif ie s  th e  
in te r c o n n e c t io n  o f  th e o lo g y  a n d  s p ir i tu a li ty . H e  
s e e m s  to  w o r k  o u t  h is  th e o lo g y  in  d ia lo g  w ith  G o d .

“T h a n k s  to  Y o u r  m ercy , O  In f in i te  G o d , I 
k n o w  s o m e th in g  a b o u t  Y ou  n o t  o n ly  th r o u g h



relationship in which each gave to the other and in 
which Nouwen grows to understand Adam’s 
sonship and his own. “Adam bore silent witness to 
this mystery, which has nothing to do with whether 
or not he could speak, walk, or express himself, 
whether or not he made money, had a job, was 
fashionable, famous, married or single. It had to do 
with his being. He was and is a beloved child of 
God.” The story of Adam becomes Nouwen’s book 
on the Apostles’ Creed, embodying abstract 
theology in concrete human experience.

Nouwen brings the writings and history of 
the church to contemporary Christian experience. 
An increasing interest in these ancient paths has led 
many to look to the resources of monasteries and 
their guesthouses. Kathleen Norris describes her 
stay at St. John’s Abbey in The Cloister Walk (New 
York: Riverhead Books, 1996). A modern married 
Protestant poet, she seems an unlikely candidate for 
the monastic experience. But she has taken the idea 
of spiritual journey literally. She first wrote of her 
experience as a New Yorker living in the Great 
Plains and discovering the power of the land on the 
human spirit. Dakota: A  Spiritual Geography (Boston: 
Houghton Mifflin, 1993) tells the story of a year in 
a town so small that even “poets and minsters have 
to hang out together” and a landscape so awesome 
that “like Jacob’s angel, the region requires that 
you wrestle with it before it bestows a blessing.”

In Dakota and in a Benedictine monastery, 
Norris finds “an experience of the holy” In both 
she finds “stability: commitment to a particular 
community, a particular place.” In both she finds “a 
school for humility.” In both she finds the 
environment “where I’ve wrestled my story out of 
the circumstances of landscape and inheritance,” 
her “spiritual geography.” I found myself reading 
the two books together, and each is a commentary 
on the other. Participating in the daily routine of 
Benedictine life helps her see the significance of the 
daily routine of her life in small town Dakota. As 
she shaped Dakota around the calendar year, 
tracing the year through weather reports, she 
shapes The Cloister Walk around the liturgical year. 
Participation in the liturgical hours of each day 
gives a balance to life, endowing work and play and 
prayer with the spirit of the sacred.

Norris samples for a short time the life that

spirit nor breadth of mind.”
If Rahner’s prayers show the vibrancy of 

prayer over a lifetime, a collection of interviews by 
Larry King called Powerful Prayers (Los Angeles: 
Renaissance Books, 199 8 ) shows the role of prayer 
in the lives of celebrities. He asked the rich and 
famous, athletes and politicians, artists, and writers 
and CEO’s when and how they prayed. Not a man 
of prayer himself, he elicited the aid of Rabbi Irwin 
Katsof to help him negotiate the untried waters of 
spirituality. This study of the journey of others 
may have been something of a journey for himself. 
One brief phone exchange demonstrates the depth 
of the mystery of prayer to the uninitiated:

“Rabbi, hello? Are you still there?”
“I’m still here, Larry. I was just saying a 

prayer.”
“Again?”
Do you pray for a parking space? And what 

does your answer indicate about your concept of 
God? Do you talk with God? How do you pray for 
yourself and others? Though these stories will not 
take you far in knowing a person’s relationship with 
God, seeing how people in the public eye pray 
might be a key to understanding how the spiritual 
life is practiced in the marketplace these days.

Bringing theology home to daily life is the 
theme of much of Henri Nouwen’s work. The 
author of many books on the spiritual life, Nouwen 
focuses on the journey home to God in community, 
solitude, prayer and service. Just before he died in 
1996  he had intended to write a study of the 
Apostles’ Creed, looking at the theology behind 
Christian beliefs. He didn’t write that book.
Instead, he wrote Adam: God’s Beloved (Maryknoll, 
NY: Orbis, 1997), the story of a severely 
handicapped man at L’Arche Daybreak Community, 
where Nouwen had pastored the last years of his 
life. How can one write the story of a man who 
could not speak or walk or dress himself or 
perform the simplest of life functions during his 
thirty-three years? Only with the eyes of love.

For Nouwen, Adam becomes God’s gift, 
teaching him to see himself, as well as Adam, as 
God’s beloved. In Adam, Nouwen sees the image of 
God in weak and vulnerable human flesh and sees 
with fresh eyes the mystery of the Incarnation.
The story of Adam is the story of a friendship, of a



T h e  r e c o v e ry  o f  th e  o ld  c la s s ic s  o f  
s p i r i tu a l i ty  c a n  le a d  u s  to  n e w  c la s s ic s  o f  

s p ir i tu a li ty . O n e  p ro lif ic  w r i te r ,  M a d e le in e  L ’E n g le ,  
re f le c ts  o n  h e r  life  in  th e  c o n te x t  o f  th e  b i r th  o f  
J e s u s  in  Bright Evening Star: Mystery o f the 
Incarnation (W h e a to n :  H a r o ld  S haw , 1997). S h e , 
to o , w o rk s  o u t  h e r  th e o lo g y  in  th e  c o n te x t  o f  d a ily  
life, e sp e c ia lly  in  h e r  a u to b io g ra p h y , The Crosswicks 
Journal, a n d  in  fa c in g  th e  d e a th  o f  h e r  h u s b a n d  in

Two-Part Invention. In Bright Evening Star, she 
approaches the evening of her life and reviews the 
questions that have touched her life from the age of 
the universe to the meaning of love. Her questions 
are answered in Christ. “Don’t try  to explain the 
Incarnation to me! It is further from being 
explainable than the furthest star in the furthest 
galaxy. It is love, God’s limitless love enfleshing 
that love into the form of a human being, Jesus, the 
Christ, fully human and fully divine.” Her 
reflections glitter with the memories of an active 
and creative life, full of wonder and gratitude, as 
she seeks to understand her life in the context of 
the life of Christ.

Like the Psalms, these journeys to God 
express the full spectrum of emotions, fear as well 
as praise and anger as well as hope. The Psalms 
show us that the only criterion for emotion is its 
authenticity. Sometimes this authenticity is difficult 
in a community that can reject experience that does 
not conform to its norm and emotions that show a 
struggle with God. But the ability to speak the 
truth of one’s own experience with God is essential

fo r  m a n y  is  a c a ll in g . T h o m a s  M e r to n  w a s  o n e  o f  

th e  f i r s t  to  d r a w  th a t  c a l l in g  to  th e  p u b lic  ey e  in  The 
Seven Storey Mountain (G a r d e n  C ity , N Y : Im a g e , 

1948). H e  a b a n d o n e d  a p r o m is in g  c a r e e r  as a 
te a c h e r  a n d  l i t e r a r y  c r i t ic  to  b e c o m e  a T r a p p i s t  
m o n k , m o v in g  f ro m  w o rd s  to  s ile n c e . B u t w o rd s  

c a m e  o u t  o f  s ile n c e . N ow , tw e n ty - f iv e  y e a r s  a f te r  
h is  d e a th , h is  j o u r n a l s  a r e  b e in g  p u b lis h e d , a n d  h is  
w r i t in g s  o n  p r a y e r  a n d  c o n te m p la t io n  a re  m a k in g  

th e  a n c ie n t  p a th s  a c c e s s ib le  to  th e  c o n te m p o r a r y  
w o r ld . T h o u g h  few  w ill fo llo w  M e r t o n ’s e x a m p le  
o f  e n t e r in g  th e  m o n a s t ic  life, h e  w h e ts  o u r  

a p p e t i te s  fo r  liv e s  o f  c o m m u n i ty  a n d  s o li tu d e , o f  
p r a y e r  a n d  se rv ic e , a n d  o f  a c o n s ta n t  a w a re n e s s  o f  
th e  p r e s e n c e  o f  G o d . N ow , p e o p le  lik e  N o u w e n  a n d  
N o r r i s  w h o  h a v e  re c e iv e d  th e  h o s p i ta l i ty  o f  th e  
m o n k s  s h o w  u s  h o w  to  ta k e  i t  h o m e , h o w  to  b r in g  
th e s e  a n c ie n t  C h r is t ia n  p r a c t ic e s  in to  o u r  b u s y  
m o d e r n  lives.

T h e s e  e x p e r ie n c e s  in  th e  t r a d i t io n s  o f  th e  
e a r ly  c h u rc h  s h o w  u s  t h a t  th e r e  is t r e a s u r e  u n m in e d  
in  t r a d i t io n s  n o t  o u r  o w n  a n d  in  t im e s  b e fo re  o u r  
o w n . O n e  su c h  t r e a s u r e  is The Way o f a Pilgrim 
( G a r d e n  C ity , N Y : Im a g e , 1978), b y  a n  a n o n y m o u s  
R u s s ia n  w a n d e r e r  o f  th e  1 9 th  c e n tu ry . H e  
in t r o d u c e s  h im se lf:

“By the grace of God I am a Christian, by 
my deeds a great sinner, and by my calling a 
homeless wanderer of humblest origin, roaming 
from place to place. My possessions consist of a 
knapsack with dry crusts of bread on my back and 
in my bosom the Holy Bible.”

This is all.
H is  p i lg r im a g e  is a l i t e r a l  o n e  a n d  a q u e s t .  

H o w  is i t  p o s s ib le  to  p r a y  w i th o u t  c e a s in g ?  T h is  is 
th e  c o m m a n d  h e  r e a d s  in  th e  B ib le , b u t  h o w  d o e s  
o n e  d o  th a t?  H e  g o e s  f ro m  c ity  to  c i ty  to  f in d  th e  
a n s w e r  a n d  n o  o n e  c a n  te l l  h im  u n ti l  h e  f in d s  a 
h e r m it ,  a s t a r e t s  o f  th e  E a s t e r n  O r th o d o x  
t r a d i t io n ,  w h o  te a c h e s  h im  th e  J e s u s  P ra y e r , “L o rd  
J e s u s  C h r is t ,  h a v e  m e rc y  o n  m e .” T h i s  is th e  p r a y e r  
of th e  h e a r t ,  th e  c o n t in u o u s  c a l l in g  o n  J e su s  in  th e  
c o n s ta n t  a w a re n e s s  o f  h is  a b id in g  p re s e n c e . T h is  
a b id in g  p r e s e n c e  t r a n s f o r m s  h is  life. A f te r  
s p e n d in g  a  s u m m e r  w ith  h is  e ld e r  l e a r n in g  to  p r a y  
th e  J e s u s  P ra y e r , h e  c o n t in u e s  h is  v o c a tio n  as a 
p i lg r im , p r a y in g  a n d  t e a c h in g  o th e r s  to  p r a y  a n d  
s e e in g  a ll a r o u n d  h im  w ith  th e  lo v e  o f  C h r is t .



“s h a d o w le s s  j o y ” is s o m e tim e s  p r e s e n te d  as  th e  

n o rm , w h ile  th o s e  in  th e  w in te r y  la n d s c a p e s  a re  
th e r e  b e c a u se  o f  so m e  fa i l in g  in  th e i r  fa ith . M a r t y ’s 

j o u r n e y  th r o u g h  w in te r  le d  h im  to  th e  P s a lm s  fo r  
g u id a n c e  w h e r e  h e  d is c o v e re d  th a t  m a n y  a d d re s s e d  
“w in d s w e p t  s p i r i tu a l i ty ” as w e ll  as  th e  “s u n n y ” s o r t .  
H is  c h a p te r  t i t l e s  su c h  as  “S la n t in g  T o w a r d  
S o ls t ic e ,” “J a n u a r y  T h a w ,” a n d  “W in te r f a l lo w ” 

c a p tu r e  th e  s h a d in g s  o f  th e  s e a s o n s  a n d  th e  
c o m p le x i ty  o f  th e  im a g e . W h a te v e r  th e  s e a so n , th e  
P s a lm s , as  w e ll  as o th e r  j o u r n e y  l i t e r a tu r e ,  d e m a n d  
a b s o lu te  h o n e s ty . T h i s  h o n e s ty  in  a ll s e a s o n s  
r e c o r d s  th e  j o u r n e y  in  i ts  c o m p le te n e s s  a n d  its  

c o m p le x ity .
I f  w e  b e g a n  th is  t r e k  th r o u g h  th e  l i t e r a tu r e  

o f  s p i r i tu a l  j o u r n e y  w ith  a c o n v e r s io n  s to ry , th e  
s to r y  o f  a b i r th  in  th e  C h r is t ia n  life , i t  is o n ly  r i g h t  
to  e n d  w i th  th e  s to r y  o f  a d e a th . T h o u g h  e v e ry o n e  
w ill  d ie  a t  so m e  p o in t ,  n o t  e v e ry o n e  c o n s c io u s ly  
g o e s  th r o u g h  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  d y in g . J o se p h  
C a rd in a l  B e r n a r d in  le f t  u s  h is  re f le c t io n s  o n  h is  o w n  
d e a th  in  The Gift o f Peace (C h ic a g o : L o y o la , 1997). 
L ik e  C h a r le s  C o ls o n  in  Born Again, B e r n a r d in  liv e d  
o u t  h is  m o s t  in t im a te  e x p e r ie n c e s  w i th  G o d  in  th e  
p u b lic  eye. C o ls o n  d e s c r ib e s  th e  b e g in n in g  o f  a  life  
w i th  G o d ; B e r n a r d in  th e  e n d . I f  h e  h a s  w o r d s  o f  
c o u n s e l  to  th o s e  h e  le a v e s  b e h in d , i t  is th e  th e m e  o f  
l e t t i n g  go . “B y  l e t t i n g  g o , I m e a n  th e  a b i l i ty  to  
re le a s e  f ro m  o u r  g r a s p  th o s e  th in g s  t h a t  in h ib i t  u s  
f ro m  d e v e lo p in g  a n  in t im a te  r e la t io n s h ip  w i th  th e  
L o rd  J e su s .” T h e  s e lf - e x a m in a t io n  th a t  c o m e s  a t 
th e  e n d  o f  h is  life  c e n te r s  o n  th a t  th e m e .

H e  fo c u se s  o n  th e  l a s t  th r e e  y e a r s  o f  h is  
life , b e g in n in g  w i th  th e  t r a u m a t ic  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  a 
fa lse  a c c u s a tio n  o f  s e x u a l  im p r o p r ie ty  a n d  
c o n t in u in g  w i th  h is  d ia g n o s is  o f  p a n c r e a t ic  c a n c e r. 
B o th  h e  tu r n e d  in to  o p p o r tu n i t ie s  fo r  m in is try . T h e  
f i r s t  e x p e r ie n c e  b e g a n  w i th  th e  fa lse  c h a r g e s  a n d  
c o n c lu d e d  w i th  a m e e t in g  a n d  r e c o n c i l ia t io n  w ith  
th e  a c c u se r . T h e  h u n d r e d  d a y s  o f  th e  o rd e a l  h e  
d e s c r ib e s  as “a p r o fo u n d  e d u c a t io n  o f  th e  s o u l.”
T h e  e x p e r ie n c e  b r o u g h t  h im  to  m in is te r  to  o th e r s  
in  d if f ic u lt  t im e s , a  m in i s t r y  t h a t  h e  w ill  r e p e a t  as a 
c a n c e r  p a t ie n t ,  “a  p r i e s t  f i r s t ,  a p a t ie n t  s e c o n d .” In  
a ll o f  th is  h e  say s, “H is  sp e c ia l g if t  to  m e  is th e  g if t  
o f  p e a c e ,” a n  e x p la n a t io n  o f  th e  t i t le .  “I n  t u r n ,  m y  
sp e c ia l g if t  to  o th e r s  is to  s h a re  G o d ’s p e a c e , to  h e lp  
th e m  d e a l w i th  il ln e ss , t r o u b le d  t im e s .”

to  th e  l i t e r a tu r e  o f  s p i r i tu a l  jo u rn e y . R o b e r ta  B o n d i, 
a c h u r c h  h is to r ia n  a n d  th e o lo g ia n ,  sp e a k s  p re c is e ly  
to  th is  n e e d  fo r  t r u th f u ln e s s  in  te l l in g  h e r  o w n  
s to r y  in  Memories o f God: Theological Reflections on a 
Tife (N a sh v ille :  A b in g d o n , 1995). A s  a th e o lo g ia n  
sh e  e x a m in e s  th e  d i s to r t e d  im a g e s  o f  G o d  th a t  
s u b v e r t  th e  life  G o d  h a s  fo r  us. A s  a c h u rc h  
h is to r ia n  sh e  e x a m in e s  th e  w a y  th e  c h u rc h  h a s  
d e v a lu e d  w o m e n  a n d  fa ile d  to  se e  in  w o m e n  th e  
im a g e  o f  G o d . A s  a w o m a n  sh e  se e k s  to  te l l  h e r  
o w n  s to r y  a n d  r e c o v e r  a v o ic e  t h a t  th e  c h u rc h  n e e d s  
to  h e a r . W o u n d e d  b y  an  a u th o r i t a r i a n  a n d  
p e r f e c t io n is t  f a th e r  a n d  a c h u rc h  th a t  w o u ld  n o t  
a c k n o w le d g e  th e  v a l id i ty  o f  h e r  e x p e r ie n c e , sh e  sa w  
h e r s e l f  as  u n a c c e p ta b le  a n d  h e r  e x p e r ie n c e  as 
in v a lid .

H e r  s tu d y  o f  th e  e a r ly  c h u r c h  th e o lo g ia n s  
s h o w e d  h e r  a d if f e re n t  G o d . T h r o u g h  th e m  sh e  
“a p p ro a c h e d  th e  g r e a t  q u e s t io n s  o f  h u m a n  life  a n d  
th e  w a y  G o d  r e la te s  to  u s  n o t  th r o u g h  a b s t r a c t  
th e o lo g ic a l  s ta te m e n ts  b u t  th r o u g h  th e  m e d iu m  o f  
s a y in g s  a n d  s to r ie s  t h a t  ta k e  th e  w o r ld  o f  
in d iv id u a l  e x p e r ie n c e  v e r y  s e r io u s ly .” T h e o lo g y  
b e c a m e  “l e a r n in g  to  k n o w  G o d  as G o d  is, as a 
h e a l in g  G o d , a n d  l e a r n in g  to  k n o w  o u rs e lv e s , 
in d iv id u a l ly  a n d  c o m m u n a lly , as p e o p le  w h o  
c o r r e s p o n d  w ith  t h a t  G o d  in  w h o s e  im a g e  w e  a re  
m a d e .” L e a r n in g  to  te l l  o n e ’s o w n  s to r y  is h a r d  
w o rk , a n d  fo r  B o n d i i t  m e a n t  l e a r n in g  to  id e n tify  
th e  w o u n d e d n e s s  in  h e r  o w n  life  a n d  e x p e r ie n c e  th e  
h e a l in g  p o w e r  o f  G o d . S h e  d o e s  b o th  w ith  “aw e  a n d  
g r a t i t u d e  to  G o d  fo r  th e  g if t  o f  m y  o w n  p a r t i c u la r  
life .” T h e  p ic tu r e  o f  G o d  as  th e  h e a le r  in s p ir e s  th e  
g r a t i t u d e  t h a t  u n d e r l ie s  h e r  e x p e r ie n c e  a n d  in s p ir e s  
th e  w o n d e r  a t  “th e  r e a l i ty  o f  e a c h  s e p a r a te  h u m a n  
life  a n d  th e  m y s te r y  o f  G o d ’s p r e s e n c e  in  i t .”

N o t  o n ly  is e a c h  p e r s o n ’s j o u r n e y  d if fe re n t , 
b u t  e a c h  p e r s o n  e x p e r ie n c e s  d if f e re n t  “s e a s o n s  o f  
th e  h e a r t ,” as M a r t in  M a r t y  c a lls  th e m  in  h is  b o o k , 
A  Cry o f Absence: Reflections fo r  the Winter o f the Heart 
(S a n  F ra n c is c o :  H a r p e r  a n d  R ow , 1983). F o r  m o s t ,  
s o o n e r  o r  la te r , th is  j o u r n e y  o f  th e  s o u l w ill  ta k e  
th e m  th r o u g h  w in te r .  F o r  M a r ty , th e  o c c a s io n  o f  
th is  j o u r n e y  w a s  th e  d e a th  o f  h is  w ife. F e e l in g  th e  
A b se n c e , p e o p le  in  w in te r  fee l th e  c h ill  e v e n  m o re  
in te n t ly  in  th e  p r e s e n c e  o f  th e  “s u m m e r y ” s o u ls  
w h o  see  n o  m y s te r y  in  th e  w a y s  o f  th e  L o r d  a n d  
re jo ic e  in  th e  c e r t a in ty  o f  th e i r  e x p la n a t io n s .  S u c h



literature. I imagine that you are making a list of 
all those I have missed. I would love to see your list. 
I have two more favorite authors: you and me. 
W riting an account of our own spiritual journey, 
whether published or not, is writing that can give 
wings to the soul. It connects our theology with 
our lives and helps us discern the Spirit’s workings 
in the course of our days. It develops in us an 
authentic voice to express ourselves honestly to 
God and to call things by their right names. 
Sometimes it can be our testimony to others. 
Journal writing never intended for publication 
becomes good reading for ourselves, for God, and 
sometimes a good friend.

Beverly Beem, professor of English at Walla Walla College, 
chairs the Department of English. She holds a Ph.D. in 
Renaissance Literature from the University of Nebraska, 
Lincoln. She frequently conducts workshops on keeping a 
spiritual journal called "Writing Our Way Home." 
Beembe@wwc.edu

The ability to experience God’s peace, he 
believes, comes from prayer, especially a prayer life 
established in good times. “By talking about my 
inner peace, I hope people can see that there is a lot 
more to prayer and faith than mere words. God 
really does help us live fully even in the worst of 
times. And the capacity to do precisely this depends 
upon the deepening of our relationship to God 
through prayer.” This reflection on the relationship 
of events in a life to the walk with God is what 
makes the book more than a memoir. It is an 
examination of the soul and a testament of faith 
and an invitation to others.

W hat I would like to leave behind is a simple 
prayer that each of you may find what I have 
found— God’s special gift to us all: the gift of peace. 
W hen we are at peace, we find the freedom to be 
most fully who we are, even in the worst of times. 
We let go of what is nonessential and embrace 
what is essential. We empty ourselves so that God 
may more fully work within us. And we become 
instruments in the hands of the Lord.

I have chosen just a few favorites that reflect 
something of the scope and variety of this genre of
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v o c a b u l a r y

By L. Monique Pittman

ight years ago, as I approached the end of my college years at 
Andrews University and the beginning of graduate school, I 
recognized gradually the life-altering, absolutely imperative, 

undeniable need to mold a language of spirituality, to express the in- 
expressible. I realized if I were to have any long-term spiritual life, I had to 
shape a spiritual vocabulary of my own outside the context of the Adventist 
institution or Christian-speak in general.

The Gospel According to St. John opens with an amazing statement about Christ our Savior that reveals all 
that is insufficient about our own words:

“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. The same was in the 
beginning with God. All things were made by him; and without him was not anything made that was made. In him 
was life; and the life was the light of men. And the light shineth in darkness; and the darkness comprehended it not. 
There was a man sent from God, whose name was John. The same came for a witness, to bear witness of the Light, 
that all men through him might believe. He was not that Light, but was sent to bear witness of that Light.”1

John’s announcement of Christ’s advent posits a prelapsarian world in which language contains no slippage, 
no gap, no potential for misunderstanding. The medieval writers I teach and study were fascinated by this passage 
in John and from it derived an understanding of language that has bearing for us today. Whenever we deal with the 
transcendent world, it’s easiest to begin by talking about what we know of this world. For us, language, our means 
of communication, includes a signifier and a signified.

For example, we have the signifier or word, “church,” and the signified, the idea of church that is being 
referred to. What happens in language is that when I say “church,” there is not a one-to-one correlation between the 
word and an absolute idea of church; the word “church” acts as a cue to the listener, but it does not prompt the same 
response in every listener and therein lies the slippage of language. When the word “church” is spoken, every 
person most likely conjures a different image, hears a sound (like an organ), feels an emotion (anxiety, fear, peace, 
comfort), or remembers some physical sensation (a grimace, a hug).

When I hear the word “church,” I see Pioneer Memorial Church, the church at Andrews University. Thus, 
my idea of church has numerous resonances that make it unique from any other person’s concept of “church”. All 
the different responses to this word render that simple, one-syllable term incredibly complex as it is forced to bear 
the weight of several hundred definitions. This leads us to a fascinating paradox inherent in language—-as multiple
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sp ir itu a lity  w hen  I search  fo r w ords to  ex p la in  it; so 
m uch  o f  o u r lives w e’re  ta u g h t ab o u t re lig ion  and  given 
som eone e lse’s vocabu lary  for e x p re ss in g  th o se  concepts. 
In fact, m uch o f  th e  p rocess o f  a cq u irin g  a re lig ious 
belief sy stem  involves m aste rin g , perh ap s m im ick in g  is 
a b e tte r  w ord , th e  p ro sc rib ed  vocabu lary  o f  th e  C h ris- 
tian  re lig ion  in g e n e ra l— conversion , sa lvation , r ig h -  
teousness, sanctifica tion— and A d v en tism  in p a rtic u -  
la r— ”if tim e rem ains,” “C h ris t’s soon com ing ,” “tim e  o f  
tro u b le .” F o r me, th ese  w o rd s a re  sign ifie rs w ith  no 
signified .

W h e n  I w as a l ittle  g irl, I can rem em b er re a d in g  
The Little House on the Prairie series avidly, se a rch in g  in 
L au ra  Ingalls  W ild e r’s re te llin g  o f  The Long, Hard

JVinter for tips on how  to  su rv iv e  tim es o f  troub le .
L au ra  W ild e r  m ay have know n abou t tu rn in g  hay  in to  
fuel, b u t I added  ideas abou t h o a rd in g  vegg ie  links, 
p ack ing  aw ay stripp les, and  u sin g  m y  Primary Treasure 
to  conceal th e  fam ily valuables. A s I g re w  older, I read  
The Diary of Anne Frank, id en tify in g  w ith  th e  Jew s 
h id in g  d esp era te ly  from  th e  G estapo , convinced  th a t  m y 
fam ily and  I w ould  som eday  soon find ou rse lves th e  
v ic tim s o f  S unday  law  d iscrim ination , forced to  “ru n  to  
th e  h ills” for shelter. By th en , I lived in c e n tra l Ohio, and  
the  p ro sp ec ts  o f  f ind ing  a w elcom ing  hill w ere  p re tty  
slim — a fearful re a lity  fo r w hich I s tru g g le d  to  find a 
so lu tion .

I cite  th ese  exam ples, n o t to  poke fun a t A dven - 
tis t eschatology, b u t to  su g g e s t th a t  a t th a t  ea rly  s tag e  
o f  m y life, I w as p a r ro tin g  th e  re lig io u s v ocabu lary  o f  
m y peers  and  elders. W h a t satisfied  th e  m ind  o f  a seven-

m ean in g s pile up (as in th e  case o f  o u r exam ple  o f 
“c h u rc h ”), th e  possib ility  for an abso lu te  m ean in g  
van ishes; thus, th e  v e ry  fe rtility  o f  p o ten tia l signifieds 
p roduces sterility . T h e  p o in t is th a t w ith  a lim ited  supply  
o f  w ords, b u t an  in fin ite  ra n g e  o f  possib le  s ig n ified s / 
m ean ings, lan g u ag e  proves an unbelievably  feeble 
in s tru m e n t for com m un ica tion  betw een  hum ans (as o u r 
n u m ero u s and  co m p e tin g  in te rp re ta tio n s  collide), le t 
a lone a too l to  com m une w ith  th e  In fin ite  H ig h e r Being.

T h e  p assage  from  St. John  d irec ts  us to  a perfect 
w orld , th e  w o rld  in w hich no gap  e x is ts  betw een  sign i- 
fier and  signified— C h ris t is th e  W o rd  m ade flesh. H e is 
th e  p refec t sign ifie r— in him  all slippage o f  m ean in g  is 
lo st for he is bo th  sign ifier— th e  W o rd — and  signified, 
th e  ab so lu te  idea itse lf— C h ris t Jesus 
Savior. B u t w e live in th e  fallen w orld ; the  
p rice  o f  kno w led g e  is am biguity . O u r 
b ir th r ig h t  as ch ild ren  o f  A dam  and E ve 
is a lan g u ag e  so f ra u g h t w ith  am b ig u ity  
and  so b a rre n  o f  m ean in g  th a t w e often 
find o u rse lv es p re sen ted  w ith  a m ean in g  
for w hich  w e have no  adequate  signifier.
C h ris t s tan d s  as th e  p rom ise  th a t  som e 
day, n o t in th is  life o r  on  th is  e a rth , b u t in 
th e  tra n sc e n d e n t w orld , all gaps in 
m ean in g  w ill be elim inated . H ow ever, in 
th is  w orld , language , re lig ious lan g u ag e  
especially, has been d ra in ed  o f  signifi- 
cance th ro u g h  re p e titio n  and  th e  fam iliar- 
ity  th a t  b reeds con tem p t.

St. A u g u stin e , in his Confessions, 
recogn izes  th e  unified sign ification  o f  
heaven  as he add resses  G od: “I do n o t 
w ra n g le  w ith  you for ju d g e m e n t, for you 
are  T r u th  itself.”2 In c o n tra s t  to  th e  ev er-p re sen t, ever- 
past, e v e r-fu tu re  o f  G o d ’s signification , A u g u stin e  
acknow ledges th e  lack  o f  hum an  language:

“You are  m y G od, m y Life, m y holy  D e lig h t, bu t 
is th is  e n o u g h  to  say o f  you? C an any  m an say en ough  
w hen  he speaks o f  you? Yet w oe betide  th o se  w ho are 
s ilen t ab o u t you! F o r even th o se  w ho  are  m o st g ifted  
w ith  speech c a n n o t find w ords to  describe  you .”3

T h is  p assage  once again  p o in ts  us to  a c o n tra -  
d ic tion  w e’re  forced to  live w ith; no  m a tte r  how  lim ited  
la n g u ag e  is, we are  com pelled  by th e  pow er o f  C h ris t’s 
in fin ite  g ra c e  to  find w o rd s  o r  experiences to  ex p ress  
o u r belief. I a rg u e  th a t it is th e  inadequacy  o f  hum an  
lan g u ag e  th a t cha llenges each o f  us to  push  beyond 
w o rd s  to  find th ro u g h  experience  a r ich e r vocabu lary  o f  
th e  sp iritua l. Like St. A u g u stin e  and m any  far g re a te r  
C h ris tian s  before m e, I feel m o st fru s tra te d  abou t

"When I was a little girl, I can remember 
reading The L ittle  H o u se  on  the  P ra irie  
series avidly, searching in Laura Ingalls 
Wilder's retelling of The Lon g , H a rd  
W in te r for tips on how to survive times of 
trouble. Laura Wilder may have known 
about turning hay into fuel, but I added 
ideas about hoarding veggie links, packing 
away stripples, and using my Prim ary  
Treasu re  to conceal the family valuables."



life, my personal spiritual experience has not been one 
of dramatic highs and lows, of conversion theatrics; 
rather, my experience of grace has been far subtler—the 
turn of a phrase in a literary work I’m studying, a 
falling ornament in an aria by Mozart, the palpable 
silence of an auditorium hushed into awe. These remem- 
bered moments have come to be the prefixes, suffixes, 
and root words of my spiritual experience, and it’s those 
moments that comfort. I would like to share two such 
moments with you, fully aware my meaning won’t be 
yours, but in the hope that my search will encourage you 
to reevaluate the silent speaking of your life.

I remember one experience in particular at 
Andrews. I was working on my minor in music and 
taking piano lessons. This particular quarter, the music 
building was being renovated, rendering unusable all the 
practice rooms; music students conducted guerilla 
warfare over the few pianos located in dorms, auditori- 
urns, the church choir and Sabbath school rooms, and the 
campus center. One night, in sheer desperation, I 
thought of the church sanctuary itself; it occurred to me 
that practicing piano in the sanctuary might not be quite 
appropriate—wasn’t it too close to work? But in good 
Christian form, I found a ready rationalization: the 
organ students practiced in the church (because they 
had to) so what harm could my efforts do?

I half expected the sanctuary to be in use or to 
find some twenty-four-hour armed guard protecting the 
sanctity of the church, but to my surprise, the church 
was dark and still. Walking briskly to the front, I found 
a light switch and sat down at the Steinway (the instru- 
ment a far cry from the pianos in those stuffy, sound 
tiled practice rooms). I remember warming up with a 
Bach prelude and fugue before turning to the piece I 
really had to practice—Beethoven’s piano sonata no. 21, 
the Waldstein. Those who know the Waldstein Sonata 
know there’s really very little about the sonata that 
could be classified as demure or polite; in fact, in many 
ways I loved learning that piece simply because there 
seemed something a bit daring about a 100-pound 
young woman playing a work so big and powerful and 
masculine. I had been slogging away at the first move- 
ment for several months, and that night, I played that 
first movement over and over, listening to it echo 
through that grand sanctuary. That night I felt all that 
was holy about a sacred place as I left physically and 
emotionally exhausted. No artist, I can only imagine 
what it feels like to have the satisfaction of completing 
an original work of art. I do know that that night in the 
sanctuary was the closest I’ve ever felt to an artist. 
Beethoven’s massive chords, runs, rocket speed, and

or eight-year old, however, rings hollow for an adult. It 
seems to me that much of my adult experience with 
religion has been about finding a set of words to de- 
scribe my belief, a search for words that haven’t been 
drained of meaning through repetition, hackneyed 
usage, and misapplication. I seek a language where 
signifier and signified are not separated but united 
through the flesh of experience—the Word made flesh.

As I mentioned at the outset, what I realized 
when I graduated from Andrews was that if I planned 
to remain an Adventist, and more importantly, if I 
planned to live a Christian life, I had to begin filling my 
own dictionary with words or experiences that consti- 
tuted personal spirituality. One of my favorite Christian 
writers, Frederick Buechner, argues in the introduction 
to his memoir, The Sacred Journey, that God speaks “into 
our personal lives.”4 Buechner writes: “God speaks to us 
in such a way, presumably, not because he chooses to be 
obscure but because, unlike a dictionary word whose 
meaning is fixed, the meaning of an incarnate word is 
the meaning it has for the one it is spoken to, the mean- 
ing that becomes clear and effective in our lives only 
when we ferret it out for ourselves.”5 As I left Andrews, I 
took up Buechner’s challenge—to “ferret” meaning 
out—and began looking at my life for the nouns, pro- 
nouns, adjectives, verbs, adverbs, prepositions, conjunc- 
tions, and interjections of my spiritual vocabulary. That 
search for a spiritual language of my own has become 
the heart of my continuing sacred journey.

When I look for the word made flesh in my own



So w ith in  m y cleansed  b re a s t
Shall H e rest,
D w ellin g  ev erm o re  w ith in  me,
W orld  d ep a rt; le t Jesus in!
As I lis tened , I w as sudden ly  rem in d ed  o f  a 

m o m en t from  one o f  m y favorite  poem s o f  th e  E n g lish  
R enaissance, E d m u n d  S p en ser’s The Faerie Queene. T h a t  
I shou ld  be rem inded  o f  S p en ser’s poem  ju s t  as I lis- 
tened  to  B ach’s m usic seem ed a tr ick  o f  th e  m ind  so 
incred ib ly  accu ra te  th a t it c a u g h t m e by su rp rise . T h e  
m ore I th o u g h t ab o u t th e  tw o  a r tw o rk s  h is to rica lly  
separa te , b u t un ited  by th e  ra n d o m  w o rk in g s  o f  m y 
m ind, th e  m ore  I saw  th e  un ion  o f  th e  tw o  as sym bolic  
o f  the  sp iritu a l life and  th e  far m o re  o rd e red  w o rk in g s  
o f  P rovidence.

S p en ser’s poem  is a b rillia n t and  sincere  exam i- 
na tion  o f  w ha t it takes to  lead  a sp iritu a l ex istence. In 
book one, S penser in tro d u ces us to  a c h a ra c te r  nam ed 
Red C ross K nigh t. Red C ross K n ig h t is a y o u n g  m an  on 
th e  v e rg e  o f  m atu rity , b u t ce rta in ly  n o t th e re  yet. H e 
w ears th e  d en ted  a rm o r o f  a n o th e r  m an; th e  p o e t p o in ts  
o u t th a t Red C ross K n ig h t still m u s t pass th e  te s t  o f  
n u m ero u s ad v en tu re s  before he tru ly  deserves to  w ear 
the  a rm o r o f  experience. T h is  bo rro w ed  a rm o r also

bears th e  m ark  o f  C h ris t’s b loody cross, a sym bol the  
y o u n g  k n ig h t still does n o t com prehend , a lth o u g h  he 
d raw s his nam e from  th a t sym bol. T o  r e tu rn  to  the  
te rm s  I used to  d iscuss language , w e can see Red C ross 
K n ig h t as a sign ifie r w ith  no signified. H e b ears  the  
sign ifie rs o f  ex p erienced  C hristian ity , bu t, as yet, he has 
no signified for th o se  sign ifiers; he has n o t in te rn a liz e d  
the  m ean in g  o f  C h ris t’s sacrifice on th e  cross.

In genera l, Red C ross K n ig h t m akes a p o o r hero  
as his fau lts  are  m any: he fails to  u n d e rs ta n d  his m ission  
as assigned  him  by th e  F aerie  Q ueene; he rep u d ia te s  the  
good  w om an  sen t to  gu ide  him , U na; and, he rep ea ts  
m istake afte r m istake  as th e  n a rra tiv e  p ro g resses . F o r 
exam ple, every  tim e Red C ross K n ig h t e n te rs  a w ood o r

ch rom atic  scales m etam o rp h o sed  for m e in to  a m ig h ty  
p ray e r o f  m y ow n shaping , an o ffering  and  a cha llenge 
to  a d iv ine  b e ing  I s tru g g le d  to  u n d ers tan d .

T h o m a s  H a rd y  w rites  w onderfu l poem s abou t 
th e  ho llow  ache a skep tic  feels w hile  s it t in g  in chu rch  
n e x t to  believers. H is sense o f  iso lation  re so n a ted  w ith  
m y ow n re lig ious experience  d u r in g  college, an ex p e ri-  
ence p lagued  w ith  d o u b ts  and  d isappo in tm en ts. W h a t 
w as so g lo rio u s ab o u t th e  n ig h t I played in th e  church  
sa n c tu a ry  w as th a t m y d o u b ts  coalesced w ith  m y beliefs. 
A s I played B eethoven  th a t n ig h t, I played w ith  bald 
defiance, b u t w as overw helm ed  by th e  m y s te ry  and 
w o n d er o f  be lief in th e  tra n sc e n d e n t. I realize  in 
re tro sp e c t th a t w h a t I began  to  feel th a t n ig h t and w ha t 
I g ra d u a lly  le a rn  m o re  and  m ore  abou t is th a t faith  is 
n o t th e  re jec tio n  o f  doub ts, b u t ra th e r  belief in the  
c o n te x t o f  end less questions. I realized  th a t m y co n s ta n t 
q u estio n s g ive shape, form , and  b rea th  to  m y faith , th a t 
q u es tio n s  a re  essen tia l to  fa ith  because they, in fact, are  
th e  c o n te x t defin ing  faith. E ven  if m y q u estio n s m ay 
occasionally  m ake m e an o u ts id e r  a t church , like T h o m as 
H ardy, th e y  do n o t m ake m e an o u ts id e r in th e  c o n te x t 
o f  C h r is t’s g ift o f  g race . T h a t  n ig h t, w h a t could  have 
been a cliched con cep t for som e finally  took  on m ean in g  
for m e as it w as re b o rn  in th e  vocabu lary  o f  
m y life.

W h e n  I f irs t m oved to  C alifornia, I 
used to  m ake m y se lf  sick d riv in g  back and 
fo rth  from  St. H elena  to  A n g w in  each day; 
p e rh ap s it w as th e  m ove from  th e  p lains o f  
In d ian a ’s a r ro w -s tra ig h t  s ta te  ro u te s  to  the  
tw is ts  and  tu rn s  o f  D ee r P ark  Road, o r  m aybe 
it w as feeling  iso la ted  in a fo re ign  land, m iles 
from  all m y c lo sest friends and  family. W h ich - 
ever it was, I began  to  p rac tice  m ed ita tio n  in 
o rd e r  to  d ro w n  o u t all th e  sense o f  loneliness 
and  f ru s tra tio n  I felt as I ad ju sted  to  life in 
C alifo rn ia  and in an A d v e n tis t co m m u n ity  once again. 
Since m y  m ind  has a w ill o f  its  ow n, I could on ly  silence 
th o se  feelings by lis te n in g  over and  over to  m usic— to  
m y tapes o f  B ach’s St. Matthew’s Passion, to  be precise. 
O ne day, I w as lis te n in g  to  th e  bass solo from  th e  la st 
m o m en ts  o f  th e  Passion w hen  I heard  as if  for th e  f irs t 
tim e  (desp ite  th e  fact I had listened  to  th is  piece many, 
m an y  tim es), an a ria  o f  e x tra o rd in a ry  beau ty  and  power. 
W h a t I h ea rd  in th e  voice o f  th e  s in g e r w as th e  m ost 
in ex p ressib le  lo n g in g  for peace, fu lfillm ent, for u n d e r- 
s tan d in g . In  a rch in g  phrases, half-spoken, half-sung , 
ha lf-w ep t w ords, th e  so lo is t sang:

M ake th ee  clean, m y h e a rt, from  sin.
U n to  Jesus g ive th o u  w elcom e.

" . . . much of my adult experience with 
religion has been about finding a set of 
words to describe my belief, a search 
for words that haven't been drained of 
meaning through repetition, hackneyed 

usage, and misapplication. "



s tru c t  a perfect, un a tta in ab le  ideal, S p en ser p o r tra y s  a 
h um an  b e ing  w ho  has found  a p a r t  o f  h is sp iritu a l 
vocabulary, b u t still s tru g g le s , ju s t  as we, to  live up to  an 
ideal w e on ly  half-g lim pse.

W h a t I h eard  as I lis ten ed  th a t day to  St. 
Matthew’s Passion w as th e  voice o f  a h u m an  seek in g  a 
renew ed  identity , th e  voice o f  a re p e n ta n t Red C ross 
K n ig h t ask in g  C h ris t to  e n te r  his h e a rt, ru le  his hum an  
w eakness, and  u n ite  th e  sym bols o f  C h ris tia n ity  w ith  
p e rso n a lized  m eaning . In  th e  lin k  be tw een  th ese  tw o 
a rtw o rk s , I h eard  th e  abso lu te  affirm ation  th a t ju s t  as 
tw o  seem ing ly  ra n d o m  w o rk s co llided and  p roduced  
m ean in g  in m y m ind, so all th e  experien ces o f  ex istence, 
w h e th e r  joy fu l o r so rrow fu l, do  p ro d u ce  one vast, in te r-  
te x tu a l a r tw o rk  shaped  by a d iv ine  b e in g  w e can n o t see 
b u t know  e x is ts  as evidenced in th e  m ercy  and  p rov i- 
dence o f  life. T h a t  day  as I d rove to  school, th e  m ore  
im p o rta n t m essage  w as th e  reco g n itio n  th a t a lth o u g h  I 
w o u ld n 't s to p  a tte m p tin g  to  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  p u rp o se  o f 
m y ex istence, I cou ld  re s t a ssu red  in th e  p ro v id en tia l 
w o rk in g s  o f  G o d ’s plan. S penser w rites:

F u ll hard  it is...to read arig h t
T h e  course o f heavenly cause, o r understand
T h e  secret m ean ing  o f th ’e te rna ll m ight,
T h a t ru les m ens wayes, 
and ru les the  th o u g h ts  o f liv ing w igh t.6 
S hakespeare’s H a m le t m akes a s im ila r s ta tem en t: 

“T h e re  is a d iv in ity  th a t shapes o u r e n d s /ro u g h -h e w  
th em  how  we w ill. ”7 O nce again, a concep t th a t  cou ld  so 
easily  sound  like a ho llow  p la titu d e  to o k  m ean in g  from  
its  m an ifesta tion  in th e  seem ing ly  m in u te  experien ces o f  
m y daily  life.

T h o se  w ho  have stud ied  S hakespeare’s h is to ry  
play, Richard III, w ill be fam iliar w ith  th is  illu s tra tio n . In  
th e  play, R ichard  is a c h a ra c te r  w ho  sees h im se lf  on  the  
ou ts id e  o f  all th e  fun a t his b ro th e r ’s co u rt; th e  p lay  
opens as R ichard  com m en ts  on  h is ro u g h  and  defo rm ed  
appearance— he’s a hunchback— and  n o te s  his inab ility  
now  th a t civil w a r has ended  to  tu r n  his m in d  to  w o o in g  
as m o st o f  th e  c o u rt has done. F ro m  th e  o u tse t o f  the  
play, R ichard  d e lib e ra te ly  p ositions h im se lf  in opposi- 
tion  to  everyone else. H e c o n s tru c ts  his id e n tity  a ro u n d  
n o t be ing  e v e ry th in g  th a t th e  m em b ers  o f  c o u r t are; 
h e ’s a series o f  neg a tio n s o f  positive  concepts: n o t good - 
looking, n o t pow erful, n o t loved. B ut th e  p rob lem  w ith  
th is  c o n s tru c t is th a t it m eans th e re  rea lly  isn ’t  any  
c o n s titu tiv e  id e n tity  for th e  ind ividual; th e re ’s a void 
w h ere  th e re  shou ld  be a p resence  o f  identity . By th e  end  
o f th e  play, R ich ard ’s in te rio r  m akeup  is on ly  a series o f  
ru th le ss  b inaries th a t leave h im  em pty ; in a fam ous 
so liloquy  he can do n o th in g  b u t c o n tra d ic t h im se lf  since

re s ts  by w ater, so m e th in g  te rr ib le  happens to  him . T h e  
f irs t  tim e he e n te rs  a w ood, a half-w om an, h a lf-m o n ste r 
nam ed  E r r o r  a ttacks him ; th e  n e x t tim e he e n te rs  a 
w ood, a tre e  s ta r ts  ta lk in g  to  him , w a rn in g  h im  o f 
d a n g e rs  th a t Red C ross K n ig h t stead ily  d isre g a rd s  (w ho 
w ould  pay  heed to  a ta lk in g  tre e  anyw ay); finally, once 
again  R ed C ross K n ig h t re s ts  u n d e r a tre e  by a pool o f  
w a te r  w h ere  he  is overcom e by an evil g ian t, O rgog lio , 
w ho takes h im  p risoner. Red C ross encapsu la tes the  
C h ris tian  w ho  know s th e  language , b u t has n o t in te rn a l-  
ized th e  lan g u ag e  so th a t  it has m ean in g  and hum an  
shape.

By th e  end  o f  th is  am az in g  poem , Red C ross 
K n ig h t has been re b o rn , has faced his ow n  do u b ts  and  
fears ab o u t th e  m e rit o f  his identity , has been cleansed  at 
th e  H ouse  o f  H oliness, and  has been m ade ready  to  fig h t 
th e  D ra g o n  te rro r iz in g  th e  land  o f  his gu ide  U na. In  the  
final can tos, th e  sym bols o f  Red C ross K n ig h t’s fa ilings 
have been renew ed  and tra n sfo rm e d  by div ine pow er; in 
h is th re e -d a y  b a ttle  w ith  th e  D rag o n , R ed C ross K n ig h t 
is su sta in ed  by th e  W ell o f  Life and  th e  T re e  o f  Life 
u n til he finally  defeats his enemy. Red C ross K n ig h t has 
u n ited  th e  s ig n  o f  C h ris t’s sacrifice, the  R ed C ross, w ith  
th e  m e an in g  o f  th a t  sacrifice as th e  K n ig h t cycles 
th ro u g h  th e  th ree -d ay  b a ttle  w ith  th e  D rag o n . M ind  
you, R ed C ross K n ig h t is still n o t perfect; in th e  final 
can to , he is c a u g h t te llin g  h a lf-tru th s , b u t th e re in  lies 
th e  brilliance  o f  his exam ple  for us. R a th e r  th a n  con-



have also been a p rec ious n u m b er o f  h u m an  beings w ho 
have aided m y search  for a vocabu lary  o f  sp ir itu a lity —  
m y p aren ts , m y husband , m y d ea r friends and  teach ers  
from  A ndrew s, and  m y co lleagues and  s tu d e n ts  in 
g ra d u a te  school and  h ere  a t Pacific U n io n  C ollege. 
T h ro u g h  th o se  individuals, I have le a rn e d  th a t  the  
beau ty  o f  a renew ed  sp iritu a l vocabu lary  is n o t on ly  th a t 
it p rov ides you w ith  an in n e r life and positive  identity , 
b u t th a t it also  com pels you to  care  ab o u t th is  tired , 
h u r t in g  w orld  and to  com m it y o u rse lf  to  b e in g  p a r t  o f  
som eone e lse’s vocabu lary  o f  sp ir itu a lity  A gain, 
B uechner’s w o rd s cha llenge  us:

“T o  jo u rn e y  for th e  sake o f  sav in g  o u r ow n lives 
is little  by little  to  cease to  live in any  sense  th a t  rea lly  
m atte rs , even to  ourselves, because it is on ly  by jo u rn e y -  
in g  for the  w o rld ’s sake— even w hen  th e  w o rld  bores 
and  sickens and  scares you h a lf  to  d ea th — th a t lit t le  by 
little  w e s ta r t  to  com e alive.”8

B uechner calls th is  life’s p a th  th e  on ly  road  
“w o rth  tra v e lin g ”9 and  I agree . I t ’s a d ifficult road , one 
th rea ten ed  by th e  n a rro w -m in d ed , b u t one th a t offers 
the  g re a te s t g lim pse o f  C h ris t’s g race .
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th a t has been his on ly  m eth o d  for self-defin ition  over the  
co u rse  o f  his life. H a v in g  e lim inated  a lm o st all o f  the  
co m petition , he is left to  iden tify  h im se lf in opposition  
to  him self.

M a n y  o f  m y friends from  A n d rew s have left the  
ch u rch  by now  and  jo in ed  th e  ran k s  o f  the  
“B adven tis ts .” T h e  p o te n tia l p rob lem  w ith  th is  response  
to  th e  lim ita tio n s o f  o rg an ized  re lig ion  is th a t  so m any  
people still te n d  to  define them selves in opposition  to  
th e  church ; th e y ’re  so busy  b e ing  n o t-A d v e n tis t th a t 
th e y  fo rg e t to  th in k  abou t w ho th ey  are  and w ha t th e ir  
sp iritu a l needs rea lly  are. T h is  approach  m akes us no 
b e tte r  th a n  a c h a ra c te r  like S hakespeare’s R ichard  III; 
th e  d a n g e r  in th is  approach  is th a t ra th e r  th an  open up 
to  id e n tity  it opens up to  no th in g . M y p ray e r for all o f 
you and  for m y se lf  alw ays w ould  be th a t ra th e r  than  
allow  th e  negative  aspects o f  o rgan ized  re lig ion  to  cloud 
y o u r sp iritu a l life, you w ould  m ove beyond  th e  im pulse 
to  define in negatives. Build a positive  sp iritu a l id en tity  
in w hich you m ake a vocabu lary  o f  m ean in g  all y o u r 
ow n. T h a t’s th e  g re a te s t tr iu m p h  over all th a t seem s 
hypocritica l, d isappo in ting , an g erin g , d e g rad in g , and 
d isc rim in a to ry  ab o u t church .

T h e se  reflections em phasize  th e  so lita ry  ex p eri-  
ences th a t  have fo rm ed  m y sp iritu a l language , b u t th e re
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MOST PROFOUND LESSON 
I LEARNED IN COLLEGE

THE

Commencement Speech, 1998

By Julie Z. Lee, president of the graduating class

have been contemplating the theme for my commencement speech 
for quite some time now—although I have to admit that much of 
the pondering was consolidated into the past couple weeks—and 

while several ideas were tossed about, I kept returning to the same 
one: What has been the most profound lesson I have learned in college?

One day I was sitting in a classroom where a discussion had managed to 
run free of a steady topic. Eventually it landed on the issue of hypocrisy and 
how hints of it lurked on this campus. One student, obviously piqued, raised her
hand to make a heated comment. She described  how  ce rta in  p ro fesso rs  on  cam pus w ere  v e ry  hypo - 

critica l, because th e  ideas th ey  b ro u g h t up d u r in g  class w ere  q uestionab le  in re g a rd s  to  u p h o ld in g  tra d itio n a l SD A  
s tan d ard s. She fe lt th a t  th e  o ffend ing  p ro fesso rs  shou ld  be d ism issed. F o r afte r all, she said, “H ow  d are  th ey  chal- 
lenge  m y fa ith?”

O u tra g e o u s  isn ’t  it? T h a t  w e shou ld  have to  be te rrified  o f  op in ions th a t  c lash  w ith  th e  co n ven tional n o rm s 
w ith  w hich w e w ere  b ro u g h t up. I cam e to  P U C  w ith  th e  hopes th a t m y fa ith  w ould  be en riched , fulfilled, and 
s tre n g th e n e d . I ce rta in ly  d id  n o t com e here  for m y d o u b t to  be stim u la ted . N o r  for m y conv ic tion  to  be questioned . 
L ittle  did I rea lize  th a t  skep tic ism  is a prolific w eed, fed by th e  concep ts o f  h ig h e r lea rn in g .

I found th a t ce rta in  ideas, w hile  m agn ificen tly  b rillian t, w ere  often  in d irec t opposition  to  w h a t has been 
deem ed tra d itio n a l in o u r re lig ion . A nd  th e  m o re  I lea rn ed , th e  m ore  I began  to  second -guess m y se lf  N o tio n s  th a t 
had  once held  s tead fast in  m y m ind  as s ta lw a rt fact began  to  fade s lig h tly  in confidence. I began  to  ex am in e  carefu lly  
m y sp irituality , s tu n n e d  th a t  sudden ly  t ru th  w as n o t as obvious as it once was.

O ften  I d issected  ev ery  io ta  o f  m y sp irituality , th e  co m p o n en ts  o f  its  b u ild in g  p a r ts  sp read  o u t before m e for 
analysis. I have to  ad m it th a t  som e days it never fit back to g e th e r  q u ite  th e  sam e w ay it had  been taken  ap art. B ut 
w hile  th is  te rrified  m e at first, today  I am  aw are o f  th e  significance o f  th is  process.

E p istem ology , th e  search  for tru th , has been w ith  hum an  civ iliza tion  since th e  b e g in n in g  o f  tim e. C oun tless  
p h ilo so p h e rs  have a tte m p te d  to  answ er, to  reso lve  w h a t it is th a t people shou ld  believe. Som e d ic ta ted  tru th , con-
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o u r search  for w h a t is tru th .” A n o th e r  p ro fesso r said, “I f  
th e re  is one lesson  th a t I w a n t m y s tu d e n ts  to  lea rn , it is 
th a t th ey  be co n s ta n tly  seek ing .”

I applaud  th o se  p ro fesso rs  w ho  provoked  m y 
beliefs. I laud  th o se  w ho v io la ted  m y w ell-padded  zones 
o f  secu rity  by p lac in g  th o rn s  in its  cushions. I am 
g ra te fu l to  th o se  o f  you w ho have shaken  m y faith , w ho 
have caused m e to  gasp  in h o rro r  a t som e o f  th e  th in g s  I 
have read, w ho  have cha llenged  m e to  take up th e  
in itia tive  to  decide w h a t is T r u th  fo r m yself, not w h a t is 
t ru th  to  o the rs . You have decided n o t to  spoon-feed  me, 
bu t on ly  to  incite  th e  h u n g e r  in m e to  lea rn . A nd  m o st 
im portan tly , you have alw ays show n th a t  th ro u g h  a 
c o n s ta n t d ia logue be tw een  th e  e d u ca to r and  th e  s tu d en t, 
we have m uch  to  le a rn  from  each o ther.

H ow  dare  you cha llen g e  m y faith? P lease, do  so. 
In m ore colloquial te rm s, I double  d o g  d a re  you. I t is 
th ro u g h  th is  c o n tin u in g  p rocess o f  q u e s tio n in g  th a t  we 
g ro w  s tro n g e r  sp iritually . I f  w e n ever q u estio n  w h a t it 
is th a t w e believe, th en  w e w ill n ever com ple te ly  u n d e r- 
s tan d  why w e believe.

M y  room m ate , L au ra  A. W illiam s, took  th e  
defin ition  o f  w ings from  the  d ic tio n a ry  and  tra n sfo rm e d  
it in to  a beau tifu l poem  titled  “T h e  C apacity  o f  F l ig h t” 
th a t perfec tly  illu s tra te s  w h a t I w ou ld  like to  leave m y 
fellow  g ra d u a te s  w ith:

T h e  C apacity  o f  F lig h t

M y fellow  g rad u a te s , ju s t  m o m en ts  from  now  
we w ill leave th is  nest, th is  haven. E n te r in g  in to  a 
p le th o ra  o f  in fo rm ation  in th is  w orld , le t us n o t be 
fooled in to  b lind ly  accep tin g  th e  sup p o sitio n s o f  o th e rs  
on th e  basis th a t it is sim ply  easie r to  be a passive 
p a rtic ip a n t in life th a n  an active one. L e t us be petrified  
a t th e  th o u g h t o f  ignorance. L e t us c o n s ta n tly  seek. A nd  
find. A nd no t, I repea t, n o t be b low n away.

v inced th a t  th e y  them selves had found th e  r ig h t  and 
h igh  p a th  d irec tly  to w ard s  it. Yet I have n o t been 
seduced  by th e ir  ways. In stead  I have found a lik ing  
to w ard s  th e  m ethod  o f  one S ocrates, la s t nam e un - 
know n. S ocra tes c rea ted  th e  d ialectic— th e  idea th a t 
thesis  p lu s an tith e s is  equals syn thesis . O ne concep t plus 
its opposite  re su lts  in a new  and  ideally  p ro g ressed  
concep t.

H ere  a t P U C , I have found th a t th e  m o st p ro - 
found lesson  in education  is th e  im p o rtan ce  o f  a dia- 
logue  be tw een  th e  ed u ca to r and th e  s tu d en t. I t has been 
in th e  classes w h ere  c e rta in  t ru th  w as n o t know n, w here  
w e as a room  o f s tu d e n ts  had  to  co n tem p la te  upon the  
n o tio n s  th ro w n  upon us, th a t I le a rn ed  th e  m ost, ex - 
p lo red  th e  m o st p ro fo u n d  recesses o f  life. In  these  
classes, w h ere  th e  d ialectical approach  th rived , I becam e 
h u n g ry  for tru th . N ev er did m y in s tru c to rs  im pose th e ir  
ideas upon  us; n ever d id  th e y  loom  over o u r still unde- 
veloped in te llec ts  w ith  th e  ad v an tag eo u s pow er o f  
h av in g  au tho rity . M y  p ro fesso rs  w ere  n o t afraid  to  
v e n tu re  in to  p recario u s sub jec t m a tte rs  th a t had the  
p o te n tia l to  d e s tro y  m e spiritually . T h e y  never to ld  m e 
th a t th is  w as th e  w ay I had to  believe, b u t ra th e r  th a t 
th ese  w ere  th e  w ays I could.

M y  m o st p ro found  m o m en ts  w ere  n o t d u r in g  
lec tu res, b u t ra th e r  d u r in g  class d iscussions, w here  
voices in te rm in g le d  in a jo in t  a tte m p t 
to  find answ ers. I t  is th is  c o n s ta n t 
in te r tw in in g  o f  ideas, th o u g h t bounced 
o ff th e  in te llec ts  o f  o th e rs , th a t w ill 
lead  fo rw ard , one s tep  c loser to  w h a t we 
m u s t individually g ra sp  as T ru th . T h is,
I firm ly  believe, is th e  essence o f 
education , o f  an  elevated  education—  
th a t  by p a rtic ip a tin g  in a d ia logue w ith  
each o ther, w e le a rn  to  th in k  for o u r- 
selves. A nd  this, th is  am az in g  ab ility  to  
th in k  for ou rse lves th a t  G od  has 
p rov ided  us w ith , can on ly  com e abou t 
th ro u g h  a collision  o f  thesis  vs. a n tith -  
esis, c u s to m a ry  vs. u n o rth o d o x , com - 
for tab le  vs. d o w n rig h t offensive. A nd 
yes, tra v e lin g  th is  perilous road  laden  w ith  b in a ry  
oppositions w ill undeniab ly  lead som e dow n p a th s  m ore 
w ell tro d d e n  and  d ev ian t in te rm s  o f  C hristian ity . B ut 
th is  is an  inescapable p ossib ility  d u r in g  an ind iv idual’s 
ex p lo ra tio n  o f  th e  w orld . Yet, h o rr ify in g  as th is  m ay 
seem , tw o  th in g s  th a t m y p ro fesso rs  to ld  m e stan d  o u t 
in m y  m ind . O ne  p ro fesso r to ld  m e th a t “w e shou ld  be 
te rrif ied  o f  igno rance , n o t o f  know ledge. T h e  fear th a t 
we w ill uncover co n tro v e rs ia l ideas shou ld  n o t h in d e r

Such an appendage even though rudimentary i f  possessed by an animal 
belonging to a group characterized by the power of flight.
Any of various organic structures esp. of a flying fish or flying lemur 
providing means of limited flight.
Capacity of flight
Size and length must be proportional 
But not overpowering to the weight of the body 

~ To fly . . . Tes.
But not to be blown away.



TESTING YOUR ABILITY TO SWIM

skJ
the reality of this that allows me to stand behind what I 
said at my graduation.

Knowledge is frightening. As much as we tout 
enlightenment, I think education can be terrifying when 
placed in the context of spirituality. I was born into 
Adventism; my faith was given without choice. So when 
I was confronted with conflicting ideas later in college, I 
hardly knew where to tuck them away. It was then that I 
realized I couldn’t. When there are questions, it is not 
enough to ignore them under the fear of heresy. I would 
rather answer these doubts than have them linger in the 
background. Furthermore, I would like to explore them 
in a surrounding I regard as spiritually secure.

The spiritual journey is a perpetual one. I don’t 
know when I will fully comprehend all that I need to 
know. But for now, I am seeking. I am actively seeking. 
People may wag their fingers at the proponents of 
higher learning, but they are not aware of a person’s 
genuine desire to learn about what is true. Today I may 
wear the muck of hazy waters, but tomorrow I hope to 
find a new spring. This is my celebration. I am exalting 
my mental capacity to seek. Knowledge can destroy, but 
the wonderful fact is that knowledge can also rebuild. 
And the second time around, with the weaknesses 
detected and remedied, the structures are usually more 
sound.

I often reflect on that conversation with the 
pastor. For the most part, I know he was playing to the 
extreme just to keep me on my toes. But I couldn’t have 
been more grateful. In my speech I applauded those 
professors who had dared challenge my faith. Now 
someone had chosen to challenge my doubt. Granted, 
some trials push a little harder than others. But a 
journey towards Truth would be trifling without the 
occasional stumble. Besides, dusting your knees and 
getting back up—or rather swimming and not drown- 
ing—is a only a matter of willpower. And faith.

everal months after I delivered my graduation 
speech, someone who had been present at the 
ceremony asked if my speech was a “celebration 

of doubt.” Flustered, considering that the person 
questioning me was a professor of philosophy and a 
well-respected pastor, I stammered a series of no’s and I 
don’t think so’s, all the while running my speech

Julie Z. Lee is an intern writer at the Pacific Union College 
office of public relations. She graduated from PUC in 
1998 with degrees in English and psychology. 
jzlee@puc.edu

through my head for evidence of a “doubt jubilee.” He 
prodded me further, and asked, “After you’ve hit rock 
bottom, do you ever swim out of the swamps? Or do you 
stay there?”

The conversation left me stunned and horrified 
to think that maybe I had misspoken in praising the 
process of questioning your faith. After all, was I not 
still treading the murky waters of ecclesiastical rock 
bottom?

It was another epiphanic moment in my spiritual
journey.

There are theories on the reason as to why God 
allowed humans to be subject to sin. One is called the 
fortunate fall, arguing that without sin, we would not 
fully appreciate the awesome love of the Divine. It is 
just an idea passed along during a philosophy lecture, 
but in some respects it applies to my personal experi- 
ence.

I don’t consider it fortunate that I have grown 
skeptical of religion and faith. Mental anguish is not 
something I readily welcome (well not on most occa- 
sions). Yet falling is something we are all prone to. It is
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ountaineering is good for 

us. Mostly it involves 
walking uphill for extended periods 

of time. The body exercises and the 

mind gets some free time. The air is 

thin, but pure, and washes through 

the lungs easily. The eyes scan the 
route ahead, the surrounding peaks, 

the distant horizons, or the stars at 

night.

ountains are so enor- 

mously large that one little 
climber can seem quite small. The 
confining aspects of daily life get lost 

in all the space. And the freedom of 
the hills provides a refreshing point of 
view, if even for one day of reverie.
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t :*he God of the mountains 
is the same one who is with us 

ever}־ day. The advantage for us in the 
mountains lies in what gets left 

behind. We leave most of our things 
at home. At least for a short time, we 
cast off many distracting elements. 

And all that remains is us, our kit, 
maybe a few friends, the mountains 
and God. Without all the clutter, God 
becomes more accessible. The maker 
is revealed in his creations, and that 
gives us the best reason of all for 
climbmg mountains: Because God’s 
there.

Bill Broeckel has done most of his mountaineering in California and loves the High Sierra and the Trinity Alps. He 
practices pediatrics and lives with his wife, Judy, and three children in Yreka, California. 
jbroeckel@snowcrest.net
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A Scholar-President: 
The Election of Jan Paulsen

By Doug Morgan

he first week in March at General Conference headquarters 
ended in a Friday-evening glow of spiritual uplift and renewed 
hope. Like many other occurrences that week, the installation 

and dedication service for the newly elected General Conference presi- 
dent, broadcast worldwide by satellite, was unprecedented.

The new president, Jan Paulsen, speaking to an audience packed into 
the General Conference headquarters auditorium, established the tone for his 
leadership, not with a statement of programs, policies, or grandiose goals, but 
by modeling what it means to be a pastor-theologian. In simple yet forceful 
terms, he set forth the gospel about Jesus Christ proclaimed by the first Chris- 
tians as the core of the distinctive Seventh-day Adventist message.

The week did not begin in such an aura of good feeling. “Tense moments,” in the words of one member 
commenting during the midday break, characterized the morning session of the General Conference Executive 
Committee’s historic meeting on Monday, March 1. That a tense mood prevailed on Monday is not surprising.
Never before in the church’s history had it coped with a General Conference president’s resignation at midterm and 
under pressure.

But by evening, the tension and uncertainty had already given way to relief and optimism. In an 
election process lasting less than four hours, the committee had replaced an energetic, technologically savvy church 
president forced out because of ethically dubious financial dealings, with a calm, scholarly, consensus builder who 
pledged not to engage in “any business other than the Lord’s spiritual business.” On the fourth ballot, the 244 
committee members in attendance elected the Norwegian-born Paulsen, 64. A General Conference vice president 
and former president of the Trans-European Division, he became the denomination’s sixteenth world president.

The Monday morning session was dominated by the tumultuous exit of Robert Folkenberg. News of the 
settlement of James Moore’s lawsuit fueled rumors that Folkenberg might wish to be reinstated. In a prepared 
statement at the beginning of the session, he expressed repentance for failure to disassociate himself from Moore 
sooner and regret for not having spent more of his personal time on “more productive and less controversial 
matters.” Folkenberg insisted, however, that his resignation did not constitute “an admission of egregious miscon- 
duct or moral failure” but came out of a desire “to avoid further conflict and pain to my family and the church I 
love.’ In addition, Folkenberg complained of “feeling abandoned” because of the church’s refusal to assume the 
twenty percent of his defense costs not covered by insurance. In view of Folkenberg’s claim to innocence from 
gross misconduct, and lacking specific information supporting the allegations against him, some committee mem-
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Jan Paulsen appears with his wife, Kari, following his election to vice 
presidency of the world church at the 1995 General Conference 
session in Utrecht.

General Conference secretary G. Ralph Thompson 
pointed out that the division presidents had received the 
information from the Ad Hoc Group and would be free 
to disseminate it if they chose. A consensus emerged 
that the executive committee should not go into a “trial 
mode,” evaluating the facts calling Folkenberg’s leader- 
ship into question, which would then require giving 
Folkenberg time to respond. He had already had a “trial,” 
his resignation was final, and it was time to move on. 
Folkenberg facilitated closure on a painful and embar- 
rassing episode in the church’s history by returning the 
next morning to apologize for his impromptu remarks 
on Monday.

It was around 3 RM. Monday afternoon that the 
nominating process finally began. Even then, the bulk of 
time was spent in prayer, reflection on pertinent state-

bers questioned the necessity for Folkenberg’s 
resignation. Lay members and representatives 
from developing countries who felt Folkenberg’s 
leadership had benefited the church in their areas 
were particularly outspoken. A union president 
from Africa was among those pleading for disclo- 
sure of the facts necessitating the resignation. 
Otherwise, said the African leader, he wouldn’t 
know what to tell his people. After more than an 
hour of discussion, Folkenberg again took the 
floor and urged that his resignation be accepted 
while at the same time bristling over what he 
called the “grossly distorted process” that led to 
the resignation. Folkenberg declared that it was 
his nature to push for the full disclosure which 
would exonerate him but that he wanted to spare 
his family and the church further suffering. In a 
voice at times shaking with emotion, he stated 
that while no one could understand his excruciat- 
ing pain dealing with Moore over the past two 
years, the pain had not hurt so much as what he 
had undergone in the past three months at the 
hands of his fellow church leaders. One might 
expect such trauma from an “unconverted indi- 
vidual,” he commented, referring to Moore, but 
not from within the church.

Following Folkenberg’s brief remarks, the 
committee quickly voted to accept his resignation 
and moved on the task of selecting a new presi- 
dent. Rather than forming a separate and smaller 
nominating committee, the Executive Committee, 
accepting the proposal of the interim administra- 
tion formed after Folkenberg submitted his 
resignation on February 7, constituted itself as 
the nominating committee so that the new presi- 
dent would have a clear mandate from the entire com- 
mittee. Calvin Rock, a General Conference vice-presi- 
dent, received an overwhelming majority of votes to 
chair the nominating process with runner-up Neils-Erik 
Andreasen, president of Andrews University, designated 
associate chair.

F a llo u t from  F o lk en b e rg ’s d e p a rtu re , how ever, 
lin g e red  a t th e  b e g in n in g  o f  th e  a fte rn o o n  session. O ne 
co m m ittee  m em b er called  for a factual response  to  
F o lk en b e rg ’s com pla in ts  th a t w ould  g ive a c lea r ra tio - 
nale  for his rem oval. A G en e ra l C onference official w ho 
served  on th e  A d H oc G ro u p  th a t m et from  Jan u a ry  25 
to  26 and  recom m ended  con v en in g  the  E xecu tive  
C om m ittee , n o ted  th a t  F o lk en b e rg  had  ea rlie r  described  
th e  p rocess  as fa ir and  ex p ressed  shock  th a t th e  fo rm er 
p re s id e n t now  seem ed to  be “b u m p in g  ag a in st reality .”



C h ris tian sen , a ss is ta n t to  th e  p re s id e n t o f  th e  N o r th  
A m erican  D ivision. Selm a Chaij, a p sycho log is t from  
T akom a P ark , M ary lan d , co n cu rred  th a t th e  p rocess w as 
open  and  app rop ria te .

Chaij n o ted  th a t th e  lay m em b ers  spoke m ore  
th a n  in p rev ious E x ecu tiv e  C o m m ittee  m ee tin g s  and 
p laced several nam es in nom ination . W h ile  th e  p rocess 
m ig h t be view ed as som ew hat h a s ty  and superficial, 
lack in g  in de ta iled  and  d e lib e ra te  eva lua tion  o f  the  
s tre n g th s  and  w eaknesses o f  each nom inee, Chaij 
believes th e  co m m ittee  w as in fo rm ed  w ell en ough  to  
m ake a w ise choice. She p o in ted  o u t th a t th e  co m m ittee  
has w orked  to g e th e r  over a fo u r-an d -a -h a lf-y ear period , 
m e e tin g  a t lea s t tw ice a year, a ffo rd ing  an o p p o rtu n ity  
for th e  m em b ers  n o t em ployed  by th e  d en o m in a tio n  to  
becom e know ledgeab le  abou t the  nom inees.

Som e G e n e ra l C onference in sid e rs  ex p ressed  
su rp rise  th a t a E u ro p ean  w ould  w in  th e  presidency, 
g iven  E u ro p e ’s sm all and  d im in ish in g  p ro p o rtio n  o f  th e  
w o rld  chu rch  m em bersh ip . O ne fac to r m ay be th a t 
re p re se n ta tio n  on th e  execu tive  co m m ittee  favors th e  
developed, w ea lth ie r reg io n s  o f  th e  g lobe, desp ite  
changes m ade a t th e  1995 G e n e ra l C onference session in 
U trech t. F o r exam ple, th e  T ra n s -E u ro p e a n  D ivision, 
P au lsen ’s base, has 92,100 m em b ers  and  fifteen re p re se n - 
ta tives on th e  E xecu tive  C om m ittee . T h e  E a s te rn  A frica 
D iv ision  has over fifteen tim es as m any  m em bers  
(1,655,091 m em bers) b u t on ly  s ix teen  co m m itte  m em - 
bers.

I t  m ay also  be th a t  th e  p ray erfu l co m m ittee  
m em bers  w ere  able to  tra n sc e n d  th e  ca teg o ries  o f  race  
and  reg io n  and  look  to  th e  m o st qualified individuals. 
T h a t, a t least, is how  th e  p a rtic ip a n ts  seem ed to  ch arac - 
te rize  it. Israe l Leito , p re s id e n t o f  th e  d iv ision  w ith  the  
la rg e s t m em b ersh ip — th e  In te r-A m erican  D iv ision  
(1,703,467 m em bers)— em phasized  th e  sp iritu a l dyn am - 
ics o f  th e  e lection . “E v e ry th in g  w as done  so as to  be th e  
S p irit’s w o rk  ra th e r  th a n  by any  h u m an  in v en tio n ,” he 
re p o rte d , ad d in g  th a t “w e felt th e  p resen ce  o f  th e  L o rd .” 
Leito , w ho had w ith d ra w n  his ow n nam e from  co n sid er- 
a tion , also s ta ted  th a t from  th e  tim e it becam e know n 
th a t F o lk en b e rg  w ould  have to  re s ig n  “it w as c lear in m y 
m ind  th a t D r. P au lsen  w as th e  one th e  chu rch  needed  to  
b r in g  healing , certa in ty , and  d irec tio n .” A  co m m ittee  
m em ber from  Z am bia  ad m itted  th a t  “w e w o rried  and 
w ondered  how  w e w ould  reso lve  th e  issue,” b u t added  
th a t “I have n ever seen th e  ch u rch  p ray  like w e p rayed  in 
th is  house. A ll th in g s  w o rk  to g e th e r  for good. . . E ven 
a v e te ra n  G en e ra l C onference official w ho by his ow n 
adm ission  inclines to w ard  skep tic ism  in such m a tte rs  
su g g ested  th a t P au lsen ’s su rp r is in g  v ic to ry  ind icates

m en ts  by  E llen  W h ite  th a t R ock had  p rep a red , and  
d iscussion  o f  th e  qualities desirab le  in a G e n e ra l C onfer- 
ence p re s id en t. T h e  sp iritu a l a tm o sp h ere  c rea ted  by th is  
p ro ced u re  m ade a deep  im pression  on m any  com m ittee  
m em bers.

It was not until about 5 PM. that names began 
to be placed in nomination. The voting proceeded very 
rapidly, aided by electronic voting devices that gave 
instant tallies. In less than an hour and a half, a new 
president had been elected.

F o u r o f  th e  o rig in a l fifteen nom inees im m edi- 
a te ly  w ith d re w  from  considera tion . Rock, th e  f irs t to  be 
nom inated , tu rn e d  th e  ch a ir over to  A ndreasen . T h e  
on ly  nom inee to  m ake a s ta te m e n t before leav ing  the  
ro o m  w as Paulsen . H e su g g e ste d  th a t it m ig h t be b e tte r  
to  co n sid er som eone w ho  had  been m o re  rem o te  from  
th e  F o lk en b e rg  m a tte r  since som e m ig h t conclude th a t 
P au lsen  had  acted  for selfish reasons.

F o rm e r  G e n e ra l C onference p re s id e n t N eal C. 
W ilso n , w hose  son, T ed  N.C. W ilso n  w as am o n g  the  
nom inees, su g g e s te d  th a t in view  o f th e  fact th a t 85-90 
p e rc e n t o f  th e  w o rld  ch u rch  body  is non-C aucasian , the  
co m m ittee  shou ld  g ive serious co n sid era tio n  to  th e  tw o  
n on -C aucasian  nom inees (Rock and  T h o m p so n ). In 
resp o n se  to  a re q u e s t fo r resu m es o f  th e  candidates, 
co m m ittee  s e c re ta ry  A th a l T o llh u rs t p rov ided  b rie f 
b io g rap h ica l sketches on m o st o f  th e  nom inees from  the  
G e n e ra l C onference files. V erbal in fo rm ation  from  the  
s e c re ta ry  and  th e  floor w as p rov ided  abou t th e  cand i- 
dates fo r w hom  no  w ritte n  in fo rm ation  w as im m ediate ly  
available.

F o u r cand ida tes  em erg ed  as f ro n t- ru n n e rs  afte r 
th e  f irs t ballo t: P au lsen , 29 p ercen t; R ock 26 p ercen t; 
W ilso n , 16 p ercen t; and  T h o m p so n , 11 percen t. T h e  
second  ba llo t n a rro w e d  th e  field to  th ree: Pau lsen , 38 
p ercen t; Rock, 31 percen t; W ilso n , 26 percen t. N o 
can d id a te  w on a m a jo rity  on  th e  th ird  ballo t, b u t W il-  
son, w ho d ro p p ed  to  22 p ercen t, w as elim inated , w ith  
P au lsen  rece iv in g  45 p e rc e n t and  R ock 33 percen t. In 
th e  final ballo t, R ock n arro w ed  th e  gap  be tw een  h im se lf  
and  P au lsen  by ap p a re n tly  g a in in g  ab o u t tw o -th ird s  o f  
th e  vo tes th a t  had  g one  to  W ilson . H ow ever, P aulsen , 
th e  to p  v o te -g e tte r  in each ballo t, w on  by th e  re la tively  
slim  m a rg in  o f  53 p e rc e n t to  47 percen t. T h e n , a t R ock’s 
req u est, th e  G e n e ra l C onference E x ecu tiv e  C om m ittee  
m ade th e  e lection  o f  P au lsen  unanim ous. P a rtic ip an ts  
also  seem ed u n an im ous in  d esc rib in g  th e  election  
p rocess as fair and  open. D esp ite  th e  la rg e  size o f  the  
com m ittee , th e  floor w as open to  all w ho  w ished  to  
speak and  m ake nom inations. T h e  p rocess w as “n o t 
gu ided  by  a locom otive  from  th e  fro n t,” said B jarne



that “there may be something to this business about the 
Holy Spirit leading the church after all.”

The top three candidates each offered impres- 
sive credentials, and whichever had won, the denomina- 
tion would have had its first president with an earned 
doctorate. Wilson, 48, regarded as a favorite of the 
church’s conservative wing, holds a doctorate in reli- 
gious education from New York University. Prior to 
taking his current position at the helm of the Review 
and Herald Publishing Association, Wilson held various 
administrative posts in the Africa-Indian Ocean Division 
and was president of the Euro-Asia Division. Rock, 69, 
has been president of Oakwood College and holds a 
Ph.D. in Christian ethics from Vanderbilt University. A 
powerful public speaker who once pastored the large 
Ephesus Church in Harlem, Rock has earned a reputa- 
tion as an extremely effective chair of General Confer- 
ence sessions. Perhaps the only major element missing 
from his r3/4sum3/4 is overseas service, though he has 
traveled and evangelized extensively in Africa.

What, then, of Jan Paulsen? Who is he and 
what might the church expect from his leadership? 
Paulsen is the second Norwegian to serve as world 
president, but the first who has lived and worked most 
of his life outside the United States. (Ole Olsen, presi- 
dent from 1888 to 1897, was born in Norway but lived in 
the United States since childhood. The only other non- 
American General Conference president was Australian 
C.H. Watson, whose tenure lasted from 1930 to 1936).
In more than forty years of denominational service, 
Paulsen has been a pastor, a college professor and 
president, and an administrator at the division and 
General Conference levels.

When people talk about Jan Paulsen, one word 
that comes up most frequently is “balance.” While 
prognostication is always risky, his record and the 
perspectives of associates suggest that Paulsen will be 
likely to balance the following:

Gravity and Warmth
hose who have worked with Paulsen speak of a 
seriousness that evokes respect, even awe, and 
can be somewhat intimidating. Yet as time goes 

on they find in him a warmth and sense of humor that 
make him an enjoyable and comfortable companion.

General Conference communication director 
Ray Dabrowski, who studied under Paulsen at Newbold 
College and worked with him for several years in the 
Trans-European Division office, recalls a remarkable 
trip Paulsen made to Poland soon after the declaration

The Election of Jan Paulsen

Nominees (in order of nomination)
Calvin Rock 
G. Ralph Thompson 
Jan Paulsen 
Ted N.C. Wilson 
Bertil Wiklander*
Mario Veloso 
Robert Kloosterhuis 
Ralph Watts 
Jere Patzer 
Ben Maxson 
Lowell Cooper 
Israel Leito*
Delbert Baker*
Gerry Karst 
Neils-Erik Andreasen*

*withdrew from consideration

First Ballot
Paulsen 29%
Rock 26%
Wilson 16%
Thompson 11 %
Patzer 5%
Karst 3%
Cooper 3%
Others less than 3%

Second Ballot
Paulsen 38%
Rock 31 %
Wilson 26%
Thompson 5%

Third Ballot
Paulsen 45%
Rock 33%
Wilson 22%

Fourth Ballot
Paulsen 53%
Rock 47%



ness: “Our talents differ, we have different tempera- 
ments, and we don’t always agree on everything. 1 want 
you to know, I think that’s just fine. We don’t have to 
agree on everything. And I want you to know, my 
colleagues, that you can talk to me and feel safe, and its 
okay to disagree with me.”

Adventists may find Paulsen somewhat more 
candid than past church administrators. In his report on 
behalf of the Trans-European Division to the 1995 
General Conference session, Paulsen spoke frankly of a 
major evangelistic effort in Sweden that yielded only 
fourteen baptisms, illustrating the difficulty of tradi- 
tional “soul-winning” in some parts of the division. He 
also reported in a straightforward manner the “gigantic 
blow” that came when the Nutana health food company 
in Denmark and its sister companies in Norway and 
Finland collapsed under financial pressures. This loss, in 
turn, forced the sale of the largest health-care institu- 
tion in the division—the prestigious Skodsborg 
Badesanatorium, near Copenhagen.2

However genuinely open Paulsen may be,

-\Y»S

of martial law in response to the Solidarity uprising of 
December 1981. The Polish people were cut off from the 
rest of the world, unable to call outside the country, 
coping with increasingly empty shelves and tanks on the 
street. It was difficult to get into the country, but 
Paulsen showed up unannounced one day at the Polish 
Union headquarters in Warsaw. “I came to find out how 
you are and to let you know the church cares about you,” 
Paulsen said to the stunned but grateful Polish 
Adventists. According to Dabrowski, Paulsen was the 
first churchman of any denomination to enter Poland 
after the declaration of martial law. “We feared for our 
lives,” says Dabrowski. “Paulsen’s visit revealed a warm 
and open heart.”1

The conclusion of his introductory sermon 
given at the General Conference headquarters on March 
5 reflects Paulsen’s desire that warmth be a defining 
characteristic of the Seventh-day Adventist church: “I 
appeal to you to do your best to make this church of 
ours a warm and attractive community where also 
sinners can feel at home; a place where individuals who 
come with many battle scars and who have not 
done particularly well, or who don’t see them- 
selves as successful, can feel accepted and loved.”
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Openness and 
Decisiveness

I aulsen is described as one who truly 
listens with an open mind to differing 
points of view. He has earned a reputa- 

tion for skill in reconciling antagonistic parties. 
He was the point man in lengthy negotiations 
that resolved a split in the Hungarian Adventist 
church in 1989. More recently, says Dabrowski, 
Paulsen has taken a similar role in Macedonia.

U lrich  F r ik a r t , p re s id e n t o f  th e  E u ro - 
A frica D iv ision , m a in ta in s  P au lsen  has show n 
tw o  m a jo r co m p o n en ts  o f  a C h ris tian  leader: 
“h u m ility  and  sp iritua lity .” A nd th o se  c h a ra c te r-  
istics, F r ik a r t  believes, c rea te  a m o re  open 
a tm osphere . “T h e  ch u rch  d esp era te ly  needed  a 
chan g e  a t th e  h ig h e s t level,” acco rd in g  to  
F r ik a r t . A lready  th e re  has been “a trem en d o u s  
ch an g e  in a tm o sp h ere  a t chu rch  h ead q u a rte rs . 
People have th e  co u rag e  to  speak for them selves.’ 

Indeed , P au lsen ’s ow n  b rie f  rem ark s  to  
th e  m em b ers  o f  the  E xecu tive  C om m ittee  and 
th e  s ta ff  o f  th e  w o rld  chu rch  h e a d q u a rte rs  the  
day fo llow ing  his e lection  se t th e  to n e  o f  open-
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o b se rv e rs  a re  unan im ous and  em phatic  in  describ - 
in g  a p rinc ip led  decisiveness. “A t th e  end  o f  th e  
day,” said A n d rea  L u x to n , p rinc ip le  o f  N ew bold  
C ollege, “he’s n o t in anyb o d y ’s pocket. H e ’s his 
ow n p e rso n .” A chu rch  official w ho  has w orked  
closely  w ith  P au lsen  believes th a t  P au lsen  w ill be 
less inclined th an  th e  p rev ious a d m in is tra tio n  to  
le t the  agenda  be se t by v arious special in te re s ts , 
such as “r ig h t  w in g  g ro u p s  and  m ajo r do n o rs .”

Diversity and Oneness

conference th e  day a fte r his e lection , P au lsen  
described  th e  e th n ic  and  c u ltu ra l d iv e rs ity  o f  the  
chu rch  as “a h u g e  b lessing  and  g ift b u t also  an 
en o rm o u s cha llenge— how  do you ho ld  such a 
la rg e  in te rn a tio n a l co m m u n ity  to g e th e r  as one?” 

T h e  issue o f  w o m en ’s o rd in a tio n  m ay a t 
p re se n t p rov ide  th e  m o st p re ss in g  te s t to  u n ity  in 
th e  church . N o t su rp rising ly , it is a su b jec t th a t 
Pau lsen  approaches w ith  cau tion . A t his f irs t  p ress  
conference, he p o in ted  o u t th a t  th e  so lu tio n  m u s t 
be so u g h t th ro u g h  co n su lta tio n  w ith in  the  
c h u rc h ’s re p re se n ta tiv e  sy stem  o f  g o v e rn m en t. 
H ow ever, to  w om en, as w ell as to  y o u th  w ho 
com prise  over h a lf  th e  church , he declared , “You 
are  n o t sp ec ta to rs  in th e  church , th e  chu rch  
be longs to  you— you are  th e  ch u rch .” In  add ition , 
he called for a “s tro n g , crea tive  p resence  by b o th  
y o u th  and w om en” in th e  in itia tives o f  th e  church . 
M oreover, he seem ed to  open  th e  d o o r to  d iffe ren t 
w ays o f  cop ing  w ith  th e  issue in v arious p a r ts  o f  
th e  w orld . “T h e  q u estio n  o f  sam eness,” he re -  
m arked, “can w e do th in g s  th e  sam e w ay ev ery - 
w h e re P -th a t rem ains an  im p o rta n t q u estio n  to  
look at.”

Spirituality and 
Scholarship

ran k s  in th e  h ig h e s t t ie r  am o n g  E u ro p e a n  un iv er- 
sities. P au lsen ’s d isse rta tio n  on th e  d ev elopm en t 
o f  M eth o d ism  in W est A frica illu s tra te s  how  
h is to ric  C h ris tia n ity  se ttled  in to  a p rim al re lig io n

Jan Paulsen
Education
D. T h ., T o b in g e n  U niversity , G erm any, 1972
B.D., A n d rew s U niversity , M ich igan , 1962
M .A., SDA T heological Seminary, W ashington , DC, 1958
B.A., E m m an u e l M iss io n a ry  C ollege

(la te r A n d rew s U n iversity ), 1957 
Ju n io r C o llege (M in iste ria l T ra in in g ), V ejlefjordskolen, 

D en m ark , 1952-54

Professional Experience
Vice President, General Conference, 1995-1999
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S ecretary , T ra n s -E u ro p e a n  D iv ision , 1980-83

P res id en t, N ew bold  C ollege, E n g lan d , 1976-80

C hair, R elig ion  D e p a r tm e n t, N ew bold  C ollege, 1968-76

P res id en t, A d v en tis t S em in ary  o f  W est A frica, N igeria , 
1967-68

H ead, R elig ion  D e p a rtm e n t, A d v en tis t S em inary  o f 
W est A frica, 1964-67

Bible T eacher, Bekwai T e ach e rs  T ra in in g  C ollege, 
G h ana , 1962-64

Serv ice  M in is te ria l D irec to r, W est N o rw ay  C onference, 
1959-61

M in is te ria l In te rn , N orw ay, 1954-55 

O rd a in ed  M in iste r, 1963
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A u th o r  o f  tw o  books and  a n u m b er o f  a rtic les
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publicly  know n. T h e  sy s tem  is a foul w ay  o f  d e n y in g  
hum an  beings th e ir  basic, G o d -g iv en  rig h ts . T h a t  th e  
ch u rch  m u s t be able to  say. . . .  By th is  th e  ch u rch  gives 
its  lead  and  s ignal, and  w hen  th en  th e  m em b ers  use th e  
p ro v is io n s and  s tru c tu re s  available to  achieve th e  
ch an g es needed , th e y  w ill n o t be en g ag ed  in so m e th in g  
w hich  is o f  a d iffe ren t o rd e r  from  th e  le g itim a te  con- 
c e rn s  o f  th e  ch u rch  and  its  m issio n .”5

The Gospel and Distinctive 
Adventist Doctrines

I n his in tro d u c to ry  se rm o n , e n title d  “T h e  U rg e n c y  
o f  th e  G o sp e l,” P au lsen  p o in te d  to  th e  gospel as 
p roc la im ed  by th e  f irs t be lievers—th e  m essage  ab o u t 

th e  p e rso n , dea th , re su rre c tio n , ascension  and  h ig h - 
p rie s tly  m in istry , and  second  co m in g  o f  Jesus C h ris t.
W e m u s t c o n tin u e  to  th e  p reach  “th e  Sabbath , th e  s ta te  
o f  th e  dead, th e  m illenn ium , h ea lth fu l liv ing , 
eschato logy , th e  m ark  o f  th e  beast, and  th e  sa n c tity  o f  
m a rria g e ,” dec lared  th e  new  p res id en t. “H ow ever,” he 
said, “th e re  is a real sense  in w hich  th e  o rig in a l gospel 
w as and  is th e  h e a r t  o f  th e  m atte r, and  th e  re s t is 
co m m en ta ry .” H e u rg e d  th a t th is  gospel co n tin u e  “to  be 
th e  h e a r t  o f  y o u r and  m y faith  and  th e  focus o f  o u r 
sp iritu a l jo u rn e y .” T h e  c e n tra l p o in ts  o f  th e  S ev en th - 
day A d v e n tis t fa ith— such as th e  second  co m in g  and 
C h r is t’s m in is try  in th e  heaven ly  sa n c tu a ry —-he p o in ted  
ou t, a re  “p a r t  o f  th e  co re  gospel and  n o t p e r ip h e ra l to  
it .”

T h e  d ra m a  o f  th e  P au lsen  e ra  m ay w ell be 
w h e th e r  th ese  balances a re  n e g o tia te d  in  such a w ay as 
to  u n d e rw rite  s ta g n a tio n  o r to  p ro d  th e  ch u rch  fo rw ard  
as it e n te rs  the  n e x t m illenn ium .

Notes and References
1. For Paulsen’s report of his visit to Poland, see the 

Adventist Review, Apr. 1, 1982.
2. “The Flame Still Burns,” ibid., July 2, 1995.
3. Jer. 22:16 (NEB).
4. 1 John 3:18 (NEB).
5. For a brief discussion of Paulsen and social issues, see 

Zdravko Plantak, The Silent Church: H uman Rights and  
Adventist Social Ethics (New York: St. Martins, 1998), 25-26, 
56.
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cu ltu re . W ith  g ra d u a te  tra in in g  o f  such ca liber and a 
la rg e  p o r tio n  o f  h is ca re e r  sp e n t as a co llege  teach e r 
and  p re s id en t, P au lsen  is a ttu n e d  to  needs and  in te re s ts  
o f  th e  c h u rc h ’s academ ic co m m u n ity  as no  o th e r  
G e n e ra l C onference  p re s id e n t before. H e has described  
his y ears  in academ ia as “w o n d erfu l y e a rs” and dec lared  
h im se lf  “open  to  on g o in g , c o n tin u in g  d ia log  betw een  
th is  h e a d q u a r te rs  and th e  academ ic com m unity .”

It is significant, however, that Paulsen has used 
his scholarly training primarily in a pastoral fashion-in 
service of spirituality. His book, When the Spirit De- 
scends (Washington D.C.: Review and Herald, 1977) is 
an excellent example. Grounded in first-rate scholar- 
ship, it is a clear and accessible study of the Holy Spirit 
that is relevant to the spiritual life of the church. 
Similarly, Paulsen, at the March 2 press conference, 
reminded the church’s academic and medical institu- 
tions that they are “participants in the mission of the 
church” and “need to be clear about their own identity 
and role in discharging that sacred function.”

Evangelism and Social 
Involvement

aulsen’s fervor for evangelism and missions 
is clear. In his introductory sermon on 
March 5, he urged the church to remain “Christ 

focused and mission focused.” He warned against 
becoming an inward-looking community. Instead, he 
declared: “Our focus is outward. We exist in the inter- 
est of those who are not part of us. It was God’s love 
for those who were ‘aliens and strangers’ that moti- 
vated him in giving his Son. And that also expresses 
the life of the church.”

In a paper given at the European Institute of 
World Missions in 1988, Paulsen displayed a strong 
conviction that social action was an integral part of the 
church’s mission. While the primary goal of mission 
must be “personal acceptance of Jesus Christ as Saviour 
and trusting in him to secure the future,” one’s “rela- 
tionship to the Lord is expressed by one’s willingness 
and ability to ‘dispense justice to the lowly and poor.’”3 

Paulsen characterized actions of compassionate 
service in the social arena as “partners to evangelism.” 
But, he has added, such actions “are justified not as ‘bait 
on the hook,’ but by the needs which are there, and by 
the injunction that ‘love must not be a matter of words 
or talk; it must be genuine and show itself in action.’”1■ 
In regard to societal evils such as apartheid in South 
Africa, he has declared, “the church must let its basic 
view and evaluation of the situation be clearly and
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The Kanaka Valley Tragedy

W:
/A SPECTRJJM Team Report

'hen Robert S. Folkenberg resigned as president of the 
General Conference on February 7, 1999, following 
national reporting of the $8 million lawsuit filed against 

him by James E. Moore, Folkenberg became only the latest victim in 
the Kanaka Valley Tragedy This twenty-year old story of disagree- 
ments, lawsuits, bankruptcies, and fraud centers on 1,373 acres of raw 
land thirty miles east of Sacramento, California. Also tied into Moore’s 
lawsuit were General Conference attorney Walter Carson, the General Confer- 
ence Corporation, the Inter-American Division, and others. A cco rd in g  to  M oore,

F o lk en b e rg  and  his codefendan ts failed to  m eet ob liga tions on tw o  p ro m isso ry  no tes  re la ted  to  K anaka V alley 
A ssociates, a lim ited  p a r tn e rsh ip  fo rm ed  in 1980 to  develop land  th a t still aw aits th e  g o lf  co u rse  and  houses th a t 
w ere  supposed  to  g e n e ra te  m illions o f  d o lla rs  fo r its investors.



w as aw arded  a b ach e lo r’s d e g re e  in applied  econom ics 
and  m a n a g e m e n t from  th e  U n iv e rs ity  o f  San F rancisco .

“I labor at using two extremely important 
qualities, inbred by my parents,” claimed Moore in a 
1985 interview. “The qualities are that if you use 
common sense and strive to gain wisdom, that with time 
being the catalyst to all things, if you work real hard on 
what you’re doing, that you don’t have to be an egotist 
to realize the end result of success.”1

F o r M oore , success in a financial sense  cam e 
w ith  d iscovery  o f  his ta le n ts  as a sa lesm an . M o o re  
w orked  a t a n u m b e r o f  b rie f  jobs a fte r h igh  school. In 
1967, he resp o n d ed  to  an  ad for in su ran ce  a g e n ts  a t 
P en n sy lv an ia  Life In su ra n c e  C om pany  o f  S an ta  M onica. 
Soon he becam e a star. A cco rd in g  to  M oore , each m o n th  
be tw een  1967 and  1974 he p laced a m o n g  th e  to p  ten  
p ro d u c e rs  o f  his co m p an y ’s p a re n t, Penn  C orp. F in a n -  
cial.

T h e n  M o o re  sh ifted  his ta le n ts  to  real e s ta te  and  
cam e up w ith  a device th a t he called  “s ite  lo c a te r  p a r t-  
n e rsh ip s .” T h e  lo ca te rs  w ere  h ired  e x p e r ts  w ho  s o u g h t 
parce ls for p o te n tia l d evelopm en t. Success m ig h t cause 
M o o re  to  a r ra n g e  an o p tio n  to  buy, th e n  app ro ach  likely 
in v es to rs  and  ex p la in  how  to  develop th e  land. I f  th e  
in v esto rs  s igned  on, M o o re ’s a tto rn e y s  w ou ld  h an d le  th e  
p a r tn e rs h ip ’s p a p e rw o rk  w hile  M o o re  se t o u t in search  
o f  a buyer fo r th e  parce l a fte r  its  ac tua l subd iv ision .

M o o re  c o n tr ib u te d  e x p e r tise  only, n o t m oney. 
C ustom arily , he held  th e  p o sitio n  o f  g en e ra l p a r tn e r  and  
kep t som e fo rm  o f  c o n tro l over th e  p roperty . T h e  
p a r tn e rsh ip  usually  rew a rd e d  h im  h a lf  o f  its  profits, 
w h ich  M o o re  sh a red  w ith  th e  lo ca te r and  o th e r  h ired  
ex p e rts .

M o o re  p ro sp e red  in rea l e sta te , b u ild in g  his 
asse ts  to  a re p u te d  value  o f  $9 m illion . A p ilo t w ho  
loved to  trave l, he supposed ly  ow ned  land  in th e  C aym an 
Is lan d s  as w ell as in te re s ts  in p arce ls th ro u g h o u t n o r th -  
e rn  C alifo rn ia , one located  in th e  K anaka Valley.

I t w as w ith  th e  K anaka V alley p arce l th a t 
M o o re ’s in te re s ts  becam e in te r tw in e d  w ith  th o se  o f  
R o b e rt F o lk e n b e rg  and  th e  In te r-A m e rica n  D iv ision  o f 
the  S ev en th -d ay  A d v e n tis t C hurch . A c co rd in g  to  th e  
Adventist Review (F e b ru a ry  11, 1999), F o lk en b e rg  and  
M o o re  becam e acq u a in ted  in 1976, w hen  F o lk en b e rg  
w as p re s id e n t o f  th e  C e n tra l A m erican  U nion . M o o re  
w as tra v e lin g  w ith  an A d v e n tis t friend  in G ua tem ala , 
v iew in g  th e  dam age w ro u g h t by an ea rth q u a k e  in 
F e b ru a ry  o f  th a t  year. H is friend  in tro d u c e d  him  to  
F o lkenberg , and  a re la tio n sh ip  developed  th a t  has la s ted  
for m o re  th a n  tw o  decades. W h ile  th e  n a tu re  o f  th a t 
alliance m ay n ever be fully  u n d e rs to o d , a p a t te rn  o f

T h e  p a r tn e rs h ip  seem s to  b reed  tragedy . Public  
rec o rd s  show  th a t, since 1980, tw o  g e n e ra l p a r tn e rs — as 
w ell as th e  p a r tn e rs h ip  itse lf— have g o n e  th ro u g h  
bank rup tcy , and  th a t one o f  th e  fo u n d e rs— M o o re— w as 
conv ic ted  on e ig h t c o u n ts  o f  g ra n d  th e ft in 1987 and 
sp e n t severa l years in p rison . T h e  p a r tn e rs  have sp e n t so 
m uch  tim e in c o u r t  th a t  th e  h is to ry  o f  th e ir  d isp u tes  
fills th o u sa n d s  o f  d o c u m e n t p ages in c o u rts  from  S an ta  
B a rb a ra  to  San B runo, C aliforn ia. T h is  is th e  s to ry  th a t 
em erg es  from  th o se  d ocum en ts, p u b lished  re p o rts , and 
from  in te rv iew s w ith  som e c o n ce rn ed  parties.

The Land
patchwork of oak and pine trees graces the 
Kanaka Valley, which lies in the foothills of 
California’s Sierra Nevada Mountains just north 

of U.S. Highway 50. Eighty miles to the east is Lake 
Tahoe and the High Sierra. Westward, well within view, 
lies Folsom Lake. Beyond that, a thousand feet lower in 
elevation, sits the expanding Sacramento metropolis.

A p p earan ces su g g e s t th a t K anaka Valley is 
p rim e  rea l e sta te , to o  h igh  for fogs th a t p lag u e  C en tra l 
C alifo rn ia  in th e  w in te r  and  too  low  fo r heavy  S ie rra  
snow s. T o  e n tre p re n e u rs , th e  valley  offers p ro sp e c ts  for 
an ideal ru ra l  dev e lo p m en t, co n v en ien tly  p laced  on ly  
m in u te s  aw ay from  w o rk  and  rec rea tio n . B u t ap p ear- 
ances can  be deceiv ing . T h e  p ro p e r ty  is loca ted  in El 
D o ra d o  C o u n ty — an area  kno w n  for its  bucolic c h a ra c te r  
and  its  an tid ev e lo p m en t politics. W h ile  p ro p e r ty  in 
n ea rb y  S a c ram en to  and  P lace r C oun ties  w as b e in g  
snapped  up and  developed  d u r in g  th e  land  boom  o f  th e  
1980s, E l D o ra d o  C o u n ty  w as b e in g  rep ea ted ly  sued  for 
b lo ck in g  developm en t. In ad eq u a te  w a te r  reso u rces  and  
e n d a n g e re d  species issues com plica ted  th e  d ev e lo p m en t 
p ro p o sa ls  for th e  K anaka Valley.

In  1984, th e  m a rk e t value  o f  K anaka V alley 
A sso c ia te ’s 1,373 undeveloped  acres w as app ra ised  at $4 
m illion . E x p e c ta tio n s  o f  value a fte r d ev e lo p m en t are  
p ro b ab ly  lim ited  on ly  by th e  im ag in a tio n , th o u g h  one o f 
its  p a r tn e rs  in 1995 estim a ted  th a t  g ro ss  p roceeds from  
sales could  to ta l $33.6 m illion , w ith  $11 m illion  in 
p ro fit.

Th e D eve lo p er
am es E. M o o re  is a b ig  m an. H e s tan d s  over six  feet 
ta ll and  w eighs ab o u t tw o  h u n d re d  fifty  pounds. 
B o rn  in T e x a s  to  A frican -A m erican  p a ren ts , he 

m oved to  S a c ram en to  as a yo u th  and, in 1959, g ra d u a te d  
from  a local h ig h  school. M o o re  a tten d ed  classes at 
v a rio u s co lleges and  law  schoo ls d u r in g  th e  n e x t tw o  
and  a h a lf  decades. In  1984, a t th e  age o f  fo rty -fou r, he
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no te  th a t M o o re  had w ritte n  in 1980. T h e  d ire c to r  o f  
T a v e rn e rs  a t th a t tim e w as th e  Rev. V irg ilio  Levi, a 
re s id e n t o f  the  V atican City.

M o o re  ev iden tly  co nsidered  b o th  tra n sfe rs  
c o n trib u tio n s  in 1983. L ater, how ever, th ey  w ould  be 
c ritic ized  as “p references and  fra u d u le n t conveyances.”3

M o o re  still held c o n tro llin g  in te re s t in th e  
p a rtn e rsh ip , th o u g h  he could  claim  on ly  h a lf  a p e rc e n t 
o f  profits. Suddenly, th o u g h , A d v en tis ts  and  R om an 
C atholics found them selves th ro w n  in to  an alliance n o t 
necessarily  o f  th e ir  ow n choosing.

1984 -  Moore Encounters Major Problems
nd th en  M o o re ’s w o rld  co llapsed  in to  a m ire  o f  
c o u rt p roceed ings.
In M arch  1984, a handfu l o f  c re d ito rs  w ith  

claim s o f  ab o u t $45 th o u san d  forced h im  in to  bank- 
ruptcy. O th e rs  cam e forw ard . E ventually , m o re  th a n  one 
h u n d red  in v esto rs  filed ag a in s t M o o re  in fifty  som e 
suits. A m o n g  his c re d ito rs  w ere  S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t 
and T av e rn e rs , w hich claim ed in d eb ted n ess  o f  $309 
th o u san d  and  $610 th o u san d , respectively .4

M oore 's  n e x t blow  cam e w ith  c rim inal p roceed - 
ings. A cco rd in g  to  som e c red ito rs , M o o re  w as g u ilty  o f 
fraud , theft, and  m isrep resen ta tio n . O ne com m on

financial dea lings soon em erg ed  in w hich in te re s t in real 
e s ta te  sh ifted  on  various occasions betw een  M o o re  and 
off-shore, c h u rch -re la ted  co rp o ra tio n s, at least one o f 
w hich  M o o re  h im se lf  had created .

T h e  f irs t o f  these  w as S o u th e rn  E q u ip m en t 
Com pany, an  e n te rp rise  re g is te re d  in th e  G ra n d  C aym an 
Islands. In  1978, M o o re  conveyed S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t’s 
stock  to  th e  In te r-A m erican  D ivision. T h e n , acco rd ing  
to  p ap e rs  in the  E l D o rad o  C o u n ty  re c o rd e r’s office, 
S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t jo in ed  w ith  M o o re  on M arch  1, 
1979, to  c rea te  K anaka V alley Investo rs , L td . p a r tn e r -  
ship. T ru e  to  form , M o o re  p rov ided  on ly  his ex p ertise , 
w hile  S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t gave $100  th o u san d  in 
cap ita l.2

1980 -  Kanaka Valley Associates Limited 
Partnership Formed

cco rd in g  to  public  records, Ju ly  7, 1980, m arked  
th e  fo rm ation  o f  a n o th e r  lim ited  p a r tn e rsh ip —  
K anaka V alley A ssociates— one th a t  succeeded 

a t lea s t th re e  e a rlie r  alliances focused on th e  sam e real 
esta te : K anaka Valley A ssociates, a jo in t  v en tu re , and 
tw o  o th e r  lim ited  p a r tn e rsh ip s  nam ed K anaka Valley 
In v esto rs , L td . and  K anaka Valley A ssociates. Som e 
involved M oore. A ll re lied  on cap ita l supplied  by a series 
o f  investo rs, som e o f  w hom  overlapped  from  one 
e n te rp r ise  to  ano ther.

As a limited partnership, the enterprise had two 
founding partners. One was Kanaka Associates, headed 
by Sacramentan Henry Cavigli. Kanaka Associates gave 
more than $250 thousand to the new enterprise and 
became a limited partner. The other founder was Moore. 
Moore gave no money, but became general partner and, 
among other benefits, got rights to 67.5 percent of 
future profits.

1983 -  Adventists and Catholics Thrown into 
Alliance

n 1983, th e  In te r-A m erican  D iv ision— via S o u th e rn  
E q u ip m e n t— w as officially recogn ized  as an ow ner 
in K anaka V alley A ssociates. By then , th e  p a r tn e r -  

sh ip  had ex is ted  for th re e  years. O n F e b ru a ry  23, official 
p ap ers  c ited  a “techn ical o v e rs ig h t” and  ad ju sted  the  
reco rd  accordingly. A t th e  sam e tim e, th e  p a r tn e rsh ip  
reduced  M o o re ’s fu tu re  p ro fits  by h a lf  and  g ra n te d  
S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t 32.5 p e rc e n t o f  all fu tu re  proceeds.

M eanw hile , a n o th e r  new  m em b er en te re d  the  
p a r tn e rsh ip  a t abou t th e  sam e tim e. A cco rd in g  to  public 
papers, M o o re  tu rn e d  over m o st o f  his rem a in in g  
in te re s t to  T a v e rn e rs  In v es tm en t, L td ., a n o th e r  G ra n d  
C aym an co rp o ra tio n  th a t  held  a $310 th o u san d  do lla r



re o rg an iza tio n  u n d e r its ow n  d irection .
In  th e  sam e m o n th , M o o re ’s p e rso n a l bank - 

ru p tc y  e s ta te  so ld  his re m a in in g  in te re s t in K anaka 
Valley A ssocia tes for $10 th o u san d . T h e  buyer w as 
E lm e r R. M alakoff, an a tto rn e y  connected  w ith  M o o re  
for years  and, acco rd in g  to  one c la im an t, “th e  legal 
b ra in s” beh ind  M o o re ’s “in trica te ly  com plex  legal 
schem es.”5

M eanw hile , th e  In te r-A m erican  D iv is io n ’s 
in te re s t also changed  hands. By 1987, F o lk en b e rg  had 
m oved from  C e n tra l A m erica  and  becom e p re s id e n t o f 
th e  C aro lina  C onference. S ince re tu rn in g  to  th e  U n ited  
S tates, he had  becom e acquain ted  w ith  S h a rin g  In te rn a -  
tional, a T en n essee  n o n p ro fit o rg an iza tio n  crea ted  by a 
g ro u p  o f  A d v en tis ts  to  facilita te  specific m ission  
pro jects. F o lk en b erg  also becam e p re s id e n t o f  th is  
o rg an iza tio n .

W ith  th e  In te r-A m erican  D iv ision  in c reasin g ly  
uncom fo rtab le  d ea lin g  w ith  M oore , F o lk en b e rg  p ro -  
posed  S h a rin g  as an  o rg an iza tio n  th a t  could  d is tan ce  th e  
A d v en tis t chu rch  from  M o o re  and  still e n su re  th a t 
fu tu re  p roceeds from  th e  p ro p e r ty  benefited  th e  In te r -  
A m erican  D iv is io n ’s h ea lth  and  education  p ro g ram s. 
W ith  th is  p o ssib ility  in m ind , th e  d iv ision  y ie lded  its 
in te re s t in th e  K anaka V alley p ro p e r ty  and  in D ecem ber
1987 S h a rin g  In te rn a tio n a l acqu ired  full o w n ersh ip  o f 
stock  in S o u th e rn  E q u ip m en t and  T a v e rn e rs .
N e ith e r  M o o re ’s b an k ru p tc y  reco rd s  n o r  th o se  o f  the  
K anaka V alley A ssociates reveal how  m uch m oney  
changed  han d s o r th e  ev en tu a l fate o f  claim s th a t 
S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t and  T a v e rn e rs  held  ag a in st 
M o o re ’s p e rso n a l b an k ru p tc y  estate .

1988 -  Rejuvenation and a New  
Off-Shore Corporation
u r in g  th e  K a n a k a  V alley  A ssocia tes bank  
ru p tc y  R o b e rt A. D olan , a S an ta  B arbara  
businessm an  linked to  M o o re  th ro u g h  o th e r  

rea l e s ta te  v en tu res , p u rch ased  an in te re s t in th e  p a r t-  
n e rsh ip  from  th e  e s ta te ’s tru s te e . In  A pril 1988, th e  
c o u rt accep ted  a p lan  o f  D o la n ’s to  rev ita lize  K anaka 
Valley A ssociates.

D o lan  reso lved  th e  d isp u te  w ith  N o r th e rn  
E q u itie s  by p u rc h a s in g  its n o te  for $732 th o u san d . T h e n  
he loaned  K anaka Valley A ssociates a n o th e r  $870 
th o u san d  and  paid  m o re  th a n  $150 th o u san d  to  a 
n u m b er o f  u nsecu red  c red ito rs . In  re tu rn , D o lan  becam e 
g e n e ra l p a rtn e r , w ith  o w n ersh ip  in 55.83 p e rc e n t o f  the  
en te rp rise .

D o la n ’s financial so lu tion , how ever, did n o t 
b rin g  com ple te  peace to  th e  p a rtn e rsh ip . M o o re  re -

a llega tion  accused h im  o f  so lic iting  loans and  p ro m is in g  
h ig h  ra te s  o f  r e tu rn  o r  invo lvem en t in special rea l e s ta te  
deals, b u t o f  fa iling  to  h o n o r his com m itm en ts. In 
response, M o o re  ad m itted  inab ility  to  m ee t obligations, 
b u t claim ed to  be sim ply  a v ic tim  o f  bad econom ic 
co nd itions.

M o o re  w as a rra ig n e d  in S a c ram en to ’s m unicipal 
c o u r t in June  1984. H is tr ia l m ade head lines in Sacra- 
m e n to  p a r t ly  because his accusers included  tw o  local 
ju d g e s  and  a re tire d  c rim ina l investiga to r. A ju r y  in the  
c ity ’s su p e rio r  c o u r t conv icted  M o o re  on e ig h t co u n ts  o f 
g ra n d  theft. A fte r an unsuccessfu l appeal, M o o re  s ta r t -  
in g  se rv in g  a fou r-year sen ten ce  in D ecem ber 1989.

1986 -  Kanaka Valley Associates Threatened
o o re ’s p e rso n a l p rob lem s in crim inal and 
b a n k ru p tc y  p ro ceed in g s pa ra lle led  a n o th e r  
crisis  w ith  th e  K anaka Valley A ssociates 

p a r tn e rsh ip  itself. In  1986, th e  N o r th e rn  E qu ities 
Com pany, h o ld e r o f  a $583 th o u san d  n o te  secured  by 
the  K anaka Valley p roperty , a tte m p te d  foreclosure. 
N o r th e rn  E q u itie s  found K anaka Valley A ssociates in 
d efau lt due to  m o re  th a n  $84 th o u sa n d  in te re s t in 
a rrea rs .

T h e  p o ssib ility  o f  fo rec lo su re  th re a te n e d  all four 
o f  K anaka V alley A ssocia tes’ p a rtn e rs . I f  N o r th e rn  
E q u itie s  succeeded, each w ould  lose r ig h ts  to  th e  p ro p - 
erty . M o o re  had  sole a u th o r ity  to  seek p ro tec tio n  u n d e r 
c h a p te r  e leven b a n k ru p tc y  law  as g en e ra l p a rtn e r. I f  
g ra n te d  p erm issio n , he could  w o rk  w ith  o th e r  p a r tn e rs  
to  re o rg a n iz e  u n d e r th e  w atchfu l eye o f  th e  cou rt. 
U nfo rtunate ly , M o o re ’s assets•— in c lu d in g  his half- 
p e rc e n t in te re s t in  K anaka V alley A ssocia tes— already  
re s te d  u n d e r c o n tro l o f  th e  tru s te e  appo in ted  by the  
U.S. B a n k ru p tcy  C o u rt. A cco rd in g  to  N o r th e rn  E q u itie s’ 
law yers, th e  p a r tn e rsh ip  had  ac tua lly  d isso lved  a t the  
b e g in n in g  o f  M o o re ’s p e rso n a l bankrup tcy .

O n  O cto b e r 22, 1986, M o o re  filed p ap e rs  in 
S ac ram en to  for c h a p te r  eleven b a n k ru p tcy  on b eh a lf  o f  
K anaka V alley A ssociates. T h e n , acco rd in g  to  M oore, he 
d iscovered  his ow n  ineligibility . O ne w eek later, S o u th - 
e rn  E q u ip m e n t officer R am on  H. M aury , tre a su re r  o f  
th e  In te r-A m e rica n  D iv ision , had  s im ila r p ap ers  filed in 
th e  sam e co u rt, d esp ite  S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t’s s ta tu s  as 
on ly  a lim ited  p a rtn e r.

1987 -  New Ow ners for Kanaka Valley 
Associates

o th  a tte m p ts  failed. In  M arch  1987, th e  c o u rt 
d ism issed  S o u th e rn  E q u ip m e n t’s p e titio n  and, 
fin d in g  M o o re ’s filing  “questionab le ,” o rd e red
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su b s titu te  lim ited  p a r tn e r  o f  K anaka Valley A ssociates.

r
1990 -  Folkenberg Tries to Reduce Moore's 

Sentence
lonv iction , im p riso n m en t, p e rso n a l bankrup tcy , 
and absence from  th e  official ro s te r  o f  p a r tn e rs  

'd id  n o t p rev en t M o o re  from  k eep ing  in touch.
On March 20, 1990-—three months after Moore 

was sentenced—Folkenberg offered to pay $53 thousand 
for Moore to make restitution. The goal, claimed 
Moore’s attorney, was to reduce Moore’s sentence.

M o o re ’s a tto rn e y  a ttr ib u te d  th e  offer to  K anaka 
Valley A ssocia tes’ cash in fusions and  rea liza tion  by 
F o lk en b erg  th a t the  value o f  S h a rin g  T e n n essee ’s

T;
1989 -  Moore's Imprisonment 

and Further Ownership  
Transfers

|h e  fo r-p ro fit e n tity  th a t cam e 
in to  ex is ten ce  w as also  called 
S h a rin g  In te rn a tio n a l, bu t 

w as re g is te re d  in B arbados to  
p rov ide  ta x  sav ings w hile  o p e ra tin g  
w ith  full d isc lo su re  to  th e  U.S.
In te rn a l R evenue Service. O n N ovem ber 29, 1989— a 
m o n th  before M o o re  s ta r te d  his ja il sen tence— the  
in te re s ts  th a t S o u th e rn  E q u ip m en t and  T a v e rn e rs  held 
in K anaka Valley A ssociates w ere  tra n sfe rre d  to  S h a rin g  
In te rn a tio n a l B arbados, w hich th en  becam e a lim ited  
p a rtn e r.

T ra n s fe rs  back and  fo rth  betw een  S h a rin g  
In te rn a tio n a l T en n essee  and  S h a rin g  In te rn a tio n a l 
B arbados o ccu rred  several tim es over th e  n e x t few years 
in a series o f  com plicated  and  con fusing  tran sac tio n s. 
T w o  and a h a lf  yea rs  later, on  M ay 25, 1992, the  in te r-  
e s t o f  S h a rin g  B arbados re v e rte d  to  S h a rin g  In te rn a -  
tional. T h e n , on S ep tem b er 19, 1993, it re tu rn e d  to  
S h a rin g  B arbados, and  S h a rin g  In te rn a tio n a l becam e a

m ained  in te re s te d  in th e  p ro jec t, even 
th o u g h  he had  a lready  conveyed m ost 
o f  his o w n ersh ip  to  S o u th e rn  E qu ip - 
m e n t and  T a v e rn e rs  and had recen tly  
sold th e  re m a in d e r to  M alakoff. In 
1988— in th e  m id st o f  M o o re ’s 
appeal on  conv iction  for g ra n d  
th e ft— he becam e a C atholic  and 
su g g e ste d  th a t S h a rin g  In te rn a tio n a l 
fund C atho lic  charities.

As an A d v e n tis t-re la ted  
entity , S h a rin g  balked, c itin g  tra d i-  
tiona l A d v e n tis t view s re g a rd in g  the  
end  o f  tim e. S h a rin g  refused to  have 
a d irec t re la tio n sh ip  w ith  C atholic  
en te rp rise s , b u t it ex p ressed  w illing - 
ness to  “co m prom ise” by d iv id in g  its 
in te re s t in th e  K anaka Valley A ssoci- 
ates w ith  M oore. A cco rd in g  to  legal 
counsel co n su lted  by S haring , th is 
sp lit cou ld  best be accom plished  by 
convey ing  its in te re s t in K anaka 
Valley A ssociates to  a se p a ra te  for- 
p ro fit e n tity  w hich w ould  th en  issue 
stock  bo th  to  S h a rin g  In te rn a tio n a l 
and  to  a C atho lic  ch a rity  o f  M o o re ’s 
d es ig n a tio n .



Barbados yielded its interest in the partnership to 
Kanaka Valley Associates. For its part, the corporation 
got two “nonrecourse secured promissory notes” of $2 
million and $6 million, payable from eventual proceeds.

In return for $276 thousand, Moore agreed with 
Dolan not to “interfere with, oppose, adversely affect, 
inhibit, impede or influence the development and sale of 
the KVA property.”8 Later, Dolan also claimed that 
Moore and Sharing Barbados incurred obligations to pay 
him $900 thousand. But Dolan’s claim remain unsatis- 
fled.

1994 -  Dolan Enters Bankruptcy

W hile waiting for the $900 thousand, Dolan 
paid Moore and Malakoff $210 thousand as 
part of the agreement and made a commit- 

ment to repay a loan of $256 thousand from Wells 
Fargo Bank. According to Dolan, he was starving for 
cash by February. Creditors clamored for payment, but 
still there was no sign of the $900 thousand. On the 
twenty-third of February, Moore, Malakoff, and one of 
Malakoff’s other business associates filed a petition to 
force Dolan into bankruptcy, but neglected to serve him 
with papers. The result, claimed Dolan, was to ruin his 
credit and put him “into a limbo position.”

“It was Moore’s intention,” asserted Dolan, 
“through one or another of the entities he represents, to 
buy from QDolan’sJ Chapter 7 estate his interest in the 
Kanaka Valley development, thus restoring Moore to 
the ownership rights he enjoyed in Kanaka prior to his 
own bankruptcy. . . .”9

Dolan petitioned for voluntary bankruptcy and, 
in June, the court converted the case to chapter eleven 
proceedings.

w!1996 -  Moore Reasserts Claims
idle trying to resolve the outstanding debts 
of Dolan’s estate, trustee decided that a 
major obstacle was the 1993 agreement and 

its related “promissory notes.” According to Dolan’s 
estate, it seriously considered filing a complaint against 
Moore, “the Adventist-related parties,” and “certain 
others” for “breach of contract, conversion, negligent 
representation, fraud, restitution, recession, and an 
accounting, seeking damages, punitive damages, and 
injunctive relief.” It also considered joining a similar 
suit filed by Huston Environmental Systems against 
Moore and his associates, including Folkenberg.10

Threatened by legal action, Moore’s Adventist 
associates denied responsibility for any wrongdoing and 
decided to cut their ties with the Kanaka Valley project.

interest in the enterprise far exceeded the liability of 
$250 thousand that the court had recently imposed on 
Southern Equipment and Taverners for gaining posses- 
sion through “preferences and fraudulent conveyances.” 
Folkenberg’s gesture evidently failed, but his connection 
with Moore continued.6

In July, Folkenberg was elected president of the 
General Conference and he moved from the Carolinas to 
Maryland. Meanwhile, Canadian architect and developer 
Peter Wardle joined the Kanaka Valley Associates 
partnership in 1990 with $2 million, which the partner- 
ship accepted as a loan.

1992 -  Moore Leaves Prison and Makes
Ownership Claims

’s loan generated further turmoil for 
vanaka Valley partnership. Then, addi- 
;1 complexities arose after Moore’s 

release from prison in 1992.
“In 1992,” Wardle recalled in a 1995 deposition,

“ I received a telephone call from Mr. Moore telling me 
that he was a ‘partner’ in the project and demanded he 
receive his share of the loan proceeds. . . .  I had never 
heard of Mr. Moore. . . .  I came to learn that Mr. Moore 
had recently been released from jail and claimed to hold 
the interest which had been described to me as the 
Sharing International interest. . . . He visited the neigh- 
boring properties and told them he was an owner and 
that I was merely an architect.” Wardled continued: 
“Since he had a very bad reputation with the city council 
(I understood it had been discovered he had previously 
bribed a County official) his mere association with the 
project jeopardized its viability.”7

1993 -  A Deceptive Return to Tranquility
onfusion spread as complexities grew. By 1993, 
Wardle had loaned $739 thousand to Sharing 
Barbados for reasons unstated in bankruptcy 

records. Meanwhile, John and Virginia Markle, two of 
Dolan’s business associates, chipped in another $161 
thousand for the partnership.

According to Dolan, he personally was entitled 
to at least some of Wardle’s original $2 million loan. 
Sharing Barbados disagreed, however, and accused 
Dolan of theft. Wardle concurred, as did Malakoff. 
Eventually, Placer Title Co., Kanaka Valley Associates, 
each of its partners, and Dolan’s attorneys all figured in 
a series of disputes and lawsuits.

On October 1, 1993, the Kanaka Valley Associ- 
ates partners signed a complicated agreement to settle 
the dispute. In one dimension of the agreement Sharing



Moore considered injury generated by the Sharing 
Agreement. Moore was known to call Folkenberg 
several times a week with demands for remedial action 
and at one point even suggested a joint telecommunica- 
tions venture from which the Adventist Disaster Relief 
Association (ADRA) and Moore would both supposedly 
reap financial benefits. According to an informed source, 
the proposal was actually made to ADRA; however, 
ADRA declined.

Moore persisted and threatened to bring litiga- 
tion against all parties, including the Seventh-day 
Adventist Church and all others involved with Sharing 
International Tennessee or Barbados. The possibility of 
an organization related to the Roman Catholic Church 
filing a complaint against the Seventh-day Adventist 
Church terrified Folkenberg. To placate Moore, 
Folkenberg gave him money from his personal savings, 
putting himself close to bankruptcy. When those 
measures failed to satisfy Moore, Folkenberg spoke to 
five personal friends, who were also major contributors 
to the Adventist Church, explaining the situation with 
the Kanaka Valley, the Settlement Agreement, and 
potential consequences for the church. Folkenberg’s 
friends agreed to help, but Moore still remained unsatis- 
fied.

I
1998 -  Moore Files Suit Against Folkenberg 

and Others
1998, three partners remained with Kanaka Valley 

Associates. Records from the bankruptcy records of 
Dolan afford glimpses of a man thoroughly shaken: 

embattled, nearly impoverished, faced with a disinte- 
grating marriage. John and Virginia Markle, the other 
remaining partners, come across as distant benefactors 
who somehow managed to weather the ordeal.

Wardle was out of the picture. Altogether, he 
invested about $7 million of his own money. Sometime 
during the early 1990s Wardle’s Kanaka Ranch, another 
limited partnership, absorbed Kanaka Valley Associates 
in an arrangement that split ownership fifty-fifty 
between the two enterprises but evidently left each 
party pretty much on its own. Then, according to 
Dolan, Wardle “apparently lost interest,” neglected his 
duties as general partner, and withdrew under condi- 
tions not fully revealed in the bankruptcy records.

According to the evidence, both Sharings had 
yielded their interests by 1998.

As for Moore, however, he refused to give up.
On August 21, 1998, Moore filed a complaint in 

Sacramento Superior Court against Kanaka Valley 
Associates, Folkenberg, Carson, Sharing International,

In August 1996, South Carolina accountant Ben 
Kochenower signed a confidential agreement in behalf 
of both Sharing organizations that yielded financial 
interest in the partnership to Dolan’s bankruptcy estate. 
In return, Dolan and the estate released both Sharings, 
Folkenberg, the General Conference, the Latin American 
Division, and all other Adventist-related organizations 
from any associated legal claims. The agreement also 
repudiated the October 1993 compact—including $8 
million in “nonrecourse secured promissory notes”—as 
it related to those parties.

The Sharing Agreement won the court’s ap- 
proval. But validation threatened whatever interest 
Moore claimed to have in the project and he challenged 
the agreement in court. According to Moore, 
Kochenower lacked authority to sign for Sharing Barba- 
dos. Indeed, claimed Moore, a Catholic charitable 
foundation named Vicariatus Urbis owned most of 
Sharing Barbados, and the only person authorized to 
sign for Sharing Barbados was one Mary Ellen Bourque.

To Dolan, at least, the very existence of 
Vicariatus Urbis could be questioned. Still, Moore 
persisted. First, he pressured General Conference 
attorney Walter Carson, another official connected with 
both Sharings, to clarify matters. Carson wrote a letter 
to Dolan’s bankruptcy estate that hinted at the coming 
clash between Moore and his Adventist associates. “Last 
week,” the letter began, “apparently in response to a 
motion filed by your [firm] with the Bankruptcy Court 
to approve the Settlement Agreement, 1 was contacted 
by James Moore. He did so in his capacity as a ‘director, 
vice chairman, and agent of an organization owning 85 
percent of the stock of Sharing Barbados.’ In that 
capacity he asserted an interest in 85 percent of the 
Kanaka Valley notes referenced in the October, 1993 
Agreement. Moore, drawing conclusions from the 
motion, not having seen the Settlement Agreement, 
promised certain consequences if I failed to bring this 
information to your attention; and the attention of the 
Bankruptcy Court.”11

Carson’s letter then outlined his understanding 
of the Sharing Barbados structure. “I trust this attempt 
at clarification will not otherwise affect our good faith 
efforts to resolve the matter,” he concluded. “I want 
nothing further to do with Kanaka Valley and have 
executed the Settlement Agreement accordingly.” The 
letter, written on plain paper and using Carson’s home 
address, was dispatched from the General Conference 
General Counsel fax machine.12

Moore’s efforts in court failed. Rebuffed, he 
turned to Folkenberg himself for relief from what



1999 -  Crisis at the General Conference
oore’s complaint found several targets. On 
an administrative level, it captured the 
attention of General Conference officials 

and triggered an administrative crisis unprecedented 
in the history of the denomination. A special Ad Hoc 
Group was appointed by the General Conference 
Administrative Committee to review Moore’s com- 
plaint and surrounding events. The Ad Hoc Group 
found issues raised in the complaint serious enough to 
warrant a meeting of the General Conference Execu- 
tive Committee. With over two hundred members 
from around the world, the Executive Committee is 
the body empowered to act on behalf of the General 
Conference between regular General Conference 
sessions.

Folkenberg resigned before the Executive 
Committee met on March 1. Then, after the resigna- 
tion, just before the Executive Committee convened, 
Moore announced that he was dismissing the suit with 
prejudice.

On March 16, the church made the following 
announcement:

“The Seventh-day Adventist Church learned 
officially on Friday, March 12, that a lawsuit against 
the church has been dismissed with prejudice in 
Sacramento Superior Court in California.

“A lawsuit dismissed ‘with prejudice’ means that 
the facts alleged in the suit cannot be filed again by 
James E. Moore, a business entrepreneur from Sacra- 
mento, California. . . .

“Church attorneys have asked about the settle- 
ment terms that led to the suit being dismissed. They 
have been told that the church will not receive any 
information because of a confidentially clause in the 
settlement. The church opposed payment of any money 
to the plaintiff and opposed the inclusion of a confiden- 
tiality clause in any settlement.

“Adventist Risk Management, Inc. (which assists 
the Seventh-day Adventist Church with its insurance 
needs) also had no role in the settlement of the lawsuit. 
ARM officials said that they purchased a policy from 
Chubb Insurance covering directors and officers liability 
on behalf of the church. ‘Because this policy is with an 
independent company, we have no claim settlement 
authority in this matter,’ said Paula Webber, the Adven- 
tist Risk Management spokesperson. . . .

“We are grateful that Mr. Moore has dropped 
the lawsuit against the church, a suit we have always 
characterized as frivolous and without merit,’ said

the General Conference Corporation, the Inter-Ameri- 
can Division, Ben Kochenowner, and others. In part, 
Moore requested $8 million in damages. The defendants 
were not served with papers until December.

Moore claimed that he owned an interest in 
Kanaka Valley Associates in May 1993. According to 
Moore, he and the defendants agreed in that month to 
exchange his rights for two promissory notes totaling 
$8 million. These, Moore asserted, were to be given to 
Sharing Barbados, which would then yield fifteen 
percent of its stock to Sharing Tennessee and eighty- 
five percent to Vicariatus Urbis.

In Moore’s view, the defendants violated the 
agreement by failing to issue shares to Vicariatus Urbis. 
Furthermore, late in 1996 they allegedly gave all of 
their interest in the promissory notes to Dolan’s bank- 
ruptcy estate. Additional grievances supposedly arose 
when the defendants concealed these developments from 
Moore.

According to Moore, the defendants’ actions 
were “fraudulent and intentional, and taken with the 
knowledge that plaintiff' would be damaged.”13
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Reviewing the Process
A SPECTRUM Interview with Niels-Erik Andreasen

February 11, 1999

Who brought this lawsuit against Folkenberg to the Admin- 
istrative Committee’s attention?

I d o n ’t know  specifically. I heard  it w as som e officers 
th a t f irs t heard  and  took  it to  th e  re s t o f  th e  officers, so g ro u p s  
o f  officers becam e aw are.

Why did ADCOM create the Ad Hoc Group?
Som eone exp la ined  to  m e th a t th ey  w an ted  to  have a 

rev iew  done by a g ro u p  th a t w as n o t exclusively  in th e  G en e ra l 
C onference, th a t rep re se n te d  a b ro ad e r se g m e n t o f  th e  church , 
in c lu d in g  som e in te rn a tio n a l people to  g e t a little  d istance  
betw een  th o se  w ritin g  th e  p ap e r and rece iv ing  it.

Who picked the group members?
A D C O M  did it th ro u g h  a vote. T h a t  vo te  included  a 

fo u r-p a rt a ss ig n m e n t for th e  co m m ittee  and th e  m em b ersh ip  
thereof, and th e  tim e fram e in w hich it had  to  w ork . T h e  ass ig n - 
m e n t w as to:

• receive and  evaluate  in fo rm ation  re la tin g  to  issues th a t 
have com e to  lig h t as a re su lt o f  a llega tions m ade 
ag a in st R o b e rt S. F o lk en b e rg  by Jam es M o o re
• to  iden tify  p e r tin e n t issues th a t p o te n tia lly  affect th e  
w orld  church
• d e te rm in e  if  th e  issues a re  o f  such a n a tu re  as to  
w a rra n t fu r th e r  co n sid era tio n  a n d /o r  action
• p rep a re  a re p o r t  w ith  any  a p p ro p ria te  recom m enda- 
tions

Given that the lawsuit deals with financial issues, why were 
not more CPA’s included on the Ad Hoc Group?

I d o n ’t know. I did n o t have a n y th in g  to  do w ith  th e  
selection . I w as to ld , th o u g h , th a t every  m em ber o f  th e  co m m it- 
tee is also  a m em ber o f  th e  G e n e ra l C onference E x ecu tive  
C om m ittee . T h e y  w an ted  th a t connection  deliberately.

Do you think Executive Committee members were used 
because that is the committee that actually has to take 
action?

I t w as m ade v e ry  c lear in several s ta te m e n ts  th a t o u r

Editor's Note
hen the General Conference 
officers were informed 
the lawsuit by James E. 

Moore against President Robert S. 
Folkenberg; the General Conference 
Corporation, the Inter-American Divi- 
sion, and legal counsel JValter Carson 
(among others), two actions were taken: 
outside legal counsel was retained and an 
ad hoc group was created. Niels-Erik 
Andreasen, president o f Andrews Uni- 
versity, was selected to chair the group. 
After the group completed its work, and 
Elder Folkenberg had resigned, Spec- 
trum  talked with Andreasen about the 
process in which his group had been 
involved. Note that the following inter- 
view refers to three different committees:

• The Administrative Committee (ADCOM):
The working committee of officers at the General 
Conference

• The Ad Hoc Group: The special committee 
created by ADCOM to review information about 
the lawsuit and make recommendations back to 
ADCOM on related issues

• The Executive Committee: The worldwide 
committee of the General Conference empowered to 
act for the General Conference between the five- 
year official sessions of the General Conference



It seemed that they moved pretty quickly.
And I am pleased they did. I think the news has 

been that in least this case the General Conference did 
move quickly on solving a difficult problem. I would say 
the brethren are to be congratulated on not letting this 
simmer for a long time to the hurt of many people.

What did that mean to you when they said you 
weren’t supposed to look at the office, just the 
issues, did that make you set up the meeting differ- 
ently?

Well, that could have been. I never thought 
about how I would have set it up if they had said “look 

at the office.” But it was clear to 
me from the very beginning what 
my policy should be given that 
our committee had no constitu- 
tional authority. Fact-finding was 
our responsibility to ADCOM. 
Knowing that, it was also clear to 
me that we should not focus our 
attention on the office of the 
president. It was simply not our 
assignment. We should stay clear 
of it to avoid any kind of misun- 
derstanding by people about the 
policies of the General Confer- 
ence and how they would work. 
Our committee is not anywhere 

in the policy book. It was just set up to assist ADCOM 
in getting an assessment of the seriousness of these 
issues. And the committee truly did not ever talk about 
the office of the General Conference president. That 
language did not come up. Now I think that everyone 
knew that our assessment of the seriousness of the 
issues would, after two or three links in the process, of 
course, impact the presidency. It was in people’s minds, I 
am sure, but it was never expressed. I think that helped 
the committee to focus precisely on the terms of refer- 
ence it was given. It preserved a certain decorum. There 
was no conversation ever about the suitability of the 
General Conference president for office or whether he 
should be there or shouldn’t be there or what should 
happen to him. It was not discussed. That helped to keep 
the committee focused and not get wandering all over 
the field making ad hoc editorials about things. I think it 
was the best way, as it turned out.

What did you ask for?
I asked that both written and verbal information 

be provided. I asked for the committee to be able to do

committee had no responsibility concerning the presi- 
dency, to determine what action should be taken. That is 
the prerogative of the General Conference Executive 
Committee. The committee I chaired was assigned only 
to look at issues and recommend on the seriousness of 
them. But I think that certain members felt that having 
General Conference Executive Committee members 
would create a connection between the committee 
making recommendations to ADCOM and the commit- 
tee which might then be acting on the recommendation. 
But the link between the two would be ADCOM which 
had to turn the recommendation into an action vis-a-vis 
calling the General Conference Executive Committee.

T h e  co m m ittee  I chaired  
w as to  r e p o r t  to  A D C O M , n o t on 
th e  office, b u t on  th e  seriousness 
o f  th e  issues. A nd  th a t recom m en- 
da tion  w ould  th e n  be taken  up by 
A D C O M  to  be dea lt w ith  it as it 
p leased. A s it tu rn e d  ou t,
ADCOM turned the recommenda- 
tion of our special committee into 
an action that led to the calling of 
the General Conference Executive 
Committee on March 1. Now I 
had to leave ADCOM before that 
happened because of the flight I 
had to take to California, so I left 
right during that process. But I 
was informed subsequently that this is exactly what 
happened later in the evening on the 27th of January.

Who named you chair?
I d o n ’t  know. I w as ju s t  asked a fte r th e  nom in a- 

tion  by A D C O M , and  I d id n ’t  ask. I’m  n o t a cu rious 
p e rso n .

Did you argue? Did you say, “No, I don’t want to do 
this?”

Well, the person with whom I have an actual 
relationship in Washington, the board chair of Andrews 
University, contacted me. Whenever I talk to people I 
always go through him, because that’s protocol. He’s the 
one who called me. I was surprised and very hesitant 
about it. But I saw that maybe that was the right thing 
to do, precisely because it might help ADCOM to have 
some group that was somewhat removed from the hot 
house of the General Conference look at the issues that 
are being discussed, I am sure, in the meetings and 
hallways for a number of days and perhaps even some 
weeks.



follow ed by one and  h a lf-h o u rs  o r  so o f  p re se n ta tio n  by 
E ld e r F o lk en b e rg ’s legal team , follow ed by tw o  o r tw o 
and  ha lf-hou rs o f  clarification . So th e  to ta l am o u n t o f  
tim e for each o f  th ese  tw o  se ts  o f  ac tiv ities w as app rox i- 
m ately  th e  sam e. T h a t  w as all laid o u t in th a t in itia l 
d iscussion  w hich, I d o n ’t th ink , w as tw o  hours. W e had  a 
devotion  and  c e rta in  p re lim in a ry  p ro ceed in g s and 
in tro d u c tio n s  and  so on.

How would you describe the atmosphere of the 
meeting? Was it like a committee or a court pro- 
ceeding?

It evolved like a com m ittee . W e needed  to  be 
very  focused to  m ake su re  we fulfilled o w en t a round  
the  tab le  ask in g  fo r issues th a t had  em erged . O n one 
level, w e w ere  try in g  to  u n d e rs ta n d  specific even ts  in a 
lo n g -te rm  re la tio n sh ip  and  the  s tream s o f  re la tio n sh ip s 
flow ing  o u t from  the  one. T w o, w e w ere  ana lyz ing  
specific re la tionsh ips. T h ird , w e needed  to  tu r n  these  
o b serv a tio n s in to  analyses o f  th e  issues th a t arose—  
such as conflict o f  in te re s t and  business invo lvem en t o f 
the  chu rch  w ith  n o n ch u rch  en tities. So w e w ere  th e re  to  
d istill issues, and th e re  w ere  re la tio n sh ip  concerns. T h a t  
w as q u ite  a lot. W e m ade ru b ric s  o f  th e  in fo rm ation . 
F ro m  these  w e iso la ted  issues:

• conflict o f  in te re s t
• m isuse  o f  office
• re la tio n sh ip s w ith  co lleagues
• p o ten tia l dam age to  th e  w orldw ide  chu rch
U n d er each one o f  th ese  issues w e n o ted  a

n u m b er o f  specifics. O n som e, th e re  w ere  ju s t  a couple 
o f  po in ts and on o th e rs  as m any  as fou r o r five poin ts. 
W e talked abou t th e  p o ten tia l im pact on  confidence in 
chu rch  leadersh ip . M o st o f  w h a t w e talked  ab o u t w as 
n o t in th e  law su it, b u t in ev idence th a t show ed up. A s we 
w en t over th e  even ts it seem ed like th e  m iss in g  in g re d i-  
e n t w as an in te rco lleg ia l re la tio n sh ip  w ith  o th e r  leaders. 
You w ould  ex p ec t th a t w hen  q u estio n s abou t business 
dea lings cam e up th a t counsel w ould  be so u g h t from  
o thers , b u t it w as no t. T h e  b ig  lesson  from  th is is n o t to  
go  it alone. T h e  sam e is tru e  o f  th eo lo g ian s w ho  w a n t to  
do th eo lo g y  alone.

Did you listen to the tapes mentioned in some news 
reports that James Moore made of his conversations 
with Elder Folkenberg?

No. I declined  rece iv ing  o r h e a rin g  th e  tapes, 
because th e ir  leg a lity  w as u n d e r question . T h e y  w ere  
offered to  m e to  be played for th e  co m m ittee  and  th en  
destroyed . I declined.

its  w ork  w ith o u t any  o th e r  people p resen t. T h e re  w ere a 
lo t o f  peop le  w ho  w an ted  to  be th e re  lis te n in g  and  to  
m ake speeches and so on. I asked for none o f  th a t to  
happen . I w an ted  on ly  s ta te m e n ts  by th e  G en era l 
C onference legal counsel and by E ld e r  F o lk en b erg  and 
his legal team  to  help hold  us to  th e  issues, and th en  the  
o p p o rtu n ity  to  call th em  back for clarification . P lus 
peace and  qu iet, and  w e g o t all o f  tha t. A nd a few 
techn ica l too ls to  keep track  o f  o u r th o u g h ts .

Such as?
N o th in g  m echanical. Ju s t th in g s  to  w rite  on  for 

everyone  to  see— flip c h a rts— because we w ere  d ea ling  
w ith  m asses o f  m ateria l. A nd on th e  second day it w as 
rea lly  d ifficult to  t r y  to  pu ll all th a t to g e th e r  in to  
so m e th in g  th a t w e could w o rk  w ith . So w e did w ork  on 
th a t. A nd  th en  b roke in to  team s to  t r y  to  g e t a h and le  on 
it.

What record was made of the meeting?
W e had  a se c re ta ry  w ho  reco rded  actions. B ut 

w e did n o t take s ta te m e n ts  m ade by p re se n te rs  and 
co m m ittee  m em bers. I w as asked if I w an ted  a c o u rt 
re p o r te r  and I said, “No, I d id n ’t th in k  so.” I d o n ’t know  
w h e th e r  I w as r ig h t  o r w ro n g  abou t tha t. Som ebody 
th o u g h t th is  m e e tin g  w as so h isto ric , we shou ld  reco rd  
ev ery th in g . I th o u g h t p robab ly  not. B ut I m ay have been 
w ro n g  on th a t. I d o n ’t know. I had one day to  th in k  
ab o u t it. I m ade a qu ick  decision. I t w as v e ry  im p o rta n t 
to  m e to  achieve tw o  goals in a case like th is  w here  a 
ch u rch  office w as a t stake:

1. G e t a t th e  facts and  g e t an a d ju s tm e n t on 
th o se  in an open and  free-flow ing  session  w here  
n obody’s op in ion  w as d ism issed.

2. As m uch  as possib le p ro te c t th e  ind iv iduals 
w ho  w ere  stu ck  in th is  m ess. T h e re  w as no need to  stick  
so m e th in g  on th em  for the  re s t o f  th e ir  lives. T h e  
find ings w ould  s tan d  by them selves.

One of the reports from the General Conference 
mentioned that at the beginning of the meetings the 
process was discussed for two hours. What was the 
discussion?

W ell, th e  d iscussion  w as on how  we w ould  do 
th e  w ork. W h o  w ould  speak to  us and w hen. T h e re  w as 
a b it o f  ten sio n  before th e  m e e tin g  began, because som e 
people th o u g h t th a t th ey  w an ted  speeches and so on. W e 
finally, a fte r som e discussion , cam e dow n to  a w o rk in g  
so lu tio n  and  th is  w as ag reed  to  by all. T h a t  is, one h o u r 
o f  p re se n ta tio n  by G en e ra l C onference legal counsel and 
th e n  th re e  o r four h o u rs  o f  d iscussion. T h e n  a break,



How were votes taken?
T h e re  w ere  tw o  vo tes taken. T h e  f irs t vo te  w as 

th e  m o st im p o rta n t and  it w as done by sec re t ballo t. T h e  
q u estio n  w as p u t to  th e  com m ittee: “A re  th ese  issues o f  
such im p o rtan ce  th a t th ey  need to  be g iven  to  A D C O M  
for co n sid era tio n ?” W e knew  w e could  n o t g e t th e  ex ac t 
w o rd in g  in th a t ballo t. B ut w e had  to  know. D id  th ey  
th in k  th is  w as flu ff o r  real? T h e  vo te  w as n o t u nan i- 
m ous, b u t it w as an o v erw h e lm in g  “yes” to  th e  question . 
O n th e  final reco m m en d a tio n  w e took  a voice vo te  and  it 
w as unanim ous.

T h e re  w as d isa g re e m e n t over how  th e  chu rch  
shou ld  resp o n d  to  this. B ut th a t  w as n o t o u r job. T h e re  
w as n ever any  d o u b t abou t o u r recom m endation . T h e  
sec re t b a llo t w as v e ry  clear.

Was Elder Folkenberg there for the vote?
N o he w as not.

Who told him of the committee vote?
E ld e r H u m b e rto  R asi and  I m e t w ith  him .

What are your reflections on the process?
I w ould  say th a t it w as n o t a p leasan t a ss ig n - 

m en t. E v ery o n e  th e re  had a p e rso n a l re la tio n sh ip  w ith  
E ld e r  F o lkenberg . Yet w e w en t ahead  and  did  w h a t w as 
asked o f  us. A s for E ld e r  F o lkenberg , I w ou ld  say th a t 
we need to  love h im  m ore  n o t less a fte r all o f  this.

In conclusion , w hen  I w as a y o u n g  th eo lo g ian  I 
th o u g h t th e  chu rch  really  needed  to  le a rn  som e th in g s—  
probab ly  w ith  good  reason . N ow adays I see th e  chu rch  
n o t as a pow erfu l m ono lith , b u t as vu lnerab le . I see m y 
ro le  as b e in g  supportive . I t r y  to  build  it up and n o t te a r  
it dow n. I t  is n o t th is  b ig  th in g  th a t w e need  to  beat on 
it. I really  care  abou t th e  church . I d o n ’t  w a n t to  be 
n e u tra l abou t it. I w an t to  help  build up th e  c o m m u n ity  
o f  fa ith .

Special Ad Hoc Group Members
N ie ls-E rik  A ndreasen , cha irm an , M au rice  T. B attle, 
M a tth ew  A. Bediako, Selm a Chaij, Low ell C. C ooper, 
L au rie  E vans, W illiam  G. Johnsson , H aro ld  J. Lance, 
R uben M atiko, R uy N agel, R u th  E. P arish , Jere  Patzer, 
Juan  R. P resto l, H u m b e rto  H. Rasi, R ick R em m ers, 
C alvin  B. Rock, V irg in ia  Sm ith , M ax  T rev in o , B ertil 
W ik lander, and R o b e rt W  N ixon , legal counsel.

Was the legal presentation all about Folkenberg? 
What about Carson? What about the General Con- 
ference Corporation?

T h e re  w as no  co n v ersa tio n  abou t C arson . T h e re  
w as no  G en e ra l C onference involvem ent. In te r-A m erican  
D iv ision  invo lvem en t— a little , b u t th e  G en e ra l C onfer- 
ence had no involvem ent.

Were Folkenberg and Carson present? Did they 
address the committee?

E ld e r F o lk en b e rg  w as p re sen t. H e had  tw o 
law yers w ith  him . H e spoke freely  and  easily  to  the  
com m ittee . H e also ag reed  to  th e  procedures. C arso n  w as 
on ly  th e re  for th e  devotion.

What materials were shared with the committee?
Was there a written report?

T h e re  w ere  several v e ry  b ig  vo lum es o f  docu- 
m en ts  th a t w ere  sum m arized  in  a re p o r t  by P h il 
H iro sh im a , th e  counsel re ta in ed  by the  G e n e ra l C onfer- 
ence. I t  to ld  w ho  th e  m ain  c h a ra c te rs  w ere, etc. T h e n  
E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg  and  his law yers used an  overhead  
p ro je c to r  and  had handou ts.

Who drafted the committee’s report to ADCOM?
T h e  co m m ittee  broke up in to  g ro u p s  to  p u t 

to g e th e r  th e  re p o rt. I t  had  four p a r ts  w hen  it w as p re - 
sen ted  to  A D C O M :

• Process— I spoke to  th a t  topic
• Orientation to the story— th a t w as h and led  by
Bob N ixon  from  th e  G e n e ra l C onference’s
g e n e ra l counsel office
• Issues that had arisen— th a t w as d ra fted  by a
su b g ro u p
• Recommendations— a n o th e r su b g ro u p
T h e  f irs t tw o  p a r ts  w ere  n o t w ritte n . N ixon  tried  

to  p ick key issues to  p re se n t in fo rty -five  m inutes. T h e  
th ird  p a r t  w as v e ry  sh o r t— a lis t o f  issues w ith  bu lle ts  
and  th e n  th e  recom m endation .

T h e  issues cam e up as people looked a t the  
m a te ria ls  and  d iscussed  them . W e asked th e  question : 
how  do w e e x p ec t an officer o f  th e  chu rch  to  co n d u c t his 
office? People began  ta lk in g  ab o u t th e  necessity  o f 
co lleg ia l decision  m ak ing , th e  d ig n ity  and  confidence 
re q u ire d  by an  office. I t  w as sim ilar to  w hen  w e held  a 
w o rk sh o p  on  th e  A n d rew s U n iv e rs ity  cam pus co n c e rn in g  
conflict o f  in te re s t. T h e  g ro u p  d iscovered  th in g s  th a t 
th e y  had  n o t h and led  before. W e d iscussed  how  com m on 
sense  m o re  th an  policy w as used. W e shared  feelings o f  
how  th in g s  o u g h t to  be.



Documenting the General Conference Process of Evaluation
he lawsuit by James E. Moore against Robert S. Folkenberg, Walter Carson, the General Conference 
Corporation, the Inter-American Division, and others prompted the General Conference Administrative 
Committee (ADCOM) to create an Ad Hoc Group to investigate the matter. The specific assignment was 

“(1) to receive and evaluate information relating to issues that have come to light as a result of allegations made 
against Robert S. Folkenberg by James Moore; (2) to identify pertinent issues that potentially affect the world 
church; (3) determine if the issues are of such a nature as to warrant further consideration and/or action; (4) 
prepare a report with any appropriate recommendations,” according to Adventist News Network.

In a January 27, 1999 news release, ANN reported the vote by ADCOM to hold an Executive Committee 
meeting came after the Ad Hoc Group summarized the issues. “The group said that the matters that emerged reveal 
a pattern of widespread personal activities of the president which give rise to concerns. The ethical concerns 
included conflicts of interest, inappropriate business associations, and misuse of the office of the presidency for 
business advantages. The group also expressed concern about the potential impact on the world Church as well as 
the president’s reluctance to accept the advice of colleagues.”

T h e  new s re lease  also con ta ined  th e  te x t  o f  th e  Ad H oc G ro u p ’s R eport:

Text of the Report of the Special Ad Hoc Group
“T h e  co m m ittee  recogn izes and  affirm s th e  v isionary, en e rg e tic  and m ission-focused  lead ersh ip  w hich E ld e r 

F o lk en b e rg  has g iven  to  th e  w orld -w ide  S even th -day  A d v en tis t C hurch  since 1990. M an y  and  varied  aspects o f  
ch u rch  life and  ac tiv ity  have received a new  sense o f  in sp ira tio n  and  p u rp o se  th ro u g h  in itia tives he has in troduced . 
H is infectious en th u sia sm  and tire less  trav e l have endeared  h im  to  chu rch  m em b ers  a ro u n d  th e  w orld .

“W ith  deep  re g re t  th e  co m m ittee  acknow ledges th a t recen t issues have surfaced  and ra ise  co n ce rn s  in connec- 
tion  w ith  E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg ’s p e rso n a l business activ ities and th e  office o f  th e  presidency. T h e  n a tu re  and  g ra v ity  o f  
th ese  issues and th e ir  cum ula tive  effect is such as to  e rode  confidence in th e  functions o f  th e  p re s id e n t and  to  
in tro d u c e  d o u b ts  ab o u t lead ersh ip  in teg rity .

“W h ereas , th e  S even th -day  A d v en tis t C hurch , from  its earlies days, has been firm ly  co m m itted  to  th e  h ig h es t 
s ta n d a rd s  of e th ica l co n d u c t for its  leaders and subscribes to  lead ersh ip  p rinc ip les as se t fo rth  in S crip tu re , the  
S p irit of P rophecy, th e  C hurch  M anual, the  M in is te rs  M an u a l and th e  G en e ra l C onference W o rk in g  Policy, and;

“W h ereas , th e  C hurch  is th e  ob ject o f  G o d ’s sup rem e re g a rd  and  its leaders a t all levels a re  called to  serve  and 
p ro te c t th e  b est in te re s ts  o f  th e  church , and;

“W h ereas , issues p rev iously  identified  in th is  re p o r t se riously  im pact th e  good  nam e o f  th e  chu rch  and  d im in- 
ish m em b ers  confidence in th e  c red ib ility  and in te g r ity  o f  th e  office o f  th e  p re s id en t, and;

“W h ereas , in the  view  o f  th is  com m ittee , th e  m a g n itu d e  o f  th ese  issues calls in to  q u es tio n  E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg ’s 
ab ility  to  p rov ide  co n tin u ed  effective leadersh ip  as G en e ra l C onference p res id en t, and;

“W h ereas , acco rd in g  to  th e  G en e ra l C onference C o n s titu tio n  and Bylaws, the  G e n e ra l C onference E x ecu tiv e  
C o m m ittee  is th e  on ly  body  w hich, betw een  G en e ra l C onference sessions, can deal w ith  decisions affecting  G en e ra l 
C onference elected  leadersh ip , it is

“R ecom m ended , th a t, a t th e  ea rlie s t o p p o rtun ity , th e  G en era l C onference E xecu tive  C o m m ittee  be convened  to  
h ea r th is  m a tte r  and  to  ex p ress  itse lf  on a q uestion  o f  confidence co n c e rn in g  E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg ’s co n tin u ed  lead er- 
sh ip .”

Summary Statement Sent to Spectrum  Anonymously
In  th e  p re p a ra tio n  o f  its re p o rt, the  Ad H oc G ro u p  p rep ared  a su m m a ry  s ta te m e n t th a t lis ted  th e  specific 

actions th a t  p ro m p ted  them  to  ra ise  an issue. T h e  S u m m ary  S ta tem en t o f  th e  A d H oc G ro u p  has n o t been re leased  
by th e  G en e ra l C onference. W h e n  m em bers o f  the  E xecu tive  C o m m ittee  req u ested  m ore  in fo rm atio n  ab o u t the  
law su it d u r in g  th e ir  m ee tin g s on M arch  la n d  2, G en era l C onference se c re ta ry  R alph T h o m p so n  said d iv ision  
p re s id en ts  w ere  free to  re lease  in form ation .

O n M arch  10, 1999, a copy o f  the  S u m m ary  S ta tem en t w as received by Spectrum in th e  m ail. I t w as sen t 
anonym ously . A fte r verify ing  th e  in fo rm ation  w ith in  th e  s ta tem en t, Spectrum has decided to  p r in t  the  docum ent.



Summary Statement of the Ad Hoc Group's Report on Issues 
Relating to the Presidency of Robert S. Folkenberg

in te re s t, o r in the  in te re s t o f  family, friends, o r  associ- 
ates. In  such cases, a lead e r’s in te re s ts  a re  in conflict. I t 
is alw ays w ro n g  to  act o u t o f  a conflict o f  in te rests .

• E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg ’s o n g o in g  invo lvem en t w ith  
M r. M o o re  and  (perhaps o th ers), in v arious n o t-fo r-  
p ro fit and fo r-p ro fit c o rp o ra tio n s  is a serious issue. E ven  
if th e  u ltim a te  ob jective o f  such invo lvem en t is som e 
benefit to  ch aritab le  o r re lig ious p ro g ra m s, th is  ty p e  o f  
invo lvem ent s tan d s  in conflict w ith  th e  G e n e ra l C onfer- 
ence p re s id e n t’s exclusive re sp o n sib ility  fo r the  w elfare 
o f  th e  C hurch  itself, and  his a tte n tio n  to  its  m ission.

• E v idence show s th a t E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg  a t- 
tem p ted  to  influence A D R A  to  ad o p t a te lecom m unica- 
tions v e n tu re  th a t w ould  p rov ide  som e financial su p p o rt 
o f  A D R A ’s p ro g ram s, w ith o u t d isc lo sin g  th a t  a g re a te r  
financial benefit w ould  accrue to  his friend  and  business 
associate, M r. M oore . I t  appears fu r th e r  th a t E ld e r  
F o lk en b erg  w as b e in g  p re ssu red  by M r. M o o re  to  g e t 
A D R A  to  sign  on to  th is  v en tu re . T h is  re p re se n ts  a 
d irec t conflict o f  in te rests .

• U n d e r p re ssu re  a n d /o r  th re a t  from  M r. M oore , 
E ld e r  F o lk en b erg  secu red  financial su p p o rt from  g e n e r-  
ous su p p o rte rs  o f th e  C hurch  and  its  m ission  to  help  
cover M r. M o o re ’s p e rso n a l business expenses. A to ta l 
o f  o n e -q u a r te r  m illion  d o lla rs  o f  p e rso n a l and ra ised  
funds appear to  have been fo rw ard ed  to  M r. M o o re  to  
help  cover his business expenses. A dd itiona l a tte m p ts  to  
se ttle  E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg ’s and  M r. M o o re ’s d ifferences 
ap p a ren tly  w ere  m ade w ith  an effort by E ld e r 
F o lk en b erg  to  ra ise  f irs t  six  h u n d red  th o u san d  do llars, 
la te r  increased  to  n ine  h u n d red  th o u san d  do llars. Such 
efforts, w h a tev er th e ir  m otive, are  incom patib le  w ith  th e  
accep ted  ac tiv ities o f  th e  office o f  p re s id e n t in the  
G en e ra l C onference.

B. Inappropriate Associations. W h ile  a 
m in is te r  o f  th e  gospel is called  to  reach  o u t w ith  G o d ’s 
g ift o f  sa lva tion  to  everyone, a C h u rch  lead er re p re se n t-  
in g  the  C hurch  th ro u g h  an ap po in ted  office, can m ain - 
ta in  on ly  such associa tions as a re  a p p ro p ria te  fo r th e  
C hurch  o rg an iza tio n .

• E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg ’s associa tion  w ith  M r.
M oore, a conv icted  felon, w en t beyond th e  ty p e  o f 
re la tio n sh ip  th a t e x is ts  betw een  a m in is te r  o f  th e  gospel 
and a parish ioner. I t  co n tin u ed  th ro u g h  M r. M o o re ’s 
p riso n  te rm . I t  included  financial p lan n in g , som e on a 
p u re ly  p e rso n a l na tu re , and business re la tio n sh ip s  o f 
various types, som e o f  w hich  w ere  n o ted  above. T h is  
p u ts  th e  in te g r i ty  o f  th e  C hurch  a t risk.

Introduction
T h e  G ro u p  h ea rd  re p o r ts  from  th e  G en e ra l C onference 
law yers and  from  R. S. F o lk en b e rg  and  his law yers, b u t 
m ade no  a tte m p t to  deal d irec tly  w ith  th e  law su it 
b ro u g h t ag a in s t E ld e r  F o lkenberg , A tto rn e y  C arson , the  
G e n e ra l C onference and  o thers . T h e  specific a ss ig n m en t 
o f  th e  g ro u p  w as to  rev iew  ce rta in  issues th a t surfaced 
in con n ec tio n  w ith  th e  law su it and  to  a sce rta in  th e ir  
se rio u sn ess  re la tive  to  th e  office o f  th e  G en era l C onfer- 
ence p resid en t. T h e  g ro u p  m ade  no a tte m p t to  consider 
these  issues from  a legal perspective . I ts  co n cern  
th ro u g h o u t w ere  th re a ts  to  th e  w elfare o f  th e  w orld  
C hurch  a lo n g  w ith  risk s  to  th e  dignity , au thority , and 
in te g r i ty  o f  th e  p re s id e n t’s office th a t w ere  b ro u g h t 
abou t by th ese  issues. T h e  g ro u p  w as aw are  o f  th e  h igh  
pro fessional, eth ical, and  perso n a l ex p ec ta tio n s C hurch  
m em b ers  w orldw ide  ho ld  o u t for any  C h u rch  officer, 
especially  th e  p re s id e n t o f  th e  G en e ra l C onference.

The Issues
T h e  issues w ere  m an y  and  varied  and  accum ulated  over 
a period  o f  m ore  th a n  tw e n ty  years d u r in g  w hich E ld e r 
F o lk en b e rg  m ain ta in ed  p e rso n a l and  business re la tio n - 
sh ips w ith  M r. M oore , a businessm an  in  C alifornia. T h e  
available ev idence d o cu m e n tin g  these  re la tio n sh ip s w as 
accum ulated  by th e  law yers for R. S. F o lk en b e rg  and  for 
th e  G e n e ra l C onference w hile  p re p a r in g  a defense 
ag a in s t th e  law suit. A d d itiona l te s tim o n y  has been 
em erg in g . T h e re  is no  ind ica tion  in th is  m ate ria l th a t 
th e  G e n e ra l C onference itse lf  has been im plicated  o r 
th a t th e  law su it p re sen ts  a serious th re a t to  th e  C hurch . 
M uch  o f  th e  de ta iled  ev idence is n o t co m p lim en ta ry  o f 
E ld e r  F o lkenberg . C onsequently , it w as n o t d isclosed in 
th e  g ro u p ’s r e p o r t  to  th e  G e n e ra l C onference A dm in is- 
tra tiv e  C om m ittee . In stead , th e  re p o r t  iden tified  th ree  
g e n e ra l a reas o f  concern . E ach  area  included  issues 
w hich  in th e  g ro u p ’s op in ion  ro se  to  a level req u ir in g  
a tte n tio n  by th e  G e n e ra l C onference E xecu tive  C om m it- 
tee. T h is  m eans th a t  the  g ro u p  felt s tro n g ly  th a t these  
issues did ra ise  serious q u estio n s ab o u t th e  eth ical, 
p ro fessional, and  p erso n a l in te g r i ty  o f  th e  office o f  the  
P re s id e n t in th e  G e n e ra l C onference. T h e  fo llow ing  are 
ex am ples  o f  th ese  issues and  concerns.
1. Ethical Concerns. T h e se  m a tte rs  re la te  to  ce rta in  
ac tiv ities in o r  d irec ted  from  th e  p re s id e n t’s office, th a t 
cast a cloud  over th e  in te g r i ty  o f  th e  office.

A. Conflict of Interest. C onflict o f  in te re s t 
m eans th a t  a p e rso n  in lead ersh ip  is m ak in g  o r  a tte m p t-  
in g  to  m ake decisions th a t  are  also in h is /h e r  ow n



• E vidence reveals th a t  E ld e r  F o lk en b erg  did n o t 
in form  his associates in a d m in is tra tio n  abou t his deal- 
ings w ith  M r. M o o re  un til litig a tio n  caused its d isclo- 
sure.

• D o cu m en ts  reveal th a t E ld e r F o lk en b e rg  w as 
advised to  te rm in a te  his lo n g -te rm  business re la tio n - 
ships no ted  above. H e failed to  do so, n o r  d id  be seek 
w ider counsel on th e  m atter.

• T e s tim o n y  reveals th a t  E ld e r  F o lk en b e rg  w as 
advised  d irec tly  th a t in his capacity  as G e n e ra l C onfer- 
ence P re s id e n t he shou ld  s tan d  back from  q uestionab le  
p e rso n a l financial involvem ents, on  th e  g ro u n d s  th a t 
th ey  w ere  incom patib le  w ith  C hurch  activ ities. N ev er- 
theless, he proceeded.
3. Potential Impact on the World Church. T h is  issue 
re fers to  th e  fact th a t th e  G en e ra l C onference P re s id e n t 
is a v e ry  public  figu re  bo th  in th e  C hurch  and  in th e  
w orld , and th a t ac tiv ities o f  th e  k ind referenced  above 
can n o t be kep t secret, and  since th e y  are  in som e cases 
h igh ly  in ap p ro p ria te  and  in o th e rs  u np ro fessional and 
uneth ical, th ey  w ill have n egative  consequences for the  
C hurch , un less a quick  and  com ple te  se p a ra tio n  betw een  
these  m a tte rs  and the  office o f  th e  G e n e ra l C onference 
p re s id e n t is b ro u g h t about.

• T h e re  w ill be w idespread  m isu n d e rs ta n d in g  on 
the  p a r t  o f  m em bers  re g a rd in g  such p e rso n a l business 
activ ities w hich fall com ple te ly  ou ts id e  th e  ex p ec ta tio n s 
th e  m em bers o f  th e  C hurch  have o f  G e n e ra l C onference 
leadersh ip .

• M an y  w ill ex p erience  a loss o f  confidence in 
C hurch  leadersh ip  w hich m ay negative ly  im pact th e ir  
invo lvem ent in the  m ission  o f  the  C hurch . Such confi- 
dence, once lost, w ill be slow  in re tu rn in g , and  w ill 
seriously  h am p er th e  m ission  o f  th e  C hurch .

• T h e  C hurch  is a lready  exposed  to  u n n e c e ssa ry  
and costly  litiga tion . T h e  lo n g e r  th e  process, th e  g re a te r  
th e  cost.

• L o st confidence in C hurch  lead ersh ip  b rin g s  
w ith  it loss o f  p e rso n a l c red ib ility  on  th e  p a r t  o f  the  
leader, w hich is e ssen tia l fo r a co m m u n ity  o f  believers.

• T h e  C h u rch ’s failure to  m ake c lear decisions in 
such m a tte rs  w ill lead to  p ro tra c te d  negative  pub lic ity  
for the  C hurch , and  th a t in tu rn  w ill h am p er its  m ission .

• T h e  office o f  p re s id e n t has alw ays se t th e  to n e  
for the  w orld  C hurch  since th e  b e g in n in g  o f  o u r h isto ry . 
T h e  recen t call to  to ta l and  und iv ided  co m m itm en t, the  
call to  accountability , th e  call for sp iritu a l m atu rity , th e  
call to  p u r ity  o f  life, th e  call to  fa ith  and  m ission  —  all 
these  are  tied  up w ith  th e  c red ib ility  o f  th e  office o f  the  
p resid en t. As th a t office is ta in ted  by d o u b t and  c o n tro -  
versy, e rosion  o f  c red ib ility  occurs, and  th e  cause o f  
G od  is se t back.

•As a p ra c tic in g  C atholic  believer, M r. M oore  
appears to  have had business associa tions w ith  a h igh  
ra n k in g  R om an C atholic  official, akin to  th e  associations 
w ith  th e  G e n e ra l C onference P res id en t. W h ile  th a t in 
itse lf  m ay n o t be w rong , it appears unw ise  for a Sev- 
en th -d a y  A d v en tis t lead e r to  g e t involved in th is  way. 
T h is  is p a rtic u la rly  tru e  if, as appears to  be the  case, 
asse ts  d esig n a ted  to  benefit bo th  A d v en tis t and  C atholic  
ac tiv ities and ind iv iduals w ere  held o r  p lanned  to  be 
held  in s ing le  c o rp o ra tio n s  a n d /o r  tru s ts . T h e se  types 
o f  associa tions and  activ ities are  in ap p ro p ria te  fo r the  
G en e ra l C onference p residen t.

C. Misuse of Office. T h is  m eans th a t  th e  
office o f  th e  G en e ra l C onference P re s id e n t e stab lish ed  
“to  fu r th e r  th e  ob jec tives o f  th e  C hurch  and  its m issio n ” 
w as used  to  advance o th e r  ob jectives th a t, a t th e  v e ry  
best, w ere  m ere ly  ta n g e n tia lly  re la ted  to  th e  ob jectives 
o f  th e  C hurch .

• In  o rd e r  to  a ssis t M r. M oore , E ld e r F o lk en b erg  
p rov ided  in tro d u c tio n s  to  overseas C hurch  and w orld  
lead e rs  for th e  p u rp o se  o f  p ro m o tin g  p riv a te  business 
ven tu res . D ue  to  th e  h igh  profile  o f  th e  G en era l C onfer- 
ence p res id en t, such efforts inev itab ly  involve the  
p re s tig e  o f  th e  p re s id e n t’s office, and th e  p re s tig e  o f  the  
S even th -day  A d v en tis t C hurch , in w h a t is essen tia lly  a 
secu lar business activity, and  as it tu rn e d  out, a m is- 
gu ided  one. T h is  re p re se n ts  an in ap p ro p ria te  use o f  the  
G e n e ra l C onference p re s id e n t’s office.

• C erta in  C hurch  d o n o rs  w ere  solicited  for funds 
to  help  sa tisfy  p e rso n a l business needs, and  it is said th a t 
th e y  w ere  in fo rm ed  abou t th e  p u rp o se  for these  funds. 
N everthe less , th e  u n d e rly in g  in te n tio n  w ith  th is  type  o f 
so lic ita tion  and  th e  su b seq u en t pay m en ts  ra ise  serious 
q u es tio n s  ab o u t th e  use o f  the  p re s id e n t’s office.

• A n u m b er o f  th e  activ ities re ferenced  above 
w ere  ca rried  o u t w ith  th e  assistance  o f  G en e ra l C onfer- 
ence legal counsel. Som e o f  these  activ ities w ere  p u re ly  
p e rso n a l in na tu re , o th e rs  re p re se n te d  a conflict betw een  
p e rso n a l and  official in te rests . In e ith e r  case, serious 
q u estio n s a re  a ttach ed  to  such use o f  G en e ra l C onfer- 
ence perso n n e l.
2. Relationship to Personal Advice. T h is  m a tte r  
re fe rs  to  th e  re la tio n sh ip  betw een  th e  G e n e ra l C onfer- 
ence p re s id e n t and  his fellow  officers and su p p o rt staff. 
W h ile  th e  S even th -day  A d v en tis t C hurch  has a p resi- 
d e n t a t each d enom ina tiona l level, it also  has a lo n g - 
s ta n d in g  p re ced en t o f  colleg ial decision  m ak in g  and 
m an ag em en t. I t is he re  a serious issue has arisen . I t  does 
n o t re la te  to  real o r  perceived  su p p o rt of, o r lack o f 
su p p o rt of, th e  P re s id e n t by his fellow  officers, it deals 
w ith  v e ry  specific m atte rs .



Replacing a General Conference
Executive Officer:

A Review of the Rules

By Ted W. Benedict

he question: how does the General Conference replace an 
officer? A short answer: according to the rules. But the
longer answer asks us first to find the rules, and then to follow 

them very carefully
First, some background about those rules. In our national culture we 

assume that the actions of every person may be freely pursued within limita- 
tions specified by law, and that those laws are put in place by the people them- 
selves, or by their selected, elected, or appointed representatives who then act as 
their agents.

Our laws provide that groups of persons may voluntarily agree to operate as if they were one person, 
through a legal action recognized by the state as the creation of a “corporation.” Approval for this is represented by 
a document called a charter or articles of incorporation. There is a large body of statute and case law that governs 
how the corporation must conduct its affairs. This includes some rules regarding the relationships among its own 
members. Because the charter is very broad in its statement of objectives, structure, and procedures, each corpora- 
tion then establishes other, more detailed sets of rules. Typically these include a constitution, a bylaws, a policy 
manual, standing rules, special rules, and a parliamentary authority. The law requires a parliamentary authority; if 
one is not specified, Roberts Rules o f  Order is assumed.

We individual Adventists have agreed to band together in various ways to form a number of such incorpo- 
rations. The one we are concerned with here is the General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. We are, in the 
legal sense, such a corporation. In addition to securing legal standing, we have followed the usual practice of 
supplementing those broader corporate rules with other regulations that we have drafted to deal specifically with 
our own peculiar ways of managing our affairs. The General Conference has a constitution, bylaws, working policy, 
church manual, and rules of order.' As we go down this list, each is subsidiary to those above it, is more detailed, is 
more specific, and may be modified more easily. Our rules about how we should elect, terminate, or replace an officer 
are scattered throughout these different documents. We need to look at them all in order to describe the process.



or what reasons might it be necessary to elect 
a replacement for the president before 
completion of his regular term? The reasons 

are those we might expect. The incumbent president 
could die, be incapacitated by ill health, or resign for 
personal reasons. The position to which he was elected 
could be eliminated, or he could be terminated “for 
cause.”7

"hat are the bases for termination “for 
cause?” The bylaws provide, in a footnote, 
this explanation: “The phrase ‘for cause,’ 

when used in connection with removal from an elected 
or appointed position, shall include but not be limited to 
1) incompetence; 2) persistent failure to cooperate with 
duly constituted authority in substantive matters and 
with relevant employment and denominational policies; 
and 3) actions which may be subject of discipline under 
the Church M anual.”*

The General Conference W orking Policy says 
that “Officers and administrators are expected to work 
in harmony with the General Conference Working 
Policy. Those who show inability or unwillingness to 
administer their work in harmony with policy should 
not be continued in executive leadership by their respec- 
tive constituencies or governing boards/committees.”9 

The General Conference W orking Policy further 
says that “The phrase ‘for cause’ when used in connec- 
tion with removal from an elected or appointed position, 
shall include but not be limited to misdeeds, incompe-

But behind these rules of ours is the basic 
assumption that, because these officers are elected by the 
members of the organization, they are removed, and 
their successors are elected, by the same authority that 
elected them. This means that these actions are per- 
formed either by the delegates to a regular General 
Conference session or, between regular sessions, by the 
members of the General Conference Executive Commit- 
tee, because each of these groups was selected to 
represent the general membership of the church. Where 
particular rules are lacking (for example, how an investi- 
gation should be conducted), the organization has the 
inherent power to take any action or follow any proce- 
dure that is not in conflict with the law, its governmen- 
tal charter, its own constitution, bylaws or other adopted 
rules. So, what do the rules say?

"ho are “officers?” There are numerous 
officers of the General Conference. Three 
of them, a president, a secretary (a title 

which means far more than its ordinary usage), and a 
treasurer, are designated “executive officers,” a sequence 
that may imply a ranking or order of succession.‘2 In the 
absence of the president, meetings of the Executive 
Committee are chaired by a general vice president of 
the General Conference or the president of the North 
American Division (Note: none of these are “executive 
officers.”)3 In case a president needs to be replaced 
before serving out his term of office, the secretary 
serves as acting president until a new president is 
elected and assumes his responsibilities.4

The “ranking officer” of the General Confer- 
ence who may be present at the General Conference 
headquarters, may call a meeting of the Executive 
Committee at any time; he, or any member of the 
Executive Committee appointed by him, shall act as 
chair of the meeting.3 It is not specified whether this 
must be an “executive officer” or what the ranking 
among officers is.

"hen is a president elected? Generally, a 
president is elected at a regular session of 
the General Conference, which usually 

occurs at five-year intervals (the next one is scheduled 
for 2000). If a vacancy in that office should occur 
between sessions, for any reason, a replacement is 
elected at a regular meeting of the Executive Commit- 
tee convened as an Annual Council unless the vacancy 
occurs more than “three or more months before” such a 
meeting. In that case, a special meeting of the Execu- 
tive Committee is called for that purpose.6



a day-to-day basis) of a potential problem, followed by 
its investigation of the circumstances prompting 
concerns about the officer, and, if judged necessary, the 
presentation of the matter to the General Conference 
Executive Committee in regular or special session for 
deliberation and decision.

If the officer resigns, or is terminated, or when 
for any other reason the office becomes vacant between 
sessions of the General Conference, the provisions in 
the documents for election of a replacement by the 
Executive Committee are then followed.

ow is a replacement president elected? A
simple nomination and election are needed.
The steps in that process, found in the General 

Conference W orking  Policy, clearly indicate that the line 
of succession among the executive officers follows from 
the president to the secretary and then to the treasurer. 
The details of the process for each of these officers 
differs somewhat; those for the president are follow:

1. The secretary of the General Conference 
shall serve as acting president of the General 
Conference until a new president is elected and 
assumes his responsibilities.
2. The secretary of the General Conference 
shall immediately notify the presidents of all 
divisions of the vacancy. The Executive Com- 
mittee, after counsel with all the divisions, shall 
set the date and place for a special meeting of 
the General Conference Executive Committee.

b. All General Conference Executive 
Committee members shall be invited to attend.
4. A nominating committee, with appropriate 
representation from each division, shall be 
appointed by the General Conference Executive 
Committee, in a manner to be decided, regard 
less of whether the election takes place at an 
Annual Council or at a special meeting of the 
General Conference Executive Committee. Any 
member of the General Conference Executive 
Committee shall be eligible to serve on this 
nominating committee.”12

W hat are the parliamentary requirements 
for special meetings? After due notice, a 
meeting of the Executive Committee will 

require fifteen members as a quorum to elect an officer, 
or forty to terminate one;13 the vote will be a majority to 
elect, and two thirds to terminate.14 As already noted, 
the nomination process is left to the Executive Commit- 
tee to decide.

tence, incompatibility or lack of team work by an 
elected/appointed person.”10

The Church M a n u a l  expands the list to include 
the following:

1. Denial of faith in the fundamentals of the 
gospel and in the cardinal doctrines of the 
church or teaching doctrines contrary to the 
same.
2. Violation of the law of God, such as worship 
of idols, murder, stealing, profanity, gambling, 
Sabbathbreaking, and willful and habitual 
falsehood.
3. Violation of the seventh commandment of 
the law of God as it relates to the marriage 
institution, the Christian home, and biblical 
standards of moral conduct.
4. Such violations as fornication, promiscuity, 
incest, homosexual practice and other gross 
sexual perversions, and the remarriage of a 
divorced person, except of the ‘innocent party’ 
in a divorce for adultery or for gross sexual 
perversions.
5. Fraud or willful misrepresentation in busi- 
ness.
6. Disorderly conduct which brings reproach 
upon the cause.
7. Adhering to or taking part in a divisive or 
disloyal movement or organization.
8. Persistent refusal to recognize properly 
constituted church authority or to submit to the 
order and discipline of the church.
9. The use, manufacture, or sale of alcoholic 
beverages.
10. The use, manufacture, or sale of tobacco in 
any of its forms for human consumption.
11. The misuse of, or trafficking in, narcotics or 
other drugs.11

ow is an incumbent president terminated?
While the documents furnish the causes for 
which such a decision may be made, none of 

them specifically describe the processes to be followed. 
However, there are processes indicated for electing an 
officer to fill the remaining term of an office which has 
become vacant, and it is a reasonable assumption that a 
parallel procedure would be appropriate. A common- 
sense process, which would not be in violation of any 
existing requirements and which would fulfill the 
ordinary responsibilities of the officers and committees, 
would involve notice to the General Conference Admin- 
istrative Committee (which functions at headquarters on



1995); and General Conference Rules o f  Order (Hagerstown, 
MI): Review and Herald, 1989).

2. Constitution, art. 8, sec. 1.
3. Bylaws, art. 3, sec. 2.
4. IVorking Policy, policy B, procedure 14, 5:1.
5. Bylaws, art. 13, sec. 6.
6. IVorking Policy, policy B, procedure 14, 5:3a.
7. Bylaws, art. 13, sec. la; Constitution, art. 9, sec. 3; art. 13, 

sec. 6.
8. Bylaws, art. 13, sec la.
9. ^Forking Policy, policy B, procedure 2:15.
10. Ibid., policy B, procedure 20, 22.
11. The list occurs under the heading “Reasons for Which 

Members shall be Disciplined.” Church Manual, 168-69.
12. IVorking Policy, policy B, procedure 14, 5.
13. Bylaws, art. 13, secs. 3 and 4.
14. Ibid., art. 13, sec. id.
15. For example, see “Reasons for Which Members Shall be 

Disciplined,” in the Church Manual, 168-69, and quoted above.

C om m en ts?  T h e re  are  on ly  a few. T h e  process 
appears to  resp ec t th e  re p re sen ta tiv e  dem ocra tic  ideal 
q u ite  w ell, th o u g h  th e  s c a tte r in g  o f  deta ils across so 
m an y  sections o f  several d o cum en ts  req u ire s  a ve ry  
com plicated  analysis. T h e re  are  no  re q u ire m e n ts  for the  
p ro ced u res  used o r  th e  proofs req u ired  to  d em o n s tra te  
“cause,” and so fa irn ess  d u r in g  a tim e o f  em otional 
s tre ss  could  suffer. T h e re  is am o n g  A d v en tis ts  a tra d i-  
tio n  o f  w illingness  to  allow  in ju ry  to  a person  in o rd e r 
to  safeguard  th e  re p u ta tio n  o f  o u r in stitu tio n s , w hich I 
have called  “th e  C aiaphus p rinc ip le .”15 W e shou ld  he 
w illin g  to  co n fro n t th a t e r ro r  in o u r g o v e rn in g  docu- 
m en ts.

Ted Benedict is an alumnus and former professor of 
communication at Pacific Union College, and an emeritus 
professor of communication studies at San Jose State 
University. He has served on the boards of trustees at the 
Adventist Media Center and La Sierra University and has 
been a student of parliamentary procedure throughout his 
career.
103720.1025@compuserve.com

Notes and References
1. Copies of the General Conference Constitution and 

Bylaws can be found in the Seventh-day Adventist Yearbook 1997 
(Hagerstown, MD: Review and Herald, 1997). For the other 
documents, see the IVorking Policy o f  the General Conference o f  
Seventh-day Adventists, 1997-1998 Edition  (Hagerstown, MD: 
Review and Herald, 1997); Seventh-day Adventist Church 
Manual, 15th ed. (Hagerstown, MD: Review and Herald,

Thinking Theologically:
What is it?

Who should do it?
Why is it important?

How  should it be done?

Third Annual
San Diego Adventist Forum Retreat

May 14-16, 1999
Dr. Fritz Guy, well-known SDA theologian and 
Professor of Theological Studies, La Sierra 
University, w ill lead the discussions.
Doug Mace, Associate Pastor, Loma Linda 
University Church, w ill direct the Saturday night 
entertainment.

Call as soon as possible to register for your two-night 
stay at Pine Springs Ranch, in the flowering mountains 

of Southern California.
For further registration information, costs, and lodge 

location amenities contact:
San Diego Adventist Forum

P.O. Box 3148 
La Mesa, CA 91944-3148 

Tel: (619) 561-2360
Mention this Spectrum ad and save 10%.

W ORTH HEARING, 
W ORTH TALKING ABOUT.

Audio cassette samplings of recent presentations 
at the San Diego Adventist Forum Chapter:

______  Dr. Raymond Cottrell
Exegetical Anomalies in the Traditional 

Interpretation o f Daniel 8:14
______  Dr. Ron Lawson

The Fragmenting o f the Adventist Apocalyptic
______  Dr. Arthur Patrick

Revisioning the Role o f E. C. White for SDAs 
Beyond 2000

______  Dr. Richard Rice
New Directions in SDA Theology

______  Dr. Bernard Taylor
The Christian Fascination with the Legal Model o f 
Salvation

______  Dr. Desmond Ford
My Vision for the Church 

______  Dr. Frank Knittel
Adventism in the New M illennium: What Must It 

Do to Survive?

Send completed form, check ($8.50/presentation postpaid), 
your address and telephone no. to the address below: 

San Diego Adventist Forum 
P.O. Box 3148 

La Mesa, CA 91944-3148 
Tel: (619) 561-2360

For a complete listing (without charge) of San Diego 
Adventist Forum tapes, send a SASE to the above address.
Mention this Spectrum ad with your order and save 10%.

mailto:103720.1025@compuserve.com


Great Expectations
I w as n o t su rp rised  to  le a rn  th a t th e  F o lk en b erg  p residency  w as in troub le . In  fact, I expec ted  it. I likew ise 

ex p ec ted  C lin to n  to  be unfaith fu l, if n o t to  his c o n s titu tio n a l duties, th e n  to  his m a rria g e  and tes tim o n ia l vows. 
P erhaps m y low  ex p ec ta tio n s  are  a re su lt  o f  g ro w in g  up in th e  p ost-V ie tnam , p o s t-W a te rg a te  era, b u t I assu re  

you th a t  th ese  m e t ex p ec ta tio n s  b ro u g h t m e no p leasu re . Indeed, I w ondered : had  I, and  o th ers , expec ted  m ore, 
w ou ld  lead ersh ip  have lived up to  th o se  ex p ec ta tio n s?  D id  I fail F o lk en b erg  and  C lin to n  by e x p e c tin g  too  little?

F o lk en b e rg  ap p a ren tly  did n o t th in k  th a t ex p ec ta tio n s o f  h im  w ere  too  low. D u r in g  his M arch  1, 1999, speech 
to  th e  G e n e ra l C onference E x ecu tiv e  C om m ittee , F o lk en b e rg  s ta ted  th a t w e “have no m o re  r ig h t  to  e x p ec t perfec- 
tio n  from  p re s id e n ts  th an  from  any  o th e r  child  o f  G od .” Im p ly in g  th a t he w as tre a te d  un fairly  (thus a llo w in g  him  
to  avoid full responsib ility ), th e  s ta te m e n t advances no th in g . W e have lo n g  know n F o lk en b e rg  to  be— as w e o u r-  
selves a re— im perfect. H is re s ig n a tio n  did n o t follow  his f irs t m istake, n o r his second, n o r his n in e teen th . Perfection  
aside, it  w ou ld  be helpful to  know  w h a t F o lk en b e rg  th in k s we can e x p ec t from  th e  G en e ra l C onference p resid en t. 
H e and  N eal W ilso n  are  un iquely  s itu a ted  to  co n tr ib u te  to  th is  d iscussion.

W h a t do  you th in k  w e shou ld  e x p ec t from  leaders?  I am  p re p a red  to  ra ise  m y expecta tions, to  beg in  ex p ec t-  
in g  g re a t  th ings. N o t necessarily  the  “g re a t  e x p e c ta tio n s” o f  w hich D ickens w ro te  “th e  illu sions and  foolish desires 
th a t  lead  us a s tra y  and  p re v e n t us from  liv in g  com fo rtab ly  w ith  ourselves,” b u t th e  ex p ec ta tio n  th a t lead e rsh ip  w ill 
n o t be petty , o r  narrow , o r se lf-serv ing . Space p rev en ts  m e from  lis tin g  m an y  (e.g., a sense  o f  hum or), b u t am o n g  
the  ex p ec ta tio n s  I have for o u r c h u rc h ’s p re s id e n t a re  th e  follow ing:

— I e x p ec t h e r to  su rro u n d  h e rse lf  w ith  people w ho  ch allenge  h e r  th in k in g .1 I also  e x p ec t th e  p re s id e n t to  
req u ire  lo y a lty  and  d isc re tio n  from  these  individuals.

— I ex p ec t h e r to  m a in ta in  c o n tac t w ith  ind iv iduals o f  ill rep u te . M uch  has been m ade o f  F o lk en b e rg ’s 
associa tion  w ith  Jam es M o o re  and  som e have w ro n g ly  conv icted  F o lk en b erg  by th is  m ere  association . W ith  Jesus as 
o u r exam ple, I w ou ld  be so re ly  d isappo in ted  if  th e  “lesso n ” o u r chu rch  and its lead ersh ip  lea rn ed  w as th a t it m u s t 
sh u n  all co n ta c t w ith  q uestionab le  ch arac ters . I f  th a t is th e  lesson, how  can w e fulfill o u r  m ission  to  reach  th o se  
w ho  need G o d ’s love in th e ir  life? I do n o t ex p ec t th e  p re s id e n t to  pay for sex, b u t I hope she w ill m in is te r  to  the  
p im p  and  p ro s titu te .

— I e x p ec t h e r to  pay  close a tte n tio n  to  th e  m eans by w hich  she a tte m p ts  to  accom plish  h e r  ends. L e t’s be 
frank: w e adm ire  people  w ho  g e t th in g s  done  and  w e o ften  co n tin u e  to  adm ire  th em  because w e do n o t le a rn  the  
n iceties o f  how  it g o t done. O u r p re s id e n t shou ld  value th e  process.

— I ex p ec t h e r to  recogn ize  and acknow ledge  (private ly) h e r hum an  !laws and w eaknesses and to  be conscious 
and  v ig ila n t ab o u t th em  a t all tim es.

— I e x p ec t h e r to  tre a t  h e r  cow orkers and  s ta ff  w ith  k indness and  g rac iousness. She o u g h t to  recogn ize  and  
h ig h lig h t s ta ff  co n trib u tio n s. She shou ld  n o t w rite  sn ippy  e-m ail m essages and, if  and w hen  she does, she o u g h t to  
follow  th em  up p ro m p tly  w ith  a sincere  apology.

— I ex p ec t h e r to  u n d e rs ta n d  th a t  o u r c h u rch ’s p ro g re ss  com es n o t from  h e r ow n  in itia tive  b u t from  G od 
m ak in g  use o f  h e r  service.

O u r new  p res id en t, Jan  P aulsen , has g iven  m e reason  to  be op tim istic , and  I in ten d  to  w o rk  h a rd  a t overcom - 
in g  m y inclina tion  to  d is tru s t  him . If and  w hen  o u r p re s id e n t does n o t m eet o u r expecta tions, w e m u s t rem em b er 
th a t  w e do n o t s it in sp iritu a l ju d g m e n t— le t s /h e  w ho is w ith o u t sin  cast th e  f irs t  stone— b u t th a t w e are  called  to  
exerc ise  ju d g m e n t abou t how  best to  com plete  G o d ’s w o rk  on ea rth . W e shou ld  n o t e x p ec t perfection , b u t we 
shou ld  e x p ec t g re a t  th ings. O u r calling , o u r pu rpose , and  o u r m ission  req u ire  n o th in g  less. E ven  so, com e quick ly  
L o rd  Jesus.

Brent G . T. Geraty
Vice President o f the Association o f Adventist Forums

1. I u se  th e  fem in in e  p ro n o u n  d e sp ite  th e  fac t th a t  th e  G e n e ra l C o n fe ren ce  p re s id e n t m u s t be an  o rd a in e d  m in is te r . In  l ig h t  o f  
th e  G e n e ra l C o n fe re n c e ’s p o s itio n  on  th e  o rd in a tio n  o f  w o m en , w o m en  a re  n o t n o w  e lig ib le  to  be e lec ted  to  th e  p residency . 
G re a t  e x p e c ta tio n s  . . . .
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P.O. Box 619047 

Roseville, CA 95661-9047 
TEL: (916) 774-1080 
FAX: (916) 791-4938
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The SPECTRUM Advisory Council is a group of committed SPECTRUM supporters who contribute at least $500.00 per year, 
as well as business and professional advice to ensure the continuation of the journal's open discussion of significant issues. 
For more information, contact:

Nancy Bailey, Treasurer 
Association of Adventist Forums 

P.O. Box 619047 
Roseville, CA 95661-9047 

TEL: (916) 774-1080 
FAX: (916) 791-4938



“Let us be petrified at the 
thought of ignorance.״ 

—J u lie  Z. L e e

“. . . Move beyond 
the impulse to define 
in negatives. Build a 

positive spiritual 
identity.״

—M o n iq u e  P i t t m a n

“Writing our own 
spiritual journey gives 

wings to the soul.״ 
—B e v e r ly  B e e m

NONPROFIT ORG. 
U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID
ROSEVILLE, CA 
PERMIT NO. 326

Spectrum
T H E  J O U R N A L  O F  T H E  A S S O C I A T I O N  O F  A D V E N T I S T  F O R U M S  

Post Office Box 619047 
Roseville, CA 95661-9047 USA
Address correction requested 
Return postage guaranteed


