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BlackSDA _ 3ABN __ Hal Steenson And John Lomacang

Posted by: sister Dec 3 2006, 07:05 PM

It is no secret at 3ABN that there is no love lost between Hal Steenson and John Lomacang.

Aithough the original date of this email is October 2005, it is still reflective of the division in the
pastoral camp of 3ABN. At the time of this writing Hal requested that this information be "passed
on to everyone”. I know it is a little late in coming, but finally Hal your request has been granted.

A little background history: Hal Steenson is the husband of Mollie Steenson, General Manager of
3ABN. The only one that stands above her in the corperate hierarchy is Danny Shelton. Hal is also

a member of the 3ABN Pastoral staff.

John Lomacang is the Pastor of the Thompsonville (3ABN) SDA Church, located on the property of
3ABN. In addition to his pastoral duties, he is often seen as a presenter on 3ABN programming.

At this point it is good to remember that Mollie believes that God has given her a vision of their
intended place, together at the helm of 3ABN. Mollie has the business savvy and Hal is the

Charismatic Preacher. Once Danny is out of the way, there will be no need for John to stand at the
pulpit of the 3ABN church, Hal will comfortably fill that position. Heads up John, it is past time to

read the writing on the wall... :

Sister

----- Original Message -----

From: Hal Steenson

Sent: Monday, October 10, 2005 9:59 AM
Subject: Concerned

Dear pastor % K 3 K K K K *******I

Thank you for calling and asking our position on John Lomachang's presentation Friday night.

Here is 3ABN's statement on this matter. Thank you for helping us pass this on to everyone. Once

again we apologize for what happened. It was a total surprise to all of us.
Thank You,

Hal Steenson

This is the statement I sent to Dr. Thompson.

Dr Walt,

I'm hurt, and I'm mad about what John Lomachang preached Friday night. I came out of gross
error and felt assured, until his series, that I was moving in the truth. I'm not a scholar on the

trumpets, however, even I knew that was wrong. The sad thing is that so many people watching
now think this is what we all believe. And all the new people in our church may now accept it as
the gospel truth. John's arrogance Sabbath morning goes along with what I told him months ago,
"he has become a law unto himself." He is neither answerable nor accountable to no one and as
he put it Sabbath morning, he owes no one an apology. If he wants to cut his own throat, so be it,
but he sliced 3ABN up by teaching his "Adventists futuristic" opinion on live worldwide television.

What he did was not of God or from God.
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I'm amazed,

Hal Steenson

Posted by: Clay Dec 3 2006, 07:32 PM

this is important because? I think you are dredging the bottom now Sister.... in the big picture
this is a non-issue.... obviously this is a slow news day......

Posted by: Johann Dec 4 2006, 12:11 AM

%this is important because? . . .

Danny Shelton claims that HOPE is not teaching true Adventism. Only 3ABN does.

Posted by: watchbird Dec 4 2006, 05:52 AM

' QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 3 2006, 08:32PMY

lithis is important because? 1 think you are dredging the bottom now Sister.... in the big picture this A
{is a non-issue.... obviously this is a slow news day......

If the only thing we are talking about here is Danny's personal problems, or even about the morals...
or lack thereof... of the Shelton clan.... then this would be unimportant. But these are NOT the only
things that are important. The goal is to clean up the mess at 3abn so that it can continue on as an
integral part of Adventist life and mission. So anything which pertains to "life on the ranch".... which
certainly includes divisions as well as liasons in top management and "pastors".... in doctrinal
understandings as well as personal morals and behaviour... is indeed important in giving a full picture
of why some of us at least think that 3abn definitely needs a thorough housecleaning.

Pasted by: caribbean sda Dec 4 2006, 06:21 AM

QUOTE(Johann @ Dec 4 2006, 02:11 AM) []

Danny Shelton claims that HOPE is not teaching true Adventism. Only 3ABN does.

hmm...so 3ABN has a monopoly on the teaching of true Adventism? | r j
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Posted by: Clay Dec 4 2006, 07:45 AM

| If the only thing we are talking about here is Danny's personal problems, or even about the
morals... or lack thereof... of the Shelton clan.... then this would be unimportant. But these are

: NOT the only things that are important. The goal is to clean up the mess at 3abn so that it can
Econtinue on as an integral part of Adventist life and mission. So anything which pertains to "life on
i the ranch”.... which certainly includes divisions as well as liasons in top management and
"pastors”.... in doctrinal understandings as well as personal morals and behaviour... is indeed
{important in giving a full picture of why some of us at least think that 3abn definitely needs a
 thorough housecleaning.

after all the discussion in multiple threads about the Sheltons and their proclivities, it is clear that
they have issues.... this is overkill.... if the picture is not clear now, it won't be.....

This thread should continue because?

Posted by: caribbean sda Dec 4 2006, 07:54 AM

It would be interesting to hear what John Lomacang said about trumpets that has Hal Steenson so
hot under the collar. It certainly appears that there is turmoil in the 3ABN camp. Maybe instead of

B bic

an explosion...there will be an implosion. oh welil...and so it goes...on and on and on...

i

N

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 4 2006, 07:55 AM

QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 4 2006, 06:45 AM) []

after all the discussion in multiple threads about the Sheitons and their proclivities, it is clear that
i they have issues.... this is overkill.... if the picture is not clear now, it won't be

This thread should continue because?

If this thread is going to challenge the claim that 3abn is preaching the "undiluted" truth and will
actually bring up the tainted teachings in question I think it would serve a valuable purpose.

Posted by: Clay Dec 4 2006, 08:16 AM

| QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ Dec 4 2006, 07:55 AM) ]
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If this thread is going to challenge the claim that 3abn is preaching the "undiluted" truth and will :
i actually bring up the tainted teachings in question I think it would serve a valuable purpose.

fair enough.... if that is the direction of the thread.... then lets explore... if however it is more of the
personal failings of those at 3abn... I will close this one....

Posted by: sister Dec 4 2006, 09:18 AM

' QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 4 2006, 09:16 AM) (] ]

?fair enough.... if that is the direction of the thread.... then lets explore.., if however it is more of the

An interesting point from Maritime in their discussion of this topic, I have bolded two points that need
to be considered:

"I am also with Gregory in what he says about the deviant beliefs brought in by the
Pentecostals as being more important to recognize than worrying ourselves about what
John may be saying about prophetic interpretation. And we need also, IMO, to keep in mind the
power struggle that some have pointed out that is going on between the Steenson's and Danny....
and note that it could be that Hal's condemnation of how John treats Adventist doctrine as part of a
"divide and conquer" strategy... with this type of attack being the "smokescreen" behind

which the Pentecostals can "take over" with their own brand of "Adventism".

Posted by: Clay Dec 4 2006, 09:27 AM

| QUOTE(sister @ Dec 4 2006, 09:18 AM) [ |

An interesting point from Maritime in their discussion of this topic, 1 have bolded two points that
need to be considered:

: "I am also with Gregory in what he says about the deviant beliefs brought in by the

{ Pentecostals as being more important to recognize than worrying ourselves about what
%John may be saying about prophetic interpretation. And we need also, IMO, to keep in mind

i the power struggle that some have pointed out that is going on between the Steenson's and
‘Danny.... and note that it could be that Hal's condemnation of how John treats Adventist doctrine as
i part of a "divide and conquer" strategy... with this type of attack being the "smokescreen" :
behind which the Pentecostals can "take over"” with their own brand of "Adventism".”

what are the issues.....

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 4 2006, 09:58 AM
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| QUOTE(sister @ Dec 4 2006, 08:18 AM) [|

An interesting point from Maritime in their discussion of this topic, I have bolded two points that
need to be considered:

“I am also with Gregory in what he says about the deviant beliefs brought in by the

i Pentecostals as being more important to recognize than worrying ourselves about what
i%John may be saying about prophetic interpretation. And we need also, IMO, to keep in mind

i the power struggle that some have pointed out that is going on between the Steenson's and i
- Danny.... and note that it could be that Hal's condemnation of how John treats Adventist doctrine as |
i part of a "divide and conquer” strategy... with this type of attack being the "smokescreen™ :

' behind which the Pentecostals can "take over" with their own brand of "Adventism".

Sister,

This claim of the infiltration of "deviant Pentacostal beliefs" has been stated and restated. However, I
have personally never seen spelled out here what those deviant beliefs are.

Can you illuminate?
Additionally, for those not privy to the John Lomacang series in question, how can we support this

statement that his prophetic interpretation isn't worth worrying about. For all we know at this point
his interpretation could have been either doctrinally sound or blatantly flawed.

Posted by: sister Dec 4 2006, 10:00 AM

The following is taken from a thread on Maritime and is the personal experience of an individua{
with Shelly Quinn and her husband (a member of the 3ABN pastoral staff). I will preface it with an
explanation of the term “rhema”:

Rhema is a Greek term that is often translated "word" in English versions of the New Testament.
In many Charismatic/Pentecostal circles, however, it takes on a special meaning. A rhema word is
a special, modern "revelation" to someone. It may be in the form of a flash of insight into some
spiritual matter that is not clearly covered in scripture. Or it may be an intuitive understanding
that a particular scripture verse or passage has immediate application to a current circumstance,
even though in context in the Bible it may have nothing at all to do with the topic of the
circumstance. Such rhema words are sought after to give daily guidance to the life of the
Christian.This comes straight from what is called the "Word of Faith” Movement.... which is
extreme enough to even be condemned by other more conservative Pentecostals.Thus, when
someone holding this belief tells you to take a text in the Bible, and repeat it with certainty, and
you will get what those words promise.... this is NOT the same as what scripture talks about--
having faith in the God who answers our prayers in His own time and out of His own wisdom and
in the ways that He knows is for our best good. This is what Word of Faith people call "having
faith in your faith"... that is, having faith "strong enough" so that God wiil HAVE to give you
exactly what you ask for.... this is sometimes termed, "having power with God".

“she (Shelly Quinn)actually has chapters on the "rhema" (these books have been promoted on
3ABN, the book in question is Exalting His Word Workbook)... from what she states in the
book, you are to take scriptures, rewrite them in your own words--making it a DEMAND, and then
say it over and over, for months if needed, till it comes true.

(sounds like self-hypnosis, eh?)
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in the home in which i was staying, at the time i ordered her book, there was some occult activity
going on and i was under attack. i called the 3abn prayer line and her husband answered. when i
told him what was happening, he started off on a 30 minute tirade of "how the Lord must want
him to get into the deliverance ministry since he was answering the calls of so many who were
under attack.” as i recall, he never did address my request for help, just kept asking me what i
thought of his different plans for getting into this "ministry."” one really weird call.

after getting her book, i called and spoke with shelly. she emphasized over and over that "she
wasn't supposed to pray with people over the phone;" but she made an exception in my case.
when i emailed her telling her of having a calm day, she proceeded to "pronounce me cured and
in no further need of her help." hmmm... the attacks were still going on.... on and on till the day i
left that home.

i then began to realize that they are just people in need of a Saviour (like i am) and not to put too
much stock in depending upon them in any way. (our dependance is on Jesus!!)

after reading the posts here at maritime, and thinking back on the limited contact i've had with
3abn, now i understand the "why" of the way they came across to me on the phone.

there is definitely "fundamental charismatic pentacostalism" going on there in a big way. wonder
what CA (CA Murry) thinks of it all? i just remembered--i talked with him two or three times also.
he always came across to me as a sincere friend of Jesus, a true christian and concerned. just
hope they don't change him.

ps. ive joined the 3abn “prayer warrior” group. in their emails, their prayers never say "Thy will
be done". it is always a DEMAND.”

This helps explain from, a Pentacostal point of view, what Mollie Steenson, ET Everett and Shelly
Quinn have attributed to Danny Shelton---in essense that Danny has "Rhema" and whatever he
says, thinks or dreams comes from God.

Sister

Posted by: Clay Dec 4 2006, 10:28 AM

and how is what they do different from the old sermons we use to hear in adventism regarding
the ABC's of prayer, i.e. Ask, Believe and Claim?

In fact isn't it possible that the church at large has been influenced by this concept and not just
3ABN?

Posted by: IMM Dec 4 2006, 10:40 AM

QUQTE(5|Ster@DeC 42005'0918;“4)[]

An interesting point from Maritime in their discussion of this topic, I have bolded two points that
ineed to be considered:

"I am also with Gregory in what he says about the deviant beliefs brought in by the
: Pentecostals as being more important to recognize than worrying ourselves about what
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iJohn may be saying about prophetic interpretation. And we need also, IMO, to keep in mind

Ethe power struggle that some have pointed out that is going on between the Steenson's and ;
‘Danny.... and note that it could be that Hal's condemnation of how John treats Adventist doctrine as |
§part of a "divide and conquer” strategy... with this type of attack being the "smokescreen” :

I will preface my comments by admitting I have not heard Lomacang's "7 Trumpets" sermon, as I
rarely watch 3ABN, but I know a number of people who did see it.

Jay Gallimore, Michigan Conference president, had to make a trip to one of his constiuent churches ( a
larger one) recently to settle things down as members became extremely hostile and divided after
hearing Lomacang's sermon. Elder Gallimore is considered somewhat of a scholar in the matter of the
7 trumpets. He has studied scripture and Adventist beliefs in depth, and has produced a powerpoint
presentation and even made tapes of his sermon explaining the trumpets in a clear, concise, and easy
to follow manner. Gallimore told that Michigan congregation there are a lot of problems with
Lomacang's interpretation, and it is definitely NOT the generally held teaching/understanding of the
SDA denomination that he (Lomacang) is preaching, but his own "new light" and interpretation.

I also know a couple, dear friends of our family, who have heard Lomacang's "trumpets" explanations
and are beginning to split with Adventism over it. They are pushy about it with all of their SDA
friends, and Lomacang's "new light" has caused them to create some divides. I have personally asked
them not to talk about this around my family, but I am told they follow up their support of Lomacang
by passing out a book authored by someone who does not support Adventist prophetic
interpretations. I don't know the author, but I will try to find out.

Again I will state, I have no first-hand knowledge of the sermon, but I do know that whatever
Lomacang preaches on this topic has definitely stirred the pot in both the pews and SDA church
leadership. The sad thing is, there are those who think that because they saw Lomacang's sermon on
3ABN it has to be true. It seems Hal is probably not at all wrong or out of line in this instance. He is
actually the one who is supporting our traditional SDA beliefs.

Posted by: Clay Dec 4 2006, 10:43 AM

will someone be kind enough to share what Lomacang preached.... how can we explore what we
do not know.....

Posted by: caribbean sda Dec 4 2006, 11:01 AM

\QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 4 2006, 12:43 PM) (]

iwill someone be kind enough to share what Lomacang preached.... how can we explore what we do
inot know.....
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You're so right,

Posted by: princessdi Dec 4 2006, 11:24 AM

OK, so 3ABN goes down(as Adventist see it) in "penecostal” flames, and becomes a rival for TBN.
Does this nat accomplish the objective and remove 3ABN as the foremost broadcaster of
Adventist programming? After while, if indeed, they are changing their doctrinal beliefs, they wili
naturally go with programming which shares that belief, and no longer broadcast those
diametrically opposed. Or they will continue to sell time to Adventist programs, but change their
own public declaration of doctrine. At which point I bleive the Adventist programs will leave on
their own(as we are extremely fearful of "penecostoal” declarations of any kind). Either way,
Danny is no longer the "face of Advnetism" anywhere. Voila!! Mission accomplished!

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 4 2006, 11:28 AM

I'm just wondering at what point 3abn starts to slowly split with the church and become a de facto
separate denomination, and how many people will follow them instead of the official SDA church?

Richard

Posted by: princessdi Dec 4 2006, 11:38 AM

Isn't part of our own doctrine about a "shaking time" and being able to stand? Everyone has to
make that decision for themselves, right? All we have to do is to make our own "calling and
election sure", right?

I'm just wondering at what point 3abn starts to slowly split with the church and become a de facto
separate denomination, and how many people will follow them instead of the official SDA church?

Richard

Posted by: watchbird Dec 4 2006, 11:39 AM

' QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Dec 4 2006, 12:28 PM) [ S

Im just wondering at what point 3abn starts to slowly split with the church and become a de facto
separate denomination, and how many people will follow them instead of the official SDA church?

Richard

You have, IMO, good thoughts and good questions. I think, however, that a change of tense in the
verbs might give a more profitable area for searching out the answers to your questions.
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Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 4 2006, 01:32 PM

QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 4 2006, 09:43 AM) [ ]

%}wil! someone be kind enough to share what Lomacang preached.... how can we explore what we do
inot know..... :

Apparently we are still being asked to explore unknown territory and the prophetic speculations of
where this unknown territory is threatening to lead folks.

Sister's post sharing a woman's personal experience with Hal and also Shelly Quinn's workbook was
interesting but was, after all, her personal experience. We aren't familiar enough with this
unidentified woman to be able to securely take her word as a basis for drawing conclusions. Now, if
WatchBird, Calvin, Panama_Pete, or a host of other BSDA regulars were relaying these experiences
they would hold more weight with me. I believe 1 will look into getting Quinn's workbook so I can
check the "rhema" idea out for myself.

IMM's post about Jay Gallimore was a little closer to what we need to hear to become educated in the
area but still doesn't show John Lomacang's theology.

Posted by: Clay Dec 4 2006, 01:54 PM

before I wilt go out on a limb and say that Lomacang was off-base I need to know what Lomacang
said... secondly, do all adventist theologians believe the same thing when it comes to the 7
trumpets... I bet they don't... so then what really are we dealing with?

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 4 2006, 05:28 PM

| QUOTE(watchbird @ Dec 4 2006, 12:39 PM) (]

You have, IMO, good thoughts and good questions. I think, however, that a change of tense in the l
verbs might give a more profitable area for searching out the answers to your guestions.

I know what you are saying Watchbird, however I'm still trying to give 3abn the benefit of the doubt
and hoping that it's future, if at all, not that it's already happening.

Richard

Posted by: princessdi Dec 4 2006, 05:32 PM

Yes, someone please at least give the Reader's Digest version of what he preaches about the
seven trumpets please. Hard to make any determination if without a frame of reference.
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before I will go out on a limb and say that Lomacang was off-base I need to know what Lomacang
i said... secondly, do all adventist theologians believe the same thing when it comes to the 7
{trumpets... I bet they don't... so then what really are we dealing with?

Posted by: IMM Dec 4 2006, 07:24 PM

QUOTE(princessdi @ Dec 4 2006, 0s:32pM) 1 e —

%Yes, someone please at least give the Reader's Digest version of what he preaches about the seven
i trumpets please. Hard to make any determination if without a frame of reference. ;

[T will state again that this is second-hand information, I have not heard Lomacang's sermon, nor
Gallimore's, just several first-person reports from some who have heard it.]

I just called my mother who happened to be visiting the SDA church in MI when Gallimore preached
his 7 trumpets sermon and went point-by-point through the errors of what Lomacang preached. She
has the powerpoint presentation and the tapes Gallimore has made so that she could carefully
research it hersif also. She is emailing me the PP presentation and will mail the tapes tomorrow.

In a nutsheli, she said the accepted SDA version going back to Josiah Litch (pre-SDA) and AT Jones is
that the 7 trumpets represent various time periods in history, culminating with the 7th trumpet which
is the Second Coming of Jesus. Lomacang apparently rejects those views and has decided that new
light shows him the trumpets still point to the future and a series of cataclysmic events that will soon
take place including tsunamis, fire, earthquakes, etc., of an enormous magnitude, some including
definite timelines, and that none of the trumpets’ time periods has already occurred.

The second-hand stories I have heard regarding this are not clear, concise Bible-based explanations,
but very grandiose Star Wars type scare tactic scenarios. Obviosuly one must realize when hearing
things second- and third-hand that stories change, and the truth usually lies in the middle. However,
these views are at the very least an obvious divergence from traditional SDA thinking, and thus the
issue Hal Steenson and many others have had with Lomacang's new-found interpretation,

Posted by: howdy Dec 4 2006, 07:52 PM

[T will state again that this is second-hand information, I have not heard Lomacang’s sermon, nor
i Gallimore's, just several first-person reports from some who have heard it.]

I just called my mother who happened to be visiting the SDA church in MI when Gallimore preached
{his 7 trumpets sermon and went point-by-paint through the errors of what Lomacang preached. :
She has the powerpoint presentation and the tapes Gallimore has made so that she could carefully
research it herslf also. She is emailing me the PP presentation and will mail the tapes tomorrow.

‘Ina nutshell, she said the accepted SDA version going back to Josiah Litch (pre-SDA) and AT Jones
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IS that the 7 trumpets represent various time periods in history, culminating with the 7th trumpet
%which is the Second Coming of Jesus. Lomacang apparently rejects those views and has decided
ithat new light shows him the trumpets still point to the future and a series of cataclysmic events
i that will soon take place including tsunamis, fire, earthquakes, etc., of an enormous magnitude,
f;some including definite timelines, and that none of the trumpets’ time periods has already occurred.

§The second-hand stories I have heard regarding this are not clear, concise Bible-based explanations,
ibut very grandiose Star Wars type scare tactic scenarios. Obviosuly one must realize when hearing
f;things second- and third-hand that stories change, and the truth usually lies in the middle.
{However, these views are at the very least an obvious divergence from traditional SDA thinking, and
:ﬁgthus the issue Hal Steenson and many others have had with Lomacang's new-found interpretation.

Interesting! The traditional "interpretation” of the trumpets is in my opinion rather strange. Maybe it
is time to take a new look. From the little information that has been given here it is for sure that the
idea of future fulfillment of the trumpets is not new. I have heard people talk of this for many years
and I see the idea as reasonable since there are some similarities between the "trumpets" and the
plagues. How about a new thread to study these things?

howdy

Posted by: princessdi Dec 4 2006, 08:14 PM

Thanks, IMM for trying. It is quite a bit clearer to me now. I would also still like to hear form
someone who has heard the sermon, or maybe even both sermons, or even familiar with the
church's teachingsand where Lomacang differs.

'QUOTE(IMM @ Dec 4 2006, 05:24 PM) [

{I will state again that this is second-hand information, I have not heard Lomacang's sermon, nor
Gailimore's, just several first-person reports from some who have heard it.]

‘1 just called my mother who happened to be visiting the SDA church in MI when Gallimore preached
;his 7 trumpets sermon and went point-by-point through the errors of what Lomacang preached. She
i has the powerpoint presentation and the tapes Gallimore has made so that she could carefully
iresearch it hersif also. She is emailing me the PP presentation and will mail the tapes tomorrow.

In a nutshell, she said the accepted SDA version going back to Josiah Litch (pre-SDA)} and AT Jones
is that the 7 trumpets represent various time periods in history, culminating with the 7th trumpet
iwhich is the Second Coming of Jesus. Lomacang apparently rejects those views and has decided
{that new light shows him the trumpets still point to the future and a series of cataclysmic events
that will soon take place including tsunamis, fire, earthquakes, etc., of an enormous magnitude,
some including definite timelines, and that none of the trumpets' time periods has already occurred.

The second-hand stories I have heard regarding this are not clear, concise Bible-based explanations, |
but very grandiose Star Wars type scare tactic scenarios. Obviosuly one must realize when hearing

i things second- and third-hand that stories change, and the truth usually lies in the middle.
?,However, these views are at the very least an obvious divergence from traditional SDA thinking, and
§thus the issue Hal Steenson and many others have had with Lomacang's new-found interpretation.

Posted by: roxe Dec 4 2006, 10:08 PM

Page 11 of 55

4/2/2007



BlackSDA [Powered by Invision Power Board] Page 12 of 55

UOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ Dec 4 2006, 12:32 PM) (]

i Sister's post sharing a woman's personal experience with Hal and also Shelly Quinn's workbook was
nteresting but was, after all, her personal experience. We aren't familiar enough with this
nidentified woman to be able to securely take her word as a basis for drawing conclusions. Now, if ¢

hello all,
i'm the lady who sister quoted from at maritime; and it is OK with me that she shared it with you.

my experience was not with hal, but with jd quinn.

of course, you don't know me well enough to put ANY weight on what i said; it is after all, my own
experience. but having these experiences, i was NOT shocked when i came here and read your
threads on this topic. saddened yes, but not shocked. i had had too much uncomfortable "women's
intuition" going on since first viewing 3abn and my limited dealings with the prayer team.

please, if you do get shelley's workbook, be very careful with it... it sounds so GOOD. i got sucked
into its teaching for awhile; but then put it aside for some reason. when i read at maritime about
what rhema really is, and why their "prayers" using it are made like demands and not "Thy will be
done", i understood why i had been uncomfortable about reading and using it in the limited way i
had.

after posting at maritime, i got the book out of my library and proceeded to tear it to little pieces and
throw it away... and i've noticed that my home now has a much different and lighter atmosphere to
it.

but... again, this is just my experience with 3abn, and jd and shelley quinn.

"oh God, spare thy people.”

roxe

Posted by: watchbird Dec 4 2006, 10:14 PM

EQUOTE(IMM @ Dec 4 2006, 08:24 PM) [

In a nutshell, she said the accepted SDA version going back to Josiah Litch (pre-SDA} and AT Jones
{is that the 7 trumpets represent various time periods in history, culminating with the 7th trumpet
gwhich is the Second Coming of Jesus. Lomacang apparently rejects those views and has decided

i that new light shows him the trumpets still point to the future and a series of cataclysmic events

i that will soon take place including tsunamis, fire, earthquakes, etc., of an enormous magnitude,
some including definite timelines, and that none of the trumpets' time periods has already occurred.

It has been a long time since the preferred SDA teaching on the trumpets went "back to Josiah
Litch".... though there are those who still use that, I'm sure. I'm not sure of Gallimore's qualifications
as a scholar, but if he is going back to Litch and Jones, then he is certainly behind the times himself.
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That is NOT to say that I would agree with any futuristic version of the trumpets... especially if they
are being used to predict specific "cataclysmic events"... and if they are being used that way because
they are seen as being the same as the seven last plagues.

' QUOTE(howdy @ Dec 4 2006, 08:52 PM) ] '

‘ Interesting! The traditional "interpretation” of the trumpets is in my opinion rather strange. Maybe
it is time to take a new look. From the little information that has been given here it is for sure that
i the idea of future fulfillment of the trumpets is not new. I have heard people talk of this for many
i years and I see the idea as reasonable since there are some similarities between the "trumpets"
and the plagues. How about a new thread to study these things?

owdy

Yes there are similarities between the trumpets and the plagues. But there are also differences... the
chief of which is that the trumpets come in the historical section of Revelation and the plagues come
in the eschatological section... and also that the trumpets are given as warning and for the purpose of
turning men's hearts to God, while the plagues are "poured out unmixed with mercy" which we have
understood to mean that they are not poured out until after the close of probation.

The main difference between our interpretations in the 19th century and those that are developing
now is that then we were mainly looking at physical literal interpretations/applications... while now
we are primarily looking at them for their symbolic and spiritual applications. I'm not sure who really
started the move in that direction, but certainly Ellen White, while never speaking against the literal
applications of her day, did give a gentle nudge in the direction of spiritual applications when she
talked about the spiritual blessings that would come from a deeper study of Revelation.

Probably the most prominent scholars in this area that we have at present are Jon Paulien, who just
recently moved from being the Chair of the New Testament Department at the Seminary at Andrews
to being the Dean of the School of Religion at Loma Linda University, and Ranko Stefanovic, Chair of
the Department of Religion at Andrews, who just recently published a very readable Commentary on
the book of Revelation, entitled, Revelation of Jesus Christ copyright 2002 by Andrews University
Press, where it can be purchased on-line. Jon Paulien has a set of tapes on Revelation and is currently
working in cooperation with Graeme Bradford to produce a new Revelation Seminar Series. Paulien's
doctoral thesis was in Revelation with focus on the trumpets. Hans LaRondelle is also an authority in
the area of end time prophecies, and his section on the trumpets compares different views and
explains why he holds some and disagrees with others. His book that covers this is entitled How to
Understand the End-Time Prophecies of the Bible unfortunately this book seems to be out of print so
you would have to find it in someone's library. Perhaps he has replaced this with another title, but
that I do not know about.

%QUOTE(princessdi @ Dec 4 2006, 69:14 PM) [

%Thanks, IMM for trying. It is quite a bit clearer to me now. I would also still like to hear form
{ someone who has heard the sermon, or maybe even both sermons, or even famifiar with the
i church's teachingsand where Lomacang differs.

It would probably be more helpful to become familiar with the authors above before you try to sort
out what Galimore and Lomacang are saying.

Posted by: roxe Dec 4 2006, 10:35 PM
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. QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 4 2006, 09:28 AM) (]

and how is what they do different from the old sermons we use to hear in adventism regarding the
| ABC's of prayer, i.e. Ask, Believe and Claim?

In fact isn't it possible that the church at large has been influenced by this concept and not just
i 3ABN?

clay,

i've been thru three seminars in years past by glenn coon; and have his books.

(1) he does not advocate putting the promises into our own words.

(2) he does not advocate using the promises as DEMANDS.

(3) he does not say that while we are abc-ing the promises, that everything we think, or dream, or
say, is coming from God.

one method DEMANDS, and then alleges that we are a "prophet”...

the other method shows faith and trust in God's word and His timing.

at least, this is how i see a BIG difference in the two methods.

roxe

Posted by: IMM Dec 5 2006, 07:46 AM

' QUOTE(watchbird @ Dec 4 2006, 10:14 PM) [

It has been a long time since the preferred SDA teaching on the trumpets went "back to Josiah
Litch".... though there are those who still use that, I'm sure. I'm not sure of Gallimore's
qualifications as a scholar, but if he is going back to Litch and Jones, then he is certainly behind the
times himself. That is NOT to say that I would agree with any futuristic version of the trumpets...
especially if they are being used to predict specific "cataclysmic events"... and if they are being

i used that way because they are seen as being the same as the seven last plagues.

i Yes there are similarities between the trumpets and the plagues. But there are also differences...
iL;the chief of which is that the trumpets come in the historical section of Revelation and the plagues
{ come in the eschatological section... and also that the trumpets are given as warning and for the
purpose of turning men's hearts to God, while the plagues are "poured out unmixed with mercy”’
’gwhich we have understood to mean that they are not poured out until after the close of probation.

{ The main difference between our interpretations in the 19th century and those that are developing
now is that then we were mainly locking at physical literal interpretations/applications... while now
{ we are primarily looking at them for their symbolic and spiritual applications. I'm not sure who
really started the move in that direction, but certainly Ellen White, while never speaking against the

literal applications of her day, did give a gentle nudge in the direction of spiritual applications when
she talked about the spiritual blessings that would come from a deeper study of Revelation,
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{Probably the most prominent scholars in this area that we have at present are Jon Paulien, who just |
;frecently moved from being the Chair of the New Testament Department at the Seminary at Andrews
{to being the Dean of the School of Religion at Loma Linda University, and Ranko Stefanovic, Chair of
;%the Department of Religion at Andrews, who just recently published a very readable Commentary on
ithe book of Revelation, entitled, Revelation of Jesus Christ copyright 2002 by Andrews University

i Press, where it can be purchased on-line. Jon Paulien has a set of tapes on Revelation and is {
%currently working in cooperation with Graeme Bradford to produce a new Revelation Seminar Series, A
§Paulien's doctoral thesis was in Revelation with focus on the trumpets. Hans LaRondelie is also an
{authority in the area of end {ime prophecies, and his section on the trumpets compares different
{views and explains why he holds some and disagrees with others. His book that covers this is
‘entitled How to Understand the End-Time Prophecies of the Bible unfortunately this book seems to
ibe out of print so you would have to find it in someone’s library. Perhaps he has replaced this with
‘another title, but that [ do not know about.

It would probably be more helpful to become familiar with the authors above before you try to sort
:out what Galimore and Lomacang are saying.

This thread has definitely encouraged me to go back and study things that I haven't studied for
awhile. That said, I do not wish to take sides regarding the "rightness" or "wrongness" of anyone's
views of the trumpets until I have done more personal studying.

Regarding Gallimore supporting Litch's and Jones' views of the trumpets--since I haven't yet heard his
sermon I'm not sure that's what he said. My mother commented that the "traditional SDA views"
began with studies by Litch and Jones, but she did not say whether or not that is what Gallimore
teaches. He may or may not, I will know more after I listen to his tapes and read through the
powerpoint.

I am concerned to see that you listed LaRondelle, whose book has been reviewed and seemingly
endorsed by Desmond Ford
http://www.atoday.com/magazine/archive/1998/julaug1998/departments/HowtoUnderstand.shtml ,
as an authority. Again, I have not read that book, but it is interesting to think that a prophetic view
endorsed by Ford represents the currently held SDA views on prophecy.

Posted by: Clay Dec 5 2006, 08:15 AM

%ciay,

gii've been thru three seminars in years past by glenn coon; and have his books.

(1) he does not advocate putting the promises into our own words.

(2) he does not advocate using the promises as DEMANDS,

(3) he does not say that while we are abc-ing the promises, that everything we think, or dream,

ior say, is coming from God.
igone method DEMANDS, and then alleges that we are a "prophet”...
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;the other method shows faith and trust in God's word and His timing.
:at least, this is how i see a BIG difference in the two methods.

‘roxe

Thanks for your two comments that have cleared up things a bit... I am familiar with the "word of
faith" concept (there is a thread around here somewhere on it), and agree that the way it is used by
those who practice it is wrong or at least arrogant.... it is like they have the "power" tp tell God what
they want and he better do it no questions asked... that in my opinion is dangerous....

Posted by: watchbird Dec 5 2006, 08:21 AM

§This thread has definitely encouraged me to go back and study things that I haven't studied for
;awhile, That said, I do not wish to take sides regarding the "rightness" or "wrongness" of anyone's
?@views of the trumpets until I have done more personal studying.

{Regarding Gallimore supporting Litch's and Jones' views of the trumpets--since 1 haven't yet heard
‘§his sermon I'm not sure that's what he said. My mother commented that the "traditional SDA views"
i began with studies by Litch and Jones, but she did not say whether or not that is what Gallimore
fteaches, He may or may not, I will know more after I listen to his tapes and read through the

i powerpoint.

i1 am concerned to see that you listed LaRondelle, whose book has been reviewed and seemingly
‘endorsed by Desmond Ford

i http://www.atoday.com/magazine/archive/1998/julaug1998/departments/HowtoUnderstand.shtml ,
{as an authority. Again, I have not read that book, but it is interesting to think that a prophetic view
Eendorsed by Ford represents the currently held SDA views on prophecy.

Very good points you make... especially about Gallimore.... and what he really said about the topic. I
will be very interested to hear more details once you have seen and heard his material.

As for your concern about LaRondelle... he is a Professor Emeritus of the SDA Theological Seminary at
Andrews. There is no cloud over his name so far as I know. And the fact that Ford wrote approvingly
of it should not be taken as a "cloud"”. In the disputes between Ford and the church there were only
four points out of the 14 or so that were brought up at Glacier View that he and the church could not
come to an agreement on. He is still one of the best defenders of the Sabbath around... especially in
those areas where we are challenged by Evangelical arguments... which are somewhat different than
those we have historically had to meet.

This book of LaRondelle's is focused on HOW TO understand Apocalyptic prophecy in the whole of
scripture. But in actuallity nearly the whole book is devoted to Revelation. Nowhere that I could see
does he even intersect with the positions that Ford took contrary to SDA views on a few verses in
Daniel. So there would be no reason for either Ford or a mainline SDA to have any quarrels with
LaRondelle in this book. Yes, Ford did play up the ways in which LaRondelle echoed his own views...
but he had to stretch some to try and paint LaRondelle into the same corner he habitually paints
himself into.

It is the best of the three for comparing and explaining the different views that are "out there". And

along the way, as he gives his views of which is correct and which is incorrect, I think you will find all
three books essentially in harmony.
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Posted by: watchbird Dec 5 2006, 08:58 AM

. QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 4 2006, 11:28 AM) [

and how is what they do different from the oid sermons we use to hear in adventism regarding the
;fABC’s of prayer, i.e. Ask, Believe and Claim?

In fact isn't it possible that the church at large has been influenced by this concept and not just
{ 3ABN?

These are very good questions, Clay. And yes, the "church at large" has definitely been influenced by
"this concept"... and not only nor primarily from Glen Coon's seminars on "The ABC's of Prayer”,
though probably most devient teachings on prayer use the same "Ask, Believe, and Claim" formula
that is developed from Matthew 21, Mark 11, and John 16.

Now it may not be intuitively obvious how one gets the "formula" from those chapters.... but when
they present it, it sounds convincing and it is nearly impossible to listen and realize how much they
are distorting the intended message of the passages.

But once the formula is developed... then all it takes is a little mixing together with New Thought
concepts of the "intrinsic power” in our words and thoughts, Eastern concepts of "reality" (for lack of
a better word at the moment), Theosophical world views, and various strains of "Name it and Claim it
gospels". And once that is all stirred together, accepted and promulgated by Pentecostals so that it
enters Adventism from a "Christian source".... then.., given the same strains that have lurked in our
own history.... they make for easy acceptance and further morphing into views that sound a lot like
Adventism but in fact are from a whole different source and on a far different foundation.

Roxie did a very good job of putting her finger on some of the readily observable differences.

'QUOTE(roxe @ Dec 4 2006, 11:35 PM)[]

gclay,

: i've been thru three seminars in years past by glenn coon; and have his books.

(1) he does not advocate putting the promises into our own words,

(2) he does not advocate using the promises as DEMANDS.

. (3) he does not say that while we are abc-ing the promises, that everything we think, or dream,

or say, is coming from God,
one method DEMANDS, and then alieges that we are a "prophet”...

éthe other method shows faith and trust in God's word and His timing..
i at least, this is how i see a BIG difference in the two methods.

roxe

Glenn Coon was a very popular "campmeeting speaker" for most of his active life... (he is dead now
- but his son carries on his same lectures, or so I am told, I have not examined them.) I recall hearing

him in 1957... a year that had some specific traumas such that his messages should have been a

very welcome thing.... and would have been had not I even then had the sense that it was not all
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that easy nor that predictable. So essentially, even that far back, I backed away from it.

In the late '70's it morphed into a seminar course called "The Positive Way"... which carried on from
where Glenn left off, and inserted things that I was to learn later to recognize as coming straight from
the "Positive Thinking" messages of many different groups... from the Crystal Cathedral, to Norman
Vincent Peale, to various secular Success and Goal setting groups, to near occultic teaching from New
Age materials, and back to Christian sources again with the various Word of Faith and Pentecostal

groups.

That prepared the ground for the even more strident versions that Roxe notes as "demanding”....
which quickly became "commanding” God to act... and along the way picked up the power concepts
of "commanding" demons. It is not a pretty scene... but it is difficult to describe the differences
between that and true Biblical Christianity because of the similarity of their terminology with truly
Christian terms.

Posted by: watchbird Dec 5 2006, 09:11 AM

 QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 5 2006, 09:15 AM) ] ’ o

§Thanks for your two comments that have cleared up things a bit... I am familiar with the “word of
{ faith" concept (there is a thread around here somewhere on it), and agree that the way it is used

{ by those who practice it is wrong or at least arrogant.... it is like they have the "power® tp teli God
‘ what they want and he better do it n stions asked... that i inion is danger

m

Exactly. And it is "dangerous” for a variety of reasons. The most dangerous, of course, being that it
does involve commanding not only God, but Satan as well.... and that opens the way for spirit
communications that come from Satan... even though the spirit may appear as an "angel of light".

But besides this (and the facts are that God protects people who dabble in this much more than they
or we realize) there are the immediate psychological and physical dangers inherent in "claiming” a
promise as though it had already happened when in fact it hasn't. This becomes very obvious when
utilized to the point of claiming "healings”" from God rather than consulting with medical doctors. But
it is equally dangerous when it involves things of the mind... habits that are denied rather than
overcome, for example... to say nothing of the fact that it is essentially lying... and lying has it's own
penalties.... not only from a moral standpoint, but also from the practical damage one does to oneself
when doing whatever mental gymnastics are required to believe the lies that one is telling.

And when this is extended to "claiming the promise"... or the victory... or the healing... for someone
ELSE...... then there is the potential for even more damage... not only to oneself, but for cnes
associates for whom one is "praying”..... in the stident (New Thought, New Age, Spiritistic)
demanding sort of way.

As I said.... it ain't a pretty picture.... and the more one sees of it the more repuisive it becomes.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 5 2006, 04:59 PM

gYou're so right,

Having heard only the last of a series of sermons on the 7 trumpets by John Lomacang I would say
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John is biblical & SOP correct in stating that the 7 trumpets are in the future, he is following bible
truth in quoting Revelation 9:4 where it tells of the 144,000 being sealed with the Fathers name in
their forehead and they cannot be “hurt” by any of the 7 last plagues that will be falling as soon as
Jesus throws down the censer in Revelation 8:5 which is the close of probation. If Jay Gallimore
would have studied this subject out for himself as John is attempting to do instead of repeating the
memory work of old material that Adventist inherited from the world his sermon could have been a
benefit to the Adventist people/tongues/nations instead of a hindrance. It is reported on this thread
that he used he the Josiah Litch factor in suggesting that his message was right & John’s message
was wrong. Many Adventist seem to think when this Sunday keeper made his prediction about the
Ottoman Empire falling, he was in a prayer circle with Ellen White. Not so, she was only a child of
about 12 years old. What Jay G. was doing in his sermon was “damage control” but it is impossible
Jay to fight error with more error, especiaily what you have never studied for yourself as John is
attempting to do. You listen to this last sermon of John’s and give it as must thought and prayer as
the time you spent preparing your damage control sermon & your knees would tremble like
Belshazzar knees did the night when an unseen Watcher wrote on his palace walls.

John just may be wise enough to not allow this mans [or any man] interpretation of prophecy rob him
of his conviction; at least that is my prayer.

{1t has been a long time since the preferred SDA teaching on the trumpets went "back to Josiah
Litch".... though there are those who still use that, I'm sure. I'm not sure of Gallimore's

i qualifications as a scholar, but if he is going back to Litch and Jones, then he is certainly behind the
‘ times himself. That is NOT to say that I would agree with any futuristic version of the trumpets...

{ especially if they are being used to predict specific "cataclysmic events"... and if they are being
used that way because they are seen as being the same as the seven last plagues.

Yes there are similarities between the trumpets and the plagues. But there are also differences...

i the chief of which is that the trumpets come in the historical section of Revelation and the plagues
i come in the eschatological section... and also that the trumpets are given as warning and for the
purpose of turning men's hearts tc God, while the plagues are "poured out unmixed with mercy”

{ which we have understood to mean that they are not poured out until after the close of probation,

EThe main difference between our interpretations in the 19th century and those that are developing

now is that then we were mainly looking at physical literal interpretations/applications... while now

{we are primarily looking at them for their symbolic and spiritual applications. I'm not sure who

i really started the move in that direction, but certainly Ellen White, while never speaking against the
literal applications of her day, did give a gentle nudge in the direction of spiritual applications when
she talked about the spiritual blessings that would come from a deeper study of Revelation,

Probably the most prominent scholars in this area that we have at present are Jon Paulien, who just
: recently moved from being the Chair of the New Testament Department at the Seminary at

{ Andrews to being the Dean of the School of Religion at Loma Linda University, and Ranko
Stefanovic, Chair of the Department of Religion at Andrews, who just recently published a very

: readable Commentary on the book of Revelation, entitled, Revelation of Jesus Christ copyright 2002
by Andrews University Press, where it can be purchased on-line. Jon Paulien has a set of tapes on

i Revelation and is currently working in cooperation with Graeme Bradford to produce a new

| Revelation Seminar Series. Paulien's doctoral thesis was in Revelation with focus on the trumpets.

{ Hans LaRondelle is also an authority in the area of end time prophecies, and his section on the

i trumpets compares different views and explains why he holds some and disagrees with others. His

: book that covers this is entitled How to Understand the End-Time Prophecies of the Bible
unfortunately this book seems to be out of print so you would have to find it in someone's library.

i Perhaps he has replaced this with another title, but that I do not know about.

: It would probably be more helpful to become familiar with the authors above before you try to sort
}ﬁout what Galimore and L.omacang are saying.
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Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 5 2006, 05:21 PM

QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 5 2006, 03:59 PM) []

Having heard only the last of a series of sermons on the 7 trumpets by John Lomacang I would say
i John is biblical & SOP correct in stating that the 7 trumpets are in the future, he is following bible
ftruth in quoting Revelation 9:4 where it tells of the 144,000 being sealed with the Fathers name in
i their forehead and they cannot be “hurt” by any of the 7 last plagues that will be falling as soon as
‘ Jesus throws down the censer in Revelation 8:5 which is the close of probation. If Jay Gallimore

i would have studied this subject out for himself as John is attempting to do instead of repeating the
memory work of old material that Adventist inherited from the world his sermon could have been a
i benefit to the Adventist people/tongues/nations instead of a hindrance. It is reported on this thread
i that he used he the Josiah Litch factor in suggesting that his message was right & John's message
was wrong. Many Adventist seem to think when this Sunday keeper made his prediction about the
{ Ottoman Empire falling, he was in a prayer circle with Ellen White. Not so, she was only a child of
about 12 years old. What Jay G. was doing in his sermon was “damage control” but it is impossible
i Jay to fight error with more error, especially what you have never studied for yourself as John is
attempting to do. You listen to this last sermon of John's and give it as must thought and prayer as
i the time you spent preparing your damage control sermon & your knees would tremble like
Belshazzar knees did the night when an unseen Watcher wrote on his palace walls.

{ John just may be wise enough to not allow this mans [or any man] interpretation of prophecy rob
im of his conviction; at least that is my prayer.

Was this series by John Lomacang titled something like "Revelation Revealed"? If so, I saw all but the
Friday night episode and was very impressed with his presentations. As I recall, Shelly Quinn was the
moderator for the programs and raved about the presentations. When my mother tried to order the
Friday Night episode, she was told that they were not recorded would never be offered for sale. That
raised our eyebrows a bit. This would explain that confusing development.

While I am not a Biblical scholar of any esteem, as I watched and wrote texts down I never noticed
anything controversial. I did note some interesting takes on a few things. I will have to dig through
my old recordings and see if I still can lay my hands on these.

My next observation is - if John Lomacang is presenting subjects that Hal would consider so wrong
and controversial, why is he still one of the co-presenters of "House Calls" answering scriptural and
spiritual questions that come in from viewers?

Posted by: Ed White Dec 5 2006, 05:47 PM

Peacefully

This must have been the same series that your mother tried to order & was told no. As soon as I
saw this last program I knew that trouble was coming. Within days I received an email from one
of their program directors asking for my bible position on the 7 trumpets in CDs done over the
last 8 years, she mentioning of the “stink” this sermon of John caused to the entire church family.
This is not the place to consider the 7 trumpets of Revelation 8 & 9 to know with any certainty,
but this subject if John would have only known that many SDA ministers on the payroll have
heard these words "You teach the 7 trumpets the way we do or find yourself another job".

But don’t become bewildered truth can always stand investigation.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 5 2006, 07:04 PM
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his must have been the same series that your mother tried to order & was told no. As soon as |

aw this last program I knew that trouble was coming. Within days I received an emaii from one of
i their program directors asking for my bible position on the 7 trumpets in CDs done over the last 8
i years, she mentioning of the “stink” this sermon of John caused to the entire church family. This is
{ not the place to consider the 7 trumpets of Revelation 8 & 9 to know with any certainty, but this
subject if John would have only known that many SDA ministers on the payroll have heard these
{ words "You teach the 7 trumpets the way we do or find yourself another job". i
: But don't become bewildered truth can always stand investigation.

Ed, 1 see you've earlier claimed that this teaching is biblical and according to the SOP. Personally, I
disagree, and I believe I have solid evidence to that effect.

I have not heard of any SDA ministers being told that. But if I were in a position where I would have

opportunity to says such a thing, I would instead present the convincing evidence I have accumulated
that supports what we have taught on this topic.

Part of the problem has been that we too often accept the positions of our pioneers without finding
out why they taught what they did, and without seeking additional evidence in support of those
positions. Another part of the problem is surface reading.

1 have a relative who felt the trumpets were future, and we discussed it a bit. Unlike some, he still
believed what Great Controversy says about Rev. 10 and 11. I therefore made two points:

e According to Rev. 10:7, six of the seven trumpets have already blown. Thus, if Rev. 10 refers
to the Advent Awakening, those trumpets must have blown by 1844.

e According to Rev. 8:13; 9:12; and 11:14, the last three trumpets are called three woes, and
Rev. 9:13-11:14 are all part of the timeframe of the sixth trumpet and second woe. Thus if
Rev. 10-11:14 are past, the first six trumpets are past as well.

He thought awhile over both points and agreed that they were correct.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 5 2006, 07:54 PM

| QUOTE(Pickle @ Dec 5 2006, 07:04 PM) [ | ' .

Ed, I see you've earlier claimed that this teaching is biblical and according to the SOP. Personally, I
disagree, and I believe I have solid evidence to that effect.

I have not heard of any SDA ministers being told that. But if I were in a position where I wouid
have opportunity to says such a thing, I would instead present the convincing evidence I have
faccumulated that supports what we have taught on this topic.

Part of the problem has been that we too often accept the positions of our pioneers without finding
out why they taught what they did, and without seeking additional evidence in support of those
; positions. Another part of the problem is surface reading.

I have a relative who felt the trumpets were future, and we discussed it a bit. Unlike some, he still
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%believed what Great Controversy says about Rev. 10 and 11. I therefore made two points:

e According to Rev. 10:7, six of the seven trumpets have already blown. Thus, if Rev. 10 refers
to the Advent Awakening, those trumpets must have blown by 1844,
e According to Rev. 8:13; 9:12; and 11:14, the last three trumpets are called three woes, and

Rev. 9:13-11:14 are all part of the timeframe of the sixth trumpet and second woe, Thus if
Rev. 10-11:14 are past, the first six trumpets are past as well,

iHe thought awhile over both points and agreed that they were correct.

Pickle then do you agree that Hal Steenson bible knoweledge is correct and the sayings an ordained
SDA minister is wrong? You sound like one of the latter ministers to me, but let us not hyjack this
thread & consider this subject elsewhere. So why don't you start a new subject on the 7 trumpets and
invite me to the threads location? I maybe harder to convince than was your realtive which I think
gave up to quickly without seeing all the evidence. It must be on the weight of evidence for us
mortals to arrive at a decision on any of doctrines that Jesus hand delivered to John the Revelator.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 5 2006, 08:13 PM

'QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 5 2006, 07:54 PM) [ |

i Pickle then do you agree that Hal Steenson bible knoweledge is correct and the sayings an ordained
§SDA minister is wrong? You sound fike one of the latter ministers to me, but let us not hyjack this
§thread & consider this subject elsewhere. So why don't you start a new subject on the 7 trumpets
fand invite me to the threads location? I maybe harder to convince than was your reaitive which I
gthink gave up to quickly without seeing all the evidence. It must be on the weight of evidence for us

Hi Ed.

I enjoy this subject immensely and assure you that I have a lot of evidence on this. But you are
correct that it should be taken up elsewhere. The problem is that my plate is too full at present, and
the only reason I made comments here is that, given my convictions, I would not want this thread to
promote those kind if ideas. That doesn't mean I can't respect people who hold differing views.

Until we do have time to discuss it, you might want to take a look at my paper, http://www.pickle-
publishing.com/papers/seven-trumpets.htm It is by no means exhaustive, and does not address
different points you might make, and thus there would be plenty for us to discuss whenever I get
freed up.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 5 2006, 08:27 PM

'QUOTE(Pickle @ Dec 5 2006, 08:13 PM) [

Hi Ed.

1 enjoy this subject immensely and assure you that I have a lot of evidence on this. But you are

i correct that it should be taken up elsewhere. The problem is that my plate is too full at present, and
‘the :
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might provide. This reminds me of a boy in the 9th grade science class that NEVER did his homework
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when asked by the teacher "John what is electricity"? John said, "I once knew, but I forgot". The
teacher than said "What a lost to mankind, the ONLY person in the entire world that could define
electricity and he forgot!”

Posted by: Clay Dec 5 2006, 08:42 PM

{QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 5 2006, 08:27 PM) [ |

Pickle what a loss to this forum to not see the documentation you have in contrast to the
{ truth/error I might provide. This reminds me of a boy in the 9th grade science class that NEVER did i
his homework when asked by the teacher "John what is electricity"? John said, "I once knew, but I |

i forgot". The teacher than said "What a lost to mankind, the ONLY person in the entire world that
i could define electricity and he forgot!”

Ed no need to attempt to bait or lure Pickle into a discussion... you have been a member here before
you know how it works... you can post your info to your hearts content, so start a thread and share

whatever if you are so inclined..... if it is on the 7 trumpets, I'd ask that you start it in the theology
area....

Posted by: Ed White Dec 5 2006, 09:01 PM

{QUOTE(Clay @ Dec 5 2006, 08:42 PM) [

Ed no need to attempt to bait or lure Pickie into a discussion... you have been a member here
i before you know how it works... you can post your info to your hearts content, so start a thread
jfand share whatever if you are so inclined..... if it is on the 7 trumpets, I'd ask that you start it in

Clay I was hoping that you would have read the entire thread from the time I begin posting that way
you would have see that my subject was about this thread & the reasoning for all my words. It was
me that suggested to Pickle to start another thread in post # 41. Is this what you call "baiting"? If
this is the case, then I am guilty, get on with your punishment/punishing, but in the mean time since
this thread is about John L. sermon vs. a pentacostal pastors views, maybe you should ask John to

give you a private bible study the next time he is in your area. He can defend his position a lot better
than Hal S.

Posted by: roxe Dec 5 2006, 09:37 PM

_QUOTE(watchbird @ Dec 5 2006, 08:11 AM) ]

Exactly. And it is "dangerous" for a variety of reasons. The most dangerous, of course, being that it
gdoes involve commanding not only God, but Satan as well.... and that opens the way for spirit
i communications that come from Satan... even though the spirit may appear as an "angel of
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‘light".
i <snip>
iAs I said.... it ain't a pretty picture.... and the more one sees of it the more repulsive it becomes.

hmmm.... ho wonder JD Quinn seemed so excited on the phone with me about "being called into the
deliverance ministry.”

you know, it's so sad when you see people into this stuff. how in the world do you get their
attention to try the spirits, when they have such strong feelings that this is from “God".

and this is exactly what satan wants them to think. he does a masterful job in "feelings convincing".
i know about those feelings myself... and as you say, it ain't a pretty picture. it is one of the most

difficult things in the world to give those feelings to Jesus and mean it, cuz they are SO convincing,
and such an ego trip.

no wonder Jesus said that if possible even the elect would be deceived.

i'll say it again... to me, this is the most heart-sickening aspect of all this entire mess at 3abn.... truly
the roaring lion is seeking all he can devour.

"oh Father God, please please spare thy peopie."

roxe

Posted by: Clay Dec 5 2006, 09:40 PM

. QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 5 2006, 09:01 PM) []

Clay I was hoping that you would have read the entire thread from the time I begin posting that
iway you would have see that my subject was about this thread & the reasoning for all my words, It
was me that suggested to Pickle to start another thread in post # 41. Is this what you call "baiting"?
;fIf this is the case, then I am guilty, get on with your punishment/punishing, but in the mean time

i since this thread s about John L. sermon vs, a pentacostal pastors views, maybe you should ask
John to give you a private bible study the next time he is in your area. He can defend his position a
lot better than Hal S.

Ed I read everything..... no punishment needed, you indicated that you didn't want to hijack the
thread, so don't... start a new one and share your beliefs...

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 5 2006, 10:57 PM

%QUOTE(PiCkIe @ Dec 5 2006, 06:04 PM) [_]

%Ed, 1 see you've earlier claimed that this teaching is biblical and according to the SOP. Personally, I
§disagree, and I believe I have solid evidence to that effect.

I have not heard of any SDA ministers being told that. But if I were in a position where I would have§
§opportunity to says such a thing, I would instead present the convincing evidence I have
{accumulated that supports what we have taught on this topic.
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Part of the problem has been that we too often accept the positions of our pioneers without finding
iout why they taught what they did, and without seeking additional evidence in support of those
i positions. Another part of the problem is surface reading.

I have a relative who felt the trumpets were future, and we discussed it a bit. Unlike
;some, he still believed what Great Controversy says about Rev. 10 and 11. I therefore
i made two points:

e According to Rev. 10:7, six of the seven trumpets have already blown. Thus, if Rev. 10 refers
to the Advent Awakening, those trumpets must have blown by 1844,

e According to Rev. 8:13; 9:12; and 11:14, the last three trumpets are called three woes, and
Rev. 9:13-11:14 are all part of the timeframe of the sixth trumpet and second woe. Thus if
Rev. 10-11:14 are past, the first six trumpets are past as well.

e thought awhile over both points and agreed that they were correct.

While your plate may be too full to get into a thorough discussion about the trumpets, will you please
take a moment and expand on the section of your quote that I have highlighted?

Is what the Great Controversy says about Rev. 10 and 11 incorrect? Please reference the passage(s)
you refer to so that I can study them as well.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 6 2006, 01:09 PM

'QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ Dec 5 2006, 10:57 PM) [] o ‘

%While your plate may be too full to get into a thorough discussion about the trumpets, will you
i please take a moment and expand on the section of your quote that I have highlighted?

Is what the Great Controversy says about Rev. 10 and 11 incorrect? Please reference the passage

No, it is not incorrect.

What I can find easily on Rev. 10 is instead in 2SM 107-108. For ch. 11 see GC ch. 15, which starts
on p. 15,

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 6 2006, 02:08 PM

EQUOTE(Pick!e . Deé 6 2006, ,12:09 PM)[] .
%No, it is not incorrect.

iWhat 1 can find easily on Rev. 10 is instead in 2SM 107-108. For ch. 11 see GC ch. 15, which starts
ionp. 15.

Thank you for the clarification for I also still believe in the Great Controversy. I haven't studied much
into the trumpets but I have read both of the selections you provided as well as a portion of your
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paper on them.

From what little I remember of Lomacang's series it seems to me that he was working with the
premise that the trumpets' past fuifiliment doesn’t necessarily preclude them being future events as
well. But since I really don't clearly remember much I'm not even sure about that. What I do
remember is that his ideas were thought provoking but certainly not stinky. Obviously I need to study
the trumpet subject more closely.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 6 2006, 03:22 PM

fﬂQUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ Dec 6 2006, 02:08 PM) [ ]

jﬁThank you for the clarification for I also still believe in the Great Controversy. I haven't studied
much into the trumpets but I have read both of the selections you provided as well as a portion of
your paper on them.

From what little I remember of Lomacang's series it seems to me that he was working with the

i premise that the trumpets' past fulfillment doesn't necessarily preciude them being future events as
‘ well. But since I really don‘t clearly remember much I'm not even sure about that. What 1 do
 remember is that his ideas were thought provoking but certainly not stinky. Obviously I need to
study the trumpet subject more closely.

Peaceful you are on safe ground only as you hold God word in your hand & know for yourself about
this subject that John Lomacang preached against established error. The link Pickle instructed you to
click on will lead you astray sooner or later. He mentioned Revelation 11 as being in the past. But for
your own information is this what the SOP teaches in this inspired quote? "read every verse of
Revelation eleven, it is yet to take place..." Last Day Events 95. Look at Revelation eleven as John L.
was doing in this light. First verse "And there was given unto me a reed like unto a rod: and the angel
stood, saying, Rise, and measure the temple of God, and the altar, and them that worship therein.”
Revelation 11:1. Remember the professed people of God are now being judged under the 6th seal, so
the word "measure” in this verse has the same Biblical meaning as the word judge. Many examples
could be given, but one should be enough. "Every case is coming in review before God; He is
measuring the temple and the worshipers therein.” 7 219 (1902).

Verse 2. "But the court which is without the temple leave out, and measure it not..." Revelation 11:2
The court would be the wicked, those who never professed to serve God. Their judgment will take
place during the 1000 years in heaven by the saints, Jesus is the judge during the 1000 years in
heaven. God the Father is now the judge during the Investigative Judgment going on as we speak.

I believe that John was correct in saying the 7 trumpets are in the future as well as this chapter of
Revelation eleven. Every verse is explainable this way [which I would be glad to do verse by verse to
the end] once you start on the correct premise.

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 6 2006, 04:07 PM

QUOTE( roxe@Dec 4 2006’0908pm) [

hello all,
i'm the lady who sister quoted from at maritime; and it is OK with me that she shared it with you.
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my experience was not with hal, but with jd quinn.

fof course, you don't know me well enough to put ANY weight on what i said; it is after all, my own

i experience. but having these experiences, i was NOT shocked when | came here and read your
{threads on this topic. saddened yes, but not shocked. i had had too much uncomfortable "women’s
?}intuition“ going on since first viewing 3abn and my limited dealings with the prayer team.

Welcome to BSDA Roxe! Please don't be saddened or shocked by what you have read in the threads
here. My post was merely to point out that since I don't "know" you from reading your thoughts in
posts enough to get familiar with your credibility and thought process, there was no way I could take
what you said with much weight. Now that you are here we will all start getting to know what Roxe is

all about(as much as one can on a forum such as this anyway )

‘QUOTE

{please, if you do get shelley’s workbook, be very careful with it... it sounds so GOOD. i got sucked
Einto its teaching for awhile; but then put it aside for some reason. when i read at maritime about
iwhat rhema really is, and why their "prayers” using it are made like demands and not "Thy will be
§done", i understood why i had been uncomfortable about reading and using it in the limited way i _
i had.

I have been watching "Exalting His Word" (which I believe still bears the name of Linda Shelton in its
credits) on 3abn over the last couple of years. It has been my experience that the point of the
program is to immerse ones seif into the Word of God as a hungry diner would dig into a banquet. I
have never heard Shelly Quinn say to speak these words of scripture as "demands". She refers to
them as affirmations. According to Wikipedia "An affirmation is a declaration that something is true.” I
know that some attribute this area to Theosophy where Wikipedia states that "Affirmation could be
viewed positively as a mobilization of one's inner resources, or negatively as a kind of self-induced
brainwashing". Until I receive the workbook and study her thoughts myself, I won't know if Shelly is
promoting the in-depth study of the Word of God to strengthen ones spiritual experience or a clever
method to brainwash ones self.

' QUOTE

after posting at maritime, i got the book out of my library and proceeded to tear it to little pieces
and throw it away... and i've noticed that my home now has a much different and lighter
atmosphere to it.

‘but... again, this is just my experience with 3abn, and jd and sheliey quinn.
{"oh God, spare thy people.”

roxe

This section of your post concerns me just a bit. Sounds just a little superstitious but I also know that
most human beings use magical thinking to some degree.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 6 2006, 06:52 PM

:%QUOTE(Ed White e 2066, i pM)U RSB A8SreEern

The link Pickle instructed you to click on will lead you astray sooner or later. He mentioned :
:Revelation 11 as being in the past. But for your own information is this what the SOP teaches in this
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ﬁinspéred quote? "read every verse of Revelation eleven, it is yet to take place..." Last Day Events 95

Quite interesting, Ed.

I've seen this kind of thing a number of times before. Folks quote the SOP to justify reinterpreting the
prophecies, and then arrive at an interpretation that contradicts the SOP. Here you quote LDE 95 in
order to justify saying that when GC puts certain verses of Rev. 11 in the past, GC is as wrong as [

am.

Why not have it the other way around? Why not use GC ch. 15 to prove that LDE 95 is wrong rather
than use LDE 95 to prove that GC ch. 15 is wrong?

Another real problem is when people take someone's word that LDE 95 really reads that way, for it
most certainly does not. And thus this supposed contradiction is actually non-existent.

Herein lies the danger of having such views taught on 3ABN, as well as the problem of having
someone at 3ABN who sends out emails that slice those individuals to bits who are teaching such
things. Those who teach such views often have not thought through carefully either the basis for their
views, or the logical conclusions of those views.

And thus seeds are planted in people's unsuspecting minds which can down the road bear the fruit of
total rejection of the SOP, as well as the rejection of some very important teachings of our faith.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 6 2006, 07:15 PM

UOTE(Pickle @ Dec 6 2006, 06:52 PM) [ ]

‘Quite interesting, Ed.

:I've seen this kind of thing a number of times before. Folks quote the SOP to justify reinterpreting
‘the prophecies, and then arrive at an interpretation that contradicts the SOP. Here you quote LDE
95 in order to justify saying that when GC puts certain verses of Rev, 11 in the past, GC is as wrong
as I am.

Why not have it the other way around? Why not use GC ch. 15 to prove that LDE
95 is wrong rather than use LDE 95 to prove that GC ch. 15 is wrong?

Another real problem is when people take someone’s word that LDE 95 really reads that way, for it
imost certainly does not. And thus this supposed contradiction is actually non-existent.

Herein lies the danger of having such views taught on 3ABN, as well as the problem of having
someone at 3ABN who sends out emails that slice those individuals to bits who are teaching such
‘things. Those who teach such views often have not thought through carefully either the basis for
i their views, or the logical conclusions of those views.

{And thus seeds are planted in people’'s unsuspecting minds which can down the road bear the fruit

Pickle I will be glad to answer all your questions you can muster up from any of the old or new
Adventist authors studies/sermons/books in the thread Clay has provided in the Theology section on
"The 7 Trumpets" but that which I have bolded above I should answer here but won't. Please ask
again on the proper thread. I will state here for some that may not go to that link that I would never
try and reinterpreting the prophecies so as to arrive at an interpretation that contradicts the SOP.
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I leave the prophecies set in stone alone! As they can stand on their own without any propping up
from any committee of mens suggestions that stepped off the platform of truth.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 6 2006, 09:16 PM

' QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 6 2006, 07:15 PM) [_)

ickle ... I leave the prophecies set in stone alone! As they can stand on their own without any

Your insinuations are entirely inappropriate.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 6 2006, 09:51 PM

;f;Your insinuations are entirely inappropriate.

Please explain yourself, I need more words than those few to know what you are even talking. about

Posted by: princessdi Dec 6 2006, 09:58 PM

Gentlemen, take to PM, please.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 7 2006, 07:32 AM

Roxe said these words concering Shelly Q. book. "after posting at maritime, i got the book out of
my library and proceeded to tear it to little pieces and throw it away... and i've noticed that my
home now has a much different and lighter atmosphere to it."

I have hear over the years of SDA ministers going to church academies to hold a week of prayer
meeting and end up before leaving by having a bon-fire where all the rock music tapes, CDs &
other Satanic articles were torched, but this lady could not wait for a week of prayer meeting to
come to her town, she did what she could to make her home a place for peaceful habitation again
with a different and lighter atmosphere to it. I would never doubt a much needed testimony like
that.

Posted by: Jon Davis Dec 7 2006, 05:59 PM

1 just signed on this forum.
But have been here before reading some threads during the Danny and Linda split.

After reading this thread I was interested in what John Lomacang had to say about the Trumpets.

I aslo belive them to be future.
I emailed 3ABN about them.
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They said they were a Live Special and don't sell them.
If anyone gets a recording of these please let me know.

Thanks

Jon

Posted by: Ed White Dec 7 2006, 09:43 PM

QUOTE(Jon Davis @ Dec 7 2006, 05:59 PM) [

gljust signed on this farum,
But have been here before reading some threads during the Danny and Linda split.

ziAf’ter reading this thread I was interested in what John Lomacang had to say about the Trumpets.
i1 aslo belive them to be future.

‘T emailed 3ABN about them.

{ They said they were a Live Special and don't sell them.

é[f anyone gets a recording of these please let me know.

1E;Thanks

Jon

Jon I have a copy of this sermon of John L. on video, somewhere! I walked into the room after the
program was on for 5 min. so clicked the record button immediately. Give me about 3 days to find it
then PM me & I will make you a copy. Are you aware that the 7 trumpets are being considered in the
thelogy section leaving this thread free to the discuss Hal Steenson & John L. being at odds with one
another. Come join in and show those reading there what the bible says to you personally about the 7
trumpets being in the future. Are you a long time Adventist?

Posted by: roxe Dec 8 2006, 11:20 AM

PeacefullyBewildered wrote:

Welcome to BSDA Roxe! Please don't be saddened or shocked by what you have read in the
threads here. My post was merely to point out that since I don't "know" you from reading your
thoughts in posts enough to get familiar with your credibility and thought process, there was no
way I could take what you said with much weight. Now that you are here we will all start getting
to know what Roxe is all about(as much as one can on a forum such as this anyway wink.gif )
<snip>

This section of your post concerns me just a bit. Sounds just a little superstitious but I also know
that most human beings use magicai thinking to some degree.

Thanks for your welcome, Peacefully
i AM saddened by what i read concerning 3abn... or any other ministry who satan gets
sidetracked. my heart has been "sick" for quite some time now. in 3 way i'm giad, since it only
serves to add intense pleading to my prayers.

btw, i'm a 66yo nana who has been learning so much since surrendering to Jesus in 1991. without
going into details, coming from an occult childhood my "straight and narrow" path has extra big
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boulders in it. So, yes, i'm rather sensitive to the fact of life that satan uses his "error" objects as
permission to hang around and harass. this is the reason for the big bonfire told about in Acts: it
stops the permissions.

and there is no superstition or magical thinking about it.

Ed White wrote:

Roxe said these words concering Shelly Q. book. "after posting at maritime, i got the book out of
my library and proceeded to tear it to little pieces and throw it away... and i've noticed that my
home now has a much different and lighter atmosphere to it."

I have hear over the years of SDA ministers going to church academies to hold a week of prayer
meeting and end up before leaving by having a bon-fire where all the rock music tapes, CDs &
other Satanic articles were torched, but this lady couid not wait for a week of prayer meeting to
come to her town, she did what she could to make her home a place for peaceful habitation again
with a different and lighter atmosphere to it. I would never doubt a much needed testimony like

that.

Ed, thank you so much for your nice words. they warm my heart. what a nice confirmation to
read on this preparation day! sounds like you may understand from experience what i‘m talking

about.

happysabl
wishing all E ppy:J

roxe

Posted by: Ed White Dec 8 2006, 02:12 PM

QUOTE(roxe @ Dec 8 2006, 11:20 AM) [

! PeacefullyBewildered wrote:

Welcome to BSDA Roxe! Please don't be saddened or shocked by what you have read in the threads
{ here. My post was merely to point out that since I don’t "know" you from reading your thoughts in
posts enough to get familiar with your credibility and thought process, there was no way I could
take what you said with much weight. Now that you are here we will all start getting to know what
Roxe is all about(as much as one can on a forum such as this anyway wink.gif )

i <snip>

§This section of your post concerns me just a bit. Sounds just a little superstitious but I also know
§that most human beings use magical thinking to some degree.

; x| h
: Thanks for your weicome, Peacefuily D

S

i AM saddened by what i read concerﬁing 3abn.., or any other ministry who satan gets sidetracked.
¢ my heart has been "sick” for quite some time now. in a way i'm glad, since it only serves to add
intense pleading to my prayers.

. btw, i'm a 66yo nana who has been learning so much since surrendering to Jesus in 1991, without
going into details, coming from an occult childhood my "straight and narrow” path has extra big

: boulders in it. So, yes, i'm rather sensitive to the fact of life that satan uses his "error" objects as
i permission to hang around and harass. this is the reason for the big bonfire told about in Acts: it

i stops the permissions.

i and there is no superstition or magical thinking about it.
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: Ed White wrote:

%Roxe said these words concering Shelly Q. book. "after posting at maritime, i got the book out of my
ilibrary and proceeded to tear it to little pieces and throw it away... and i've noticed that my home
{now has a much different and lighter atmosphere to it."

:I have hear over the years of SDA ministers going to church academies to hold a week of prayer
imeeting and end up before leaving by having a bon-fire where all the rock music tapes, CDs & other
i Satanic articles were torched, but this lady could not wait for a week of prayer meeting to come to
‘her town, she did what she could to make her home a place for peaceful habitation again with a
ifferent and lighter atmosphere to it. I would never doubt a much needed testimony like that.

%Ed, thank you so much for your nice words. they warm my heart. what a nice confirmation to read
:on this preparation day! sounds like you may understand from experience what i'm talking about.

e

_— x] happysabl |
i wishing alI} :

‘roxe

Roxe glad to hear of you pressing forward around/over/through those “boulders” in your journey
upward, I think often of these words as I plunder [even blunder at times] along. “"The road may be
rough and the ascent steep; there may be pitfalls upon the right hand and upon the left; we may
have to endure toil in our journey; when weary, when longing for rest, we may have to toil on; when
faint, we may have to fight; when discouraged, we must still hope; but with Christ as our guide we
shall not fail of reaching the desired haven at last. Christ Himself has trodden the rough way before us
and has smoothed the path for our feet.”

Shelly Quinn & Danny may have authored a book together-and circulated millions with sacred money
from Gods professed people, but this one & all the ones she has authored alone I believe she had one
of N.Hill books in her lap as she wrote each chapter. You do know that N. Hill tells that he was given a
divine secret from a spirit flying overhead that spoke to him these words. “"Whatever the mind can
believe, it can achieve. Now you go give this to others”.

But take courage everyone, the bible is correct at every step, why I even read words like this once in
Proverbs 20:17 “Bread of deceit [margin “lying”] is sweet to a man but afterwards his mouth shall be

filled with gravel.”

Posted by: Just a Guy Dec 8 2006, 10:43 PM

QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 5 2006, 05:59 PM) []

gHaving heard only the last of a series of sermons on the 7 trumpets by John Lomacang I would say
¢John is biblical & SOP correct in stating that the 7 trumpets are in the future

I was just thinking that ed white from the old VOAF forum was a proponent of futurism. What is your
main forum these days?

Posted by: Ed White Dec 9 2006, 06:01 AM
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QUOTE(Justa Guy @Dec82005'1043pm)[[

I was just thinking that ed white from the old VOAF forum was a proponent of futurism. What is i
- your main forum these days?

Guy...I don’t mind in being labeled a “futurist” as many seminary-trained ministers can say better
than anyone, with a curl in their voice, to me it is a wonderful word. The Second Coming of Jesus is in
the future. The Latter Rain which will give power to those that are clean & with a real message give
the Loud Cry is in the future that John the Revelator & many of Old Testament authors wrote about. A
few of my loved ones are sleeping in Jesus at the moment and in the future I expect to see them
come to life. Are you trying to rob me of my convictions that I received from nothing other than
believing Gods word? I could make a list longer than a wagon track of FUTURE events recorded in the
bible & SOP, but I will spare you that account, if you are content in hearing the “futurist” word
spewed forth and a giggle session to follow by men of the cloth, just “sleep on now and take your
rest”. But after the giggle session has died away & everyone goes their separate ways for the night
with their new church supplied security blanket & rose-colored glasses, I suggest to you personally
listen for that “still small voice that says, this is the way walk ye in it”.

My prayer today is that John Lomacang will not be robbed of his conviction either by the giggle
sessions, but his man inflicted burdens are greater than mine, those that sign his pay check can say
"futurist" with a curl in their voice better than a new graduate.

Posted by: Just a Guy Dec 9 2006, 09:46 AM

Now that's the ed white I remember. Overreacting and putting his foot in his mouth in response to
a completely neutral comment.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 9 2006, 10:41 AM

Now that's the ed white I remember. Overreacting and putting his foot in his mouth in response to
: a completely neutral comment.

Guy

Please point out the words that was error in my response to you in your netural comment where the
futurist word was used? I asked a few questions up there that I thought was valid, correct me and
show me where I am mistaken so I can weed out that cursed thing. Glad you have a good memory
and remember being exposed to much truth over the years. You are not hiding all that light under a
bushel are you?

Posted by: Just a Guy Dec 9 2006, 07:16 PM

' QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 9 2006, 11:41 AM) ]

ﬁquy
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i Please point out the words that was error in my response to you in your netural comment where the
f,futurist word was used? I asked a few questions up there that I thought was valid, correct me and
:show me where I am mistaken so I can weed out that cursed thing. Glad you have a good memory !
‘and remember being exposed to much truth over the years. You are not hiding all that light under a |
‘bushel are you? :

You were in error is assuming that I consider "futurist” to be a derogatory term. I'm actually open to
the belief. I was just making a friendly comment and wondering where you've been hanging out.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 9 2006, 07:59 PM

UOTE(Just a Guy @ Dec s 2006 07:16 PM) [J

‘You were in error is assuming that I consider "futurist” to be a derogatory term. I'm actually open to
he behef I was Just makmg a fnendky comment and wondering where you've been hanging out.

Guy, now that I know that, I can say, I am truely sorry, I MUST read questions more carefully in the
future and pray before engaging my keyboard.

Where I have been hanging out in the SDA forum world was on O'Ffills forum until about 6 months
ago, but go to the theology section here and read about "A Drean & the interpertation” and you will
read of another SDA forum where the owner there thinks if a doctrinal thought did come throught him
it Is of no value. This was HIS dream, not mine, I only interperted it due to seeing him on SDA forums
for over 4 years. You will know who it is I'm sure.

I think I have found the video of John Lomacang preaching on the 7 trumpets in the future and will
view it tomorrow night & make copies to 3 request & send off.

Posted by: Jon Davis Dec 10 2006, 12:38 PM

'QUOTE(Ed White)

Jon I have a copy of this sermon of John L. on video, somewhere! I walked into the room after the
program was on for 5 min. so clicked the record button immediately. Give me about 3 days to find it
then PM me & I will make you a copy. Are you aware that the 7 trumpets are being considered in
;the thelogy section leaving this thread free to the discuss Hal Steenson & John L. being at odds with ! :
{one another. Come join in and show those reading there what the bible says to you personally about
the 7 trumpets being in the future. Are you a long time Adventist?

I'm just a few years into joining the church.

[ came into the church through a Revelation Sceminar.

I was raised in a petacostal church.

Never did I hear so much truth when I came to those sceminars.

We are kinda left wandering around the judgement and 1844,

I was baptised for the first time then.

But still have lots to learn.

I posted what I believe on the seven trumpets in theology section:
http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?showtopic=117108&st=08&gopid=162887&#entry162887
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As for what Lomacang had to say on the trumpets, I think those in our church needs to see that not
every SDA member believes these to be periods of time and there is much truth according to the
Bible and SOP that these are future events.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 11 2006, 07:22 PM

' QUOTE(Jon Davis @ Dec 10 2006, 12:38 PM) [

As for what Lomacang had to say on the trumpets, I think those in our church needs to see that not
i every SDA member believes these to be periods of time and there is much truth according to the
i Bible and SOP that these are future events.

Jon I am sure John Lomacang & his wife still have the same convictions of the sermon he preached
on the 7 trumpets being future that angered Hal Steenson and he is not asamed to tell this in some
circles. Years ago I heard HMS Richards Sr. tell a true story the first year I was baptized in 1965 as
he came to our little church in Roseville California of about 100 members. This true story may help
John in dealing with this distance between him & Hal. Elder Richards told of a young couple that
decided to run away and get married on a long week end. After about 4 days they had to return to
their jobs & seperate homes. It was very quite riding back as they neared the outskirts of their city,
finally one said to the other "you won't tell anyone about our marriage will you?" ” No, I am just
ashamed of it as you are". Then this great preacher asked a question to everyone. "What kind of
marriage is that, to be ashamed of the one you are married to?" I think many people are like that
with their belief system today in Adventism, ashamed to stand up and defend the vows they took in
haste & not really knowing while the SDA evangelist was forcing from them a decision & to say, "Is
that right YES or NO"?

Posted by: Ed White Dec 16 2006, 08:54 AM

Will there always be two opposing forces in the church as we see among the teachings of
Lomacang & Steenson of God's professed people to the end of time? A close comparison with the
bible open looking at the wheat & the tares it is hard to decide at times as to which is which, but
there is always a THIRD group present in the church of “open sinners” that can be clearly seen
and they must be dealt with if the church is to remain healthy. If the church fathers do not
“check” the situation then the guilt of the open sinner is upon their minister just as though they
had done the act of the open sinner. If any SDA ministers have been given preaching credentials
without being taught this, then someone turn the signpost around before you even came to class
study and you will still be held accountable what goes on during your watch.

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 16 2006, 11:47 AM

How true Ed. If open sin is allowed in the church with no conseguences then our church soon
stands for nothing. One difficulty I see is how is it possible for a church to discipline it's members
when the leaders can get away with un-Biblical divorces, teaching error (like a literal Creation)
etc. We need to consistently take care of problems within the church so the whole church is not
infected.

Richard
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;’QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 16 2006, 09:54 AM) [ ]

will there always be two opposing forces in the church as we see among the teachings of Lomacang |
| & Steenson of God's professed people to the end of time? A close comparison with the bible open |
i looking at the wheat & the tares it is hard to decide at times as to which is which, but there is
always a THIRD group present in the church of “open sinners” that can be clearly seen and they

i must be dealt with if the church is to remain healthy. If the church fathers do not “check” the
situation then the guilt of the open sinner is upon their minister just as though they had done the
tact of the open sinner. If any SDA ministers have been given preaching credentials without being
i taught this, then someone turn the signpost around before you even came to class study and you
il still be held accountable what goes on during your watch,

Posted by: Ed White Dec 16 2006, 12:19 PM

{QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Dec 16 2006, 11:47 AM) [

i How true Ed. If open sin is allowed in the church with no consequences then our church soon stands
i for nothing. One difficulty I see is how is it possible for a church to discipline it's members when the
‘leaders can get away with un-Biblical divorces, teaching error (like a literal Creation) etc. We need
§to consistently take care of problems within the church so the whole church is not infected.

Richard

Richard your questions with few solutions could be over with in a hurry if things were done the way
we do things in the electrical construction world where there are Codebooks, Electrical Safety Orders,
Engineers & Inspectors. When an engineer or inspector arrives at a construction jobsite he has only
one question to ask. “Have you followed the plans & specifications according to what you agreed to
do?” Then he/she will look to see that you have! If not, STOP everything and get back on track or the
entire job will be shut down. Adventist needs a few Inspectors with authority to fire on the spot an
offender after one warning; even it takes the man on top down. Many of this nature should have been
fired yesterday, especially the ones in gross error and always asking the flight attendants for a seat-
beit extension when flying to distance citys to brush up on church growth seminars by the Sunday
keeper’s skills.

John Lomacang at the present should not be considered for one of these "inspectors” to assist
Adventism. He is on the right track, but still needs much to unlearn as he is attempting to do. Stand
strong John & don't let a committee of men rob you of your convictions.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 22 2006, 06:39 PM

As I remember the year 2000 was when Pastor Stephen Lewis came to 3ABN and preacherd his
heart out to the staff looking them right in the eye and asking tough questions. Before he came,
Danny Shelton was warned by most of the well known TV evangelist to not do it, "as his preaching
will destroy our effectivness”. I will say AMEN to that! But Danny stood his ground & here came
Pastor Lewis anyway. As I read the account from Danny's step daughter she was home that year
2000 when Danny was giving "backrubs” after Linda had retired for the night. I was so impressed
with the Pentacost 2000 series that I had a 3ABN dish installed on my mother home thinking that
more good things were to come from 3ABN. But when light is rejected it's only down/down/ after
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that. Anyone remember the tough questions Pastor Lewis asked directly to 3ABN staff women?
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Posted by: Clay Dec 22 2006, 06:45 PM

%QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 22 2006, 06:39 PM) [

§As I remember the year 2000 was when Pastor Stephen Lewis came to 3ABN and preacherd his

i heart out to the staff looking them right in the eye and asking tough questions. Before he came,

: Danny Shelton was warned by most of the well known TV evangelist to not do it, "as his preaching
will destroy our effectivness”. I will say AMEN to that! But Danny stood his ground & here came

i Pastor Lewis anyway. As I read the account from Danny's step daughter she was home that year
§2000 when Danny was giving "backrubs" after Linda had retired for the night. T was so impressed
i with the Pentacost 2000 series that I had a 3ABN dish installed on my mother home thinking that
more good things were to come from 3ABN. But when light is rejected it's only down/down/ after

No Ed and if you believe that Stephen Lewis was bringing light to those at 3abn, you my friend have
issues....

Posted by: Ed White Dec 22 2006, 07:12 PM

'QUOTE(Clay ® Dec 22 2006, 06:45 PM) []

No Ed and if you believe that Stephen Lewis was bringing light to those at 3abn, you my friend have
iissues.... ;

Well Clay since you know of those not bringing light to 3ABN, then maybe you know who is. Could
you provide a list of those sharing light there or anywhere as the Adventist people are fragmented
today and searching for that which you may know.

Posted by: Clay Dec 22 2006, 07:18 PM

{ QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 22 2006, 07:12 PM) [

Weli Clay since you know of those not bringing light to 3ABN, then maybe you know who is. Could

i you provide a list of those sharing light there or anywhere as the Adventist peaple are fragmented
;;today and searching for that which you may know.

The Holy Spirit..... He always has and always will... in fact that is why he was promised.... to guide
the believer into all truth... You Ed are not the Holy Spirit..... neither is Stephen Lewis.....

Posted by: Ed White Dec 23 2006, 06:58 PM
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' QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 22 2006, 06:39 PM) []

i As I remember the year 2000 was when Pastor Stephen Lewis came to 3ABN and preacherd his
heart out to the staff looking them right in the eye and asking tough questions. Before he came,

i Danny Shelton was warned by most of the well known TV evangelist to not do it, "as his preaching
: will destroy our effectivness”. I will say AMEN to that! But Danny stood his ground & here came
Pastor Lewis anyway. As I read the account from Danny's step daughter she was home that year
{2000 when Danny was giving "backrubs" after Linda had retired for the night. I was so impressed
with the Pentacost 2000 series that I had a 3ABN dish installed on my mother home thinking that
{ more good things were to come from 3ABN. But when light is rejected it's only down/down/ after

Since this question went unanswered and to save from getting email messages to answer, I will do so
here to save time. One night Pastor Lewis got a show of hands from all the staff women & the wife’s
of staff. He said "Haven't I given you "a thus sayeth the Lord" for every doctrine that I have taught
thus far?" They all agreed because they knew he had. Now he said, "since I have used the bible on
every point, I want you women to bring with you tomorrow night "a thus sayeth the Lord" for you
wearing those pants I see out here every night." That was it, fists were clenched & rebellion was in
the air they were all breathing. He knew that certain women would never take them pants off; he
must have thought however that surely, he could reach someone. Well 6 years have gone by since
then that I have an idea that some on the staff would do differently if they had those days back.
Maybe not, once on a downbhill slope and running full speed back to Egypt it's only down/down. I am
told the best thing to do when running down hill and can't stop when wanting to stop, is to fall down
immediately. Yes but Danny told us years ago that “would be bad on the reputation”.

Posted by: seeshell Dec 23 2006, 07:09 PM

Did he have a thus saith the Lord for women not wearing pants? B

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 23 2006, 07:13 PM

Ed there is nothing, not one word, in either Mrs. White writing or the Bible that prohibits women
from wearing slacks. Good grief.

What is the most modest? A dress or slacks?

Richard

' QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 23 2006, 07:58 PM) []

Since this question went unanswered and to save from getting email messages to answer, I will do
so here to save time. One night Pastor Lewis got a show of hands from all the staff women & the

i wife's of staff, He said "Haven't I giveh you "a thus sayeth the Lord" for every doctrine that 1 have
taught thus far?" They all agreed because they knew he had. Now he said, "since I have used the
bible on every point, I want you women to bring with you tomorrow night "a thus sayeth the Lord"

i for you wearing those pants I see out here every night." That was it, fists were clenched & rebellion
was in the air they were all breathing. He knew that certain women would never take them pants
off; he must have thought however that surely, he could reach someone. Well 6 years have gone by
i since then that [ have an idea that some on the staff would do differently if they had those days

i back. Maybe not, once on a downhill slope and running full speed back to Egypt it's only
down/down. I am told the best thing to do when running down hill and can't stop when wanting to

i stop, Is to fall down immediately. Yes but Danny told us years ago that “would be bad on the
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‘reputation”.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 23 2006, 07:34 PM

' QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Dec 23 2006, 07:13 PM) [ R

‘ What is the most modest? A dress or slacks? ‘

Why a dress is if you are a lady.

Seashell

I am sure this SDA preacher could have produced documentation for his belief concerning women
wearing that which pertainth to a man. Surely on this forum this subject has been sawed & sawed,
and then the sawdust sawed, and both sides will remain the same. But if danger is lurking and a
minister fails to warn, then he/she is just as guilt as though the acts had been our/their own. When
said he/she for a minister, I mean that we all are "ministers", I don't want to confuse ministers with
"pastors" as only men can be a pastor.

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 23 2006, 07:52 PM

No Ed slacks are the most modest, especially for a women who sits in front of people facing them.

Again there is not one word in Mrs. White or the Bible that prohibits women from wearing slacks.
Women and men are told not to wear clothes of the other's gender, and I agree with that.
However there is no mistaking womens dress slacks for mens clothing. In our consevative church
there are several women who wear slacks. They are more modest than a dress, are warmer, and
quite frankly look better on some of those women than their bare legs.

BTW you and I have gone around with this issue before and you didn't have anything to prove
your point then either.

In anycase we are way

Unless you have something concrete to offer from devine inspiration on this I'm out of here

Richard

Posted by: Ciay Dec 23 2006, 07:57 PM

EQUQTE(Ed white'a De.c 53 3006, 0734pM)D ORI

%Why a dress is if you are a lady.
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i Seashell .

I am sure this SDA preacher could have produced documentation for his belief concerning women
‘wearing that which pertainth to a man. Surely on this forum this subject has been sawed & sawed,
§and then the sawdust sawed, and both sides will remain the same. But if danger is lurking and a

i minister fails to warn, then he/she is just as guilt as though the acts had been our/their own. When
‘1 said he/she for a minister, ] mean that we all are "ministers”, I don't want to confuse ministers ;
' with "pastors" as only men can be a pastor.

Ed.... are you married? cause you definitely sound chauvinistic to me... and uninformed.... as
uniformed as S. Lewis.....

Posted by: seeshell Dec 23 2006, 08:15 PM

Well now, I've not heard S. Lewis preach that I recall, but I have heard from sources I view as
very reliable that he is a good speaker. ™

I have wondered about the pants/no pants issue quite a lot. I agree that I would not go into the
men's clothing section to fill my closet...and I do believe in modesty...but I am not quite sold on
the dresses only thing. In part because sometimes it seems that pants are actually more modest
and practical...out doing rough chores, riding horses and bicycles... and on windy days. (I
know whereof 1 speak!) But if there is solid Scriptural evidence to support no-pants-for-ladies, 1
am open to hearing it.

.

{x{ ofl
Alas, I fear I am

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 23 2006, 08:45 PM

(x] oft | [x] sorry.
At the risk of the wrath of the powers that be on this forum for being

In the Bible there were no pants that I know of, the men wore robes which look a lot like, believe
it or not, dresses, ya hard to believe I know.

I'm a backpacker (somewhat fanatical), and in some areas of the US men are starting to wear kilts
while hiking. I think I'll pass on that however.

There is no scriptural support for not wearing pants on women, nor from Mrs. White either.
However she does say women shouid dress modestly, heaithly, and inexpensiviy.

Richard

EQUOTE(seeshell @ Dec 23 2006, 09:15 PM) [

EWeH now, I've not heard S. Lewis preach that I recall, but T have heard from sources 1 view as very
‘reliable that he is a good speaker. | ™

I have wondered about the pants/no pants issue quite a lot. I agree that T would not go into the
‘men's clothing section to fill my closet...and I do believe in modesty...but T am not quite sold on the
§dresses only thing. In part because sometimes it seems that pants are actually more modest and
épractical...out doing rough chores, riding horses and bicycles... and on windy days. (1 know
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i%whereo,fl speak!) But if there is solid Scriptural evidence to support no-pants-for-ladies, I am open

‘to hearing it.
’ E] oft
iAlas, T fear I am {

Posted by: Panama_Pete Dec 23 2006, 09:07 PM

QUOTE(Edwmte@Decz:; 2006’ 0658pM)D

§One night Pastor Lewis got a show of hands from all the staff women & the wife’s of staff. He said
{"Haven't I given you "a thus sayeth the Lord" for every doctrine that I have taught thus far?" They
§al| agreed because they knew he had. Now he said, "since I have used the bible on every point, I
{want you women to bring with you tomorrow night "a thus sayeth the Lord" for you wearing those
ipants I see out here every night.” That was it, fists were clenched & rebellion was in the air they
‘were all breathing.

I mentioned this before on another forum, perhaps two years ago.

3ABN has female employees on platforms operating the cameras. You don't see the camera operators
on the air. Now, how can women be up on camera platforms wearing dresses?

During the Stephen Lewis presentations the camera platforms in the Bos Auditorium were a full 7 feet
off the floor.

[ specifically remember one female camera operator on a platform wearing slacks, and thank
goodness she was, because men and women were sitting directly under and behind her.

Danny and Linda were sitting in the far back near the main exit to the parking lot when this was
happening. Everyone in the auditorium could see the camera women were wearing pants, and it was
causing distraction

Also, female nurses and schoolbus drivers wear pants most of the day, and the Adventist Church has
a large number of both. So the comments about dresses didn't seem to make practical sense to many
watching.
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Posted by: Observer Dec 23 2006, 09:23 PM

My understanding is that Ed is married. He can correct me if I am wroing, and he wants to right a
wrong. NOTE: Have you ever failed to see Ed attempt to right a wrong?

By the way, people who know Ed personally have told me he actually is nice in person!

Posted by: Clay Dec 23 2006, 09:41 PM

' QUOTE(seeshell @ Dec 23 2006, 08:15 PM) [

Well now, I've not heard S. Lewis preach that I recall, but I have heard from sources I view as very
i reliable that he is a good speaker. mj {

i I have wondered about the pants/no pants issue quite a Jot. I agree that I would not go into the
men's clothing section to fill my closet...and I do believe in modesty...but I am not quite sold on the
i dresses only thing. In part because sometimes it seems that pants are actually more modest and
fpracticat..‘out doing rough chores, riding horses and bicycles... and on windy days. (I know
 whereof I speak!) But if there is solid Scriptural evidence to support no-pants-for-ladies, I am open
‘to hearing it.

@oﬁ

gAaas, 1 fear I am

he is a divisive speaker.... and not in a good way.... do a search cause we have discussed him here,
or PM Di about what happened when he was in her area....

Posted by: seeshell Dec 23 2006, 11:06 PM

Thanks, it took me awhile to find the thread, but I think I finally got it. F]

Posted by: Johann Dec 24 2006, 12:02 AM
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hy a dress is if you are a lady.

Did you ever read a discripyion or see a picture of the Reform Dress that Ellen G. Whte

recommended? It consisted of long pants underneath a shorter skirt. Quite revolutionary in those
days?

Posted by: awesumtenor Dec 24 2006, 12:34 AM

. QUOTE(Observer @ Dec 23 2006, 10:23 PM)[]

My understanding is that Ed is married. He can correct me if I am wroing, and he wants to right a

Depends on whether he is the source of said wrong...when he is, he fails constantly in that regard...

'QUOTE :

By the way, people who know Ed personally have told me he actually is nice in person!

People who disagree with him?

In His service,
Mr. ]

Posted by: Panama_Pete Dec 24 2006, 12:46 AM

;QUOTE(Johann @ Dec 24 2006, 12:02 AM)

Did you ever read a discripyion or see a picture of the Reform Dress that Ellen G. Whte

i recommended? It consisted of long pants underneath a shorter skirt. Quite revolutionary in those
i days?

Why didn't this work?

http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?act=Print&client=printer&f=48&1t=11679 4/2/2007



BlackSDA [Powered by Invision Power Board] Page 44 of 55

Posted by: awesumtenor Dec 24 2006, 12:50 AM

 QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ Dec 24 2006, 01:46 AM) [

- Why didn't this work?

For starters, all she lacks is a mustache to look like John Wilkes Booth in drag...

In His service,
Mr. ]
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Posted by: Ed White Dec 24 2006, 03:10 AM

%he is a divisive speaker.... and not in a good way.... do a search cause we have discussed him here,
ior PM Di about what happened when he was in her area....

Clay since you and Di have vital information about S. Lewis, me or any church member of open
wrongs/sins, by all means don’t be found PM everyone of our open public sins start a thread about
them like you did me in the Theology section and let everyone on the forum know. If we were on a
church outing on a walk through the wood & YOU saw a rattlesnake, by all mean shout it out.
“Rattlesnake!! But if our sins are of the private nature, by all means the good book should be
followed and send the PM to us. Isn’t that what Christianity is all about? If isn’t it should be,
"Moreover if thy brother shall trespass against thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and him
alone: if he shall hear thee, thou hast gained thy brother. But if he will not hear thee, then take with
thee one or two more, that in the mouth of two or three witnesses every word may be established.
And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church: but if he neglect to hear the church, let
him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican.” Matthew 18:15-17

Yes, I have posted words on this thread about John Lomacang & Hal Steenson and in other places
and other names and not in the least am I ashamed to mention the error they teach because they
teach openly subjecting innocient people to their error. Whatever they choose to do and teach behind
closed doors is their business and not mine. I realize the SOP I quote from offends a lot of people on
this forum, but the bible also equally offends these same people. And for that reason I will state that.
"Open rebuke is necessary, to prevent others from being ensnared.

To believe that evil must not be condemned because this would condemn those who practise the evil,
is to act in favor of falsehood. If, after a man has been given many cautions and warnings, to save
him from his hereditary and cuitivated tendencies to wrong, he takes offense, and refuses to accept
the message graciously sent him from heaven, and puts aside the reproof of the Holy Spirit, his heart
and conscience become hardened, and he is in great darkness. {SpTB02 10.1}

I gave a link on another thread of a 1921 letter to the GC president, if anyone would just read this
letter from start to finish, then those thinking on this forum to have already me figured out & those
still waiting would be well equipped in doing so by reading this letter.

http://remnantprophecy.sdaglobal.org/Libra...39;s-Letter.pdf

Posted by: sister Dec 24 2006, 05:42 AM

I was there for the majority of Steven Lewis’ meetings at 3ABN, a few of his messages were very
good, but what I observed of his followers during the church services at Thompsonville, that were
not televised, was quite disturbing. The young people who were with him would sit in the pews
and read their Bibles during the entire service, not participating, ignoring alf everything around
them until Steven Lewis was on the pulpit. At that time they would close their Bibles and sit in
rapt attention, their eyes fixed upon their leader.

Lewis called his ministry Present Truth Ministry and 1 once overheard him refer to those he
baptized as Present Truth people. The majority of the baptisms that took place were re-baptisms
of church members and those people became fiercely ioyal to Lewis as an individual.

John Osborn told Steven Lewis once, that he was heading in the same direction that Osborn had
when he left the SDA church. And where is Steven Lewis now?
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During Lewis’ meetings plans were made for Lewis to open a “school of the prophets” on land
adjacent to existing 3ABN property. Later the plans were scraped, that is another story, and the
tand was danated to 3ABN,

By the way, Hal and Moliie Steenson were big fans of Steven Lewis. He was the one who baptized
them. Of course that fact has never stopped Mollie from dressing in pants...

Posted by: Observer Dec 24 2006, 07:29 AM

Just to make certain that everyone understands: The woman in the Reform Dress photo was NOT
Ellen White.

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 24 2006, 07:46 AM

The people of the time were just not ready to accept it. It looked too strange and the idea at

the time of pants on women was just too much. Mrs. White, in her writings was disapointed
because it was a more healthy form of dressing.

Richard

' QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ Dec 24 2006, 01:46 AM) [ |

Why didn't this work?

Posted by: Ed White Dec 24 2006, 07:51 AM
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Clay since you and Di have vital information about S. Lewis, me or any church member of open
wrongs/sins, by all means don't be found PM everyone of our open public sins start a thread about
them like you did me in the Theology section and let everyone on the forum know. If we were on a
church ouiing on a walk through the wood & YOU saw a rattlesnake, by all mean shout it out.
“Rattlesnake!! But if our sins are of the private nature, by all means the good book should be
followed and send the PM to us. Isn’t that what Christianity is all about? If isn‘t it should be.

i "Moreover if thy brother shall trespass against thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and him
alone: if he shall hear thee, thou hast gained thy brother. But if he will not hear thee, then take
with thee one or two more, that in the mouth of two or three witnesses every word may be

i established. And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church: but if he neglect to hear

i the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican." Matthew 18:15-17

i Yes, I have posted words on this thread about John Lomacang & Hal Steenson and in other places

{ and other names and not in the least am I ashamed to mention the error they teach because they
teach openly subjecting innocient people to their error. Whatever they choose to do and teach
behind closed doors is their business and not mine. I realize the SOP I quote from offends a lot of

: people on this forum, but the bible also equally offends these same people. And for that reason I

- will state that.

i "Open rebuke is necessary, to prevent others from being ensnared.

i To believe that evil must not be condemned because this would condemn those who practise the
evil, is to act in favor of falsehood. If, after a man has been given many cautions and warnings, to
i save him from his hereditary and cultivated tendencies to wrong, he takes offense, and refuses to
accept the message graciously sent him from heaven, and puts aside the reproof of the Holy Spirit,
‘ his heart and conscience become hardened, and he is in great darkness. {SpTB02 10.1}

I gave a link on another thread of a 1921 letter to the GC president, if anyone would just read this
i letter from start to finish, then those thinking on this forum to have already figured me out & those
still waiting would be well equipped in doing so by reading this letter,

http://remnantprophecy.sdaglobal.org/Librarypdf/Advent-History-1900s/Edson’s-Letter.pdf

Sorry to bring this to the front again, I was only trying to edit the link & clicked the wrong button. But

concerning this picture, please someone keep reminding me when to laugh as I don't want to laugh
out of turn. I am not locked in by never laughing, I just refuse to at the expence of another.

Sister is right about those young minds exposed to S. Lewis & his control over them. Maybe he just
doesn't know any different from his Adventist schooling.

Posted by: seeshell Dec 24 2006, 08:33 AM

:E]: OK, I am having a hard time believing that picture depicts what Sis. White meant by reform
dress, because she also said to not go out of our way to be a "gazing-stock” ie, look ridiculous.
The pattern she recommended at one point had a skirt that was 8 or 9 inches from the ground,
and that monstrosity is not 8 or 9 inches from the ground, for one thing. I think what she had in
mind was much more tasteful. That may have been someone else's distortion of "reform dress".

The pants under the dress thing... E] My apologies to anyone here who wears pants under

dresses, but I just won't do it. One or the other, but not bath at the same time! Unless I'm lost in
the Rockies in the dead of winter. I'm no fashion maven, but I got my limits!

I believe Sis. White also gave instruction to the effect that if the fashion of the day is reasonable
and modest, wear it, "and let not the dress question fill the mind". It's not our duty to look as
weird as we can for Jesus. There are clothes for ladies available today that are reasonabie and
modest...they may be a bit harder to find, but you can locate them if you look.

At any rate, if Mr. Lewis is calling the church Babylon, I'm afraid he has destroyed any influence
he might have had with me, though I might have agreed with some of the other things he

http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?act=Print&client=printer&=48&t=11679

4/2/2007



BlackSDA [Powered by Invision Power Board]

said...can anyone document that he now claims this?

OK. @

Page 48 of 55

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 24 2006, 08:44 AM

Ed give it up, we all know by now that you hate all things Adventist, even if they are not Adventist
but you can somehow twist them around to be. Again I invite you to actually go to an SDA school,
like the academy that's a mile from my home, go out with the students giving a Bible study, shed
a tear at a play about the last days of Jesus taken from the Desire of Ages, or watch the tumbling
team witnessing to the public schools. Observe the students leading out in an evangelistic series
while giving up their free time and study time to do so. These kids are on fire for God like you can
never imagine Ed, they love the Lord. They need our encouragement, not our bricks thrown at
them. Forget the past wrongs of the church, which I freely admit are many, and look to a glorious
future like these young people are doing. Be a part of the solution, not a part of the problem.

More than dress reform you (and all of us) need mind reform. Constantly bashing the church is
not from God.

Richard

. QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 24 2006, 08:51 AM) |

Sorry to bring this to the front again, 1 was only trying to edit the link & clicked the wrong button.
| But concerning this picture, please someone keep reminding me when to faugh as I don’t want to
laugh out of turn. T am not locked in by never laughing, 1 just refuse to at the expence of another. |
i Sister is right about those young minds exposed to 5. Lewis & his control over them. Maybe he just
- doesn't know any different from his Adventist schooling. :

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 24 2006, 08:59 AM

I do believe she did say that, about modern fashion being fine as long as it meets certain criteria.
Thanks for bringing that up. I agree that pants under dresses is not pretty, I would never wear
them like that| ©

Richard

| QUOTE(seeshell @ Dec 24 2006, 09:33 AM) []

[J OK, I am having a hard time believing that picture depicts what Sis. White meant by reform
ﬁgdress, because she also said to not go out of our way to be a "gazing-stock” ie, look ridiculous. The
i pattern she recommended at one point had a skirt that was 8 or 9 inches from the ground, and that
monstrosity is not 8 or 9 inches from the ground, for one thing. I think what she had in mind was

i much more tasteful, That may have been someocne else's distortion of "reform dress”.

gThe pants under the dress thing... E} My apologies to anyone here who wears pants under
i dresses, but I just won't do it. One or the other, but not both at the same time! Unless I'm lost in
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%the Rockies in the dead of winter. I'm no fashion maven, but I got my limits!

I believe Sis. White also gave instruction to the effect that if the fashion of the day is reasonable
‘and modest, wear it, "and let not the dress question fill the mind". It's not our duty to look as weird
‘as we can for Jesus. There are clothes for ladies available today that are reasonable and
;fmodest.,.they may be a bit harder to find, but you can locate them if you look.

At any rate, if Mr. Lewis is calling the church Babylon, I'm afraid he has destroyed any influence he
i might have had with me, though I might have agreed with some of the other things he said...can
‘anyone document that he now claims this?

Posted by: watchbird Dec 24 2006, 09:29 AM

'QUOTE(seeshell @ Dec 24 2006, 09:33 AM) [

m OK, I am having a hard time believing that picture depicts what Sis. White meant by reform
dress, because she also said to not go out of our way to be a "gazing-stock” ie, look ridiculous. The
i pattern she recommended at one point had a skirt that was 8 or 9 inches from the ground, and that
iimonstrosity is not 8 or 9 inches from the ground, for one thing. I think what she had in mind was

imuch more tasteful. That may have been someone else's distortion of "reform dress”,

The pants under the dress thing... B My apologies to anyone here who wears pants under dresses,

but I just won't do it. One or the other, but not both at the same time! Unless I'm lost in the
Rockies in the dead of winter. I'm no fashion maven, but I got my limits!

‘1 believe Sis. White also gave instruction to the effect that if the fashion of the day is reasonable
and modest, wear it, "and let not the dress question fill the mind”. It's not our duty to look as weird
as we can for Jesus. There are clothes for ladies available today that are reasonable and
modest...they may be a bit harder to find, but you can locate them if you look.

At any rate, if Mr. Lewis is calling the church Babylon, I'm afraid he has destroyed any influence he
might have had with me, though 1 might have agreed with some of the cther things he said...can
anyone document that he now claims this?

I agree. This picture looks to be the "Reform dress" introduced by public figures at the time, which
Elten spoke AGAINST. Her own idea of "dress reform" included such things as shortening skirts (which
fashion at the time decreed should have "trains" on the back, which actually swept the streets as
someone walked... unless they held them up in their hands) so they would NOT do this; allowing the
waist to be a natural fit rather than having the waist cinched into a "wasp waist" by strong corsets
reinforced by whalebones.... etc.

And yes, she also stated that our purpose in dressing "diferent from the world" was not to call

attention to ourselves, but for practical purposes and modesty, and if "the world" introduced a fashion
that met our criteria then there was nothing wrong in adopting it.
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EQUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Dec 24 2006, 09:59 AM) [

1 do believe she did say that, about modern fashion being fine as long as it meets certain criteria.
§Thanks for bringing that up. I agree that pants under dresses is not pretty, I would never wear

;j:them like that |

Richard

I can think of several"good"” responses to this.... but I think I shall refrain.....

El

Posted by: awesumtenor Dec 24 2006, 09:54 AM

_QUOTE(seeshell @ Dec 24 2006, 09:33 AM)[]

Obviously, many in this church didn't get that memo, not only going out of their way to be a gazing-
stock but often going completely beyond to being a laughing stock... and then rationalizing it by
saying they are supposed to be a "peculiar people"... not realizing that it is not by anything we do or
say that we are 'peculiar’; it is God's selection, election, affection and grace extended to us that
makes us peculiar and not what we say or think or eat or drink or do etc.

In His service,
Mr. ]

_QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Dec 24 2006, 09:44 AM)(]

Constantly bashing the church is not from God.

It does bring to mind one who was known as the accuser of the brethren who accused them before
God day and night, however...

Not saying that Ed is he... but he does have a propensity to emulate him where the church is
concerned.

In His service,
Mr. ]

Posted by: Ed White Dec 24 2006, 10:34 AM

| QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Dec 24 2006, 08:44 AM) [ :
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Ed give it up, we all know by now that you hate all things Adventist...

Richard this "we" you tell about are you going to have those people by your side for support when
really needed? Just because you were schooled into this bogus thought by others doesn't mean you
need to stay in the shallow in of a wadeing pool with them, launch out into the deep, become
informed! Click on that link I gave of Edson White above and print it out on paper and un plug your
computer for a day and go read this letter with a hanky among your bee hives and return with
something to say with substance instead of just shooting from the hip.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 24 2006, 10:42 AM

D. M. Canright wrote a book in which he blasted Ellen White over the reform dress. He stated that
she condemned a dress that went halfway to the knee, with pants underneath, and claimed that
she then a year later advocated the same styie of dress slightly modified.

What Canright failed to tell his readers is that the dress condemned, according to Ellen White,
went halfway from the hip to the knee, while the dress advocated went halfway from the floor to
the knee, if 8 or 9 inches would be halfway.

Who in their right mind but Canright and close-minded, anti-Adventist critics would call a dress
halfway from the hip to the knee the same dress slightly modified as one that went halfway from
the floor to the knee? Is a long dress really a slightly modified mini skirt?

There is a non-Adventist professor at a university who teaches a class on the history of fashion
and dress. She has her students read Canright and study Ellen White, though she knows next to
nothing about Elien White, as of several years ago.

Why? Because she wants all her feminist students to get the point that it wasn't just radical
feminists that were pushing for dress reform in the 19th century. Even religious folks, who the
average student just assumes would want everyone to stick with corsets, heavy street sweepers,

etc., were into advocating reform.

And this professor claims that the type of reforms Ellen White called for went mainstream after the
turn of the century, if I remember her email to me correctly.

Why does she have her students study Canright too? Because she wants them to see what
senseless resistance and stupid arguments some folks came up with to battle the ideas of the likes
of Ellen White.

Posted by: Chez Dec 24 2006, 10:45 AM

'QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 24 2006, 11:34 AM)[]

gRichard this "we” you tell about are you going to have those people by your side for support when

i really needed? Just because you were schooled into this bogus thought by others doesn't mean you
%need to stay in the shallow in of a wadeing pool with them, faunch out into the deep, become
finformed! Click on that link I gave of Edson White above and print it out on paper and un plug your
{computer for a day and go read this letter with a hanky among your bee hives and return with

gsomething to say with substance instead of just shooting from the hip.
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Aren't you guys ?

Posted by: Pickle Dec 24 2006, 10:58 AM

QUOTE(Chex @ Dec 34 3006, 10was AMy T T e

[

' E oft )
Aren't you guys ?

Let's see. What was the topic of this thread?

Ah, yes. Hal Steenson chopped John Lomacang up into little pieces with that email he asked to be
circulated. That was because John had preached a sermon advocating a futuristic interpetation of the
trumpets, and then after John had reportedly said he was going to apologize, he instead on the air
said he had nothing to apologize for.

Posted by: watchbird Dec 24 2006, 11:09 AM

' QUOTE(Pickle @ Dec 24 2006, 11:58 AM) [

Let's see. What was the topic of this thread?

i Ah, yes. Hal Steenson chopped John Lomacang up into little pieces with that email he asked to be
§circulated. That was because John had preached a sermon advocating a futuristic interpetation of
i the trumpets, and then after John had reportedly said he was going to apologize, he instead on the
 air said he had nothing to apologize for.

Ah yes.... now I remember.... and someone else told of a sermon preached by somebody which had
also "refuted" John.... and had promised to check out what was actually said by each and get back to
us.... and while sitting around waiting for that to happen.... things wandered a bit far from the

topic.... But I don't recall who it was.... Yoo Hoo..... Whoever..... are you ready with your report yet?
g

L

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Dec 24 2006, 11:34 AM

According to you all teaching in the SDA school system are bogus so I have no idea which one you
might be referring to. I don't expect to have anyone by my side when it's really needed, other
than the Creator.

Ed I fully admit our schools are far from perfect, I have tons of problems with what goes on in our
schools, however I'm not so overcome by irrational hatred that I don't also see the good. Your
hatred of our schools borders on pathologicaly scary.

Ed you are always bringing up past wrongs, especially when it comes to our schools. I prefer to
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live in the present to make the future better. Rehashing past wrongs and holding grudges
accoumplishes nothing.

Becoming informed does not mean turning against the church as you seem to imply. Being
informed does not meen thinking the way you do. I'm very informed, enough to know there are a
lot of great thing happening in our school system. Are you informed enough to know about the
people being Baptized as a result of our teenagers giving Bible studies? Or witnessing in the public
schools? Or having an intense Love of the Creator?

Richard

. QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 24 2006, 11:34 AM) [

i Richard this "we" you tell about are you going to have those people by your side for support when
i really needed? Just because you were schooled into this bogus thought by others doesn't mean you
i need to stay in the shallow in of a wadeing pool with them, launch out into the deep, become
nformed! Click on that link I gave of Edson White above and print it out on paper and un plug your
omputer for a day and go read this letter with a hanky among your bee hives and return with

: something to say with substance instead of just shooting from the hip.

Oh maybe [ q But, well I just get upset whenever anyone attacks something I love. What can I say?
Sorry?

Richard

' QUOTE(Chez @ Dec 24 2006, 11:45 AM) [}

3 of
Aren't you guys I?
]

Posted by: Chez Dec 24 2006, 12:14 PM

You guys are too much and I love you allt!!; {x] rofl

—

%] roft ‘U;l rofl

Posted by: Ed White Dec 24 2006, 12:20 PM

. QUOTE(watchbird @ Dec 24 2006, 11:

EAh yes.... now I remember,... and someone else told of a sermon preached by somebody which had
{ also "refuted” John.... and had promised to check out what was actually said by each and get back
§to us.... and while sitting around waiting for that to happen.... things wandered a bit far from the
gtopic,:. But I don't recall who it was.... Yoo Hoo..... Whoever..... are you ready with your report

: >
fyet? | =
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As I remember it was Jay Gallamore that came in to do damage control against a sermon that John &
his wife must have prayed about as they were studying out the 7 trumpets in the future, heaven
knows how to answer a sincere request like that. Also how to provide comfort from Jesus the
Comforter when the big guns in leadership are brought out to suppress his spark of truth he was able
to introduce on 3ABN network.

I have never heard this rebutal, but I am sure John has one even better thats being suppressed. Jay
may somday learn himself that it is |mp055|ble to fight error with more error. Only truth can do that !
And it maybe a while yet until these words of Jesus have a complete fulfillment. "Every plant which
my Father hath not planted shall be rooted up."”

Posted by: Pickle Dec 24 2006, 01:19 PM

| QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 24 2006, 12:20 PM) [

I have never heard this rebutal, but I am sure John has one even better thats being suppressed

Super. Then maybe he can come over to the http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?
showtopic=11710 and share it. You want to invite him?

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Dec 24 2006, 01:41 PM

QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 24 2006, 11:20 AM) D

Snip..‘
I have never heard this rebutal, but I am sure John has one even better thats being suppressed.
i Jay may somday learn himself that it is impossible to fight error with more error.

So now it appears that you are agreeing that John Lomacang was preaching error. It's hard for me to
keep track of what you believe.

Only truth can do that ! And it maybe a while yet until these words of Jesus have a complete :
 fulfillment. “Every plant which my Father hath not planted shall be rooted up.”

I am patient enough to wait and see just which ones He roots up when He is ready.

As far as the issue of the 7 trumpets is concerned I will read what each of the sides here offers and
then I will continue to study the Bible and SOP myself, praying that the Holy Spirit will help my mind
discern the truth.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 24 2006, 02:59 PM

. QUOTE(Pickie @ Dec 24 2006, 01:19 PM) [ ]
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Super. Then maybe he can come over to the http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?
i showtopic=11710 and share it. You want to invite him?

Pickle you invite him and ). Gallamore also, surely they could find time to utter a few word here. John
would have to utter his glimmer of truth in the dark recesses of the night however as his paycheck is
on the line if his truth get out. I would sure like to read the email from Hal telling an Ordained SDA
minister that he was wrong as though he would know the difference.

Posted by: Pickle Dec 24 2006, 03:03 PM

' QUOTE(Ed White @ Dec 24 2006, 02:59 PM) [

Pickle you invite him ...,

I think you had better do the inviting. John still hasn't replied to my emails of October 3, 10, 16, and
17.

Posted by: Ed White Dec 24 2006, 03:29 PM

. QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ Dec 24 2006, 01:41 PM) [

So now it appears that you are agreeing that John Lomacang was preaching error. It's hard for me
i to keep track of what you believe.

I am patient enough to wait and see just which ones He roots up when He is ready.

gAs far as the issue of the 7 trumpets is concerned I will read what each of the sides here offers and
gthen I will continue to study the Bible and SOP myself, praying that the Holy Spirit will help my
i mind discern the truth,

Peaceful 1 like this healthy approach & glad you reminded us of our great need to the One that will
lead us into all truth. As we walk in the light as an added bonus He will weed us of all error, because
one day soon "all of God's people will see eye to eye..." Isaiah 52:8

Sound like you will be looking for that day as well.
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