
Conversations with the Other Side
By Alden Thompson

How does a devout, fourth-generation Adventist (the 
author of this piece) “safely” enter into conversations 
with “the other side ?  Very cautiously after a long delay 

and with fear and trembling. That’s how, though no one can 
know until the kingdom if it was “safe.” So why do it? In my 
case, because of a deep passion for my church as the body of 
Christ. It is my family and we all belong. If there’s trouble within, 
let’s work it through. And if someone has left, by God’s grace, 
let’s find out why and try to fix the problem. Hence conversa­
tions. Three are shared here at the invitation of Spectrum.

Conversations with a 
Conservative Within Adventism: 

Samuel Koranteng-Pipim
Samuel Koranteng-Pipim is a devout, first- 
generation Adventist, with an engineering 
degree from a university in his first home, 
Ghana, West Africa, followed by theological 
studies and a Ph.D. from Andrews Univer­
sity. Currently the Michigan Conference 
employs him as director of public campus 
ministries. He has taken issue with my book, 
Inspiration: Hard Questions, Honest Answers 
(1991), not only contributing to Issues in 
Revelation and Inspiration (1992), the 
Adventist Theological Society response to 
Inspiration, but also publishing his own book,

Receiving the Word ( 1996), in which Inspiration 
is a major focus of attention.1

From the first time I met Pipim in 
Kansas City, in 1991, at the annual meeting 
of the Society of Biblical Literature and the 
American Academy of Religion, I sensed an 
eager conversation partner. A mutual friend 
later told me that Pipim had read through 
Inspiration four times. And Pipim himself 
graciously sent me a copy of his initial fifty- 
three-page critique. He is a staunch defend­
er of the “trustworthiness” of Scripture.”2

Several years ago, when Pipim was on 
the Walla Walla College campus teaching 
an Andrews University extension course, 
we had an extended conversation. It gave 
me the opportunity to pose a question I had



long wanted to ask him in light of his declared emphasis 
on the “plain reading of Scripture”: “Why has it been so 
important for you to avoid, at least in some cases, what 
seems to me to be the plain reading of the text?”

He recently confirmed my memory of his answer 
with this quote: “A person’s view on Scripture may be 
related to certain circumstances in their lives and in 
their world. In Africa...folks are asking for Bible 
answers to their basic questions. They need certainty 
from the Word of God.”

I admire such pastoral concern, but I wish I could hear 
a clearer answer to basic questions posed by the “plain 
reading of Scripture,” such as: “Since Matthew 4 and Luke 
4 differ in the order of Jesus’ temptations, which one is 
right?” Pipim’s vigorous way of articulating the issues can 
actually hinder the very dialogue he eagerly seeks.3

Still, Pipim wants conversations. And that’s good. I 
will long remember the vigorous dialogue in the noisy 
cafeteria at noon after the session in which Jo Ann 
Davidson, Norman Gulley, Fritz Guy, and I presented 
our papers at the 2003 Glacier View Faith Science 
Conference. Several of our “conservative” brothers cor­
dially urged me to join them in the cafeteria for contin­
uing conversations. And so it happened.

Pipim was there along with Randy Younker, John 
Baldwin, and Peter van Bemmelen. Fritz Guy and I 
joined them for a very lively conversation. I was 
incredibly grateful for every person around that table, 
and grateful that our church leaders had seen the 
importance of bringing us together. That which holds 
us together is much more precious than that which 
separates us.

And putting things in print can further our con­
versations. For that reason, Pipim’s writings may serve 
the Church well in the end by enabling us to see clear­
ly another side to the inspiration debate. Undoubtedly, 
both he and I fervently hope that the other will see the 
“light.” But what really counts is our search for com­
mon ground, positions we can both hold with a clear 
conscience. I see some hopeful signs.4 But only God 
knows how successful we will be.

Conversations with Adventist-Turned- 
Evangelical Dale Ratzlaff

Dale Ratzlaff is a former Adventist now active with his 
own ministry to former Adventists, Life Assurance 
Ministries, Inc., and editor of Proclamation, a journal

“For Former Adventists, Inquiring Adventists, 
Sabbatarians, Concerned Evangelicals.” A fourth-gener­
ation Adventist and the product of Adventist schools 
from first grade through seminary, Ratzlaff served as 
an Adventist pastor and academy Bible teacher for thir­
teen years. He now represents a sizable number of for­
mer SDAs who identify with “evangelical” Christianity, 
a form of Christianity that emphasizes justification 
more than sanctification and that revels in God’s 
sovereignty and grace more than in human freedom. 
Ratzlaff himself, however, is quick to distance himself 
from key features of that evangelical stereotype.

My first exposure to his thinking came from his 
two books, Sabbath in Crisis (now remarkably refined in 
his 2003 edition, Sabbath in Christ) and The Cultic 
Doctrine of Seventh-day Adventists.5 Both books present 
the New Covenant as a Christian (Abrahamic) 
covenant that replaces the old (Sinai) covenant. His new 
book, Sabbath in Christ succinctly states that the Old 
Covenant meant “physical rest”; the new offers the 
“rest of grace.”6 Yet he maintains a strong emphasis on 
the moral aspects of both testaments, including those 
present in the Decalogue. The Sabbath simply does not 
apply to Christians because it is ritual, not moral. 
Commenting on the Sabbath miracle at Bethesda (John 
5), Ratzlaff says: “Christ considered the Sabbath to be a 
ritual law that pointed forward to the rest He would 
bring and now it had little, if any, value.”7

F o r  m e, th e  N e w  C o v e n a n t  is n o t  a r e p la c e m e n t ,  

b u t  a r e n e w a l  o f  th e  s a m e  c o v e n a n t  p ro m is e  G o d  h a s  

c o n s is te n t ly  o ffe re d  h is  p e o p le  a ll a lo n g . B u t  t h a t  is  a 

p o in t  o n  w h ic h  R a tz la ff  a n d  I w o u ld  d is a g re e . T h e  
q u e s t io n  is, w h y ?

A n sw e rs  m ay  be  su rm ise d  (a t so m e  risk , I have  

lea rn ed !) fro m  R a tz la f f ’s c o m m e n ts  in  a 1998 v id eo  th a t  is 

h ig h ly  c r itic a l o f  S e v e n th -d a y  A d v e n tis ts :  “S e v e n th -d a y  

A d v e n tism : T h e  S p ir i t  B eh in d  th e  C h u rc h .”8 In  th e  v ideo , 

fe a tu rin g , a m o n g  o th e rs , s ix  fo rm e r  A d v e n tis t  p a s to rs , 

R a tz la ff  o ffers a s h a rp  c r i t iq u e  o f  th e  d o c tr in e  o f  th e  

In v e s tig a tiv e  Ju d g m e n t. B u t w h e n  th e  v id eo  c r itic iz e s  

A d v e n tism  fo r  n o t  s u p p o r t in g  th e  t r a d i t io n a l  d o c tr in e  o f  

he ll, R a tz la ff  is n o t  on  b o a rd .9 A s an  “e v a n g e lic a l” c r i t iq u e  

o f  A d v e n tism , m a n y  o f  th e  v id e o ’s c o m m e n ts  a re  n o t  

u n e x p e c te d . A d v e n tis m ’s s t r o n g  freew ill o r ie n ta tio n  

m e a n s  an  o n g o in g  v u ln e ra b il i ty  to  p e rfe c tio n ism  a n d  

leg a lism . B u t, t ro u b le d  b y  th e  v id e o ’s m is re p re se n ta tio n s ,
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I became more involved with it than I had planned. After 
a pastors’ meeting in Alberta, I asked Dave Thomas, then 
pastor of the College Place (Village) Church and now 
dean of the Walla Walla College School of Theology, to 
join me in a dialogue response. He agreed. Produced, 
distributed, and televised by Blue Mountain Television, 
our video elicited a positive response from Adventists, 
though very few who saw our dialogue had seen the 
original video.10 It was my intention, however, to invite a 
number of thoughtful people to view both the original 
video and our response, and to critique both.

And that’s what led to direct conversations with 
Ratzlaff, for when I dialed Ratzlaff’s number to order 
six copies of the original anti-Adventist video and sev­
eral other books from his list of anti-Adventist publi­
cations, Ratzlaff himself answered the phone. About 
halfway through our conversation, Ratzlaff startled me 
with this comment: “I take it you are moving away 
from mainstream Adventism.” Actually, I was grateful 
he asked the question. Given all the pain and excite­
ment generated over theology at Walla Walla College 
in recent years, we hardly needed a rumor like that!

Responding with some intensity, I assured him 
that I am more enthusiastic than ever about the possi­
bilities facing Adventism. That’s when the conversa­
tion got very interesting indeed—yet remained cordial. 
If there was one point that I wanted to make, it was 
that Adventism needs to do a better job of preaching 
Paul. Our dominant freewill theology has made it 
more difficult for us to affirm human sinfulness, God’s 
sovereignty, and divine grace.

In a promised letter to Ratzlaff, I spelled out three 
major “hunches,” the “real” reasons why Adventists have 
departed for evangelical communities:
1. Assurance. In guarding against carelessness, 

Adventism often comes up short on assurance.
2. Relations with other Christians. A particular 

kind of Adventist eschatology can make Adventists 
wary of other Christians. Then, when other 
Christians reveal both buoyancy and conscientious 
faithfulness, the match-up with sometimes grumpy 
Adventists can place Adventist truth claims at risk.

3. Sabbath experienced as test rather than as gift.
If Sabbath is only a test, it can never be a gift 
and a joy, only a burdensome requirement.

Later, when the possibility arose of publishing a 
version of my letter to Ratzlaff in Ministry, I sent a 
first draft of my revised letter to Ratzlaff to make sure

t h a t  I w a s  r e p r e s e n t in g  h im  a c c u ra te ly . H e  r e s p o n d e d  

w ith  s e v e ra l  h e lp fu l in s ig h ts ,  s u g g e s t in g  t h a t  “d is i l lu ­

s io n m e n t” w o u ld  b e  a  b e t t e r  t e r m  th a n  a n g e r .

Commenting further, he asked how I would “react” if 
a church administrator said: “Your main problem is you 
are trying to be too honest.” Again, how would I answer 
a church administrator who said: “Dale, we both know 
that the doctrine [)1844/Investigative Judgment)] is 
wrong but we can't do anything about it. Do what you 
can with a clear conscience and don’t make any waves”?

R e c e n tly  h e  h a s  b e e n  e v e n  m o re  p o in te d :  “B o th  m y  

w ife , C a ro ly n , a n d  I c o n t in u a l ly  th a n k  G o d  th a t  w e  a re  

o u t  o f  A d v e n t is m  a n d  i ts  a s s o c ia te d  b o n d a g e .” H e  a lso  

sa id : “W h e n  I q u i t  r e a d in g  E G W , th e  B ib le  h a d  n e w  

life  a n d  yes, n e w  m e a n in g .”

I suspect more conversations ahead, for my own 
approach to the Investigative Judgment differs sharply 
from Ratzlaff’s—my study of the growth and develop­
ment of Ellen White’s theology led me to the exciting 
discovery that the Investigative Judgment can be seen 
as an event in which a believer appears as witness on 
God’s behalf rather than as an accused whose eternal 
destiny is at risk.11

I a lso  f in d  th e  S a b b a th  to  b e  a  p r e c io u s  g i f t  a n d  th e  

w r i t in g s  o f  E lle n  W h i t e  a g r e a t  b le s s in g , a ll o f  w h ic h  

is q u i te  a m a z in g  to  R a tz la ff .

But such is the stuff that leads to growth. I am 
hoping that further conversations with Ratzlaff and his 
colleagues could help us arrive at a truly biblical theol­
ogy that reflects the diversity found in Scripture while 
preserving the unity of the body of Christ. I believe 
I can be absolutely honest with my Adventist heritage 
without compromising an iota of my own convictions 
—at the same time remaining on cordial terms with 
those who disagree with my position. Ratzlaff is hardly 
convinced of all that. Not yet.

Conversations with Adventist-Turned- 
Atheist-Turned-Methodist Henry Neufeld

Henry Neufeld, like Ratzlaff a former Adventist, was 
fully educated in the Adventist school system. He was 
a student of mine, graduating from Walla Walla 
College in 1979 with a degree in biblical languages, 
completing his M.A. in religion at Andrews University 
the following year. Neufeld states on his Web page that 
he is “currently engaged in two professions: teaching 
Bible and Biblical Languages, and custom software



d e v e lo p m e n t .” H e  is d i r e c to r  o f  P a c e s e t te r s  B ib le  

S c h o o l, w h ic h  is  “d e d ic a te d  to  c o m m u n ity  a n d  c o n t in u ­

in g  e d u c a t io n  in  r e l ig io n .” 12

M y  c o n v e rs a tio n s  w ith  N e u fe ld  g o  b ack  to  th e  m id -  

1970s. C o m in g  f ro m  a d e v o u t m is s io n a ry  fam ily  w ith  

s e lf - s u p p o r t in g  in c lin a tio n s , h e  e n ro lle d  a t W a lla  W a lla  

C o lle g e  as a  b ib lica l la n g u a g e s  m a jo r, a v o id in g  a th e o lo ­

g y  m a jo r  fo r fe a r  o f  b e in g  ta in te d . B u t g r a p p l in g  w ith

p a r e n t s  o f te n  g iv e  b i r th  to  p r e d e s t in a r ia n  C a lv in is t  

c h i ld re n . W h e n  I a sk e d  th e  M e th o d i s t s  h o w  m a n y  o f  

th e m  h a d  fa m ily  o r  f r ie n d s  w h o  fo r m e r ly  h a d  s h a re d  

th e ir  freew ill th e o lo g y  b u t  h a d  m o v ed  in to  an  e v a n g e lic a l/  

r e fo rm e d  p r e d e s t in a r ia n  th e o lo g y , v i r tu a l ly  e v e ry o n e  in  

th e  g r o u p  r a is e d  th e i r  h a n d .

T h o s e  a r e  th e  q u e s t io n s  N e u fe ld  a n d  I e x p lo r e  

w i th  v ig o r  a n d  e n th u s ia s m  in  p e r s o n  a n d  b y  p h o n e . W e

That which holds us together is much more precious 
than that which separates us.

th e  is su e  o f  th e  a g e  o f  th e  e a r th  b r o u g h t  h im  to  a  m a in ­

s tr e a m  e x p e r ie n c e  a n d  to  w h a t  I fe lt  w as  a  p o s itiv e  e x p e ­

r ie n c e  w ith  th e  L o rd . A t  A n d re w s  U n iv e rs ity , h o w ever, 

h e  h a d  n o  s u p p o r t  g ro u p . C o n ta c ts  w ith  U n i ta r i a n /  

U n iv e r s a l is ts  le f t h im  u n sa tis fied . “T h e n ,” as h e  to ld  m e  

recen tly , “G o d  s im p ly  d is a p p e a re d  fro m  m y  h o r iz o n .”

W ith  an  M .A . in  re lig io n  fro m  A n d re w s , b u t  as a fu ll-  

f le d g e d  a th e is t, h e  e n te re d  th e  U.S. A ir  F o rce , s e rv in g  as a 

l in g u is t  fo r so m e  te n  y ea rs , in c lu d in g  tim e  in  D e s e r t  

S to rm . D e n y in g  an  o ld  adage , N eu fe ld  a ffirm s th a t  th e re  

a re  in d e e d  a th e is ts  in  fo x h o les— a t le a s t  h e  k n o w s  o f  one.

H is  r e t u r n  to  fa i th  c a m e  in  P e n sa c o la , F lo r id a .  

W h e n  N e u fe ld ’s p a r t n e r  in  th e  c o m p u te r  b u s in e s s  

b e c a m e  a la rm e d  a t  N e u fe ld ’s 24/7 w o rk  h a b its , h e  

b e g a n  s u g g e s t in g  v a r io u s  d iv e rs io n s . T h e  o n ly  o n e  

t h a t  c a u g h t  f ire  w a s  r e l ig io n . H is  r e t u r n  to  fa ith  

in v o lv e d  a  r e t u r n  to  a  th o r o u g h - g o in g  f re e w ill  th e o lo ­

gy . In  h is  e n th u s ia s m , h e  to o k  th e  in i t ia t iv e  to  r e p u b ­

lish  m y  b o o k , Who’s Afraid o f the Old Testament God? 
A n d  h e  h a s  a r r a n g e d  fo r  m e  to  le a d  o u t  in  s e v e ra l  

w e e k e n d  s e m in a r s — th r e e  th u s  fa r— fo r  M e th o d i s t  p a s ­

to r s  a n d  la i ty  in  F lo r id a .

N e u fe ld  is a b s o lu te ly  f e a r le s s  in  h is  u se  o f  c r i t ic a l  

s c h o la r ly  to o ls , b u t  is e q u a lly  te n a c io u s  in  h is  a ff irm a tio n  

o f  th e  s u p e rn a tu ra l .  H e  is as e a g e r  fo r  c o n v e rsa tio n s  

w ith  th o s e  in  th e  “re fo rm e d ” t r a d i t io n  (ev an g e lica ls , 

C a lv in is ts )  as I am , fo r  b o th  o f  u s  a re  in t r ig u e d  b y  th e  

d y n a m ic s  th a t  le a d  so m e  in to  fa ith  as p r e d e s t in a r ia n  

C a lv in is ts  a n d  o th e r s  in to  fa ith  as f re e w ill  A r m in ia n -  

W e s le y a n  M e th o d is ts .

In  t h a t  c o n n e c t io n , I w e ll r e m e m b e r  m y  a m a z e ­

m e n t  a t  th e  r e s p o n s e  o f  o n e  g r o u p  o f  a b o u t  fo r ty - f iv e  

F lo r id a  M e th o d is t s  w h e n  I e x p lo r e d  th e  q u e s t io n  w i th  

th e m . B a se d  o n  m y  o w n  o b s e rv a t io n s ,  I h a d  c o n c lu d e d  

t h a t  p r e d e s t in a r ia n  C a lv in is t  p a r e n t s  o f te n  g iv e  b i r th  

to  f r e e w ill  M e th o d i s t  c h i ld r e n  a n d  f re e w ill  M e th o d i s t

h a v e  a g r e a t  d e a l in  c o m m o n  a n d  h e  r e s p e c ts  e v e ry ­

th in g  I h o ld  p re c io u s , in c lu d in g  m y  lo v e  fo r  th e  

S a b b a th  a n d  m y  d e e p  a p p re c ia t io n  fo r  th e  m in i s t r y  o f  

E l le n  W h i te .  In  fa c t, I h a v e  y e t  to  see  a n y  a n g e r  o r  

h o s t i l i ty  in  N e u fe ld  to w a r d  A d v e n tis m . H is  p a re n ts ,  

s t i l l  d e v o u t  A d v e n t is ts ,  h a v e  h a d  s e v e ra l  u n f o r tu n a te  

e x p e r ie n c e s  w i th  lo c a l A d v e n t i s t  c h u rc h e s . H e  d is c u s s ­

es s u c h  th in g s  w i th  m e  w ith  e v id e n t  p a in , b u t  w i th o u t  

ra n c o r .  N e u fe ld  c a n d id ly  a d m its  t h a t  w h e n  h e  le f t  fa ith , 

h is  is s u e  w a s  w i th  C h r is t ia n i ty ,  n o t  w i th  A d v e n tis m .

I am  n o t  s u re  th a t  I w ill e v e r  ra is e  th e  is su e  o f  

S a b b a th  w ith  N e u fe ld .13 I w ill leav e  th a t  q u e s t io n  w ith  

h im  a n d  w ith  th e  L o rd . I n te r e s t in g ly  e n o u g h , as I lo o k  

in to  m y  o w n  sou l, I d isc o v e r  th a t  ev en  th o u g h  N e u fe ld  is 

a k in d re d  s p ir i t  w h o  v e ry  m u c h  a p p re c ia te s  m y  w r i t in g , 

th e  a b sen ce  o f  c o m m o n  b o n d in g  w ith  th e  S a b b a th  is a 

sad n ess . In  th a t  sen se , ev en  th o u g h  P ip im  is d e e p ly  t r o u ­

b led  b y  w h a t  I w r i te  a n d  h a s  g o n e  in to  p r in t  to  say  so, 

th e  fa c t th a t  P ip im  a n d  I s t i l l  h o ld  th a t  c o m m o n  S a b b a th  

g r o u n d  is a  so u rc e  o f  d e e p  m e a n in g  fo r  m e.

B u t a ll o f  th e s e  c o n v e rs a t io n s , a l th o u g h  s o m e tim e s  

p a in fu l a n d  a w k w a rd , h a v e  e n r ic h e d  m y  o w n  u n d e r ­

s t a n d in g  o f  h u m a n  e x p e r ie n c e  a n d  S c r ip tu r e  a n d  h a v e  

s h a r p e n e d  m y  o w n  c o n v ic t io n s  a b o u t  w h a t  A d v e n t i s t s  

n e e d  to  b e  a n d  d o  to  b e  fa ith fu l  to  o u r  c a ll in g . I a m  

r e m in d e d  o f  an  E l le n  W h i t e  q u o ta t io n  th a t  h a s  b e c o m e  

o n e  o f  m y  fa v o r ite s . I t  c o n s t i tu te s  th e  tw o  o p e n in g  

p a r a g r a p h s  o f  th e  c h a p te r  “In  C o n ta c t  w i th  O th e r s ,” in  

Ministry of Healing'.

E v e ry  a s so c ia tio n  o f  life c a lls  fo r  th e  e x e rc is e  o f  

se lf -c o n tro l , fo rb e a ra n c e , a n d  sy m p a th y . W e  d iffe r  

so  w id e ly  in  d isp o s it io n , h ab its , e d u c a tio n , th a t  o u r
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w a y s  o f  lo o k in g  a t  th in g s  vary . W e  ju d g e  d if fe re n t­

ly  O u r  u n d e r s ta n d in g  o f  t r u th ,  o u r  id ea s  in  r e g a rd  

to  th e  c o n d u c t  o f  life, a re  n o t  in  a ll r e s p e c ts  th e  

sam e . T h e r e  a re  n o  tw o  w h o se  e x p e r ie n c e  is a like 

in  e v e ry  p a r tic u la r .  T h e  tr ia ls  o f  o n e  a re  n o t  th e  

t r ia ls  o f  a n o th e r . T h e  d u tie s  th a t  o n e  fin d s  l ig h t  

a re  to  a n o th e r  m o s t  d iff icu lt a n d  p e rp le x in g .

S o  fra il ,  so  ig n o r a n t ,  so  lia b le  to  m is c o n c e p ­

t io n  is  h u m a n  n a tu re ,  t h a t  e a c h  s h o u ld  b e  c a re fu l 

in  th e  e s t im a te  h e  p la c e s  u p o n  a n o th e r .  W e  l i t t l e  

k n o w  th e  b e a r in g  o f  o u r  a c ts  u p o n  th e  e x p e r ie n c e  

o f  o th e r s .  W h a t  w e  d o  o r  sa y  m a y  se e m  to  u s  

o f  l i t t l e  m o m e n t ,  w h e n , c o u ld  o u r  ey e s  b e  o p e n e d , 

w e  s h o u ld  see  t h a t  u p o n  i t  d e p e n d e d  th e  m o s t  

im p o r t a n t  r e s u l t s  fo r  g o o d  o r  fo r  e v i l .14

A Crucial Postscript

B u t n o w  l e t ’s g o  u n d e r g r o u n d ,  so  to  sp e a k , a n d  

a d d r e s s  th e  fe a r  o f  d ia lo g u e  th a t  h a u n ts  m a n y  d e v o u t 

C h r is t ia n s ,  A d v e n t i s t s  p e rh a p s  m o re  th a n  m any .

B ib lic a l w a r n in g s  a g a in s t  c o m p ro m is e  a n d  d e c e p tio n  

r i n g  in  o u r  e a rs . C o n v e r s a t io n s ?  I f  th e  “w ic k e d ” d ie  

b e c a u s e  y o u  fa ile d  to  w a r n  th e m , th e  L o r d  to ld  

E z e k ie l , “th e i r  b lo o d  I w ill  r e q u i r e  a t  y o u r  h a n d .” A n d  

J e su s  w a r n e d  o f  s ig n s  a n d  w o n d e r s  in  th e  la s t  d a y s  

w h ic h  c o u ld , i f  p o s s ib le , “d e c e iv e  th e  v e r y  e le c t .” 15

F o r  A d v e n t is ts ,  E l le n  W h i t e  q u o ta t io n s  as g e n u in e  

as th e  b ib lic a l p a s s a g e s  th e m s e lv e s  r e in fo rc e  o u r  s e p a ­

r a t i s t  s ta n c e . B u t  th e  s e p a ra t io n  n e c e s s a ry  fo r  a m o v e ­

m e n t ’s s u rv iv a l  in  i t s  e a r ly  y e a r s  m a y  t u r n  d e a d ly  w ith  

th e  p a s s a g e  o f  t im e . I a m  c o n v in c e d  E lle n  W h i t e  d is ­

c o v e re d  th a t  to  b e  th e  case . A n d  m y  s tu d y  o f  h e r  d e v e l­

o p in g  e x p e r ie n c e  h a s  e n a b le d  th is  v e r y  c o n s e rv a t iv e  

a n d  c o n s c ie n t io u s  A d v e n t i s t  to  a d o p t  a p o s i t iv e  a t t i ­

tu d e  to w a r d  th o s e  o n  th e  “o th e r  s id e .”

E l le n  W h i te ,  fo r  e x a m p le , u r g e s  th e  f ie ry  a n t i -  

C a th o lic , A . T . Jo n e s , to  “t r e a t  e v e ry  m a n  as h o n e s t”; 

sh e  c o u n s e ls  a n o th e r  b r o th e r  to  “a lw a y s  m a n ife s t  k in d ­

n e ss , r e s p e c t ,  n o b le  lo v e  a n d  g e n e r o s i ty  to w a r d  ev en  

w ic k e d  m e n ”; a n d  sh e  w a r n s  t h a t  e m p h a s iz in g  

A d v e n t i s t  d is t in c t iv e s  c o u ld  e r e c t  “a  fo rm id a b le  b a r r i e r  

b e tw e e n  y o u  a n d  th o s e  y o u  w ish  to  r e a c h ”? 16 S h e  c o n ­

t in u e s  g e n tly ,

S p e a k  to  th e m , as y o u  h a v e  o p p o r tu n i ty ,  u p o n  

p o in ts  o f  d o c t r in e  o n  w h ic h  y o u  c a n  a g re e . D w e ll  

o n  th e  n e c e s s i ty  o f  p ra c t ic a l  g o d lin e s s . G iv e  th e m

e v id e n c e  th a t  y o u  a re  a C h r is t ia n ,  d e s i r in g  p eace , 

a n d  th a t  y o u  lo v e  th e i r  so u ls . L e t  th e m  see  t h a t  

y o u  a r e  c o n s c ie n tio u s . T h u s  y o u  w ill g a in  th e i r  

c o n fid e n c e ; a n d  th e r e  w ill  b e  t im e  e n o u g h  fo r  

d o c tr in e s .  L e t  th e  h e a r t  b e  w o n , th e  so il p r e p a r e d ,  

a n d  th e n  so w  th e  seed , p r e s e n t in g  in  lo v e  th e  

t r u t h  as i t  is in  J e s u s .17

T h a t  g e n t le  c o o p e ra t iv e  to n e  c o n t r a s t s  s h a r p ly  

w i th  th e  c o n f r o n ta t io n a l  p e r s p e c t iv e  e v id e n t  so m e  

tw e n ty - f iv e  y e a r s  e a r l ie r  w h e n  E lle n  W h i t e  a r g u e s  in  

fa v o r  o f  th e  n a m e  S e v e n th -d a y  A d v e n tis t :

T h e  n a m e  S e v e n th -d a y  A d v e n t i s t  is a  s t a n d in g  

re b u k e  to  th e  P r o t e s t a n t  w o r ld . H e re  is th e  lin e  

o f  d i s t in c t io n  b e tw e e n  th e  w o r s h ip e r s  o f  G o d  a n d  

th o s e  w h o  w o r s h ip  th e  b e a s t  a n d  re c e iv e  h is  

m a rk . . . .T h e  n a m e  S e v e n th -d a y  A d v e n t i s t  c a r r ie s  

th e  t r u e  f e a tu re s  o f  o u r  fa i th  in  f r o n t ,  a n d  w ill 

c o n v ic t  th e  in q u i r in g  m in d . L ik e  a n  a r r o w  f ro m  

th e  L o r d ’s q u iv e r , i t  w ill  w o u n d  th e  t r a n s g r e s s o r  

o f  G o d ’s law , a n d  w ill le a d  to  r e p e n ta n c e  to w a rd  

G o d  a n d  fa ith  in  o u r  L o r d  J e s u s  C h r i s t .18

G iv e n  h e r  s t r i k in g  s h if t  in  p e r s p e c t iv e , E l le n  

W h i t e  c a n  say  to  A . T . Jo n e s :

T h e  L o rd  w a n ts  H is  p e o p le  to  fo llo w  o th e r  m e th ­

o d s  th a n  th a t  o f  c o n d e m n in g  w ro n g , ev en  th o u g h  

th e  c o n d e m n a tio n  be  ju s t .  H e  w a n ts  u s  to  d o  so m e ­

th in g  m o re  th a n  to  h u r l  a t o u r  a d v e rsa r ie s  c h a rg e s  

th a t  o n ly  d r iv e  th e m  f u r th e r  fro m  th e  t r u th .  T h e  

w o rk  w h ic h  C h r is t  c am e  to  do  in  o u r  w o r ld  w as  

n o t  to  e re c t  b a r r ie r s  an d  c o n s ta n t ly  t h r u s t  u p o n  th e  

p e o p le  th e  fac t th a t  th e y  w e re  w r o n g .19

T h a t  s o u n d s  to  m e  lik e  a n  in v i ta t io n  to  c o n v e r s a ­

tio n s , b o th  in s id e  a n d  o u t .  A n d  if, b y  G o d ’s g ra c e , w e  

c a n  h e a r  J e s u s ’ se c o n d  c o m m a n d , t r e a t i n g  o th e r s  th e  

w a y  w e  w o u ld  w a n t  to  b e  t r e a te d  i f  w e  w e re  in  th e i r  

p lace , G o d  w ill k n o w  th a t  w e  h a v e  a lso  h e a r d  th e  f i r s t  

g r e a t  c o m m a n d . T h e n  h e  c a n  p o u r  o u t  h is  sp e c ia l 

b le s s in g  o n  th e  C h u rc h . I c ra v e  t h a t  b le s s in g .
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