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BlackSDA _ 3ABN _ 3abn?

Posted by: Eddy Oct 27 2006, 10:33 AM

I feel left out. I just found out that 3ABN was a SDA channel. What channel is it on? How can I get
it? If everyone hates the founders so much, why do they still watch it? What on Earth did the
Sheitons do that was so terrible that everyone hates them???? Please, help a sista out. Right now,

1 feel very left out of the loop.

Posted by: simplysaved Oct 27 2006, 11:33 AM

Gurl....You don't know what you have asked.... @

| QUOTE(Eddy @ Oct 27 2006, 10:33 AM) []

I feel left out. 1 just found out that 3ABN was a SDA channel. What channel is it on? How can I get
{it? If everyone hates the founders so much, why do they still watch it? What on Earth did the ;
§Sheltons do that was so terrible that everyone hates them???? Please, help a sista out. Right now, I

éfee& very left out of the loop.

As to why people choose to still watch it when they have great dislike for it and Danny Shelton....it is
their choice....whether or not it is a logical choice, another issue....

People stop watching = ratings go down= goes off the air..... BTIM

Posted by: Observer Oct 27 2006, 11:37 AM

Re: "I just found out that 3ABN was a SDA channel.”

3-ABN is independent from the SDA chruch. It does have some connections to it, but it is
independentlly governed, and the SDA denomination does not contro it.

Posted by: watchbird Oct 27 2006, 11:47 AM

'QUOTE(Eddy @ Oct 27 2006, 12:33 PM) [

I feel left out. I just found out that 3ABN was a SDA channel. What channel is it on? How can I get
:it? If everyone hates the founders so much, why do they still watch it? What on Earth did the _
i Sheltons do that was so terrible that everyone hates them???? Please, help a sista out. Right now, I |
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?gfeel very left out of the loop.

Cheer up, Eddy. You have come to the right place ... the only place on the whole net where there is
full availablity for all sides to come and post their information and opinions... and their opinions of
those who post information.

BUT ... do not expect it to be a quick and easy read. Start with the pinned section above.... including
working your way through the "tour guide" to selected posts of the Unauthorized History threads.
Don't try it all in one sitting please! It is too much for any mortal to absorb so fast! Take it slow and
thoughtfully... and when you have finished with that, venture out into other threads on this site.

I won't say "enjoy”.... it's not that kind of story. But relax. You are among friends. Here's a nice soft

"blankie" for when the going gets rough or scary...... B o,

[x] sofal.gif
And we also have a nice couch for hiding behind if things get REALLY scary.....

Posted by: Eddy Oct 27 2006, 12:32 PM

'QUOTE(watchbird @ Oct 27 2006, 12:47 PM) ]

| Cheer up, Eddy. You have come to the right place ... the only place on the whole net where there is
full availablity for all sides to come and post their information and opinions... and their opinions of
those who post information.

BUT ... do not expect it to be a quick and easy read. Start with the pinned section above....
including working your way through the "tour guide” to selected posts of the Unauthorized History
threads. Don't try it all in one sitting please! It is too much for any mortal to absorb so fast! Take it
slow and thoughtfully... and when you have finished with that, venture out into other threads on
this site,

I won't say "enjoy”.... it's not that kind of story. But relax. You are among friends. Here's a nice soft

3
“blankie” for when the going gets rough or scary...... E‘] <J .....

' E-:} sofa1.gif

j I've been reading, but I it seems like everyone talks about it from stuff they already know...
However, my days are slow and dragging so I have plenty of time to read. I'll keep on keepin' on.

Posted by: sonshineonme Oct 27 2006, 02:59 PM

\QUOTE(Eddy @ Oct 27 2006, 09:33 AM)
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I feel left out. 1 just found out that 3ABN was a SDA channel. What channel is it on? How can I get
;it? If everyone hates the founders so much, why do they still watch it? What on Earth did the :
i Sheltons do that was so terrible that everyone hates them???? Please, help a sista out. Right now, I |

gfeel very left out of the loop.

Well, I see I have been beat to post this, but 3abn is NOT an SDA channel.

You can watch Hope Channel very easily, ONLINE, or get the dish that has SDA channels on it (tv and
radio) from Hope's site as well. And if you have the time to read up on the Sheltons, you will see what
THEY have done to make friends and influence people

p.s. WELCOME!

Posted by: Lee Oct 27 2006, 03:04 PM

3ABN is a SDA channel. It just is not owned and run by the SDA Church. But the things they teach
and preach are what the SDA Church believes. They are a supportive ministry of the SDA Church,
just like Amazing Facts/Faith for Today/Quiet Hour and Voice of Prophecy.

Posted by: watchbird Oct 27 2006, 03:13 PM

'QUOTE(Lee @ Oct 27 2006, 05:04 PM) [

§3ABN is a SDA channel. It just is not owned and run by the SDA Church. But the things they teach

Have you looked at their website recently? Do you see ANY place where they claim to be a "supportive
ministry of the SDA Church"?

And maybe you ought to check through the posts here that discuss what they teach and preach a
little more thoroughly. Do they teach and preach SOME of what the SDA church teaches and
preaches?...... Yes........ Do they allow ALL of what even the fairly official church Media Center's
produce to be shown on their station?...... No........ Do they play the same breadth of music styles as
the SDA church teaches?........ No........ Do they teach differently than the SDA church in matters of
adulation given to one man and as to what it means to be a "spokesman” for God?...... Yes........ Do

Posted by: tall73 Oct 27 2006, 04:38 PM

'QUOTE(watchbird @ Oct 27 2006, 03:13 PM) [ - '

EéHave you looked at their website recently? Do you see ANY place where they claim to be a
{"supportive ministry of the SDA Church"?

g%And maybe you ought to check through the posts here that discuss what they teach and preach a
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Hittle more thoroughly. Do they teach and preach SOME of what the SDA church teaches and
ipreaches?...... Yes........ Do they allow ALL of what even the fairly official church Media Center’s
%produce to be shown on their station?...... NO........ Do they play the same breadth of music styles :
{as the SDA church teaches?........ No.....t Do they teach differently than the SDA church in matters
§0f adulation given to one man and as to what it means to be a "spokesman” for God?...... Yes
i Do they advise people to support the SDA church with their tithes and offerings?...... No,

Be that as it may I have not seen the GC renounce their joint declaration of commitment with them,

and they continue to fund them by purchasing air time. So they would still technically be put under
the supportive heading.

Posted by: freckleface Oct 27 2006, 05:17 PM

. QUOTE(tall73 @ Oct 27 2006, 05:38 PM) []

EBe that as it may I have not seen the GC renounce their joint declaration of commitment with them,
‘and they continue to fund them by purchasing air time. So they would still technically be put under
§the supportiv headmg

As far as I know, ministries like "It Is Written” "La Voz"” and other SDA programs purchase air space in
secular networks.

Question, just because they buy air space from a network mean that they are "technically putting
them under a supportive heading"?

Posted by: Observer Oct 27 2006, 05:35 PM

éQUOTE(taH73 @ Oct 27 2006, 04:38 PM) [

%Be that as it may I have not seen the GC renounce their joint declaration of commitment with them,
:and they continue to fund them by purchasing air time. So they would still technically be put under
§tha supportive headmg

Please document what you refer to as a "Joint Declaration."”

There may be reason to believe that it is MUCH less than people claim it to have been.

'QUOTE(tall73 @ Oct 27 2006, 04:38 PM) |
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gBe that as it may I have not seen the GC renounce their joint declaration of commitment with them,
{and they continue to fund them by purchasing air time. So they would still technically be put under
i the supportive heading.

Stay tuned to see how long some of those ministries continue to purchase air time from 3-ABN. What
what happens as contracts laspe, and see if they are renewed.

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Oct 27 2006, 07:42 PM

I do hope I'm proven wrong but I just don't believe anything is going to change with regards to
Danny, 3abn or the SDA churches relationship with it. At least not anytime soon.

The only way that things can change is if we as church members can get the word out and the
financial support were to dry up. I just don't foresee that happening. Sorry.

Richard

Posted by: Lee Oct 27 2006, 08:17 PM

3ABN has always been a supportive ministry--and it says so itself in their own newsletter. And
they have stated it on the air. But that isn't why I believe it. I believe it because Doug Batchelor of
Amazing Facts supports them as well as It is Written and other supportive ministries. It has been
this way since they first started broadcasting.

A supportive ministry does not accept tithe. They encourage the tithe to be sent to the
Conference. A ministry that does accept tithe is cailed an Independent ministry.

3ABN is a supportive ministry and always has been.

Watchbird, I'm not sure what you mean by "good try" --I'm not trying to do anything other than
to say the truth. I have no other motive.

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Oct 27 2006, 09:58 PM

%QUOTE(Lee @ Oct 27 2006, 06:17 i’M) U

§3ABN has always been a supportive ministry--and it says so itself in their own newsletter. And they !
ihave stated it on the air. But that isn't why I believe it. I believe it because Doug Batchelor of

! Amazing Facts supports them as well as It is Written and other supportive ministries. It has been
ﬁthis way since they first started broadcasting.

A supportive ministry does not accept tithe. They encourage the tithe to be sent to the
iConference. A ministry that does accept tithe is called an Independent ministry. 3ABN is a
:supportive ministry and always has been.

%Watchbird, I'm not sure what you mean by "“good try” --I'm not trying to do anything other than to
isay the truth. I have no other motive

There is a post that I have read in one of the threads by a member who, while working at 3abn, was
first told to tell callers that 3abn would not accept tithe but then the word came from a manager that
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they were to accept it after all. I wish I could link to that post but I don't know how to search for such
specific posts.

Perhaps the original poster can confirm this for you or direct you to the post.

Posted by: sister Oct 28 2006, 06:06 AM

. QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ Oct 27 2006, 10:58 PM) [

There i5 a post that I have read in one of the threads by a member who, while working at 3abn,
was first told to tell callers that 3abn would not accept tithe but then the word came from a

manager that they were to accept it after all. I wish I could link to that post but I don't know how to :
search for such specific posts.

3ABN does knowingly accept tithe money. Mollie has stated to employees that 3ABN accepts all
donations, whatever the source. I know this for a fact. By Lee's definition, that makes 3ABN an
Independent Ministry. I also checked with the Illinois Conference at the time and was told that they
had never had tithe money sent on to them from 3ABN.

Currently 3ABN is making a big push to show it's connection to the organized SDA church and is
calling itself a "supporting ministry" of the SDA church. Has donation policy changed? No.

Posted by: Chez Oct 28 2006, 07:22 AM

QUOTE(Lee @ Oct 27 2006, 09:17 PM)[] S ‘

3ABN has always been a supportive ministry--and it says so itself in their own newsletter. And they
have stated it on the air. But that isn't why 1 believe it. I believe it because Doug Batchelor of
Amazing Facts supports them as well as It is Written and other supportive ministries. It has been
this way since they first started broadcasting.

{ A supportive ministry does not accept tithe. They encourage the tithe to be sent to the Conference.
A ministry that does accept tithe is called an Independent ministry.

3ABN is a supportive ministry and always has been.

%Watchbird, I'm not sure what you mean by “good try" --I'm not trying to do anything other than to
i say the truth, T have no other motive.

Lee,

3ABN is suppose to be a supportive ministry, but financially, I think that is an Independent Ministry.
It does accept tithe. That's the problem. This is why giving in the local SDA conference(s) and church
(es) has decreased because people are sending their tithes and a good portion of their offerings to
3ABN. I haven't heard Danny or any of his personnel tell people not to send their tithes to 3ABN.
They talk about the financial needs of 3ABN, but I have never heard them tell people to give their
tithes to their local church. I have never heard them encourage people to financially support their

local church. They primarily ask for money. Therefore, it is not a supportive ministry, but an
independent ministry comparable to TBN.
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Posted by: Richard Sherwin Oct 28 2006, 08:36 AM

I know people who do not trust the church and therefore send, quite openly, their tithes to Danny
and 3abn.

Richard

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Oct 28 2006, 10:37 AM

%QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Oct 28 2006, 07:36 AM) [

I know people who do not trust the church and therefore send, quite openly, their tithes to Danny
i and 3abn.

Richard

Is "the church" they don't trust the SDA church? Why would they not trust it? Do they sit in the pews
on Sabbath? Do they listen to the conference-paid pastor preach from the pulpit? Do they use the
quarterly Sabbath School lessons? Since God gave each of us free choice I guess we can choose what
"storehouse" to bring tithes to. It just strikes me as interesting that these folks you speak of would
be more comfortable putting their trust in a man. I hope they truly know him.

Just my thoughts.

PB

Posted by: Johann Oct 28 2006, 12:38 PM

gQUOTE(Lee @ Oct 28 2006, 04:17 AM) [

3ABN has always been a supportive ministry--and it says so itself in their own newsletter. And they
{ have stated it on the air. But that isn't why I believe it. I believe it because Doug Batchelor of
§Amazing Facts supports them as well as It is Written and other supportive ministries. It has been

i this way since they first started broadcasting.

A supportive ministry does not accept tithe. They encourage the tithe to be sent to the Conference.
i A ministry that does accept tithe is called an Independent ministry.

3ABN is a supportive ministry and always has been.

Watchbird, I'm not sure what you mean by "good try" --I'm not trying to do anything other than to
i say the truth. I have no other motive.

Good try, Lee, like Watchbird says. We'd like to trust that such a ministry is stating the truth. What
about if what they say is a distortion of truth?

You state that It is Written is supporting 3ABN. You may still see It Is Written programs on 3ABN, but
have you checked how old they are? Are they still providing 3ABN with their new productions, or do
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you have to watch HOPE to see the latest? To some it looks like 3ABN is filling in the gaps with old
programs they have in stock.

Posted by: Panama_Pete Oct 28 2006, 02:48 PM

| QUOTE(Observer @ Oct 27 2006, 06:35 PM) [

Please document what you refer to as a "Joint Declaration.”

%There may be reason to believe that it is MUCH less than people claim it to have been.
i Stay tuned to see how long some of those ministries continue to purchase air time from 3-ABN.

Joint Declaration of Commitment
by the

General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists and Three Angels
Broadcasting Network

The General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists and Three Angels Broadcasting Network are
committed to faithfulness to God's Word and loyalty to Bible truth as formulated in the 27
Fundamenta! Beliefs of the Seventh-day Adventist Church. We believe that our common commitment
to world evangelism through media compels us to seek ways to cooperate in the task of reaching the
world for Christ. We believe that much more can be accomplished to hasten the Lord's return through
cooperation in an atmosphere of mutual trust and confidence.

As leaders of Three Angels Broadcasting Network (3ABN), we commit ourselves to:

A. Offer our resources in accordance with 3ABN's operational policies to support the mission of, and
work in cooperation with, the Seventh-day Adventist Church in the proclamation of the everlasting
gospel to the entire world.

B. Proclaim the gospel in its purity and simplicity while being sensitive to the unique cultures of
people in countries around the world.

C. Reiterate our endorsement of the concept of the Seventh-day Adventist Church organization as set
forth in the book Seventh-day Adventists Believe, Chapters 11-13, and in the writings of Ellen G.
White.

D. Recognize the local and regional constituent responsibility and leadership in administering
activities and operations of the Church in their territory.

E. Restate our support for integrating new members into the body of Christ and, more specifically,
encouraging membership in the Seventh-day Adventist Church around the world.

As administrators of the General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists, (GC) we commit
ourselves to:

A. Reaffirm the profound spiritual truth that God calls and empowers both individuals and supporting
ministries who are committed to the mission of the Seventh-day Adventist Church, to join with the
Church, its institutions and organizations in the proclamation of the gospel.
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B. Establish such official communication and planning forums, including supporting ministries such as
3ABN, with world and divisions leaders as may be appropriate.

C. Encourage General Conference departments, world divisions, and Church institutions to utilize the
services of 3ABN for production and distribution of programming as may be appropriate, with the
understanding that the agreements between the applicable Seventh-day Adventist organizations and
3ABN, include-at a minimum-that the financial arrangements and copyright ownership be
documented in writing.

D. Encourage Seventh-day Adventist Church organizations to submit programming for distribution on
3ABN with the recognition and understanding that 3ABN will review all programming.

E. Encourage the fostering of a spirit of unity and cooperation between all organizations of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church and 3ABN.

Our Common Vision:

Includes strategic planning sessions, counseling on matters of common interest, praying, dreaming
and planning together. We welcome the opportunity to join together in coordinating and executing
the global mission of reaching every nation, kindred, tongue and people with the message of the
saving grace of Christ and His soon coming in the context of the Great Controversy and the Three
Angels' Messages of Revelation 14,

Issues Resolution:

We recognize that as Christians, even with the best of intentions, differences can arise. We agree to
the following Issues Resolution Process in harmony with the counsel of Matthew 18 to keep the
cooperative spirit between us healthy.

In the event of a disagreement between 3ABN and a duly authorized Executive Committee of a world
Division of the Seventh-day Adventist Church regarding programming which the the Division
Executive Committee believes is detrimental to the mission of the Church, then;

Step One: Representatives of both entities will communicate informally and, in a spirit of cooperation,
attempt to resolve the issue.

Step Two: If the issue is not resolved informally, the parties can request the appointment of a
mediator, jointly selected by the Chairman of the Board of 3ABN and a representative of the General
Conference Administrative Committee (GCADCOM) on behalf of whatever entity of the Seventh-day
Adventist Church is involved. The mediator will carefully examine and consider the matter and report
the recommendations and conclusions to both the representative of the GCADCOM and the Chairman
of the Board of 3ABN.

Step Three: Should the issue continue to be unresolved, then a Special Issues Resolution Committee
(SIRC) will be established to examine, consider, and resolve the issue/s. 3ABN and the affected
Church organizations will each select three individuals to serve as members of the SIRC. These six
members, meeting with a temporary facilitator provided by GCADCOM, will jointly select a
chairperson, a seventh member of the SIRC, who must be agreed to by the representatives of all
three parties. The SIRC will act in a timely manner, and the Chairperson will provide written
recomendations and conclusions for presentation to the governing boards of all affected parties. The
expectation is that all governing boards will agree to abide by the recomendations and conclusions of
the SIRC. In the unlikely event that 3ABN or the affected organization chooses not to abide by the
recomendations and conclusions of the SIRC, the cooperative efforts of the parties as indicated in this
Joint Declaration will terminate and all parties agree that no civil court has jurisdiction in these
matters. :

With eager anticipation of God's rich blessing on our renewed commitment to work together in our
mutual efforts, we execute this Joint Declaration of Commitment this 4th day of November, 1997.
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Walter Thompson, M.D.
Robert S. Folkenberg

Board Chairman, 3ABN President,
President, General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists

Danny Shelton
G. Ralph Thompson

President, 3ABN
Secretary, General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists

Linda Sheiton
Robert L. Rawson

Vice-President, 3ABN
Treasurer, General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists

Posted by: tall73 Oct 28 2006, 03:26 PM

Thanks Pete.

Yes they do indeed take things marked Tithe and several of my members have demonstrated in
their own giving. A few of them were willing to start giving to the conference when I spoke to
them. Some were not. 3ABN was always willing to take their donations when clearly marked tithe.

Now as to them putting material on secular stations, yes they do. However, 1 haven't seen them
submitting them to non-supportive independent ministries.

And as I said I have not heard of them revoking the joint declaration. Until the church does that
they are giving them sanction. So they are still classed as supportive though they may not be

supportive in every way.

Now hopefully they are currently using the dispute resolution clauses.

Posted by: Panama_Pete Oct 28 2006, 03:35 PM

 QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ Oct 28 2006, 02:48 PM) [
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Joint Declaration of Commitment

Tall73,
You are correct about the Joint Declaration still being in force.
Page 7 of the current issue (November 2006) issue of 3ABN World magazine says:

"Since 1997, 3ABN has enjoyed

a formal working agreement

with the General Conference

of Seventh-day Adventists to
support each other in proclaiming
the gospel of Jesus Christ to

the whole world. Our network

is accepted as a supporting
ministry of the Seventh-day
Adventist Church.”

The Joint Declaration posted earlier is still, apparently, in effect. 3ABN is proud of it.

Therefore, I think we should implore the General Conference Executive Committee to invoke
Steps 1 through 3 of that Declaration .

This would be a outstanding opportunity for Dr. Walter Thompson, 3ABN Board Chair, to present all of
3ABN's "unquestionable” evidence. After all, 3ABN made the original charges with evidence that has
never seen the light of day.

This would also address the issue whereby some say, "Let God handle it." The General Conference
Executive Committee is the closest we mortals can come to that right now, I'm guessing.

So, while you're all writing to Dish Network to add 3ABN, per Danny's request, write a second letter
to the GC Executive Committee. Be sure to mention 3ABN's and Dr. Thompson's "unquestionable”
evidence that 3ABN claims to have.

Then, a mediator is appointed: There are professional organizations that specialize in
independent, neutral mediation.

Posted by: watchbird Oct 28 2006, 04:26 PM

%QUOTE(Panama,_Pete @ Oct 28 2006, 05:35 PM) []

%Tal!?B,

%You are correct about the Joint Declaration still being in force.

Page 7 of the current issue (November 2006) issue of 3ABN World magazine says:
"Since 1997, 3ABN has enjoyed

: a formal working agreement

. with the General Conference
: of Seventh-day Adventists to
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i support each other in proclaiming
‘the gospel of Jesus Christ to

ithe whole world. Our network

{is accepted as a supporting
{ministry of the Seventh-day

{ Adventist Church." [/b]

gThe Joint Declaration posted earlier is stili, apparently, in effect. 3ABN is proud of it.

Therefore, I think we should implore the General Conference Executive Committee to
iinvoke Steps 1 through 3 of that Declaration .

This would be a outstanding opportunity for Dr. Walter Thompson, 3ABN Board Chair, to present all
of 3ABN's "unguestionable" evidence. After all, 3ABN made the original charges with evidence that
has never seen the light of day.

This would also address the issue whereby some say, "Let God handle it." The General Conference
Executive Committee is the closest we mortals can come to that right now, I'm guessing.

%So, while you're all writing to Dish Network to add 3ABN, per Danny's request, write a second letter
i to the GC Executive Committee. Be sure to mention 3ABN's and Dr. Thompson's "unquestionable®
‘evidence that 3ABN claims to have, ~

%Then, a mediator is appointed: There are professional organizations that specialize in
{independent tral mediation

The whole thing looks like a farce to me. Why it was ever signed by the GC is more than I can figure
out. What does 3abn promise to do? Nothing more than vague statements of "support”, which
amounts to nothing concrete at all. What does the GC promise to do? Promote them to every Division
and church entitiy.... regardless of what 3abn does.

I think it is high time for the GC to have someone read this thing and recognize it for what it is,
nothing but a lasso around their necks by which the 3abn wrangler has been leading them them
around the mulberry bush. 3abn has NOT lived up to its part of the deal. It has NOT accepted
programming produced by the church.... unless it jolly well happened to like it. It has NOT attempted
to encourage people to "integrate into the Adventist church”, but has, instead planted seeds of
distrust of the church in people's minds, and put pressure on them to give all their available funds to
them.... 3abn.... rather than supporting the conference in a financial way. They have insulted SDA
ministries .... ordering Dan Matthews off the premises and refusing to show some of his programs.
They have frequently through the years harbored those who implied or taught that the SDA church
had apostatized and was now Babylon. And have claimed that they were the only ones teaching the
"true” three angel's messages.... thus implying that the other media outlets of the SDA church were
not.

I agree that it is time that the GC acted upon these things... but I do not agree that it should be done
under this "Declaration of Committment". I think rather that they should examine it carefully, declare
it as being broken many times over on the part of 3abn.... thus rendering it null and void and
removing any obligation on the GC to recommend its utilization by any church entity.

3abn may be sending out information to its private mailing list that says it is a supporting ministry of
the SDA church. But its PUBLIC declaration is that it is non-denominational and says nothing at all
about being that closely connected with the Adventist church.

Here is the only statement on the 3abn website that mentions their "connection to the SDA church",
This is in the "About Us" page, and the Mission Statement makes no reference to the SDA church at
all. "3ABN is not owned, operated or funded by any church, denomination or organization, so people
from all cultures and backgrounds appreciate 3ABN programming. Many of 3ABN's employees and
volunteers are members of the Seventh-day Adventist Church. "
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I think it is high time that the GC folk recognize that there are multiple violations of this agreement,
and that they stop acting as though they are bound to their agreements made in it.

Posted by: Panama_Pete Oct 28 2006, 05:09 PM

| QUOTE(watchbird @ Oct 28 2006, 04:26 PM)

I think it is high time that the GC folk recognize that there are multiple violations of this agreement,
i and that they stop acting as though they are bound to their agreements made in it.

I think many people at the General Conference have not had an opportunity to even read the
Declaration document. This may be the first some have heard of it, because they were not around
Silver Spring in November, 1997. Some may not even know that the General Conference is currently
committed to encouraging Seventh-day Adventist organizations to seek out 3ABN.

The General Conference cannot abrogate a document if they don't know it exists. So, we need to
build some awareness of it. I agree with you, Watchbird, that the current people at the GC need to
take out their bifocals and actually read the thing.

Posted by: watchbird Oct 28 2006, 06:53 PM

:QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ Oct 28 2006, 07:09 PM) (]

I think many people at the General Conference have not had an opportunity to even read the
Declaration document. This may be the first some have heard of it, because they were not around
Silver Spring in November, 1997, Some may not even know that the General Conference is
§currently committed to encouraging Seventh-day Adventist organizations to seek out 3ABN.

The General Conference cannot abrogate a document if they don't know it exists. So, we need to
build some awareness of it. I agree with you, Watchbird, that the current people at the GC need to
take out their bifocals and actually read the thing.

In another BSDA thread, called "3ABN crucial documents"”, beginning with
http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?s=&showtopic=91948&view=findpost&p=129504,
through #21 we looked at some of the dialogue between the GC and 3ABN which went on, according
to a 3ABN person who was involved at the time, "over a year".

For reasons not apparent from the flow of the thread, the thread was interrupted, and we never got
back to that specific set of documents. There was, however, one more that we had access to from
that same April 1997 time frame which was never posted. I have now put that in the "3ABN Crucial
Documents" thread, so it can be compared to the proposed contract which the GC offered to 3ABN at
that time, and which 3ABN refused. This document is a "memorandum” from Danny Shelton's lawyers
regarding the proposed contract. You may find it interesting.
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Posted by: Green Cochoa Oct 29 2006, 12:07 AM

§QUOTE(PanamawPete @ Oct 28 2006, 03:35 PM) [

iThis would also address the issue whereby some say, "Let God handle it." The General Conference
Executive Committee is the closest we mortals can come to that right now, I'm guessing.

?%So, while you're all writing to Dish Network to add 3ABN, per Danny’s request, write a
i second letter to the GC Executive Committee. Be sure to mention 3ABN's and Dr. Thompson's
¢ "unquestionable” evidence that 3ABN claims to have.

Is it something that we could do to write those letters to Dish Network on behalf of Hope Television?
As in, start the letter-writing campaign by putting out the word something like:

Hope Television has what might be a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to reach approximately
30,000,000 souls with the Gospel by getting Dish Network to add Hope Television to their channel
lineup. But we can't do it without your help. We need you to enlist the help of your Church as well as
friends, family and the local community in a letter writing campaign requesting Dish Network to carry
Hope Television on their basic package. You may address your letters and postcards to:

Mr. Eric Sahi

Senior VP Programming
Dish Network

9601 S. Meridian
Englewood, CO 80112

Just a thought...

Posted by: Ralph Oct 29 2006, 12:59 AM

éQUOTE(watchbird @ Oct 28 2006, 04:26 PM) []

{ The whole thing looks like a farce to me. Why it was ever signed by the GC is more than I can

§fingre out. What does 3abn promise to do? Nothing more than vague statements of "support”, {
: which amounts to nothing concrete at all. What does the GC promise to do? Promote them to every |
 Division and church entiti ardless of what 3abn does

Farce or not, it is a reality that will have to be dealt with. The key paragraph of the announcement at
http://www.global-evangelism.org/FTP/97-11-03.pdf reads:

GC AND 3ABN APPROVE “JOINT DECLARATION:"” After lengthy discussions, the 3ABN Board of
Directors and the GC Administrative Committee approved a "Joint Declaration of Commitment"
describing a cooperative working relationship. In the statement, both 3ABN and the General
Conference affirmed each other and the vital importance of efficiency in the proclamation of the Three
Angels’ Messages to the world. In addition to commitment and vision statements, the document also
describes an issue resolution process by which representatives of 3ABN and members in the
territories they serve, facilitated by the GC, can resolve any differences which may arise. The URL
they give for the document is not valid, but most of the document is recorded in
http://www.tax.illinois.gov/legalinformation/hearings/pt/pt04-1.pdf starting on page 18.

http://www.blacksda.com/forums/index.php?act=Print&client=printer&{=48&t=11339 4/2/2007



BlackSDA [Powered by Invision Power Board]

Page 15 of 45

Posted by: Lee Oct 30 2006, 11:24 AM

[quote name='Chez' date="'0Oct 28 2006, 08:22 AM' post='158421']

Lee,

3ABN is suppose to be a supportive ministry, but financially, I think that is an Independent
Ministry.

Chez: you are right here. I asked them and received a reply today. They do accept tithe from
SDA's. So this makes them an Independent ministry to be technically correct.

Lee

Posted by: Skyhook Oct 30 2006, 01:21 PM

If they openly accept tithe money, doesn't that mean that they are not supportive of the church,
and in fact undermining the organized church? That would seem me to mean that any agreements
between 3abn and the church written or otherwise would be meaningless. Does the GC
understand that 3abn is accepting tithe money? I always thought that the GC took a fairly hard
stance on that issue. Is that not correct?

Posted by: Lee Oct 30 2006, 06:35 PM

The tithe is not a "test" question in our church. It is left to the individual where to send their tithe.
It should nearly always be sent to the church to support our Pastors. I say "nearly" because there
were a few times when Mrs. White sent her tithe to some Pastors who were beginning a work in
the south that were not being paid and were in need. That is definitely not the norm now-a-days.
Did Mrs. White support the SDA Church? Of course she did wholeheartedly.

Amazing Facts also accepts tithe as does some other ministries. But they return a "tithe" to the
Conference of these received tithes. And they are careful to use them as salaries for Pastors in the
work.

I do not know about Quiet Hour or Voice of Prophecy or It is Written, whether they accept tithe or
not. They will let you know if you ask I'm sure.

Posted by: lurker Oct 30 2006, 08:17 PM

Quiet Hour accepts tithe. I believe they are very careful to use it for gospel workers also.

S’QUOTE(Lee @ Oct 30 2006, 07:35 PM) [

%The tithe is not a "test" question in our church. It is left to the individual where to send their tithe.

i It should nearly always be sent to the church to support our Pastors. I say “nearly” because there

i were a few times when Mrs. White sent her tithe to some Pastors who were beginning a work in the
§south that were not being paid and were in need. That is definitely not the norm now-a-days. Did
Mrs. White support the SDA Church? Of course she did wholeheartedly.

%Amazing Facts also accepts tithe as does some other ministries. But they return a "tithe" to the
: Conference of these received tithes. And they are careful to use them as salaries for Pastors in the
‘work.
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I do not know about Quiet Hour or Voice of Prophecy or It is Written, whether they accept tithe or
inot, They will let you know if you ask I'm sure.

Posted by: Skyhook Oct 30 2006, 08:42 PM

It is news to me that the various independant ministries accept tithes. I always believed that the
tithe was to go to God's storehouse which has always been interpreted to mean the organized
church, and the independants raise thier own support via offerings. If that is widespread it would
seem to be an unpredictable financial picture for the church. How can the independant ministries
claim to be supportive of the church if they are in competition with the church for tithe money?
Makes no sense to me.

I do know that there are a fair number of immigrants living in the US who do not pay tithe here
but say they send it back to the church in their home country.

Posted by: lurker Oct 31 2006, 07:26 AM

You can always send $5 to one of these ministries and mark it tithe. See if you get a receipt for it.
then you won't have to take anyone's word for it. :

'QUOTE(Skyhook @ Oct 30 2006, 09:42 PM) []

It is news to me that the various independant ministries accept tithes. I always believed that the
tithe was to go to God's storehouse which has always been interpreted to mean the organized
church, and the independants raise thier own support via offerings. If that is widespread it would
seem to be an unpredictable financial picture for the church. How can the independant ministries
claim to be supportive of the church if they are in competition with the church for tithe money?
Makes no sense to me.

I do know that there are a fair number of immigrants living in the US who do not pay tithe here but :
say they send it back to the church in their home country.

Posted by: fallible humanbeing Oct 31 2006, 05:19 PM

%QUOTE(sonshineonme @ Oct 27 2006, 04:59 PM) []

éWeli, I see 1 have been beat to post this, but 3abn is NOT an SDA channel.
:You can watch Hope Channel very easily, ONLINE, or get the dish that has SDA channels on it (tv
tand radio) from Hope's site as well,

As far as I can find on their web sites, neither Hope, nor LLU claim to be Seventh-day Adventist. I
don't find the moniker anywhere on their sites (below I do point where you can find the SDA name on
Hope but it isn't on their pages, only a mention in news stories). While they may be run by
Adventists, influenced by Adventist doctrine, and financed significantly by Adventists they do not
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show direct connection between themselves and the church,
When you do a Google search the following information comes up in the first entry for Hope:

Official Seventh-day Adventist 7 x 24 TV station to spread the good news of the gospel to the world.
Available online and via satellite.

But, on their "About US" page on their web site there is no mention of connections to the church. The
first sentence on that page is:

"The Hope Channel is a Christian television network that seeks to bring everlasting hope to people
around the world."

In their "News" section they do post ATN News Notes and the phrase "Seventh-day Adventist"
appears three times.

Other than that no mention. Now at LLUBN web site there is no mention at all of the SDA Church.
So of the three most significant networks spoken of here none directly connect themselves to the
church and only 3ABN makes direct comment about the SDA Church on their "About" page ("Many of

3ABN's employees and volunteers are members of the Seventh-day Adventist Church.").

So while Hope may be the "official" channel of the church there is an obvious effort to maintain a little
distance for marketing purposes maybe. I don't think you can legitimately call any of them SDA
channels.

- fhb

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Oct 31 2006, 05:48 PM

For as long as I can remember we as a church have tried to deceive people as to who we are.
Weather it be a Prophecy Seminar or an evangelistic series we're tried to hide who we are.
Personally I think this has lead to the shame that some of us have felt in the past to be a member
of the SDA church. And I have known people who were interested but felt taken when they found
they were deceived

Would it not be better to proudly put right on the very opening page of the Hope web site that it is
a outreach of the SDA church? If we really believe we are the one true remnant church why
shouid we hide who we are in order to "hook" people. Why lie to win people to Christ. We should
proclaim who we are from the roof tops! Instead we think we must deceive people to get them to
a meeting, how pathetic.

Richard

Posted by: Lee Oct 31 2006, 07:35 PM

Blue Mountain Television from Walla Walla, Washington has a web site and it also doesn't say
anything about it being SDA. It uses the word "Christian" also.

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Oct 31 2006, 08:01 PM

Blue Mountain Television from Walla Walla, Washington has a web site and it also doesn't say
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Again, hiding who we are is wrong, it's deception. It's bearing false witness.

Redfog

Posted by: princessdi Oct 31 2006, 09:30 PM

0Ok?!! I have never understood that deception, especially from those who claim to have not just
truth, but THE Truth, the Remnant.

{QUOTE(Richard Sherwin @ Oct 31 2006, 06:01 PM) [

gAgain, hiding who we are is wrong, it's deception. It's bearing false witness.

Redfog

Posted by: Johann Oct 31 2006, 10:26 PM

éAgain, hiding who we are is wrong, it's deception. It's bearing false witness.

Redfog

A prominent church member once told me that if he and his wife had known the Seventh-day

Adventists were sponsoring the archeological lectures advertised, they would never have attended.

But when they discovered the amazing Bible truths presented they gladly joined the church in
baptism. Was this deception?

Posted by: fallible humanbeing Oct 31 2006, 10:38 PM

%QUOTE(.‘Johann @ Nov 1 2006, 12:26 AM)

A prominent church member once told me that if he and his wife had known the Seventh-day

i Adventists were sponsoring the archeological lectures advertised, they would never have attended.

i But when they discovered the amazing Bible truths presented they gladly joined the church in
i baptism. Was this deception?

Was it truth in advertising?
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Second question, why would it have made a difference to them who was making the presentation,
and why, if it were Adventists would it have kept them away?

- fhb

Posted by: Johann Oct 31 2006, 10:54 PM

f;QUQTE(fau;s]éh,;,'nianbe'i},mg. @ .NO;’ s 20051 0538AM)D

fSecond question, why would it have made a difference to them who was making the presentation,
and why, if it were Adventists would it have kept them away?

In this case she was a Roman Catholic and he was a prominent Lutheran. Neither one of them wanted
to be influenced by any other church at that time. So they would not have come to the lectures if
they had known they were sponsored by a church.

Posted by: fallible humanbeing Oct 31 2006, 11:12 PM

QUOTE(JOhann@NOV . 2005, 12.:54 AM) D . e e e e A e e e

In this case she was a Roman Catholic and he was a prominent Lutheran. Neither one of them
: wanted to be influenced by any other church at that time. So they would not have come to the
i lectures if they had known they were sponsored by a church.

Makes sense, thanks for the clarification. Now that aside, was it truth in advertising not to indicate
who was presenting. One of the crucial questions in historical inquiry is to know the authority of the
speaker - translating that here if I am looking for truth and I go to a web site claiming be presenting
"truth" to the world without identifying who they truly are, I would have to question why they felt a
need to keep that hidden.

Is it a fear that there is already a bias against the SDA "truth" or is it that too many people identify
the church as cult or fringe religion and we really don't want to deal with that? In the instance of
Hope, if in fact it is "the" television channel of the church why not say so? If it is the official voice,
why not present it that way.

Did the disciples ever "couch" the announcements that Jesus would be speaking at a specific time and
place?

- fhb

Posted by: princessdi Nov 1 2006, 12:16 AM

Ok Johann, that is all well and good, but is there ever a good reason for deception? God meant for
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those poeple to hear the truth, and just didn't allow the deception to get in the way of His plan.

%QUOTE(Johann ® Oct 31 2006, 08:54 PM) [

In this case she was a Roman Catholic and he was a prominent Lutheran. Neither one of them
: wanted to be influenced by any other church at that time. So they would not have come to the
lectures if they had known they were sponsored by a church.

Posted by: Ralph Nov 1 2006, 01:11 AM

%iéﬁéfﬁ(faliible humanbeing @ Oct 31 2006, 05:19 PM) [

%When you do a Google search the following information comes up in the first entry for Hope:

Official Seventh-day Adventist 7 x 24 TV station to spread the good news of the gospel to the world.
gAvailabIe online and via satellite.

But, on their "About US" page on their web site there is no mention of connections to the church.
| The first sentence on that page is:

"The Hope Channel is a Christian television network that seeks to bring everlasting hope to people
¢ around the world."

In their "News" section they do post ATN News Notes and the phrase "Seventh-day Adventist”
- appears three times.

FHB, what you wrote was correct as far as you went. I notice that you did not mention the home
page where the following announcement appears:

Click here to read about Hope Channel's
Tell the World Convocation on Nov. 4, at
the Sligo Adventist Church in Takoma Park,
Maryland.

Instead of just doing a2 Google search, my wife and I spent a few hours watching the Hope Channel
tonight, and time after time we saw or heard the name Seventh-day Adventist mentioned. During the
breaks, they were advertising the upcoming 7 Signs program that starts on November 4. There was
no question in our minds that this was a Seventh-day Adventist station. We were impressed.

Posted by: beartrap Nov 1 2006, 01:26 AM

Is it a deception for an Adventist to say that they are a Christian as opposed to saying they are an
Adventist? You make an interesting point here.
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Ok Johann, that is all well and good, but is there ever a good reason for deception? God meant for
i those poeple to hear the truth, and just didnft allow the deception to get in the way of His plan.

Posted by: inga Nov 1 2006, 02:13 AM

EIs it @ deception for an Adventist to say that they are a Christian as opposed to saying they are an

| Adventist? You make an interest int h

1 find it rather astonishing that a number of folks on this list should consider it "deceptive" for
Adventists to present themselves as Christians!!

What kind of Adventists are those who are not Christian?? | =

The way I see it -- anyone who's not a Christian is certainly not an Adventist. And I found that I
became a much more effective witness for Adventist truths when I recognized and presented myself
as first and foremost a Christian. I highly recommend it to members of this board, providing you are
actually Christians. E

The reality is that we -- individually or corporately -- must always decide just how much to reveal of
ourselves in any given situation. I think we've all known some who continuously run off at the mouth
telling all sorts of unecessary details about themselves. Are these the only honest folks around? (I
rather think they are lacking in good judgment!)

Posted by: vastergotiand Nov 1 2006, 03:34 AM

A prominent church member once told me that if he and his wife had known the Seventh-day

! Adventists were sponsoring the archeoclogical lectures advertised, they would never have attended.
{ But when they discovered the amazing Bible truths presented they gladly joined the church in

i baptism. Was this deception?

If the purpose of the archeological lectures is to find people who would convert to the SDA church,
they yes, it would be deception. If the purpose is to educate people about the bible in general and
strengthen the faith of those christians who attend without any intent for them to change church, in
such case it would not be deception.

On a sidetrack, I heard of one such archeological seminar where at the end of the meetings the
presenter got some questions for additional information from one in the audience, but he was to busy
making altar calls and rudely dismissed the question. The person and children are since then
thorroughly vaccinated against the SDA church,
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iQUOTE(beartrap @ Nov 1 2006, 08:26 AM) [ ‘

Is it a deception for an Adventist to say that they are a Christian as opposed to saying they are an
§Adventist? You make an interesting point here.

As I answered to Johann, that depends on the Adventists purpose. If you try to strengthen the faith
of all christians without demanding or expecting conversions, then no. But if your purpose is to boost
the size of the church books with "sheep stealing”, then yes, it would be.

Posted by: Panama_Pete Nov 1 2006, 05:56 AM

As far as I can find on their web sites, neither Hope, nor LLU claim to be Seventh-day Adventist,
§When you do a Google search the following information comes up in the first entry for Hope:

Official Seventh-day Adventist 7 x 24 TV station to spread the good news of the gospel to the world.
i Available online and via satellite, ;

Go to the HopeTV.org Web site, and on your browser's dropdown menu after you choose "View,"
select "Source" or "Page Source" or "Source Code."

You will then see where Google obtained their description. That description 'is placed there by the
HopeTV.org webmaster under the "meta name" tag.

<meta name="Description" content="The Hope Channel is the official Seventh-day Adventist 7 x 24
broadcast to spread the good news of the gospel to the world.">

<meta name="KeyWords" content="hope faith bible tv television broadcast free webstreaming media
adventist adventism prophecy">

As for Loma Linda Broadcasting:

"We are a volunteer-based, nonprofit organization," Hanna said. "The majority of us are Adventists,
but we are not affiliated with the church. We are nondenominational.”

http://www.pe.com/localnews/inland/stories/PE_News_Local_C_libn08.5e7b54.html

Pete

Posted by: Richard Sherwin Nov 1 2006, 06:47 AM

I think there is a bias against us because we are deceptive is our literature. So because of the
bias we think we have to be deceptive. It's a vicious circle. The only way to break it is to stand up
and say we are Seventh Day Adventist Christians and proud of it.

An example of deception hurting someone is a tiered marketing company here in Michigan
(Amway) who tried to get recruits by being deceptive. Now their company's ex-president is
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running for governor and people are holding the actions of Amway against him. It never pays to
deceive,

Richard

Posted by: watchbird Nov 1 2006, 08:02 AM

I think there is a bias against us because we are deceptive is our literature. So because of the bias
we think we have to be deceptive. It's a vicious circle. The only way to break it is to stand up and
say we are Seventh Day Adventist Christians and proud of it.

: An example of deception hurting someone is a tiered marketing company here in Michigan (Amway)
who tried to get recruits by being deceptive. Now their company’s ex-president is running for
i governor and people are holding the actions of Amway against him. It never pays to deceive.

ichard

I agree wholeheartedly with Richard. When I go to a website, the very first thing I do is to check their
"about us" (or equivilant) pages. If they do not tell very plainly who they are.... including both
identifying the persons who have put the website up, or in the case of "ministries", the names of their
leadership and the denomination with which they are either affilitated or identify.... then I simply
move on.

Long long ago we should have been building respect for our denominational name by the openness
with which we conducted our public meetings and identified ourselves on our literature. In some
cases we did that, but unfortunately that has not become either official policy or practice.

In this age of openness and information access it is IMPERATIVE that all persons, websites,
organizations, institutions, ministries, and anyone else who is connected with the Adventist church in
any way, be up-front and honest about just what that connection is.

How ironic it is that in an age where the church has deemed it necessary to copyright the name
Seventh-day Adventist Church and develop a logo that is recognizable .... and also copyrighted, with
use restricted to official church entities and projects.... that some of these official entities and/or
projects are not utilizing those means of identification.

Certainly, IMO, HOPE should not only state their status on their meta tag, but also shouid make the
same statement prominent... either on their front page or at least on an "About Us" page that is
listed on their main menu on their front page. And they display not only their own logo, but that of
the Adventist church prominently on their front page.

As for LLBN, even though they are not owned by the church or directly operated by Loma Linda
University, they are taking a lot of their image from the similarity of their name to the better known
Loma Linda University.... which IS an Adventist entity, even though it obviously does not restrict its
services nor its employment to Adventists alone..... so it seems to me that they also should make
their relationship to the Adventist church known. Then, as it develops and shows by its programming
that it is truly for all persons, it will, like Loma Linda University, be a witness to the fact that
Adventists are interested in a lot more than either "talking to themselves" or increasing their numbers
by evangelistic presentations.

As it is, the station is anchored in the Adventist church every weekend when it shows both live and

repeat broadcasts of the Loma Linda University church services and has other religious programing
that is entirely Adventist. For it to claim no affiliation with the Adventist church on their website, is,
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IMO ingenous (in its negative political sense) at best, and would be viewed by any who already had a
prejudice aga