
The situation in Adventism is
becoming deplorable.

At the rate things are going,
soon there will only be two classes
of Advent believers: those who obey
the General Conference and those
who do not.

Yet that is not what Seventh-day
Adventism was supposed to be all
about! It was intended to be a
people united by the faith of the
Three Angels, the historic beliefs
bequeathed to our people,—who
served the God of heaven alone!

As you may know, there are
three classes of semi-independent
institutions among us.

First, there are those groups
and organizations which carry on
the work outlined in the Bible and
Spirit of Prophecy, regardless of
whether or not it pleases the Gen-
eral Conference, local unions, con-
ferences, or pastors. These groups
are fully independent. They receive
all their donations from individu-
als, and carry on their work, irre-
spective of whether or not they re-
ceive church approval. They refuse
to be pressured into surrendering
the funds sent in for one purpose,
to another organization to be used
for a different purpose.

Second, are those groups and
organizations which are also trying
to serve God,—while, at the same
time, attempting to please leaders
of the church on various levels and
remain submissive to  ever-chang-
ing policy decisions of church com-
mittees. These groups are partially
independent, in the sense that they
receive their donations from indi-
viduals, yet they are still trying to
conform to ever-strengthening
church policies.

Third, there are those groups
and organizations which are trying
to do the best they can, but their
boards are directly under the con-
trol of denominational leaders.

These groups are subsidized by the
denomination, but also solicit and
receive donations from individuals.

We admire and appreciate all
these groups for their sincere, ear-
nest efforts.

Some may say that the first
group are foolish for trying to press
forward, in spite of a lack of official
church approval. Some will con-
sider the second group foolish in
trying to keep working with lead-
ers who have officially rejected
some key Adventist beliefs and stan-
dards. Some will conclude the third
group are captive to the whims of
church leadership.

But, be it as it may, there is no
doubt in our mind that these vari-
ous groups are trying to do the best
they can, in spite of the limitations
they must work under. And each
one, obviously, works under severe,
but very different, limitations.

For several years, church lead-
ership has tried to stop indepen-
dent groups in the first category.
This is a well-known fact.

But now we are shocked to
learn that church leaders, in their
anxiety to control and obtain all the
funds they can for themselves,—are
deliberately willing to destroy the
other quasi-independent organiza-
tions as well!

Leadership is trying to do this
by cutting off their funds. But, in-
stead of requiring outright that they
no longer accept donations or re-
turn them (which would be the hon-
est thing to do), it is cleverly requir-
ing that they accept the funds on
false pretenses, thus implicating
them in the plot. Yet that scheme
will only work to their own destruc-
tion as Advent believers gradually
learn of the duplicity that is being
practiced.

Under the relatively new policy,

those organizations willing to sub-
mit to that policy—must hand over
certain funds to the local confer-
ence, which in turn is assigned the
task of dividing and sharing them
with the headquarters of the local
union, the North American Division,
and the General Conference!

First, that is a sneaky opera-
tion. It is not a method that simple,
humble-hearted Christian folk
would lower themselves to requir-
ing of others.

Second, it is highway robbery.
It is not only obtaining, on false pre-
tenses, money sent in by laymen,
but it is stealing funds sent to those
ministries. The semi-independent
organizations are required to dig
their own graves—by giving away
their money to men it was not sup-
posed to go to.

Third, it is an insult to the Holy
Spirit. It is the Spirit which guides
and motivates men to send the
needed funds for the support of
these various ministries, and when
a small clique of men in one com-
mittee (NAD) in Silver Spring, Mary-
land, have the power to cast a great
net—and pull away massive
amounts of money from a great
number of church entities, that little
group of men act as if they were
God.

Consider the plight this places
the laymen in. Shaken by the deep-
ening apostasy in the church—in
standards, doctrines, finances, and
worship services, an Advent be-
liever, in fullest sincerity of heart,
prayerfully selects a ministry he
wishes to send a contribution to.

But when the donation arrives
at that ministry, the deception re-
quired by the new North American
policy begins. The contribution is
duly receipted and mailed to the
layman. He believes his donation
will be used for the purpose he
specified in his letter or on the
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check. Please note: The donation
receipt comes to him from the or-
ganization he sent the money to!

But, next, a new check is writ-
ten—and that donation, along with
many others, is sent to the local
conference office. The check is
banked there, and then divided up
in accordance with a predetermined
percentage plan, and portions are
sent to the union, the North Ameri-
can Division, and the General Con-
ference. And what do those four
church headquarters do with that
money? Since that policy is silent,
they can do anything they want with
it! It can be used to pay the salary
of new theology pastors. It can help
subsidize a meditation retreat or a
Celebration training seminar. It can
be sent to Loma Linda, instead of
the money the church is required
by a different policy to send to
Loma Linda.

But that is not where the donors
wanted that money to go!

As for the hapless donor, be-
cause he receives a donation receipt
from the organization he sent his
donation to, he thinks the funds he
sent in good faith—really went to
the organization he sent it to.

Truly, this is a terrible situation.
It is just not honest. Frankly, it is
horrible to think our leading men
in Silver Spring, Maryland, who
control the finances of our church—
dreamed up such a fraudulent
scheme. What other financial
frauds are they devising?

Someone will say that we are
only complaining because it in-
volves us. We are not involved, be-
cause we refuse to send on to any
other organization donations sent
to us, unless so specified by the
donor in writing at the time the do-
nation is sent. We are a totally-in-
dependent organization.

Why must worldly, policied lead-
ers try to put such pressure on
kindly, hard-working folk, who are
trying to do the best they can where
they are? What right does church

leadership have to require submis-
sive church entities to misuse in-
coming funds?

Some of our readers will recall
our earlier warning about this prac-
tice, when it was initiated in 1992.
That warning is now out of print,
but this present, larger information
sheet will provide you those, and
many more, salient details.

Of the three types of organiza-
tions, mentioned earlier, the third
category of institutions involved,
would include all church-owned
and/or church subsidized organiza-
tions.

Church-owned institutions
would include Loma Linda Univer-
sity, Andrews University, etc.

Church-subsidized institutions
receive support from the church, in
the way of a yearly collection in ev-
ery denominational church. Each
one amounts to hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars. In addition, each
of these institutions is directly con-
trolled by the church. This is due
to the fact that over 51 percent of
their board members are church
leaders.

Church-subsidized institutions
include Voice of Prophecy, It Is Writ-
ten, Faith for Today, Breath of Life,
Hour of Prophecy, etc.

The second category of insti-
tution would be those organiza-
tions which do not receive subsidies
from the church and do not have
51 percent of their boards con-
trolled by church leaders. However,
they are still willing to submit to
and obey the ever-changing church
policies which are handed down.

Such institutions include Quiet
Hour, Amazing Facts, Adventist Pio-
neer Missions, E-VAN-gelism, etc.

Some organizations in this sec-
ond category refuse certain dona-
tions, while others will be receipt-
ing it and passing it on to their lo-
cal conference office.

The first category would be
those institutions which are totally
independent: They do not receive

subsidies from the church, their
boards are not controlled by church
leaders, and they do not yield to
policy decisions made by the de-
nomination. This position should
not be interpreted as rebellion or
disobedience. It is simply a matter
of authority. God’s people are to
obey the Bible and Spirit of Proph-
ecy rather than policy when it con-
flicts with the Inspired Writings.

The North American Division
ruling was handed down in 1992,
and organizations, structurally or
emotionally dependent upon
church leadership, were immedi-
ately required to implement it. Qui-
etly, they were to immediately be-
gin sending certain donations on to
their local conferences.

A believer, for example, sends a
special donation to a church-con-
trolled southern California mis-
sionary project, so the world will
hear the third angel’s message. But
the donation is sent by the quasi-
independent project to the South-
ern California Conference, which
uses it to pay pastor’s salaries and
hold a meditation retreat.

Obviously, this strange North
American Division policy conflicts
with the Word of God, violates the
faith of the trusting donor, compro-
mises the integrity of the organiza-
tion which passed it on, and brands
the conference office as receiving
property which does not belong to
them.

How much confidence would
you place in an organization that
received stolen property? How
much would you place in that or-
ganization, if it required that the
property be sent to it—so it would
be stolen?

Yet even the various subsidiary
organizations (those in category two
or three) stalled as long as they
could. They feared to take such a
plunge. A higher law, written in
God’s Word, required that they were
to keep faith with the donors they
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served.

But immense pressure was ap-
plied (note the remarks by Russell
Standish, quoted on page four of
this report, about the pressure ap-
plied to just one of those organi-
zations.)

Finally, it was agreed that all
subservient organizations would
obey the mandate, as of January 1,
1995.

As I write this, within a few days
the new ruling will go into effect.

Over the years, there have been
faithful men in these organizations
who have tried to resist the en-
croachments of church takeover.
Great pressure has been brought to
bear on those who have tried to
carry on their work, while seeking
in vain for that point in which they
might fully please church leader-
ship, yet without being absorbed as
a controlled organization, and with-
out disobeying God’s Word.

As you might guess, this has
been a difficult balancing act. The
pressures to conform never seem to
cease, and the quasi organization

teeters one way and then totters the
other. On one side is the chasm of
complete denominational takeover;
on the other is the abyss of being
ostracized, in warning letters, from
conference headquarters to pastors
and members.

One of the last holdouts in this
second category of institutions was
Amazing Facts. While living in the
Chesapeake Conference in the early
1970s, I learned that Amazing Facts
had announced to everyone, includ-
ing the conference office, that it no
longer wanted to receive subsidies
from the church. It was receiving
enough donations to maintain itself.
That decision was made to hence-
forth safeguard Amazing Facts, so
it would not slip under denomina-
tional control, as had the Voice of
Prophecy.

As some of you may know, the
brethren were opposed to the work
of H.M.S. Richards, Sr., and wanted
to stop his broadcasts. It was not
until the late 1930s or early 1940s,
when denominational leaders were
given 51 percent control of the VOP
board, that they accepted it. Hence-

forth, it became a subsidized
church institution.

Later, in the mid-1970s, the
VOP was forced to move from its
own Glendale quarters to those
Grecian-style buildings in Thou-
sand Oaks, California—solely be-
cause a committee in Washington,
D.C., headquarters said it had to
be done.

There were many who felt as-
sured that Amazing Facts would
never yield to the pressure, but it
finally has! We are astounded! We
are not angry with Amazing Facts;
we are well-aware of the intense
coercion which must have brought
them to this point. There are fine
people there.

If possible, there is a fact in all
this which is even more significant:

If Amazing Facts—which re-
ceives no church subsidies and
does not have its board controlled
by church leaders—can no longer
resist the pressure, you can know
that there is no other Seventh-day
Adventist entity, approved by
leadership, which has withstood
the pressure!

Well then, How can you tell
whether a given semi-independent
organization has yielded to the
pressure to obey church policies?
—The simple fact that it is still ap-
proved by the denomination!

What does this mean?
It means that every independent

ministry which is not opposed by
church leadership, will henceforth
be sending certain funds received
from donors, on to their local con-
ference offices—to be shared with
the union conference, North Ameri-
can Division, and General Confer-
ence!

Yet that is not what those funds
were sent for!

In a two-page letter from Amaz-
ing Facts headquarters, dated De-
cember 21, 1994, sent to all do-
nors, it was announced that they
would, as of January 1, 1995, be

what is and what is not to be
done. Consider this statements:

Amazing Facts has done and
continues to do its best to carry
on a worthwhile evangelistic
work. This study is not about
Amazing Facts, but about the de-
termination (and, unfortunately,
the success) of the General Con-
ference in bringing all ministries
willing to be organizationally
linked to it, under ever-stricter
leadership controls.

We lament this effort to estab-
lish a kingly power in our denomi-
nation. Read again our Spirit of
Prophecy compilation, Confed-
eration and Consolidation—
Part 1-3 [RS—17-19], now in
section two of our Medical/Pub-
lishing Tractbook.

There is not to be a central
power, controlling every aspect of
the worldwide church, dictating

“You know what a confederacy is,—
a union of men in a work that does not
bear the stamp of pure, straightforward,
unswerving integrity.”—Manuscript 29,
1911 (4 Bible Commentary, 1142).

“Consolidation means that all in-
stitutions are to be merged into the
Battle Crkee institutions. For years
something of this kind has been pro-
posed by one and another. But accord-
ing to the light I have had, the plan is
wrong.”—Letter 4, 1895.

“It would be dangerous to consoli-
date all our institutions under one head
at Battle Creek, and let one institution
control all the others. This would prove
a curse. The Lord has not designed that
Battle Creek should control all these
instrumentalities.”—Manuscript 11,
1895.

Please pray for the many min-
istries which are trying to carry
on in spite of great difficulties.
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adhering to this church ruling! (It
is reprinted in full on page ten.)

We still respect Amazing Facts,
but deplore their submission to this
NAD ruling. When the accounting
department of an organization
crumbles before pressure, can the
doctrinal presentation bear up
against the continued pressure? We
surely hope so, but we see this as a
great crisis in our midst.

Why?
First, as stated before, Amazing

Facts has been fully self-sustaining,
(dependent on donations alone) for
twenty years. If it cannot withstand
the pressure, who can? Consider
Quiet Hour, Adventist Pioneer Mis-
sions, E-VAN-gelism, or any other
quasi-independent organization
you wish to name—which, to date,
retains official church approval.
Every such organization will have
to cave in and send certain funds
on to the conference for the four-
way split. This is heart-wrenching.

(A few brave ones may, instead, just
send the tithe back with a note: “We
do not accept tithe.”)

Second, church leaders are ob-
viously trying to gain control of ev-
ery denominational entity they
can,—and ostracize and ban each
one which refuses to bow to their
demands, regardless of how dis-
honest those demands might be.
The criterion of acceptance is not
souls won to Christ, but submis-
sion to leadership.

Third, the demands never
cease. As the organizations bow to
one demand, another is being for-
mulated in committee. By this time
it is quite clear that there are
church leaders who do not want
simply to gain more control,—they
want to change our doctrines, our
standards, our very way of think-
ing. We have found they are even
willing to resort to hypnotic proce-
dures to do it.

Think not that control of the
money is the only objective. Control
of beliefs is another.

In the case of Amazing Facts, I
must say they are telling you just
what the situation is. They are try-
ing to do the best they can, in the
midst of a bitter compromise. There
are other organizations which prob-
ably will not do this. They will qui-
etly be passing along the funds to
enrich the local conference in which
their headquarters is located, and
their supporters will not be the
wiser.

Here is the North American Di-
vision ruling in brief:

1. This policy was approved by
the North American Division in
1992.

2. This policy applies to any
approved and subsidized church-
controlled organization (such as
Voice of Prophecy, It is Written, Faith
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I felt terribly disheartened yes-
terday when I received the Amazing
Facts letter, announcing their deci-
sion to send the tithe on to church
leaders. Then, yesterday afternoon,
a friend in southern California tele-
phoned. She said she was convicted
to call and read me something over
the phone. It helped explain the prob-
lem I was puzzling over. Here it is:

“Joe was forthright in his wit-
ness. Books such as Creeping Com-
promise and Reaping the Whirlwind
did not mince words against the ram-
paging apostasy in our midst. This
did not endear his ministry to many
church administrators . . The oppo-
sition to his godly minstry escalated
in proportion to the growing apos-
tasy in our church. Yet Joe strove
ever to work with the administrators
of God’s church. His board chairman
remained the president of the Chesa-
peake Conference. Joe was deeply
grieved by the recent publication by
the Review and Herald of the book,
The Nature of Christ, written by one
of the associate editors of the Adven-
tist Review. This book attacked Joe’s
Bible-based stand on the human
nature of Christ and named him and
others, including Ralph Larson, Ron
Spear, Robert Wieland, Donald
Short, Colin Standish, and myself
many times.

“Ever accommodating to the
needs of the organized church, Joe
found that more and more ecclesias-
tical pressure was exerted upon his
ministry as time progressed. What
had commenced as a sweet relation-
ship between a self-supporting min-
istry and the church organization de-

veloped into a near battle to resist
total control.

“Joe’s great love for, and admira-
tion and support of, the work of fel-
low self-supporting ministries such
as Hartland and Hope International
were sources of consternation to
some church administrators. Joe
ever kept a close personal contact
with these ministries by telephone
and in person. But little by little he
was pressured to resign from the
board of Hartland Institute [which he
did] in 1992, and the same year to
present his final messages at the
Hartland camp meeting. Joe found
that cooperation with the organiza-
tion was becoming coercion. Articles
for Our Firm Foundation written by
Amazing Facts evangelists had to be
published under pseudonyms, and
when the latest graduates from
Hartland joined his team, Joe faced
stern opposition which he coura-
geously resisted. But he was forced
to make no mention of the faithful
college which had prepared them for
service.

“The four Hartland graduates in
his evangelistic team were unable to
return to their alma mater to present
requested weeks of prayer because of
conference bigotry. These and other
pressures weighed heavily on the
heart of Joe, as did the pressure ex-
erted upon him to cease his 25-year
practice of receiving tithe for his valid
ministry.”—Russell Standish, circu-
lar letter.

Elder Joe Crews was recuperat-
ing well from a coronary problem
when, on the morning of October 10,
1994, he died suddenly in a Seventh-
day Adventist hospital.



for Today, Breath of Life, Hour of
Prophecy, etc.), or to any approved,
but not church subsidized, quasi
church-controlled organization
(Quiet Hour, Amazing Facts, etc.).

3. This policy requires that all
known tithe, which is sent in to
such organizations from Seventh-
day Adventist believers, MUST be
forwarded to the local conference
office.

4. This policy requires that a
receipt for the tithe money is to be
issued by the organization to the
donor who sent it, but that the
money itself is to be used by church
entities to which it was not sent.

5. This policy requires that the
local conference, upon receiving
such funds, is to carefully divide it,
retaining a portion to use locally,
and sending on the other three por-
tions, as follows:

69% - goes to the local confer-
ence.

10% - goes to the union confer-
ence.

11% - goes to the North Ameri-
can Division.

10% - goes to the General Con-
ference.

  0% - goes to the organization
the donor sent the contribution to.

Frankly, now, if you were a Je-
suit infiltrator, what would be one
of the best ways to destroy Adven-
tist missionary work? Simple,
enough, get church leadership to
require that the most active mis-
sionary projects send much of their
money to church headquarters,
where it can be used for other pur-
poses.

In the case of Amazing Facts, of
the money sent on, 59% will be re-
turned from the conference (which
will withhold 10% for retirement)

The NAD Tithe Misappropriation Policy
Part Two of Three

and 10% from the union. But the
North American Division and Gen-
eral Conference both refuse to re-
mit any, because, they say, to do so
would “set a dangerous precedent.”

We ask: What is “dangerous”
about being honest with the people,
and letting them send their dona-
tions where they want to send
them? What is wrong with letting
their money be used for those pur-
poses which the contributors
prayerfully have decided it should
be used for? What is evil about let-
ting the Holy Spirit have some say
in the lives of the people?

I say it is wrong of the General
Conference, working with the North
American Division to enact such a
policy, then require it of all trust-
fully dependent church entities,
and then, brazenly, to declare that
it would be “dangerous” for the
people’s money to be used for the
purposes they specified!

At the heart of many corrupt
church policies, is the notion that
church members have no sense,
and church leaders must think for
them. But that is a Romish prin-
ciple. Read again chapter 37 in
Great Controversy.

Such high-handed policy irregu-
larities with funds need reproof. If
the General Conference and North
American Division make regula-
tions such as these, how can we
trust that they will be honest with
other funds handed over for other
purposes the donors want them
used for? Is this some kind of game
we are playing? Is it imagined that
the church members are stupid
enough they cannot see through
policies—and detect the false-
hearted accounting procedures
they are based on. Is this just an-
other manifestation of the new the-
ology principles which have been
accepted by leadership, as stated
in the Review and Ministry maga-

zine and in these new doctrinal
books? If men believe they can sin
and still be saved, they are ready to
enact policies that cause subordi-
nate organizations to sin also.
There seems to be no stopping
point. It goes on and on.

If the General Conference,
working through the North Ameri-
can Division, can enact a deceptive,
misleading, property theft—which
is what this policy is,—then they
must be doing other dishonest
things also.

The North American Division
takes the property belonging to oth-
ers, and blackens the name of those
who refuse to be accomplices in the
fraudulent operation.

King David had done a great
crime. He had taken property be-
longing to another, and then had
the owner slain.

Nathan, the prophet, told him
the story of a wealthy man who
stole his poor neighbor’s lone
sheep, instead of getting one from
his abundant herds.—The story
fits, my friend, the story fits! Write
the General Conference, and every
other church entity you can think
of, and express your disgust with
this monstrous disfigurement of
tithe paying.

When David heard the story, he
said the man ought to die. The Bible
says it is wrong to steal (Ex 20:15;
Deut 5:19; Matt 19:18; Luke
18:20; Rom 13:9).

“Ye shall not steal, neither deal
falsely . . Thou shalt not defraud thy
neighbor, neither rob him.”—
Leviticus 19:11, 13.

It is wrong for church leaders
to hand over goods which are nei-
ther their property, nor were do-
nated to them.

“When thou sawest a thief, then
thou consentedst with him.”—
Psalm 50:18.

Continued  from the preceding tract  in this series
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God does not speak lightly of
such activities.

“The bands [binding policies] of
the wicked have robbed me.”—
Psalm 119:61.

These men take the lone sheep
of others, in order to avoid using
their own sheep.

“Men do not despise a thief, if
he steal to satisfy his soul when he
is hungry; but [even] if he shall be
found, he shall restore sevenfold.”—
Proverbs 6:30-31.

It is terrible to use stolen dona-
tions, and call it “the Lord’s work.”

“For I the Lord love judgment; I
hate robbery for burnt offering.”—
Isaiah 61:8.

Such activities will bring shame
to the participants. Indeed, all of us
will be ashamed that our church
will be doing this.

“As the thief is ashamed when
he is found, so is the house of Is-
rael ashamed.”—Jeremiah 2:26.

If continued, it will lead to final
destruction.

“The robbery of the wicked
shall destroy them.”—Proverbs
21:7.

Will leaders of the church steal
dedicated funds, ruin the reputa-
tion of those who resist, unite with
those holding false doctrine, and
bow down to other churches,—and
then declare that they have a right
to do this because they are church
leaders? Read this:

“Will ye steal, murder, and com-
mit adultery, and swear falsely, . .
and burn incense unto Baal, and
walk after other gods whom ye
know not; and come and stand be-
fore Me in this house, which is
called by My name, and say, We are
delivered to do all these abomina-
tions?”—Jeremiah 7:9-10.

God’s Word speaks stronger
than we do.

“Woe to the bloody city! It is all
full of lies and robbery.”—Nahum
3:1.

“Is it not written, My house shall
be called the house of prayer? but
ye have made it a den of thieves.”—

Matthew 21:13 (Luke 19:45-46).
“Nay, ye do wrong, and defraud,

and that your brethren . . Nor
thieves, nor covetous, . . nor extor-
tioners, shall inherit the kingdom
of God.”—1 Corinthians 6:8, 10.

If a bigger boy at school taunted
a smaller boy, and told him he was
going to take his lunch tomorrow,
we would call that bullying. If he
took it from him the next day, we
would call that stealing. But if the
General Conference does it to a little
missionary group of Advent believ-
ers, the evil deed is whitewashed
with the name, “policymaking.”

To consider the gravity of this
situation, consider an individual
who decides to send a special do-
nation to a non-profit organization.
Those who receive it, know they will
get in trouble with church leader-
ship if they accept it. What should
they do? Since policy rules their de-
cisions, they ought to return it with
the printed statement, “We are not
permitted by church leadership to
accept your donation.”

But church leadership, hearing
about it, tells them, “No, don’t do
that; send the money over to us to
spend!” Why do they say that? Be-
cause church leadership does not
want to lose money which does not
belong to them!

Wait a minute! That is why
people go to gambling casinos! to
get money that does not belong to
them! That is why people rob
banks.

We have here a very serious vio-
lation of the law of God. God will
judge for these things, and He
wants the facts set before many
minds. If men, unless they repent,
are going to burn in hellfire for de-
frauding an entire church, should
they not be warned about it? Should
you not be warned also? Moses
cried to the people, “Get away from
the tents of those men!” Beware,
beware, the wrath of God is com-
ing.

Did anything of this nature oc-
cur while Ellen White was alive? Yes,
it did—an incident so remarkably
similar that it needs to be dis-
cussed.

Elder G.F. Watson became
president of the Colorado Confer-
ence in the year 1900. In 1905,
Ellen White sent an important let-
ter to Elder Watson. Here is the
background of the letter:

Several self-supporting workers
began a project in the southern
states which church leaders in
Battle Creek did not like. The work-
ers were evangelizing blacks, as well
as carrying on other projects which
were not under the control of Battle
Creek or its subsidiary entities.
Therefore, church leaders consid-
ered them “an enemy.”

Ellen White wrote many letters
to those self-supporting southern
workers, encouraging them to con-
tinue their work. Indeed, she was
the one who had encouraged them
to start a self-supporting work. (You
will find many of those letters in the
Unpublished Testimonies, also
known as the Spalding-Magan
Collection. A copy of that book may
be obtained from us for $27.50,
hardcover, or $13.50, paperback,
plus postage and handling. That,
is the current price. By the way, this
book is not “unpublished;” the
present writer bought his first pub-
lished copy of it in the mid-1950s.
It has been in print for decades.

In addition to encouraging
them to continue on with a work
which should be done, which the
church leaders would not do, she
urged them to tell the people of their
needs, since the leaders refused to
provide them with any financial
help. Ellen White had a way of
knowing things, and she told them
that donations sent to them
through regular church channels
would not be sent on to them.
(Sound familiar? Now it is reversed;
donations sent to the quasi inde-
pendents must be sent on to the
church.)



7The NAD Tithe Misappropriation Policy
So, following her instructions,

the workers in the south decided
to bypass the leadership—and take
their needs directly to the Advent
believers.

They began writing letters of
appeal and mailing them out. That
brought in some funds, for which
both they and Ellen White were
thankful. In addition, in late 1904
several of them traveled as far west
as Colorado. They spoke of their
needs and appealed for funds.
Among the donations they received
was tithe money. Returning with the
funds to their area, they spent them.

They were working in accor-
dance with Spirit of Prophecy coun-
sels, and deserved encouragement
and support which church leaders
did not wish to grant them.

When Elder G.F. Watson, the
Colorado Conference president,
heard about this, he wrote a letter
to the workers and demanded that
they send the tithe back. His logic
was exactly that of the NAD policy,
enacted in 1992: The tithe belongs
to church leadership, and no one
else can spend it. However, that
viewpoint is not supported either by
the Bible or Spirit of Prophecy.

It is church teaching that tithe
must go through “the regular chan-
nel,” But Ellen White declared that
claim to be incorrect.

“Appeal to the people . . Have
this money come direct to your des-
titute portion of the vineyard. The
Lord has not specified any regular
channel through which means
shall pass.”—Spalding-Magan
(“Unpublished”) Testimonies, 498.

As usual, Ellen White knew
what had happened. The workers
had already spent the money and
did not know what to do. She en-
couraged them to keep pressing for-
ward.

But, in addition, Ellen White
wrote to the Colorado Conference
president.

The Watson Letter, as it is called,
is printed on pages 214-215 of the
book, Unpublished Testimonies.

It is also printed in a special two-
part tract set, available from us, en-
titled, The Tithe—1-2 [PG—41-
42]. That tract set contains a great
wealth of Spirit of Prophecy quota-
tions on this topic. You will value it
highly.

In the Colorado incident, we
find an almost perfect parallel to
the present situation:

(1) Workers from—not partially
but—totally independent minis-
tries, who were carrying on a nec-
essary work, told the believers of
their work and their needs. / Self-
supporting organizations today—
controlled, subsidized, subservient,
or totally independent—are doing
the same.

(2) Tithe money was, and con-
tinues to be, given to such minis-
tries.

(3) The conference president
demanded that the tithe money be
returned to the church. / The North
American Division demands that
the tithe money be returned to the
church.

(4) Ellen White told the confer-
ence president that it was perfectly
alright for church members to give
tithe directly to totally independent
ministries, that it need not be re-
turned, that she herself regularly
did it, and that she commended
others who did it. / It is not difficult
to guess what her letter to the NAD
would say.

Since we are now on the topic
of the Watson Letter, here is a brief
analysis of what she told Elder
Watson in that letter:

1—Elder Watson should not
oppose the giving of tithe money to
independent workers, and, in fact,
should be quiet about the entire
matter (paragraph 1).

2—Ellen White had herself not
paid tithe into the church for years,
but instead had given it to indepen-
dent and retired workers. She did
it because it was right to do, and
because God instructed her to do

it (paragraphs 2, 4-5).
3—She had done this for years,

and could testify that it was a
proper method of paying the tithe
(paragraphs 2, 5).

4—In addition, she did not dis-
courage or dissuade others from
doing this also, that is, directly sup-
porting self-supporting workers
with their tithe (paragraph 5).

5—The standard reply by
church leaders to the Watson Let-
ter is that “Ellen White could do this
because she was a prophet, but no
one else should do it.” Yet, in con-
trast, in this letter we find her com-
mending the faithful believers who
were also paying their tithe directly
to independent workers. She also
said that God has appointed oth-
ers to pay their tithe in this way, as
well as her (paragraph 5).

6—She commended those who
had given their tithe directly to in-
dependent workers, because it was
being used “where it is most needed
to help to do a work that is being
left undone” (paragraph 5).

7—According to her statement,
there are activities and fields that
“have been robbed” of needed
means, and this lack should be
supplied by sending tithe directly
to independent workers (para-
graph 3).

8—She never reproved others
for doing as she did in this matter,
but rather commended them (para-
graph 5).

9—When others asked her opin-
ion, as to whether they too should
give their tithe direct to independent
workers, she advised them that it
was an acceptable practice, if they
were so convicted by God to do so
(paragraph 5).

10—But she also cautioned
that no one should make a prac-
tice of trying to “gather up the
tithe”; that is, asking that others
give it to them (paragraphs 6, 13).
It is a basic Spirit of Prophecy prin-
ciple that each person should de-
cide for himself where his tithe
should go, and then send it there.



8 W a y m a r k s

More WAYMARKS - from  —
PILGRIMS RESTPILGRIMS RESTPILGRIMS RESTPILGRIMS RESTPILGRIMS REST

HCR 77, BOX 38A - BEERSHEBA SPRINGS, TN  37305

No one is to make that decision for
him. It is a decision between him
and God, just as is worship and the
choosing of one’s religion. It is
wrong for any individual or organi-
zation to say that the tithe must go
to them! Beware of anyone who
comes, asking for your tithe! They
may present their needs, but they
should not be asking for your tithe.
It is your sacred responsibility to
decide that, and no coercion is to
be applied. No one, including
church leaders, are to try to “gather
up the tithe”; that is, get it exclu-
sively coming to them.

Yet that is exactly what the North
American Division policy is trying
to do.

11—Those believers who are
convinced that they should place
their funds with self-supporting
workers, rather than with the con-
ference and its salaried workers,
should do so (paragraph 6).

12—Neither the officers of the
church, nor its salaried workers,
should seek to dissuade them from
paying their tithe outside its own
committee-approved channels, nor
should it in any way threaten or pe-
nalize those who are convicted by
the Spirit of God to do so (para-
graphs 1, 3, 5, 6, 7).

13—When the conference breth-
ren learn of instances in which be-
lievers are giving their tithe to inde-
pendent workers, they should “hold
their peace” and be quiet about the
matter, not seeking to oppose it
(paragraph 3).

14—But (and this is important)
only those should pay their tithe
outside the regular channels who
are convicted they should do it
(paragraphs 3, 4, 5, 6). The One
who impresses the heart to pay
tithe, will guide His people where
they are to pay it. No one else is to
decide it for you. We should pray
over our tithe, just as we pray over
the proper utilization of all our other
talents.

15—The ones who should be
supported by paying the tithe di-

rectly to them, rather than paying
it through regular church channels,
are only to be those who are doing
the right work, and who are not of-
ficially funded by the church in car-
rying on that work (paragraph 2).

16—Tithe given directly by be-
lievers to independent, self-sup-
porting workers “is not withheld”
(paragraph 4). Throughout the
Spirit of Prophecy, the consistent
teaching is that tithe is “withheld”
when it is not paid out at all, and
that tithe is “not withheld” when it
is paid out.

17—Tithe so given goes directly
into “the Lord’s treasury” (para-
graph 4). This is a very important
point. It is alleged, by the leaders,
that only that tithe which is paid
into the conference offering plates—
goes into “the treasury.” But, ac-
cording to paragraph 4, tithe paid
directly to self-supporting workers
or organizations also goes into “the
treasury.”

18—There is a special factor in
considering where the tithe should
be sent: “where it is most needed
to help to do a work that is being
left undone” (paragraph 5). Is it a
work which God wants done, which
is not otherwise being done—either
by the official church, its entities,
or workers.

19—The tithe of the believers
may be given to independent orga-
nizations and workers, simply be-
cause of a loss of confidence in the
main church, its leadership, the
direction they are headed, and how
they are misappropriating the tithe
given them (paragraph 6).

20—“Circumstances  alter
cases.” This is also wise counsel.
Only through continual prayer can
you know what you are to do in this
matter. One missionary project is
not as another, and changes often
occur. The privilege of paying tithe
is to be a thoughtful blessing, not a
unthinking routine.

21—In summary of the entire
matter, Ellen White stated: “I com-
mend those sisters who have

placed their tithe where it is most
needed to help to do a work that is
being left undone.”

Here now is the complete text
of the Watson Letter:

Mountain View, California
      January 22, 1905

Elder Watson:
My brother, I wish to say to

you, be careful how you move. You
are not moving wisely. The least
you have to speak about tithe that
has been appropriated to the
most needy and most discourag-
ing field in the world, the more
sensible you will be.

It had been presented to me
for years that my tithe was to be
appropriated by myself to aid the
white and colored ministers who
were neglected and did not receive
sufficient properly to support
their families. When my attention
was called to aged  ministers,
white or black, it was my special
duty to investigate into their
necessities and to supply their
needs. This was to be my special
work, and I have done this in a
number of cases. No man should
give notoriety to the fact that in
special cases the tithe is used in
that way.

In regard to the colored work
in the South, that field has been
and is still being robbed of the
means that should come to the
workers of that field. If there have
been cases where our sisters have
appropriated their tithe to the
support of the ministers working
for the colored people in the
South, let every man, if he is wise,
hold his peace.

I have myself appropriated my
tithe to the most needy cases
brought to my notice. I have been
instructed to do to this; and as
the money is not withheld from
the Lord’s treasury, it is not a



with the captive organizations.
Surely, they need our prayers!
Please pray for Amazing Facts, and
all the ministries tied closely to the
North American Division and Gen-
eral Conference. The lines of con-
trol are becoming stronger every
day.

Where are we headed? How
long before Jesus returns? From
every indication we can obtain, de-
termined efforts will be made at the
forthcoming 1995 General Confer-
ence Session to greatly strengthen
(1) conference control over mem-
bers, and (2) General Conference
control over divisions, unions, and
conferences. Yet it is the General
Conference which is working ur-
gently to promote Celebration wor-
ship services, mid-week cell groups,
variant doctrinal books, and con-
ference-level disfellowshippings.

My brother, my sister, stand
true. We are near the end. Please,
Lord Jesus, please, come quickly!

     —Vance Ferrell
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matter that should be commented
upon; for it will necessitate my
making known these matters,
which I do not desire to do,
because it is not best.

Some cases have been kept
before me for years, and I have
supplied their needs from the
tithe, as God has instructed me to
do. And if any person shall say to
me, Sister White, will you appro-
priate my tithe where you know it
is most needed, I shall say, Yes, I
will; and I have done so. I com-
mend those sisters who have
placed their tithe where it is most
needed to help to do a work that
is left undone; and if this matter
is given publicity, it will create
knowledge which would better be
left as it is. I do not care to give
publicity to this work which the
Lord has appointed me to do.

I send this matter to you so
that you shall not make a mis-
take. Circumstances alter cases. I
would not advise that any should
make a practice of gathering up
tithe money. But for years there
have now and then been persons
who have lost confidence in the
appropriation of the tithe who
have placed their tithe in my
hands, and said that if I did not
take it they would themselves
appropriate it to the families of
the most needy ministers they
could find. I have taken the
money, given a receipt for it and
told them how it was appropri-
ated.

I write this to you so that you
shall keep cool and not become
stirred up and give publicity to
this matter, lest many more shall
follow this example.

(signed) Ellen G. White

Our heartfelt sympathies are

At the 1889 General Conference
Session, the leadership of our denomi-
nation was pushing earnestly to make
the Seventh-day Adventist Church into
a great business corporation, with all
entities and workers answerable di-
rectly or indirectly to the General Con-
ference headquarters, which at that
time was located in Battle Creek, Michi-
gan.

The idea of placing all institutions
under a single general manager seemed
like a good idea. President O.A. Olsen
said it clearly in a keynote address to
the Session on October 28:

“This work as a whole is all one.
Why should not our various denomi-
national enterprises be managed by
boards, elected by the General Confer-
ence?”—1891 General Conference Bul-
letin.

Olsen added that the good work
should begin by placing all North
American publishing houses under
General Conference control. On Mon-
day, November 4, a 21-member com-

mittee of top leaders was appointed to
consider the matter. Two days later,
the committee presented a lengthy rec-
ommendation, which included this
item:

“That steps be taken at once to
form a corporation for the purpose of
taking entire control of all our publish-
ing interests, thus bringing the work
under one general management.”

The decision was deferred to the
1991 General Conference Session, at
which time the committee said its rec-
ommendation was that the work as a
whole would be “simplified” if a single
entity (the General  Conference) had
wide-ranging control of the work and
the institutions.

Because Ellen White counseled
strongly against it, the matter was
again put off; this time to the 1895
Session. In the interim, Ellen White
sent out warning letters.

“I have little faith in the large or
small confederacy that is being formed.
It looks dark and forbidding to me.
There is need of great care and wis-
dom in carrying forward the work.”—
Letter 71, 1894, GCB, 18.

In spite of her warnings, mailed
from Australia, the leaders voted to
bring all publishing work under Battle
Creek control. By 1895, they wanted
to take over all other branches of the
work as well. But the warnings con-
tinued.

“To my brethren at Battle Creek, I
would say, You are not in any condi-
tion to consolidate. This means noth-
ing less than placing upon the institu-
tions at Battle Creek the management
of all the work, far and near. God’s
work cannot be carried forward suc-
cessfully by men who, by their resis-
tance to light, have placed themselves
where nothing will influence them to
repent or change their course of ac-
tion.”—Letter 81, 1896.

—A far more detailed historical
study, along with many, many Spirit
of Prophecy statements, are to be found
in our three-part tract set, Confedera-
tion and Consolidation [RS—17-19],
now available only in section two of our
Medical/Publishing Tractbook.


