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Posted by: Observer May 5 2007, 06:05 PM

NOTE: I want to be quite clear here. The documents related to the lawusit by 3-ABN against Gailon Joy
and Bob Pickle haev been impounded. They are not open to the public. Those who have access to them
are under judicial order not to share the information that they know about them. I do not have access to
those documents. Those who have access to them have not discussed their content with me. I do not

know that charges that are alleged against Mr. Joy and Mr. Pickle. (I wish that I did. .) Therefore
comments that I make about this case are either speculative, or intended to be general in nature, and

they are will not be based upon any of the sealed documents. As people are asking questions, I will at
times make some general comments in regard to common lawsuits.

As I have publicly stated, we can expect the lawyers for both sides to spend some time in technical and
proceedural matters. I have suggested that two early issues will be to challeng the impoundment order,
and to request a change of venue, if that is desisred.

People have asked me why 3-ABN chose to file the lawsuit in Massasschutes, rather than in say Illionis.
My speculative response is as follows:

1) 3-ABN expects to obtain a judgement against Mr. Joy.

2) They expect to demand some sort of financial damages as a result of the judgement that they expect
to obtain against Mr. Joy.

3) They believe that Mr. Joy has assets, located in Massasschutes, that may be used to satisfy any
financial damages that he may be ordered to pay them.

4) If this is true, it will be fairly easy for 3-ABN to ask a court in Massasschutes to order Mr. Joy's assets
to be surrended to pay that judgement.

5) If 3-ABN had filed in Illinois, it would have required more litigation, and more billable attorney hours
to then go to Massassachuts to obtain access to Mr. Joy's assets.

6) 3-ABN has potentially simplified the satification of any judgement that they obtain against Mr. Joy by
filing in Massasachutes.

How does Mr, Pickle fit into all of this? Again, my response is speculaltive. He does not live in
Massasschutes:

1) 3-ABN believes that it is much less likely that Mr. Pickle has assets that may be used to satisfy any
judgment against him.

2) 3-ABN may seek an order to cease and desist against him, and be satisfied with that.

NOTE: I will post more comments here as I have them. If the time comes when the documents are
unsealed, I will review them, and post my understanding of them.

Posted by: mozart May 5 2007, 07:38 PM
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3) They believe that Mr. Joy has assets, located in Massasschutes, that may be used to satisfy any
financial damages that he may be ordered to pay them.

4) If this is true, it will be fairly easy for 3-ABN to ask a court in Massasschutes to order Mr. Joy’s assets to
be surrended to pay that judgement.

5) If 3-ABN had filed in Illinois, it would have required more litigation, and more billable attorney hours to |
then go to Massassachuts to obtain access to Mr. Joy's assets.

6) 3-ABN has potentially simplified the satification of any judgement that they obtain against Mr. Joy by
filing in Massasachutes.

It appears that Danny learned a lot from that Guam divorce.

How does Mr. Pickle fit into all of this? Again, my response is speculaltive. He does not live in
Massasschutes:

1) 3-ABN believes that it is much less likely that Mr. Pickle has assets that may be used to satisfy any
judgment against him.

2) 3-ABN may seek an order to cease and desist against him, and be satisfied with that.

if that happens, Pickle should beg the mercy of the court that he
be jailed with his notebook computer instead.

Posted by: PrincessDrRe May 5 2007, 08:50 PM

Personally - IMUP (in my unprofessional opinion)
Whomever Danny has as lawyers are not advising him well.....
Why?

Because when you sue someone you are then allowed to EVERYTHING THEY POSSESS in regards to
records.

IOW....
Financial documents, accounting records, divorce decrees, prior lawsuit information that is "concerned”
with the case (or not - could be deemed relevent or not), bank records, phone records, deeds, tax

information, security files, employee records.....

Evidence discovery goes both ways......

Ed

Posted by: mozart May 5 2007, 10:01 PM

If the suit is just about copyright infringment then why would anything else be relevant? so not sure what
on Danny's part will be exposed. seems this suit is just to intimidate joy and pickie and to keep them
distracted and preoccupied on their defense and to cost them money.

We should keep them in prayer.
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Personally - IMUP (in my unprofessional opinion)
Whomever Danny has as lawyers are not advising him well.....
Why?

Because when you sue someone you are then allowed to EVERYTHING THEY POSSESS in regards to
records.

IOW....

Financial documents, accounting records, divorce decrees, prior lawsuit information that is "concerned"
with the case (or not - could be deemed relevent or not), bank records, phone records, deeds, tax
information, security files, employee records.....

Evidence discovery goes both ways......

E:J sne

Posted by: runner4him May 5 2007, 11:54 PM

QUOTE(mozart @ May 5 2007, 10:01 PM) [

If the suit is just about copyright infringment then why would anything else be relevant? so not sure what
on Danny's part will be exposed. seems this suit is just to intimidate joy and pickle and to keep them
distracted and preoccupied on their defense and to cost them money.

We should keep them in prayer.

I agree...prayer is much needed...the financial burden alone will be tremendous. But I am thankful that both
Joy and Pickle do not seem to be the type of men who will be intimidated. They would never have gotten into
this "pickle" if they were easily intimidated. I chuckled over the commaent about Pickle taking his laptop to
jail. It is not a funny matter but I can almost see him keeping up from the cell. Pray that God works to bring
out all the truth if this goes forward. It looks to me like DS is making an even bigger mistake by seeking the
worldly court system to air the dirty linen....he seems to have baskets full of it.

Posted by: betrayed May 6 2007, 05:49 PM

Pray that God works to bring out all the truth if this goes forward. It looks to me like DS is making an
even bigger mistake by seeking the worldly court system to air the dirty linen....he seems to have
baskets full of it.

[/quote]

Well, T ain't been to a "regular" SDA church in awhile, but a different Sabbath keeping church cuz of
3ABN.

I's a wonderin about the ole SDA church manual, theys used to have.



Don't it says somethings about suing your brethen? Not submitteing to the church authority? My takes on
this is that if this church manual waz followed, that this Danny guy should be disfellowshipped just on
this issue alone. I ain't talking about the other alleged issues raised on these forum/threads...

Also, don't 3ABN claim, to be non demonational, not associated with any church, then howz come them
SDa churchs goes against the church manual withs regards to the section on solicitation of funds from
the pulpit or distributing their materials.

This Danny guy or any 3abn persons ain't supposed to be asking for monies from the pulpit per the
church manual!

So whatz that church a gonna do about it? Keep on sweeping it the ole carpet?

Posted by: Observer May 6 2007, 06:10 PM

Pray that God works to bring out all the truth if this goes forward. It looks to me like DS is making an even ?
bigger mistake by seeking the worldly court system to air the dirty linen....he seems to have baskets full

of it.

Well, I ain't been to a "reqular" SDA church in awhile, but a different Sabbath keeping church cuz of 3ABN.

I's a wonderin about the ole SDA church manual, theys used to have.

Don't it says somethings about suing your brethen? Not submitteing to the church authority? My takes on
this is that if this church manual waz followed, that this Danny guy should be disfellowshipped just on this
issue alone. I ain't talking about the other alleged issues raised on these forum/threads...

Also, don't 3ABN claim, to be non demonational, not associated with any church, then howz come them :
SDa churchs goes against the church manual withs regards to the section on solicitation of funds from the
puipit or distributing their materials.

This Danny guy or any 3abn persons ain't supposed to be asking for monies from the pulpit per the church
manual!

AS has been posted many times. The current CHRUCH MANUAL clearly states that there are situations where
the church has neither the authority nor the ability to resolve disputes, and in such cases recourse is only to
the civil authorities,

The CHRUCH MANUAL also states that the church should not be diverted from its mission to preach the
gospel to become a civil magistrate.

In my opinion, There are a number of the issues associated with 3-ABN that fit this category.
It may be sad that things have come to the place where civil litigation may be initiated by people on both
sides. If that happens it will be in a context where those who file are not in opposition to the CHRUCH

MANUAL.

While I am a critic, clearly on a certain side. I do not criticize any of the parties who either have already
filed, or may file in the future. To be clear: I do not criticize them for filing civil litigation.

The bottom line is: There is no other recourse for some of the issues.



Posted by: mozart May 6 2007, 06:23 PM
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While I am a critic, clearly on a certain side. I do not criticize any of the parties who either have already
filed, or may file in the future. To be clear: I do not criticize them for filing civil litigation.

The bottom line is: There is no other recourse for some of the issues.

I agree, when the church, the conference and ASI refuse to address any of these issues then what choice is
there. Seems many of these issues are civil anyway.

Posted by: SoulEspresso May 6 2007, 06:28 PM

Well, when the church authorities are too cowardly to deal ...

Posted by: Fran May 6 2007, 08:49 PM
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AS has been posted many times. The current CHRUCH MANUAL clearly states that there are situations
where the church has neither the authority nor the ability to resolve disputes, and in such cases recourse
is only to the civil authorities.

The CHRUCH MANUAL also states that the church should not be diverted from its mission to preach the
gospel to become a civil magistrate.

In my opinion, There are a number of the issues associated with 3-ABN that fit this category.
It may be sad that things have come to the place where civil litigation may be initiated by people on both
sides. If that happens it will be in a context where those who file are not in opposition to the CHRUCH

MANUAL.

While I am a critic, clearly on a certain side. I do not criticize any of the parties who either have already
filed, or may file in the future. To be clear: I do not criticize them for filing civil litigation.

Observer;

I am in a quandary.

What does "Impound” means vs. "sealed".

When the police impound my car, it physically goes to lock up. If something is sealed, what does that mean?

Does it mean something is "impounded" by taking it away and then sealing?



Was any thing taken away from Joy and Pickle besides there freedom to speak about what ever it is they are
being charges with?

Posted by: Observer May 7 2007, 03:46 AM

QUOTE(Fran @ May 6 2007, 07:49 PM) [

Observer;
I am in a quandary,
What does "Impound" means vs. "sealed".

When the police impound my car, it physically goes to lock up. If something is sealed, what does that
mean?

Does it mean something is "impounded" by taking it away and then sealing?

Was any thing taken away from Joy and Pickle besides there freedom to speak about what ever it is they
are being charges with?

I once made a point of that. I have been informed that in the State of MA, the preferred legal term is
“impound." I am more familiar with the term "seal."

I guess that the bottom line is that the court has ordered that the documents related to the case cannot be
disclosed to people outside of the litigants--those named as plaintiffs and defendants and their legal
advisers.

Typically, that judicial order would be a temp. one until a hearing would be held for the other side to
challenge, and/or for the court to rule as to whether or not the judicial order would be permanent, or time
limited. While that would what would typically happen, there are those who believe that the judicial order
prevents them from stating whether or not such a hearing has been scheduled, and if it has what that date is
for that hearing.

. QUOTE(SoulEspresso @ May 6 2007, 05:28 PM) [
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Soul:

Perhaps, on an individual basis, there might be someone who may fit you comment. But, as a general rule, I
woule suggest that the denominaiton simply does not have the authority to deal with the issues.

It might be argued that the denominaiton could issue a statement of some sort. O.K. That raises the issue of
tactics. Would such be effective? That is a tactical question.

In addition, there is much to these issues on which final conclusions can only be reached if, and after, the
civil authorities act. As this is true, how could the denomination issue a statement dealing with such issus
prior to a final action by the civil authorities?

Perhaps some watered down statement could be made? If so, whom would it satisfy? Again this is an issue
of tactics.



Posted by: daylily May 7 2007, 04:27 AM
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Well, T ain’t been to a "regular" SDA church in awhile, but a different Sabbath keeping church cuz of 3ABN.

AW

Betrayed, I'm just curious. why in the world would 3ABN keep you from attending a regular SDA church???

Posted by: mozart May 7 2007, 10:42 PM

my question exactly. would you please explain this betrayed?

|
®

QUOTE(daylily @ May 7 2007, 03:27 AM) ]

Posted by: SoulEspresso May 8 2007, 09:15 AM

QUOTE(Observer @ May 7 2007, 03:46 AM) O

Soul:

Perhaps, on an individual basis, there might be someone who may fit you comment. But, as a general
rule, T woule suggest that the denominaiton simply does not have the authority to deal with the issues.

It might be argued that the denominaiton could issue a statement of some sort. O.K. That raises the issue
of tactics. Would such be effective? That is a tactical question. :

In addition, there is much to these issues on which final conclusions can only be reached if, and after, the
civil authorities act. As this is true, how could the denomination issue a statement dealing with such issus
prior to a final action by the civil authorities?

Perhaps some watered down statement could be made? If so, whom would it satisfy? Again this is an issue ;
of tactics. :

1 can appreciate the question, don't get me wrong. I've always appreciated your posts even on the rare
occasion I don't agree 100%. I think we're on the same side.

Of course not all in church leadership are cowardly (shoot, I have family members working throughout the
denomination at different levels), and in my geographic area we were privately advised by our conference to
steer people away from 3ABN toward Hope. But that isn't enough. When the saints see people on TV and



support them with their money, they become old friends in 8 way and going to another channel seems like
disloyalty.

Last year the Washington Post accidentally (on purpose?) described 3ABN as a "growing offshoot” of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church. If they don't distance themselves publicly before all this hits the media fan it
will soon be too late.

I would like to see a public statement by the denomination, calling for Danny Shelton and the 3ABN board to
resign. They don't have the authority to tell Danny what to do--but it would make the statement that the
Adventist Church disapproves of this kind of public sin.

Originally, ASI was asked to provide a group of qualified people to hold hearings about the allegations that
have been made., Why can't the church call for a different independent body, an ad hoc group, to do the
same thing? I know it would offend a lot of people, not least of all the people who are paying for Danny's
lawsuits, but last I knew, the favor of God wasn't for sale.

Maybe only the courts can determine some of this stuff. But the church has a responsibility to distance itself
from sin. Yes, it will cause short-term pain for a lot of long-time 3ABN supporters who believed they were
spreading the gospel by writing checks. But after a certain point, silence becomes complicity in evil. The
church's public silence is allowing Danny to continue sinning publicly.

Posted by: Observer May 8 2007, 09:49 AM

| QUOTE(SoulEspresso @ May 8 2007, 09:15 AM) [
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. Originally, ASI was asked to provide a group of qualified people to hold hearings about the allegations that
§ have been made. Why can't the church call for a different independent body, an ad hoc group, to do the
gsame thing? I know it would offend a lot of people, not least of all the people who are paying for Danny's
%
E3
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To hold such hearings, they must be credible. To be credible, 3-ABN must cooperate. The denominaiton does
not have the power to force the needed cooperation. It is believed that such cooperation will not happen.

Yes, I would wish for some kind of a statement, but that is not going to happen.

I, as a person directly involved in the attempt by ASI to find a resolution, had felt that there was a very
limited area in which ASI could be helpful to all. But, that could not be effected.

IOW there is very little that the Church can do. The only recourse left is to the civil authorities.

Posted by: princessdi May 8 2007, 10:31 AM

Pastor G, I really understand that GC has really no jurisdition over 3ABN. However, if we go back to the
divorce/remarriage question, this should have been handled at the church level, but it wasn't. We all
know why. Since the church, and the Danny clones just said the other week that it is an Adventist
church. The pastor, JL, the electronics man, did not perform due process, because of his personal bias
and involvement in the dismissal of Linda. And at the time they were only claiming "spiritual adultery”.
So there was no basis for her attempted censure, neither Danny's remarriage. Cannot the Union, because
we already know about the conference Pres., intervene?

At least do a formal investigation and publish some results. At least act as if they are aware that
something is wrong. IMO, one should have been held and Danny and both Linda sat down while it was
sorted out. I just see that the church has put itself, it's member, and it's intergrity in jeopardy and ad a



disadvantage with it's contract and dealings with 3ABN. What exactly is the church's position in such a
situation? An independent ministry who attaches itself to the church, but then that ministry and it's
leader come under fire.

Posted by: Observer May 8 2007, 11:00 AM
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Pastor G, I really understand that GC has really no jurisdition over 3ABN. However, if we go back to the

divorce/remarriage question, this should have been handled at the church level, but it wasn't. We all know :
why. Since the church, and the Danny clones just said the other week that it is an Adventist church. The |
pastor, JL, the electronics man, did not perform due process, because of his personal bias and involvement |
in the dismissal of Linda. And at the time they were only claiming "spiritual adultery”. So there was no
basis for her attempted censure, neither Danny's remarriage. Cannot the Union, because we already know
about the conference Pres., intervene? *

At least do a formal investigation and publish some results. At least act as if they are aware that

something is wrong. IMO, one should have been held and Danny and both Linda sat down while it was
sorted out. I just see that the church has put itself, it's member, and it's intergrity in jeopardy and ad a
disadvantage with it's contract and dealings with 3ABN. What exactly is the church’s position in such a :
situation? An independent ministry who attaches itself to the church, but then that ministry and it's leader :
come under fire. "

You have clearly illustrated that the denominaiton does not have a process to deal with this situation.

For matters of this nature, it is the local congregation that has the authority to deal with the issue. Right or
wrong, the authority rests with them.

Frankly, we we deal with this issue in non-specific terms (not related to Danny & Linda) our conservatives
and liberals agree. That authority should rest with the'local congregation, and no one else. When we deal in
general terms, no conservatives or liberals would want to change that.

The denomination has a de-facto policy that when a marital issue involved a SDA clelrigyperson, that person
may be transfered to the so-called "conference-chruch" and the issue dweit with by the Conference
Executive Committee. Danny was no SDA clelrgy. So, the de-facto policy does not apply. Even in this
exception, there are many spread across the spectrum who beleive it should not be done.

We just do not have a polciy that fits the need here.

Posted by: princessdi May 8 2007, 11:25 AM

Understood and agreed that we dont’ need to change or establish policy for one situation that might
doom us in many more. The problem is that at church level so many do not see the problem, and often
don't until itis too late.

QUOTE(Observer @ May 8 2007, 09:00 AM) []

You have clearly illustrated that the denominaiton does not have a process to deal with this situation.

For matters of this nature, it is the local congregation that has the authority to deal with the issue. Right
or wrong, the authority rests with them.
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Frankly, we we deal with this issue in non-specific terms (not related to Danny & Linda) our conservatives
and liberals agree. That authority should rest with the local congregation, and no one else. When we deal |n
general terms, no conservatives or liberals would want to change that. ‘

The denomination has a de-facto policy that when a marital issue involved a SDA clelrigyperson, that
‘person may be transfered to the so-called "conference-chruch” and the issue dwelt with by the Conference
%Executwe Committee. Danny was no SDA clelrgy. So, the de-facto policy does not apply. Even in this
_exception, there are many spread across the spectrum who beleive it should not be done.

We just do not have a polciy that fits the need here.

Posted by: SoulEspresso May 8 2007, 01:29 PM
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We ]ust do not have a pollcy that flts the need here

W/A 245

sn't there a legal proverb that goes something like, "Difficult cases make for bad law"?

1aving thought about it some more, I'm more inclined to agree with you that this is out of the church's
urisdiction--on a governance level.

3ut not on a moral level. I don't think the church actually can resolve this--but doesn't the body of Christ

\ave a moral imperative to call her members on it when they sin before the whole world? Cannot they at least
;ay, "Based on the available evidence surrounding these allegations, we no longer wish to have a relationship
n any level with 3ABN until the president and his board resign. While we have been grateful for their many
rears of service, we as a church do not approve of the behavior exhibited by Danny & Co over the last three
rears"?

f it does nothing else, it may embarass Danny into backing off on his slander, if not his lawsuits.

\nd correct me if I'm wrong, but entire congregations can be placed on church discipline. I don't have my
nanual at the moment but I do believe that repeated "willful and malicious falsehood" is grounds for
lisfellowship.

Posted by: princessdi May 8 2007, 01:43 PM

That would be ideal, SE, or at least call for an exhastive, independent investigation. However, as we see
the representatives here, there are many who just go along with the program, what ever Danny says.
They believe him to be the belagered and embattied head of God's chosen ministry to finish this work. In
fact too many are sheep minded, just following somebody, because they "believe "them to be following
Jesus. Then there is the group who believe this has absolutely nothing to do with them, but don't talk
about it, becuase it brings a negative light to the church. So we waiting and let it fester until 60 Mins. gets
a hold of it. Then they will say, this is a plot by the beast RCC and prophecy is being fulfilled and we are in
the first phase of persecution.

We may or may not learn the hard to way expose and solve these issues inhouse, as a way of preventing
the oozing infection we see now.

%bUOTE(Soulﬁspresso @ May 8 2007, 11:29 AM) U



Isn't there a legal proverb that goes something like, "Difficult cases make for bad law"?

Having thought about it some more, I'm more inclined to agree with you that this is out of the church’s
jurisdiction--on a governance level.

But not on a moral level. I don't think the church actually can resolve this--but doesn't the body of Christ
have a moral impoerative to call her members on it when they sin before the whole world?
Cannot they at least say, "Based on the available evidence surrounding these allegations, we no
longer wish to have a relationship on any level with 3ABN until the president and his board :
resign. While we have been grateful for their many years of service, we as a church do not
approve of the behavior exhibited by Danny & Co over the last three years"?

If it does nothing else, it may embarass Danny into backing off on his slander, if not his lawsuits.

And correct me if I'm wrong, but entire congregations can be placed on church discipline. I don't have my

manual at the moment but I do believe that repeated "willful and malicious falsehood" is grounds for
disfellowship.

Posted by: awesumtenor May 8 2007, 01:43 PM

<

%
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I don't have my manual at the moment but I do believe that repeated "willful and malicious falsehood" is
- grounds for disfellowship.

AN

e

Current manual lists it as "willful and habitual falsehood"... it also lists improper remarriage of divorced
persons, fornication, promiscuity, incest, homosexual practice, sexual abuse of children and vulnerable
adults, and other sexual perversions, fraud and willful misrepresentation in business and persistent refusal to
recognize properly constituted church authority or to submit to the order and discipline of the church... in
addition to the obvious sins like stealing and murder.

In His service,
Mr. ]

Posted by: SoulEspresso May 8 2007, 04:29 PM

QUOTE{awesumtenor @ May 8 2007, 01:43 PM) O

Current manual lists it as "willful and habitual falsehood"... it also lists improper remarriage of divorced
persons, fornication, promiscuity, incest, homosexual practice, sexual abuse of children and vulnerable
adults, and other sexual perversions, fraud and willful misrepresentation in business and persistent refusal :
to recognize properly constituted church authority or to submit to the order and discipline of the church... '
in addition to the obvious sins like stealing and murder.

In His service,
Mr. ]

Bottom line is, if Danny Shelton weren't the most familiar face in Adventism, and if he weren't backed by the
wealthiest financier in the church, not only would he no longer be a member (for, as far as we can tell, ali
those reasons Mr. ] has listed), but neither would Walter Thompsen, Shelley Quinn, Mollie and Hal Steenson,



or John Lomocang--for the reason I mentioned (again, because no contrary evidence has been forthcoming).

The local church couldn’t deal with it because the local church is in fact 3ABN. So the church itself ought to
be subject to discipline in this case--even if there is no policy to that degree. Perhaps we should find a
Thompsonville church directory and post it here ... can anyone get their hands on it?

Posted by: Snoopy May 10 2007, 01:52 PM

QUOTE(Observer @ May 8 2007, 12:00 PM) [

You have clearly illustrated that the denominaiton does not have a process to deal with this situation.

For matters of this nature, it is the local congregation that has the authority to deal with the issue. Right
or wrong, the authority rests with them.

Frankly, we we deal with this issue in non-specific terms (not related to Danny & Linda) our conservatives
and liberals agree. That authority should rest with the local congregation, and no one else. When we deal
in general terms, no conservatives or liberals would want to change that.

The denomination has a de-facto policy that when a marital issue involved a SDA clelrigyperson, that :
person may be transfered to the so-called "conference-chruch” and the issue dwelt with by the Conference :
Executive Committee. Danny was no SDA clelrgy. So, the de-facto policy does not apply. Even in this /
exception, there are many spread across the spectrum who beleive it should not be done.

We just do not have a poiciy that fits the need here.

1 understand what you are saying here, Observer. But I must say that while I understand the church not
having a policy that fits this ugliness, I would hope that one byproduct of this mess would be the creation of
such. In today's environment of electronic media, television personalities are bound to proliferate into more
and more homes - and the names of more individuals become SDA household buzz words. While the 3ABN
saga may currently be the most notorious, I'd be willing to bet that other such situations are out there, or
will develop, unless the Lord comes really quick (PLEASE!!), As long as "we" are willing to put individuals on
a pedestal, ie, in front of a camera, and send their faces into millions of living rooms, "we" might do well to
have a plan in place to deal with behaviors of such who might fall below the line... BTIM...

The local church couldn't deal with it because the local church is in fact 3ABN. So the church itself ought to
. be subject to discipline in this case--even if there is no policy to that degree. Perhaps we should find a
« Thompsonville church directory and post it here ... can anyone get their hands on it?

]

hhhmmm...

c-o-n-f-l-c-t..... o-f.....Q-n-t-e-r-e-s-t.....?227?227




Posted by: Voktar of Zargon May 10 2007, 03:56 PM

Some time ago a reference was made to the document "ISSUES: The Seventh-day Adventist Church and
Certain Private Ministries." published by the North American Division back in the early 1990's. This was a
formal statement published by the denomination about prominent independent ministries. These
organizations, "Hope International, Hartland Institute, Prophecy Countdown, and Steps to Life," showed
themselves to be peculiarly dissaffected from the church, impacting the church on a number of negative
levels. Some of the major issues were - diversion of tithe, opposition to church authority, and divisive
doctrinal beliefs. Though the denomination could take no disciplinary action on these groups, and never
initiated any broad-based formal investigation into their activities (that I am aware of), organizations like
0.C.I. and A.S.I. did write letters of admonition followed by board actions removing from membership in
their groups.

Moreover the N.A.D. published the book (ISSUES) containing copious documentation. Some of these
documents outlined the financial, ethical, and political improprieties of these independent ministries.

Now for the application. The independent ministry of 3ABN has a more positive stance toward the
denomination doctrinally than do these previously mentioned groups. 3ABN does not promote the
diversion of tithe. 3ABN does not publically attack the church or its authority. Many denominational and
supportive ministries are dependent on 3ABN for the promotion of their work (2 big part of the problem
perhaps).

All of this aside - 3ABN does have multiple financial, moral, ethical, Biblical and administrative problems
which threaten to bring disgrace upon the church.

In light of this, A.S.I. should have been the first one to admonish and discipline 3ABN. It has not.

The North American Division has ample evidence to formally distance itself from 3ABN and even publish a
document similar to "ISSUES:.." It has not.

For now "save3abn.com" functions as our "ISSUES" document until such time as the current lawsuit puts
a muzzle on this site (one of its major goals I am assuming).’

Let us petition A.S.1. and the denominational authorities to step up and do their job. Let us pray that God
will likewise impress them to do so.

Posted by: Skyhook May 10 2007, 04:19 PM

VofZ, those are good points. 1 recall that there was a committee that was set up by the GC to meet with
the independent organizations and discuss the problems that existed between them and the church. I
believe the outcome was a statement from the committee, speaking officially for the church. The
statement said, in so many words, that those organizations must tone down the negative rhetoric about
the church or it would result in severe disciplinary action. Meaning disfellowship, I assume. I do not hear
much about the problems anymore. I know one of those organizations tells people that "they do not
solicit tithe, but they are a tithe-worthy organization." 3abn also accepts tithe, but I have never heard
them openly soilicit it. Apparantly the GC does not now consider it wrong to divert tithe away from the
church to an independent organization.

Posted by: Voktar of Zargon May 10 2007, 06:27 PM

You can find the meetings and documents you mention referred to at the Biblical Research Institute
website under "independent ministries.” The General Conference Administrative Committee (ADCOM)
appointed an ad hoc committee to sit down and ask questions of these ministries. Here's the url for the
ad hoc commitees findings related to Hope International, Hartland, and Remnant ministries that were
published in April 2000,

http://www.adventistbiblicalresearch.org/Independent®%_20Ministries/HopelnternationalRpt.htm

This introductory paragraph is explanatory:

"The committee, comprised of General Conference Biblical Research Institute scholars, General
Conference administrators, and Andrews University Seminary instructors, developed a 20-question
instrument that was the basis of their inquiry and appraisal. The leaders of Hope International and its
associated groups accepted the committee's invitation to answer the questions. They met with the
General Conference appointed group on two occasions for a total of three and one-half days. The
following report constitutes the committee's assessment of their responses, both written and verbal, and
its evaluation of results of research done by individuals contracted specifically to study the theology and
methodology of Hope International and associates."



Another relevant document is entitled, "Primacy of the Gospel Committee Report" This report chronicles
another ad hoc committee's appraisal of the "1888 Message Study Committee”.
Neither of these reports are favorable.

http://www.adventistbiblicalresearch.org/Independent%20Ministries/PrimacyoftheGospel.htm
Certainly the appointment of an ad hoc committee to inquire into and appraise 3ABN's activities would

seem to be in order at this point. Would 3ABN be any less willing to sit down with such a committee to
answer their questions than these other organizations?

Posted by: LaurenceD May 10 2007, 07:24 PM

In light of a few comments above, I'm curious what kind of value others place on church membership.
I'm in good standing, and have never been otherwise, but I wouldn't think about it twice if some church
authority came along and told me I had been dismembered by the authorities (I know--wrong word, but
humorous nonetheless, and of course I probably wouldn't even be able to think if I was dismembered,
lolt). But why wouldn't it bother me? I've come to realize that "belonging" to organizations of the heart is
fairly meaningless, and probably one of the greatest of human weaknesses. I draw zero security from
belonging to clubs, organizations, etc. The only thing I value is my family...which I could never disown,
and which I can't help but belong to.

Posted by: shinejoy May 10 2007, 07:32 PM

good for you

Posted by: Pickie May 10 2007, 08:34 PM

QUOTE(Voktar of Zargon @ May 10 2007, 06:27 PM) ]

RN

A

- Would 3ABN be any less willing to sit down with such a committee to answer their questions than these

é other organizations?

1 posted elsewhere the following: A few months ago or so I received a letter from an ally of Danny that
indicated that he would sue a/the church, and even sue those outside of the U.S. That might help iluminate
his comment on ClubAdventist.com that they had filed suit against two people to begin with.

Dangerous guy, that Danny is.

I wonder, would the anonymous donor bankroll a suit by Danny against a/the church? Hopefully not. That
seems like it would be going way too far. As if it hasn't gone way too far already, like back on Dec. 31, 2006.

Posted by: Pickle May 10 2007, 08:54 PM

I just looked the letter over again, and it was pretty clear that a conference could end up getting sued.

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 10 2007, 08:57 PM

%QUOTE(LaurenceD @ May 10 2007, 06:24 PM) [ |

In light of a few comments above, I'm curious what kind of value others place on church membership. I'm



%in good standing, and have never been otherwise, but I wouldn't think about it twice if some church

uthority came along and told me I had been dismembered by the authorities (I know--wrong word, but
humorous nonetheless, and of course I probably wouldn't even be able to think if I was dismembered, lol!). |
1But why wouldn't it bother me? I've come to realize that "belonging” to organizations of the heart is fairly
!meaningless, and probably one of the greatest of human weaknesses. I draw zero security from belonging
to clubs, organizations, etc. The only thing I value is my family...which I could never disown, and which I
can't help but belong to

§

think "dismembered" is exactly the appropriate word to use when talking about severing church

nembership. I am not taking you to task for your comments by any means for it is our relationship to the
.ord that is the key to our salvation. However, my personal opinion is that the "church" is to be far more than
1 club or an organization (of the heart or otherwise). If membership were viewed more regularly as being a
vart of the Body of Christ perhaps our connection would be far more vital. Perhaps we would view our fellow
yody members more like the brothers and sisters in Christ, the close family that God wants us to be. Perhaps
;ome wouldn't view those on the church rosters so much as potential donors and see, instead, the need to be
iccountable and respectful to those who are moved to support. And maybe, there would be more of a spirit of
qinship that would allow some to put aside image and accept responsibility for sin instead of suing their
yrothers in a selfish attempt to keep that false image intact.

Posted by: LaurenceD May 10 2007, 10:03 PM

Good post PB, I agree with your sentiments. I think there's far too much legal posturing going on with
membership security. The name should be on that other book, and we should never give cause to wonder
who else is on it.

Posted by: Aletheia May 12 2007, 07:02 AM

a‘QUOTE(PlckIe @ May 10 2007, 09:34 PM) [

gl posted elsewhere the following: A few months ago or so I received a letter from an ally of Danny that
sindicated that he would sue a/the church, and even sue those outside of the U.S. That might help illuminate
s comment on ClubAdventist.com that they had filed suit against two people to begin with. "

angerous guy, that Danny is.
%I wonder, would the anonymous donor bankroll a suit by Danny against a/the church? Hopefully not. That

gseems like it would be going way too far. As if it hasn't gone way too far already, like back on Dec. 31,
32006

\s you are repeating the same exact thing in multiple places, and threads...

1gain:

Aore false accusations and libel... and just look at all those coming behind you to repeat this as if it's fact and
:ondemn and find fault with D.S. based on a lie.

vhy would an "ally of Danny" write something so absurd?

NVhat possible reason would he have to sue either the Church or the conference?

Sive it up, Bob! And look in your mirror, you are the dangerous one here.

/QUOTE(Pickle @ May 10 2007, 09:54 PM) [ ]

AN



just looked the Ietter over agam and xt was pretty clear that a conference could end up gettlng sued

Posted by: seraph|im May 12 2007, 07:08 AM

'QUOTE(Pickle @ May 10 2007, 11:34 PM) [ |

1 posted elsewhere the following: A few months ago or so I received a letter from an ally of Danny that
_indicated that he would sue a/the church, and even sue those outside of the U.S. That might help ||!um|nate
his comment on ClubAdventist.com that they had filed suit against two peopie to begin with.

.Dangerous guy, that Danny is.

I wonder, would the anonymous donor bankroll a suit by Danny against a/the church? Hopefully not. That

seems like it would be going way too far. As if it hasn't gone way too far already, like back on Dec. 31,
2006.

jThe " brother"”, and those who support such mess, sound like they could really benefit from some

3ERIOUS phsychological help.

Posted by: LaurenceD May 12 2007, 07:09 AM
Libel?
Great!

Thanks for posting that. You continually demonstrate a shallowness in understanding the difference
between street language and legal terminology.

Posted by: Pickle May 12 2007, 09:17 PM

LaurenceD, in your opinion, is Cindy's essentially calling me a liar by denying what the letter I have clearly
says, is that libel? Do Cindy's statements demonstrate recklessness or malice? Are they false and
defamatory?

Posted by: mozart May 12 2007, 09:47 PM

r-3

UOTE(LaurenceD ‘@ May 10 2007, 07:24 PM) ||

"belongmg to organizations of the heart is fairly meaningless, and probably one of the greatest of human
_weaknesses. I draw zero security from belonging to clubs, organizations, etc. The only thing I value is my
famrly whlch 1 could never dlSOWﬂ and which I can t help but belong to.
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Posted by: LaurenceD May 12 2007, 11:38 PM




Pickle: I posted elsewhere the following: A few months ago or so I received a letter from an
ally of Danny that indicated that he would sue a/the church, and even sue those outside of the
U.S. That might help illuminate his comment on ClubAdventist.com that they had filed suit
against two people to begin with.

Dangerous guy, that Danny is.

I wonder, would the anonymous donor bankroll a suit by Danny against a/the church?
Hopefully not. That seems like it would be going way too far. As if it hasn't gone way too far
already, like back on Dec. 31, 2006,

Aletheia: As you are repeating the same exact thing in multiple places, and threads...
again:

More false accusations and libel... and just look at all those coming behind you to repeat this
as if it's fact and condemn and find fault with D.S. based on a lie.

Why would an "ally of Danny" write something so absurd?
What possible reason would he have to sue either the Church or the conference?
Give it up, Bob! And look in your mirror, you are the dangerous one here,

Pickle: LaurenceD, in your opinion, is Cindy's essentially calling me a liar by denying what the
letter I have clearly says, is that libel? Do Cindy's statements demonstrate recklessness or
malice? Are they false and defamatory?

If indeed it is true you received such a letter, or even if you believe it's true, and if by "he" you are referring
to Danny when you say he indicated he would sue so and so, and if you feel you have made a fair comment
on a matter of public interest, and if you feel, by doing so, that you have been personally harmed (emotional
or otherwise) by Aletheia's use of the terms, "false accusations and libel" and "based on a lie," and you
believe the statement was made with actual malice, then the correct answer to all your questions is yes, this
would be "per se" defamation of your character, ie, if we can confirm all the elements of the cause, and the
court agrees.

Why Commencing A Defamation Action Is Not Aways A Good Idea

While people who are targeted by lies may well be angry enough to file a lawsuit, there are
some very good reasons why actions for defamation may not be a good idea.

The publicity that results from a defamation lawsuit can create a greater audience for the false
statements than they previously enjoyed. For example, if a newspaper or news show picks up

the story of the lawsuit, false accusations that were previously known to only a small number

of people may suddenly become known to the entire community, nation, or even to the world.
As the media is much more apt to cover a lawsuit than to cover its ultimate resolution, the net
effect may be that large numbers of people hear the false allegations, but never learn how the
litigation was resolved.

Another big issue is that defamation cases tend to be difficult to win, and damage awards tend
to be small. As a result, it is unusual for attorneys to be willing to take defamation cases on a
contingent fee basis, and the fees expended in litigating even a successful defamation action
can exceed the total recovery.

Another significant concern is that, even where the statements made by the defendant are
entirely false, it may not be possible for a plaintiff to prove all of the elements of defamation.
Most peaple will respond to news that a plaintiff lost a defamation lawsuit by concluding that
the allegations were true.

In other words, the plaintiff in a defamation action may be required to expend a considerable



amount of money to bring the action, may experience significant negative publicity which
repeats the false accusations, and if unsuccessful in the litigation may cement into the public
consciousness the belief that the defamatory accusations were true. While many plaintiffs will
be able to successfully prosecute defamation actions, the possible downside should be
considered when deciding whether or not such litigation should be attempted. -expertlfaw

Posted by: Panama_Pete May 13 2007, 09:52 AM

QUOTE(LaurenceD @ May 12 2007, 11:38 PM) [

Why Commencing A Defamation Action Is Not Aways A Good Idea

Another big issue is that defamation cases tend to be difficult to win, and damage awards tend to be
small.

Yes, defending against a defamation suit can sometimes be difficult. This is especially true if the source of
the information is a news organization. The courts in Minnesota, for instance, seem to grant news
organizations the right to maintain the anonymity of sources as noted in the following cases:

Courts have applied the privilege to news organizations in Bauer v. Gannett Co., Inc. (KARE 11), 557
N.W.2d 608 (Minn. Ap. 1997) (television station); McNeilus v. Corporate Report, Inc., 21 Media L. Rep.
2171, 2174-75 (Minn. Dist. Ct., Dodge County, 1993) (magazine publisher); Aerial Burials, Inc. v.
Minneapolis Star and Tribune Co., 8 Media L. Rep. 1653 (Minn. Dist. Ct. 1982) (newspaper). Cases
involving news organizations, but denying protection for other reasons, include Heaslip v. Freeman, 511
N.WY.2d 21 (Minn. App. 1994) {(photographs), rev. denied (Minn. 1994).

The McNeilus notation listed above seems to have concerned an article in Corporate Report Minnesota:

http://www.transparency.cz/vivaetika/infocentrum/prameny/t.htm This is the bibliography listing for the
article that seems to be the news article referred to in McNeilus v. Corporate Report, Inc.:

"The hardest man in the cement mixer business: Garwin McNeilus does more than compete
ferociously. His detractors say he will stop at nothing. (Cover Story) by Denise A. Kotula il v22
Corporate Report- Minnesota March '91 p28(8)"

Posted by: PrincessDrRe May 13 2007, 10:28 AM

QUOTE(mozart @ May 5 2007, 11:01 PM) [

If the suit is just about copyright infringment then why would anything else be relevant? so not
sure what on Danny's part will be exposed. seems this suit is just to intimidate joy and pickle and to keep
them distracted and preoccupied on their defense and to cost them money.

We should keep them in prayer.

That's the point. No one actually "knows" what is "out there” and when it comes to a lawsuit - discovery is
about asking for EVERYTHING...even if it ain't relevant (at that time) to aggravate, bother, and thus



lengthen the process. E'ry now and den - a judge will slip up and allow something that really isn't of
relevance...and once they do....it's all out and open.....
KWIM?

| QUOTE(Pickle @ May 12 2007, 10:17 PM) []

%
§ LaurenceD, in your opinion, is Cindy's essentially calling me a liar by denying what the letter I have clearly :
%says, is that libel? Do Cindy's statements demonstrate recklessness or malice? Are they faise and '

All that and some other werds we can't say on the berd....
r

Posted by: Noahswife May 13 2007, 11:42 AM

Yes, defending against a defamation suit can sometimes be difficult. This is especially true if the source of
the information is a news organization. The courts in Minnesota, for instance, seem to grant news
organizations the right to maintain the anonymity of sources as noted in the following cases:

Courts have applied the privilege to news organizations in Bauer v. Gannett Co., Inc. (KARE 11), 557 ;
N.W.2d 608 (Minn. Ap. 1997) (television station); McNeilus v. Corporate Report, Inc., 21 Media L. Rep. |
2171, 2174-75 (Minn. Dist. Ct., Dodge County, 1993) (magazine publisher); Aerial Burials, Inc. v. '
Minneapolis Star and Tribune Co., 8 Media L. Rep. 1653 (Minn. Dist. Ct. 1982) (newspaper). Cases
involving news organizations, but denying protection for other reasons, include Heaslip v. Freeman, 511
N.WY.2d 21 (Minn. App. 1994) (photographs), rev. denied {(Minn. 1994).

The McNeilus notation listed above seems to have concerned an article in Corporate Report Minnesota:

http://www.transparency.cz/vivaetika/infocentrum/prameny/t.htm This is the bibliography listing for the
article that seems to be the news article referred to in McNeilus v. Corporate Report, Inc.:

"The hardest man in the cement mixer business: Garwin McNeilus does more than compete

ferociously. His detractors say he will stop at nothing. (Cover Story) by Denise A. Kotula il v22
Corporate Report- Minnesota March '91 p28(8)"

€]

Any comments on this Eirene?

nw
c'i"

PS....thanks PP for someone else’'s opinion in writing confirming what my instincts/gut tell me about this
mess.

Posted by: Eirene May 13 2007, 01:12 PM

QUOTE(Noahswife @ May 13 2007, 12:42 PM) [
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S....thanks PP for someone else's opinion in writing confirming what my instincts/gut tell me about this
ess,

f this is supposed to be an indication that our self declared AU reporter will be exempt from certain
discovery" issues, Don't make me laugh.

f, instead, you are asking for my comments on what was said about McNeilus, I fail to see the relevence. Big
yusiness is a dog eat dog world. Seems he has the umm”guts" to handle it.

Posted by: Panama_Pete May 13 2007, 01:48 PM

3

IQUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 01:12 PM) []

i
i

Big business is a dog eat dog world. Seems he has the umm"guts" to handle it.

\re you saying there is no Mending Broken People theme playing in the background amongst those 14
awyers in Minneapolis allegedly being subsidized by the mysterious, unknown benefactor?

V¥hen all is said and done it's really a theme called Dog Eat Dog?

[Ecclesiastes 1:9-14 NIV) What has been will be again, what has been done will be done again ;
‘here is nothing new under the sun.

‘ete

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 13 2007, 01:56 PM

'QUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 11:12 AM) [

If this is supposed to be an indication that our self declared AU reporter will be exempt from certain
§"discovery" issues, Don't make me laugh.

|If, instead, you are asking for my comments on what was said about McNeilus, I fail to see the relevence.
%Big business is a dog eat dog world. Seems he has the umm™”guts" to handle it.

immm,

\re big businessmen who are disciples of Christ really supposed to be "dog eat dog"? Are we counseled to
;onduct our businesses in such a manner? If Jesus was the CEO of a company would He have the "guts® to
perate in a "dod eat dog" manner? Where is justice, love and mercy in this scenerio? Can a man serve both
sod and Mammon?




Posted by: Panama_Pete May 13 2007, 02:03 PM

QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ May 13 2007, 01:56 PM) O

Hmmm,

Are big businessmen who are disciples of Christ really supposed to be "dog eat dog"? Are we counseled to
conduct our businesses in such a manner? If Jesus was the CEO of a company would He have the "guts” to :
operate in a "dod eat dog" manner? Where is justice, love and mercy in this scenerio? Can a man serve '
both God and Mammon?

I agree, PB:

(Ecclesiastes 12:13-14 NKJV) Let us hear the conclusion of the whole matter: Fear God and keep His
commandments, For this is man's all. {14} For God will bring every work into judgment, Including every
secret thing, Whether good or evil.

Pete

Posted by: Skyhook May 13 2007, 06:07 PM

QUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 02:12 pM) [
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¢ If, instead, you are asking for my comments on what was said about McNeilus, I fail to see the relevence.
. Big business is a dog eat dog world. Seems he has the umm"guts” to handle it.

S

-

Eirene, I'm sure Danny and Garwin will really appreciate your brilliant remarks in thier defense.

Posted by: princessdi May 13 2007, 07:04 PM

3ABN is big business? Aren't they supposed to be a ministry....and if they are both, is it Christlike that
they are "dog eat dog". then this is alright with you? This maybe the problem behind the problems with

the population in T'ville........

QUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 12:12 PM) [

If this is supposed to be an indication that our self declared AU reporter will be exempt from certain
"discovery" issues, Don't make me laugh.

If, instead, you are asking for my comments on what was said about McNeilus, 1 fail to see the relevence.
Big business is a dog eat dog world. Seems he has the umm"guts" to handie it.

Posted by: PrincessDrRe May 13 2007, 07:33 PM



"Dog eat dog..." in a ministry huh?

Wow - Thanks for clearing that mess of mess up....

E] sn
| I—

Posted by: Grith May 13 2007, 07:36 PM

I thought it might be interesting to see what can be found on the net about Garwin McNeilus. I found
some interesting information, such as---

About the family business and its sale in 1998 including the price
http://concreteproducts.com/mag/concrete_oshkosh_maps_mcneilus/
http://www.wecnmagazine.com/2006issues/oct/oct06.html (family business, SDA, charities)

These two are the legal eagles and the counting accountants. The legal documents (SEC, I think)
pertaining to the sale of the family business including the purchase price:
http://www.secinfo.com/dsvR3.717¢.d.htm and

http://www.secinfo.com/dsvR3,718y.6.htm

Mr McNeilus invested his money in a wind farm. Information can be found here:
http://www.wanzek.com/wind/2.htm; http://news.minnesota
http://news.minnesota.publicradio.org/features/2003/09/29_galballye_windthree/
http://www.austindailyherald.com/articles/2004/01/03/news/news1.txt

An address and phone # here:
http://local.rochestermn.com/Garwin+McNeilus.393206.12166569.home.html (I am not suggesting
anyone contact him, just that it popped up in Google)

A picture of GM here:
http://www.asianaid.org.au/images/project_14.jpg

Built school for the blind in India:
http://www.asianaid.org.au/projects.asp

This was just a quick look-see.

Posted by: Eirene May 13 2007, 08:32 PM

. QUOTE(princessdi @ May 13 2007, 08:04 PM) O

R

3ABN is big business? Aren’t they supposed to be a ministry....and if they are both, is it Christlike that
hey are "dog eat dog". then this is alright with you? This maybe the problem behind the problems with

he population in T'ville........ Ne

Di, your misunderstanding my posts, accidentally, on purpose, is really getting old. Nowhere in that
statement did I refer to 3abn. I said Big Business. The kind that McNeilus has worked in for years. The kind
that made him his fortune. You have to be strong and have guts to survive that world.

For the rest of you who hopped on Di's statement referring to 3abn as big business then going on to
speculate on something that wasn't even said.....same old pattern....somebody misquotes a post or gives an
opinion and it carries on as fact. Not smart but, who cares, as long as you can have so much fun slinging
mud, spouting opinions and speculating on lies and unverified information. After all who really cares about
the truth if it differs from the general consensus on bsda?

e T

gQUOTE(PrincessDrRe @ May 13 2007, 08:33 PM) 0
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"Dog eat dog..." in a ministry huh?
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Wow - Thanks for clearing that mess of mess up..

‘ou go to college and you can't read?

gQUOTE(Panama__Pete @ May 13 2007, 02:48 PM) ]

Are you saying there is no Mending Broken People theme playing in the background amongst those 14
lawyers in Minneapolis allegedly being subsidized by the mysterious, unknown benefactor?

When all is said and done it's really a theme called Dog Eat Dog?

(Ecclesiastes 1:9-14 NIV) What has been will be again, what has been done will be done again ;
there is nothing new under the sun.

';;;Pete

‘ete, it seems you are one of the many here without comprehension. As far as your mending broken people
heme, as usual that is off the wall and doesn't make a lot of sense.

\s for the Dog eat dog, I referred to Garwin and his big business enterprises through the years. Nothing to do
vith 3abn and nothing to do with Danny. Try to get your head in the game.

]

QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ May 13 2007, 02:56 PM) [

re big businessmen who are disciples of Christ really supposed to be "dog eat dog"? Are we counseled to
Zconduct our businesses in such a manner? If Jesus was the CEO of a company would He have the "guts" to
perate in @ "dod eat dog" manner? Where is justice, love and mercy in this scenerio? Can a man serve

both God and Mammon?

’B, you too? Unbelievable.
could offer a reading comprehension course or a "reality course” for those of you that seem to have
jraduated from the Pickle School of Spin.

Posted by: Hawk May 13 2007, 08:55 PM

QUOTE(Elrene @ May 13 2007, 09:32 PM) [J

N

I said Big Business. The kind that McNeilus has worked in for years, The kind that made him his fortune.
ou have to be strong and have guts to survive that world.

‘rom what I have seen on the internet about him McNeilus has conducted his business at the tip of the sword
f litigation. Now "dog eat dog" McNeilus and Danny are doing the same in the name of ministry, God and
JABN. It seems that the blood thirsty form of business practice that you appear to admire in MacNeilus has
:ome to 3ABN, Eirene. It appears that 3ABN is following suit. But this is JMHO,




Posted by: Panama_Pete May 13 2007, 09:15 PM

QUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 08:32 PM) []

AR
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Thanks, anyway, but I'm not going to give you that,
The problem is that too many people are comprehending far too much.

Pete

Posted by: starbright May 13 2007, 09:20 PM

Well, from what I am reading, it locks like to me that Danny is having to sue the makers of the
3abnsave.com site for a very good reason. It has nothing to do with business as usual and everything to
do with ministry. People are trying to tear down this ministry of 3abn.

And it looks like everyone is trying to pick on Eirene too! Now why would a bunch of SDA Christians do
this? Why do you pick on her every word? And then you try to turn it into something evil and wicked. I

don't think Eirene is evil at all and I believe what she says.

You remind me of a bunch of chickens who like to pick pick pick on just one until it is picked to death. I
guess if you can't do it to 3ABN itself, you will do it to someone who loves the 3abn ministry.

I've read about FHB and gienetta, Lee and Joe Smith, and many others who seem to stop posting - why?

Are there no moderators on this site? Where are the people in charge here? Why would you allow
everyone to pick on one person? Is this a Christian thing to do? Is this how Jesus would act?

You ARE SDA Christians right? Or are some of you not?

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 13 2007, 09:34 PM

%QUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 06:32 PM) [}

. PB, you too? Unbelievable.
%I could offer a reading comprehension course or a "reality course" for those of you that seem to have
:
i

Eirene,

Please go back and read my response again. I was replying to your statement about Garwin McNeilus when
you said "Big business is a dog eat dog world. Seems he has the umm"guts" to handle it." No spin, just
pointing out how unChristian that type of doing business is in my opinion. We are to do all to the glory of
God, right? Is having the guts to be out there scrapping in a dog eat dog world the way for a Christian to
build a business?



I know GMc gives much financial support to mission projects and that is wonderful. But if he got that wealth
over the carcasses of other "dogs", that is not so great. No matter how benevolent GMc might now be with
his funds, no matter how many mission projects or legal suits he supports with his gains, if he earned his
financial empire at the expense of even one other person in the "dog eat dog” business world, he best take a
look at Jesus' words to the Pharisees in Matthew 23:23, 24:

23 "Woe to you, teachers of the law and Pharisees, you hypocrites! You give a tenth of your
spices—mint, dill and cummin. But you have neglected the more important matters of the law-—
justice, mercy and faithfulness. You should have practiced the latter, without neglecting the
former. 24 You blind guides! You strain out a gnat but swallow a camel.

Eirene, I really hope your characterization of GMc was not truly how he got his wealth.

Posted by: Noahswife May 13 2007, 09:34 PM

QUOTE(starbright @ May 13 2007, 11:20 PM) [

Well, from what I am reading, it looks like to me that Danny is having to sue the makers of the
3abnsave.com site for a very good reason. It has nothing to do with business as usual and everything to
do with ministry, People are trying to tear down this ministry of 3abn.

And it looks like everyone is trying to pick on Eirene too! Now why would a bunch of SDA Christians do
this? Why do you pick on her every word? And then you try to turn it into something evil and wicked. I
don't think Eirene is evil at all and I believe what she says.

You remind me of a bunch of chickens who like to pick pick pick on just one until it is picked to death. I
guess if you can't do it to 3ABN itself, you will do it to someone who loves the 3abn ministry.

I've read about FHB and glenetta, Lee and Joe Smith, and many others who seem to stop posting - why?

Are there no moderators on this site? Where are the people in charge here? Why would you allow
everyone to pick on one person? Is this a Christian thing to do? Is this how Jesus would act?

h
Hey Starbright E

Did you make the phone call we discussed? What did you find out? Can you post it here please. Remember
you asked me for the information so you could check it out. Please let us know what you found out in that
phone call. T am sure Aletheia would also like to know.

Also, if you do not want to post it on this thread. Post it on the thread where you asked me about it before
you then contacted me when I did not respond to you right away. You were quite insistent I respond then so
I can only imagine you foilowed up for yourseif.

Appreciate your interest in verifying the truth.

nw
Cni"




Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 13 2007, 09:49 PM

QUOTE(starbright @ May 13 2007, 07:20 PM) [

Well, from what I am reading, it looks like to me that Danny is having to sue the makers of the
3abnsave.com site for a very good reason. It has nothing to do with business as usual and everything to
do with ministry. People are trying to tear down this ministry of 3abn.

And it looks like everyone is trying to pick on Eirene too! Now why would a bunch of SDA Christians do
this? Why do you pick on her every word? And then you try to turn it into something evil and wicked. I
don't think Eirene is evil at all and I believe what she says.

You remind me of a bunch of chickens who like to pick pick pick on just one until it is picked to death. I
guess if you can't do it to 3ABN itself, you will do it to someone who loves the 3abn ministry.

I've read about FHB and glenetta, Lee and Joe Smith, and many others who seem to stop posting - why?

Are there no moderators on this site? Where are the people in charge here? Why would you allow
everyone to pick on one person? Is this a Christian thing to do? Is this how Jesus would act?

You ARE SDA Christians right? Or are some of you not?

Starbright,
Welcome to BSDA! Is this your first time being a member? Have you read the rules of conduct?

Very few of the members here want to bring 3abn down. Most love and support the ministry and want to see
any problems cleaned up so it can be a healthy branch with a strong connection to the Vine.

FHB and Lee both seem to have chosen to stop posting. As far as the others you listed and even more of
their kindred spirits, they were banned due to breaking Calvin's (BSDA owner), rules of conduct. I would
advise you to be extremely careful about casting aspersions on the owner and the administrators. It could
get you disciplined post haste. Just ask Joe Smith, Bystander, wwjd, Cindy and so on.

Posted by: princessdi May 13 2007, 09:51 PM

Here's the problem, Eirene. Well, the very first problem is that you would want to take you
tone down a notch or two. You jsut got back, please dont’' make the next time permanent. YOu
and your group have protsted and worried everyone to death about the lack of respect for you.
Now everybody else has backed down and tried to mind their manners you need to do the
same. All you said could have without insulting anyone’'s intelligence. Remember we all
promised not to do that anymore.

Now to your post. We are not wrong, you are. It is only common sense. You are so happy to brag over
GM's illustrious big business career, which is fine. however, what you are missing is that he is now
helping and or guiding 3ABN according to big business, which works for some areas, but doesnt’ for
others. However, big cusiness uries are being applied to all. problematicin the ministry end of things. So,
if GM has his money poured into 3ABN, and he IS big business then 3ABN is now big business. Only thing
is that they forget to be ministry, except in front of the camera and an dpesonal appearances, asking for
funds, etc.

58
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| QUOTE(Eirene @ May 13 2007, 06:32 PM) [



i, your misunderstanding my posts, accidentally, on purpose, is really getting old. Nowhere in that
atement did I refer to 3abn. I said Big Business. The kind that McNeilus has worked in for years. The kind '
‘that made him his fortune. You have to be strong and have guts to survive that world.

For the rest of you who hopped on Di's statement referring to 3abn as big business then going on to
speculate on something that wasn't even said.....same old pattern....somebody misquotes a post or gives

an opinion and it carries on as fact. Not smart but, who cares, as long as you can have so much fun

slinging mud, spouting opinions and speculating on lies and unverified information. After all who really

cares about the truth if it differs from the general consensus on bsda?

You go to college and you can't read? ;
{Pete, it seems you are one of the many here without comprehension. As far as your mending broken people:
;%theme, as usual that is off the wall and doesn't make a lot of sense. ‘
As for the Dog eat dog, I referred to Garwin and his big business enterprises through the years. Nothing to :
do with 3abn and nothing to do with Danny. Try to get your head in the game,

PB, you too? Unbelievable.

1 could offer a reading comprehension course or a "reality course" for those of you that seem to have
’graduated from the Pickle School of Spin.

i

Posted by: calvin May 13 2007, 09:59 PM

Starbright/Lee we have rules prohibiting having multiple accounts. Now Lee you and your other
personality "Starbright" can join the other BSDA rejects at CF forums or wherever you choose to go. The
tactics these folks use really amazes me.

/QUOTE(starbright @ May 13 2007, 09:20 PM) []

Well, from what I am reading, it looks like to me that Danny is having to sue the makers of the !
3abnsave.com site for a very good reason. It has nothing to do with business as usual and everything to do
with ministry. People are trying to tear down this ministry of 3abn. '

And it looks like everyone is trying to pick on Eirene too! Now why would a bunch of SDA Christians do
this? Why do you pick on her every word? And then you try to turn it into something evil and wicked. I
don't think Eirene is evil at all and I believe what she says.

You remind me of a bunch of chickens who like to pick pick pick on just one until it is picked to death. I
guess if you can't do it to 3ABN itself, you will do it to someone who loves the 3abn ministry.

I've read about FHB and glenetta, Lee and Joe Smith, and many others who seem to stop posting - why?

Are there no moderators on this site? Where are the people in charge here? Why would you allow everyone
to pick on one person? Is this a Christian thing to do? Is this how Jesus would act? :

Posted by: inga May 13 2007, 10:02 PM

QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ May 13 2007, 10:52 AM) [

PRRSEAN

=

his is the bibliography listing for the article that seems to be the news article referred to in McNeilus v,
Corporate Report, Inc.:

\

AN A

O

o

;"The hardest man in the cement mixer business: Garwin McNeilus does more than compete



3ferociously. His detractors say he will stop at nothing. (Cover Story) by Denise A. Kotula il v22
Corporate Report- Minnesota March '91 p28(8)"

nteresting ...

Posted by: inga May 13 2007, 10:12 PM

;;;QUOTE(Ha\;vk @ May 13 2007, 09:55 PM) L]

om what I have seen on the internet about him McNeilus has conducted his business at the tip of the
_sword of litigation. Now "dog eat dog" McNeilus and Danny are doing the same in the name of ministry,
fGod and 3ABN. It seems that the blood thirsty form of business practice that you appear to admire in
fﬁZMacNeHus has come to 3ABN, Eirene. It appears that 3ABN is following suit. But this is JMHO.

B e e e e e e e

=

Posted by: roxe May 13 2007, 10:28 PM

jes when i think it can't get any worser... it does...

Posted by: calvin May 13 2007, 10:29 PM

?QUOTE(princessdi @ May 13 2007, 09:51 PM) [

|
‘down a notch or two. You jsut got back, please dont’' make the next time permanent. YOu and

your group have protsted and worried everyone to death about the lack of respect for you. Now
_everybody eise has backed down and tried to mind their manners you need to do the same. All
you said could have without insuiting anyone's intelligence. Remember we all promised not to

do that anymore.

Now to your post. We are not wrong, you are. It is only common sense. You are so happy to brag over

M's illustrious big business career, which is fine. however, what you are missing is that he is now helping
and or guiding 3ABN according to big business, which works for some areas, but doesnt' for others.
‘However, big cusiness urles are being applied to ali. problematicin the ministry end of things. So, if GM has
' his money poured into 3ABN, and he IS big business then 3ABN is now big business. Only thing is that they
.forget to be ministry, except in front of the camera and an dpesonal appearances, asking for funds, etc.

‘Here's the problem, Eirene. Well, the very first problem is that you would want to take you tone

.

R

S

{ey Di, Eirene is gone. I have had enough. I gave her a warning with others a few weeks ago and you
iuspended her for a week. She comes right back with no change. I think maybe they are darning me to throw
hem out. Besides Eirene and Atetheia are using the same IP address half the time, something is going there.
"o bad we can't have this discussion without the belittling and insults.

Posted by: princessdi May 13 2007, 10:39 PM

H Thank you!! Thank youlilt| {x]




Posted by: sonshineonme May 13 2007, 10:50 PM

QUOTE(princessdi @ May 13 2007, 09:39 PM) ]

e

El” [x] | Thank you!! Thank you!t1! | [x]

Thanks Calvin, Eﬁ]

Posted by: Jnanal5 May 13 2007, 10:58 PM

QUOTE(calvin @ May 13 2007, 11:29 PM) ]

Hey Di, Eirene is gone. I have had enough. I gave her a warning with others a few weeks ago and you
suspended her for a week. She comes right back with no change. I think maybe they are darning me to
throw them out. Besides Eirene and Atetheia are using the same IP address half the time, something is
going there. To bad we can't have this discussion without the belittling and insults.

Thank you Calvin! I was about ready to borrow somebody's jet to T'ville and have a face to face with that
Sista. She was crossin' all kinds of lines.

Posted by: roxe May 13 2007, 11:25 PM

thank you thank you thank you thank you, calvin!!!

Posted by: LaurenceD May 13 2007, 11:34 PM

I wonder what the new monikers will be. I'm guessing "Melantheia" and "Mr. Cartwheel.”

Posted by: beartrap May 13 2007, 11:53 PM

QUOTE(LaurenceD @ May 13 2007, 09:34 pM) [

SN N

I wonder what the new monikers will be. I'm guessing "Melantheia" and "Mr. Cartwheel.”

LOL!!! Are we making suggestions? How about something from classical literature like "Medusa" or "Janus".
If we are talking about reincarnations happening here then maybe "Hare Krishna", or "Baghwan Shree
Rahjneesh" would work.

Posted by: Johann May 14 2007, 08:22 AM



I think Eirene means something like peacemaker, and Aletheia means truth. They will probably think of
some greater mis-nomens in the future.

Posted by: lurker May 14 2007, 09:33 AM

| QUOTE(Johann @ May 14 2007, 08:22 AM) ||

think Eirene means something like peacemaker, and Aletheia means truth. They will probably think of
ome greater mis-nomens in the future.

When Aletheia forst came on, I kept getting her name mixed up with Athaliah. I could just imagine the
picture from the Bible Story books and see her yelling "Treason! Treason!" and I thought the avatar/picture-
whatever - that she used looked witchy. I had to get past that and tell myself that she had probably been
through a lot and was probably very nice in person. She later told us some of what she had been through
and I could see where it could make you cynical and bitter.

I just wish we could connect because I feel sure she thinks her sources are telling her the truth though 1 feel

she has "been sold a bill of goods". Boy is that an old expression. Do you know what I mean though? I really
think I could like her.

Posted by: caribbean sda May 14 2007, 11:29 AM

QUOTE(calvin @ May 14 2007, 12:29 AM) ]

Hey Di, Eirene is gone. I have had enough. I gave her a warning with others a few weeks ago and you
suspended her for a week. She comes right back with no change. [ think maybe they are darning me to
throw them out. Besides Eirene and Atetheia are using the same IP address half the time, something is
going there. To bad we can't have this discussion without the belittling and insults.

1 don't think I will miss her... but if history repeats itself, and it does, ancother will soon take her
place...oh well...C'est la vie!

Posted by: princessdi May 14 2007, 11:40 AM

When she first came I kept getting her mixed up with the demon from Peretti's "This Present Darkness".
It would appear as a beautiful woman with fong flowing hair...until.............. Her first avatar alwasy
spooked me, too.

Well, anyway,Allelujah we are free!!! We so free Calvin didn't even let the new one get started.

Remember th mottow people! EJ

QUOTE(lurker @ May 14 2007, 08:33 AM) [

When Aletheia forst came on, I kept getting her name mixed up with Athaliah. I could just imagine the

picture from the Bible Story books and see her yelling "Treason! Treason!" and I thought the ‘
avatar/picture- whatever - that she used looked witchy. I had to get past that and tell myself that she had .
probably been through a lot and was probably very nice in person. She later told us some of what she had !
been through and I could see where it could make you cynical and bitter. ‘




just wish we could connect because I feel sure she thinks her sources are telling her the truth though I :
el she has "been sold a bill of goods". Boy is that an old expression. Do you know what I mean though? I

ally think I could like her.

Posted by: Shepherdswife May 14 2007, 12:34 PM

'QUOTE(caribbean sda @ May 14 2007, 01:29 PM) [

§I don't think I will miss her... but if history repeats itself, and it does, another will soon take her

@

%’place...oh well...c'est la vie!

does anyone know if the "new ones" are the same ones with different screen names? There is certainly a
similarity of sentence structure, the consistent grammatical errors and overall attitude.

shepherdswife

Posted by: awesumtenor May 14 2007, 12:40 PM

UOTE(Shepherdswife @ May 14 2007, 02:34 PM) [

oes anyone know if the "new ones" are the same ones with different screen names? There is certainly a

issentially yes... sometimes it would be a new person cutting and pasting things told to them by another;
;ometimes that other would log on as the "new" person and respond... but inevitably they can't maintain the

use for long.

n His service,
ir. ]

Posted by: Jnanal5 May 14 2007, 02:15 PM

Aletheia is gone too!! Ix] B * I just noticed. Thank you CALVIN!{

Posted by: Rosyroi May 14 2007, 03:24 PM

HE“’H—H %] rofl { [x] HE

thank you calvin very very much.

A rose for you



Rosyroi

Posted by: runner4him May 14 2007, 07:32 PM

QUOTE(princessdi @ May 13 2007, 10:39 PM) [

[x] | Thank you!! Thank you!!1! | x]

E‘] Thanks from me too...she/he did call me a liar.... I guess being new around here and somewhat of a

polyanna I was thinking there might be a wee bit of a chance for a breakthrough with their attitudes. I think

I am catching on...my radar went off right away with the last clone who appeared. | [x

Posted by: LaurenceD May 14 2007, 07:50 PM

If you're bored, or maybe secretly missing some of the banned members, consider this: on Dec 7, 2006,
Clay welcomed Aletheia and she responded...

QUOTE(Clay)

Welcome Aletheia, hope your stay here is enjoyable and feel free to explore other areas of the forum

QUOTE(AIetheia;m

I would like to explore more here and hope to do so. I'm a little busy moderating and hosting on Beliefnet
and Yahoo, so times a little short. Basically that's how I got here, following the trail...

So far I like the set up you have here.
It's always good to find more of the brethren.

Blessings,
Cindy

If you go to that site, you'll find them, or someone anyway..."Danyal1844" is the host of the Adventist
section, and there's someone you might feel a little familiar with--"Discerner”--even though he says he's 76
yrs. old.

http://www beliefnet.com/boards/message_list.asp?boardID=9004 1&discussionID=490385

"God bless!”

Posted by: sonshineonme May 14 2007, 08:11 PM

A

| QUOTE(LaurenceD @ May 14 2007, 06:50 PM) [ |

S

If you're bored, or maybe secretly missing some of the banned members, consider this: on Dec 7, 20086,
. Clay welcomed Aletheia and she responded...
§ If you go to that site, you'll find them, or someone anyway..."Danyal844" is the host of the Adventist



section, and there's someone you might feel a little familiar with--"Discerner”--even though he says he's 76 .
rs. old. :

tp://www.beliefnet.com/boards/message_list.asp?boardID=900418&discussionID=490385

od bless!"

bet most people that have come and will come to bsda, looking for information, fellowship and what not,
rever realized that their "research” skills would improve in ways they never expected - bsda is good for the

soul and the brain/thinking/discernment skills

300d work LaurenceD! Never ends, does it? Nothing like team work. { [x]

Posted by: Rosyroi May 14 2007, 08:13 PM

QUOTE(LaurenceD @ May 14 2007, 05:50 PM) [

1f you're bored, or maybe secretly missing some of the banned members, consider this: on Dec 7, 2006,
Clay welcomed Aletheia and she responded...

If you go to that site, you'll find them, or someone anyway..."Danya1844" is the host of the Adventist

section, and there's someone you might feel a little familiar with--"Discerner"--even though he says he's 76
yrs. old.

_http://www.beliefnet.com/boards/message_list.asp?boardID=90041&discussionID=490385

"God bless!"

“hank you.

appreciate the fact that at least one post was kind with nice words in it. So refreshing to view.

\nd unfortunately so rare.... sigh...

Rosyroi

Posted by: SoulEspresso May 14 2007, 08:18 PM

/QUOTE(Rosyroi @ May 14 2007, 07:13 PM) [ ]
Thank you.

I appreciate the fact that at least one post was kind with nice words in it. So refreshing to view.

And unfortunately so rare.... sigh...

%;;Rosyrol

kS




If those defending Danny could have done any of it with a good spirit, how different these boards might have
been.

If you could get Cindy talking about anything other than 3ABN she was alright.

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 14 2007, 08:42 PM

Calvin,

I know you had to do what you did. The attacks by these folk were not productive in any way and they
broke the rules. While I commend you for taking the necessary actions against the members that you
did, I am not rejoicing. There were some moments when attacks were put aside and I think some
genuine perspectives were shared. Sometimes the dialogue got us somewhere.

I know that at least one of these banned members has a heart that hurts when she isn't truthful. When
you banned her for the dual identities and I reviewed some of her posts, I realized that she was probably
hurting for what she had done. I pray that she will find peace and healing and forgiveness for the less
than truthful things she has said and done here.

If you are out there lurking, Lee and Cindy, and also Eirene/Bystander or whoever you really are, I will

miss you all, sisters and brothers. I pray that eyes will be opened and the truth will be exposed and then
we can get back to the business of spreading the Good News 100% of the time.

Posted by: Noahswife May 14 2007, 08:51 PM

QUOTE(SoulEspresso @ May 14 2007, 10:18 PM) 1

If those defending Danny could have done any of it with a good spirit, how different these boards might
have been.

And I think those that talked to Lee/Starbright/Rosie55 felt she too was alright when her real life persona
showed through the lines she was given to deliver.......

Posted by: Rosyroi May 14 2007, 08:53 PM

QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ May 14 2007, 06:42 PM) N

Calvin,

I know you had to do what you did. The attacks by these folk were not productive in any way and they
broke the rules. While I commend you for taking the necessary actions against the members that you did,
I am not rejoicing. There were some moments when attacks were put aside and I think some genuine
perspectives were shared. Sometimes the dialogue got us somewhere.

I know that at least one of these banned members has a heart that hurts when she isn't truthful, When

you banned her for the dual identities and I reviewed some of her posts, I realized that she was probably
hurting for what she had done. I pray that she will find peace and healing and forgiveness for the less than :
truthful things she has said and done here. :




AN

If you are out there lurking, Lee and Cindy, and also Eirene/Bystander or whoever you really are, I will miss.
you all, sisters and brothers. I pray that eyes will be opened and the truth will be exposed and then we can |
get back to the business of spreading the Good News 100% of the time.

R

v}
o)

B

agree with you

do remember that many times we learned about new thoughts to pursue in many different avenues with
nany twists and turns because each of the Dannyscribes made comments I don't think were going to give us

wut for their stress and anger or whatever was going on with each of them. My hats off to them all.

"hese banned folk did help us in many ways that put many layers in the 3ABN saga that we were able to peel
iwway and find new nuggets. I appreciate that.

50 I suppose a great big thank you to our banned folks for giving us all these new insights. It was too bad

some of the words they used were so anti-christ-like. We could have had some wonderful dialogue. | [x]

R0SYroi

Posted by: PrincessDrRe May 14 2007, 09:24 PM

"In the end - when you wash the funky clothes - eventually they come clean & funk free...unless of course
they are stained. Then sometimes you jes have to throw them away and start over. Shout don't get it "all"
out!

PDR, 07

Merinate on dat....

B sne

Posted by: Skyhook May 14 2007, 10:29 PM

@UOTE(PrincessDrRe @ May 14 2007, 10:24 PM) ]

|

=

.

"In the end - when you wash the funky clothes - eventually they come clean & funk free...unless of course

Merinate on dat...,

rincessDrRE did you get that right out of the '07 Physicians Desk Reference ? I'm gonna get me one of them.
hear they are pretty pricey though.




Posted by: LaurenceD May 14 2007, 11:00 PM

It's probably not unheard of for independent religious groups to train, perhaps even hire--or have
volunteers--people to do internet evangelism, or the spreading of personal influence or advertiement in
one way or another. Here, maybe even damage controf.

I know on another non-religious forum I've belonged to for years, there were Mormon missionaries that
would come and go. They'd start off real nice and then go to the cafe forum and and enter a discussion
about religon, and set everyone straight. I got tolked down to and targeted quite often because I did't
really respond right, I guess, to people who are trained in intimidation tactics and know everything.

Did anyone happen to see that series on Public Television, a week or two ago, about the Mormons? Very
interesting how they train people to respond to hard questions from potential converts. Anyway, on this
forum I belong to, these Mormons were so oversure of themselves, and over self-confident that they
were right, almost to the point of bigotry, they'd come undone at times and call people idiots, stupid, etc.
One really nice lady got booted off for that very thing...she'd just snap if the elements of an issue
seemed to be stacking up against her.

With Aletheia, if she was indeed a moderator (or host) at beliefnet, it's no wonder she came across as
wanting to call the shots wherever and whatever. I once tried to get her and Lee to rethink the approach
of becoming so wise at detecting what was wrong with everyone esle, to the point of not seeing yourself.
Like Isaiah calling out woe to everyone, then looking in the mirror and saying woe is me.

The training was appartently too deep though. I detected a lot of avoidance of issues and people with
whom tactics didn't seem to be working. I've been around extreme conservative SDAs quite a bit and
know their ways. There's a rigidity that sets in that is almost beyond description. Combine that with
familiarity with the writings, and a closed approach where there's almost nothing new to learn--you've
got quite a recipe for arrogance. They talk down to everyone...as if playing the part of the recent prophet
herself, and writing a new chapter in the testemonies, volume 11.

Posted by: Pickle May 15 2007, 05:32 AM

Several people have pointed out that Aletheia sounded different sometimes. If I had to guess, I'd say
that Eirene was using Aletheia’s account at times. That would explain the sounding different as well as
sometimes using the same IP.

Posted by: betrayed May 15 2007, 06:09 AM

UOTE(daylily @ May 7 2007, 05:27 AM) [

|

| Betrayed, I'm just curious. why in the world would 3ABN keep you from attending a regular SDA church???
Let's me see, nows how many others 1 have heardz doesn't go to sda churches anymores cuz of 3abn tatics,
treatments of others...

Don't get me wrong heres, I do go to a church and still believes in God and the all important Sabbath day.

If I says much more, I'd probably ended up in a JOYless Pickle of a mess!



Posted by: Daryl Fawcett May 15 2007, 06:51 AM
When a person is banned, either temporarily or permanently, is it proper to gloat over it?
Doesn't that place us on the same level as those who were banned?

Shouldn't we have simply and privately acknowledged the ban notice/s and moved on?

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 15 2007, 07:13 AM

LD,

Your words reminded me of the great divide we find within the practice of Christianity. Most of us know
the beautiful parable of the Prodigal Son, how he carelessly squandered his half of his father's wealth and
then realized how hopelessly lost he was without his father. And then, there is the other brother:

Luke 15:25-32

25 "Meanwhile, the older son was in the field. When he came near the house, he heard music and
dancing. 26 So he called one of the servants and asked him what was going on. 27 'Your brother has
come,’ he replied, 'and your father has killed the fattened calf because he has him back safe and sound.'

28 "The older brother became angry and refused to go in. So his father went out and pleaded with him.
29 But he answered his father, 'Look! All these years I've been slaving for you and never disobeyed your
orders. Yet you never gave me even a young goat so I could celebrate with my friends. 30 But when this
son of yours who has squandered your property with prostitutes comes home, you kill the fattened calf
for him!'

31 " 'My son,’ the father said, 'you are always with me, and everything I have is yours. 32 But we had to
celebrate and be glad, because this brother of yours was dead and is alive again; he was lost and is
found.'"

Ricardo B Graham's revealing Perspective article,
http://www.oakwood.edu/ocgoldmine/ldoc/perspectives/perspectivel5.pdfthat studies the color divide
and racism within our denomination, has some insightful offerings as to how the parable of the Prodigal
Son demonstrates the divide between contractual and prodigal forms of religious expression. I am
quoting his article from page 130 but the section starts in the last paragraph of page 129:

"In explaining the phenomenon, Dittes explores the parable of the prodigal son, found in Luke
15:11-32, where he finds two forms of religious expression presented - the contractual and
the prodigal. Practitioners of contractual religion tend to limit their experience to the terms of
a contract: service and obedience. In other words, if a person serves and obeys hes/her
parents, then he or she can expect to be rewarded, as the older son in the parable expected. If
Christians serve and obey God, they expect God's reward. If not, they fully expect God's
punishment, which they believe they deserve.

Those who practice a contractual form of religion can be referred to as 'legalists,’ which in this
context means to be dependent upon the fulfillment of the claims of the law, or in the words of
Dittes, meeting the obligation of a contract. The father in the parable is 'impulsive and
extravagant in his outpouring of love and forgiveness'. The father is accepting and affirming
rather than judgmental and censorious. This is a demonstration of prodigal religion, in which
the elements of compassion and forgiveness, acceptance and love, are emphaxized over
condemnation and faultfinding."

Granted, Graham here, was applying the parable as it relates to the "persistant exclusion" by white
Christian of black, but it can be applied more widely as well, to all aspects of religious practice and
expression. The entire article is eye-opening and something every SDA Christian would do well to study



to help to chip away at the color boundaries in our denomination.

When I think of our recently banned Dannyfingers brothers and sisters, so trapped in their rigid and
legalistic point of view, yet blind to the elephants crowding in around them, I think of this parable.

Posted by: Shepherdswife May 15 2007, 07:21 AM

QUOTE(LaurenceD @ May 15 2007, 01:00 AM) [

The training was appartently too deep though. . . . I've been around extreme conservative SDAs quite a
bit and know their ways. There's a rigidity that sets in that is almost beyond description. Combine that
with familiarity with the writings, and a closed approach where there's almost nothing new to learn--
you've got quite a recipe for arrogance. They talk down to everyone...as if playing the part of the recent
prophet herself, and writing a new chapter in the testemonies, volume 11,

Having been there myself (extreme conservative SDA) for most of my formative years, I can corroborate
your observations.

1. I had to be right, or I would be lost. "The Truth” was all important, whether it was dress length or level of
education.

2. To be right, I had to know what EGW said on every topic, and do it. (I had read everything published by
her at the time, by the time I was 17)

3. Once you have read it all, know it all, and do it all (well, most of the time), you are better than everyone
else, who hasn't bothered to do what you have done.

4. If they haven't read it, know it, and aren't doing it, what could they possible say that you would have any
interest in hearing?

5. If anyone disagrees with me, one of us is WRONG, and that one is lost, Since I can't go there, and since I
have read it all, know it all, and do it all, that one cannot be me. I refuse to even consider the possibility.

6. Once I have caught a person in even one nuance of a thought or action or opinion that is "wrong"
according to my reading, knowing, and doing, I discount everything they ever say again--after all, "there is
no light in them.,”

7. This template locks you into your "truth” forever, because no one can influence you. Until, that is, you get
s0 burned out from reading, knowing and doing that you have a breakdown, physically, mentally, and
spiritually, and you then throw it all out and start over at the beginning with a much more real and honest
version of truth, reading, knowing and doing--praise God!

{Believe me, that is not the end of it. I will struggle with the legalistic voices to my dying day...but I am not
ruled by them anymore)

shepherdswife--who just told her spiritual development story in 7 simple statements.

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 15 2007, 07:32 AM

Shepherdswife,

Praise God for your spiritual victory and AMEN!

Posted by: Clay May 15 2007, 07:53 AM




QUOTE(Daryl Fawcett @ May 15 2007, 07:51 AM) O

When a person is banned, either temporarily or permanently, is it proper to gloat over it?

Doesn't that place us on the same level as those who were banned?

1 don't see it as gloating and no it does not place us on the same level..., to talk about the fact that there
were those among us who were a pain to deal with at times is a reality and should not be brushed aside. 1
see the comments as a collective "exhale” and not gloating....

Likewise, I have a real problem with your idea that the banning should have been privately acknowledged
and then people move on..... that is what Danny and Co. hoped would happen with his mess.....and I am
glad that we did not privately acknowledge it and move on... but that's just me....

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered May 15 2007, 08:28 AM

QUOTE(Clay @ May 15 2007, 05:53 AM) [

I don't see it as gloating and no it does not place us on the same level.... to talk about the fact that there
were those among us who were a pain to deal with at times is a reality and should not be brushed aside. I
see the comments as a collective "exhale" and not gloating.... '

Likewise, I have a real problem with your idea that the banning should have been privately acknowledged
and then people move on..... that is what Danny and Co. hoped would happen with his mess.....and I am
glad that we did not privately acknowledge it and move on... but that's just me....

Clay,

1 agree and I love your “collective exhale” take. I'm sure each one of us who is not an only child can lock
back to when a sibling got their just reward for being mean. I know the sense of relief I would get, even the
smug satisfaction, that the offender was not getting away with the unkind word or deed.

This is a forum. We must express. However, if we had simultaneously broken into a giddy chorus of "Ding
Dong The Witch Is Dead..." along with our happy dances, that would have qualified as gloating, IMO.

PB

Posted by: watchbird May 15 2007, 08:33 AM

QUOTE(Daryl Fawcett @ May 15 2007, 08:51 AM) [

When a person is banned, either temporarily or permanently, is it proper to gloat over it?

Doesn't that place us on the same level as those who were banned?

Shouldn't we have simply and privately acknowledged the ban notice/s and moved on?

{ QUOTE(Clay @ May 15 2007, 09:53 AM) [



1 don't see it as gloating and no it does not place us on the same level.... to talk about the fact that there
were those among us who were a pain to deal with at times is a reality and should not be brushed aside. I
see the comments as a collective "exhale" and not gloating....

Likewise, I have a real problem with your idea that the banning should have been privately acknowledged
and then people move on..... that is what Danny and Co. hoped would happen with his mess.....and I am
glad that we did not privately acknowledge it and move on... but that's just me....

I agree with Clay. When someone is banned and the board is not told about it, most of us don't have a clue
as to whether they are just absent for a while or are truly gone.

When someone is banned, I think it is appropriate that the grounds for that decision is made known to us.
Otherwise, we do not learn where the boundaries are and in what way the banned person stepped over
them.

When someone has been personally abusive to others as the Dannyfingers have been... calling everyone
liars at best... it is, I think, appropriate for the abused to express their thanks for their deliverance from their
abusers. It is not NECESSARY for everyone to express that.... as with other things, once a few have
expressed it, others can give silent assent if they choose.

These persons have been valuable to us in their own way. Most of us have not suffered nor witnessed
personal abuse from Dan Shelton. But we have all suffered and witnessed the abuse that his supporters have
given. We are all first hand witnesses to this.

Posted by: Pickle May 15 2007, 09:04 AM

QUOTE(betrayed @ May 15 2007, 06:09 AM) [ ]

e

s

IfI says much more, I'd probably ended up in a JOYless Pickle of a mess!

Actually, I think we may have more loy, despite the Pickle we're in, than the other side, don't you think? It's
actually not that bad.

Posted by: YogusBearus May 15 2007, 09:14 AM

QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered @ May 15 2007, 09:28 AM) ]

Clay,

I agree and I love your "collective exhale" take. I'm sure each one of us who is not an only child can look
back to when a sibling got their just reward for being mean. I know the sense of relief I would get, even
the smug satisfaction, that the offender was not getting away with the unkind word or deed.

This is a forum. We must express. However, if we had simultaneously broken into a giddy chorus of "Ding
Dong The Witch Is Dead...” along with our happy dances, that would have gualified as gloating, IMO.

PB

While I don't necessarily disagree with these points, I'm left wondering if the DS supporters aren't a
necessary element in this discussion. I'm going to predict that things will get pretty tame on this section for
a few days until we get delivery on the new/recyled crop. I don't mean to be cynical but have felt for some



time that if we didn't have an adequate number of foils, we would have to go out and recruit them. Just
some bear ruminations...

Posted by: YogusBearus May 15 2007, 09:39 AM

Wow! Really good stuff Shepherdswife. I don't know that I've seen a better descriptor of the legalism
trap.

I'm particularly struck by your item 7. I think you are describing a best case scenario/resolution there.
I've witnessed to many, who upon reaching that stage, have thrown up their hands and said "it's no use.”
I am so happy you were able to discover the real "truth” in your life.

-bear

QUOTE(Shepherdswife @ May 15 2007, 08:21 AM) ]

Having been there myself (extreme conservative SDA) for most of my formative years, I can corroborate
your observations.

1. I had to be right, or I would be lost. "The Truth" was ali important, whether it was dress length or level
of education. ;
2. To be right, I had to know what EGW said on every topic, and do it. (I had read everything published by |
her at the time, by the time I was 17) :
3. Once you have read it all, know it all, and do it all (well, most of the time), you are better than
everyone else, who hasn't bothered to do what you have done.

4. If they haven't read it, know it, and aren't doing it, what could they possible say that you would have
any interest in hearing? :
5. If anyone disagrees with me, one of us is WRONG, and that one is lost. Since I can't go there, and since °
I have read it all, know it all, and do it all, that one cannot be me. I refuse to even consider the possibility. |
6. Once I have caught a person in even one nuance of a thought or action or opinion that is "wrong" :
according to my reading, knowing, and doing, I discount everything they ever say again--after all, "there
is no light in them.”

7. This template locks you into your "truth" forever, because no one can influence you. Until, that is, you
get so burned out from reading, knowing and doing that you have a breakdown, physically, mentally, and
spiritually, and you then throw it all out and start over at the beginning with a much more real and honest .
version of truth, reading, knowing and doing--praise God! :
(Believe me, that is not the end of it. I will struggle with the legalistic voices to my dying day...but T am
not ruled by them anymore)

shepherdswife--who just told her spiritual development story in 7 simple statements.

Posted by: princessdi May 15 2007, 09:46 AM

Wow!! If that isn't it in a nutsheli!! You go Gurl!! Praise God for accepting the Freedom through Jesus
Christ!

| QUOTE(Shepherdswife ® May 15 2007, 05:21 AM) [
i



§Having been there myself (extreme conservative SDA) for most of my formative years, I can corroborate
your observations.

1. I had to be right, or I would be lost. "The Truth" was all important, whether it was dress length or level

of education. :
2. To be right, I had to know what EGW said on every topic, and do it. (I had read everything published by
her at the time, by the time I was 17) ;
3. Once you have read it all, know it all, and do it all (well, most of the time), you are better than everyone
else, who hasn't bothered to do what you have done. :
4. If they haven't read it, know it, and aren’'t doing it, what could they possible say that you would have

any interest in hearing?

5. If anyone disagrees with me, one of us is WRONG, and that one is lost. Since I can't go there, and since
1 have read it all, know it all, and do it all, that one cannot be me. I refuse to even consider the possibility. :
6. Once I have caught a person in even one nuance of a thought or action or opinion that is "wrong" :
according to my reading, knowing, and doing, I discount everything they ever say again--after all, "there is °
‘no light in them." :
7. This template locks you into your "truth" forever, because no one can influence you. Until, that is, you
get so burned out from reading, knowing and doing that you have a breakdown, physically, mentally, and
spiritually, and you then throw it all out and start over at the beginning with a much more real and honest
version of truth, reading, knowing and doing--praise God! {
(Believe me, that is not the end of it. I will struggle with the legalistic voices to my dying day...but I am not’

Posted by: Daryl Fawcett May 15 2007, 09:48 AM

I guess it isn't as much as what we acknowledge as much as how we acknowledge it.

I am also not against notifying others here when a person is banned, whether it be a temporary ban or a
permanent ban.

Some of the reaction posts here, however, sounded like gloating to me.

Posted by: Clay May 15 2007, 09:49 AM

/QUOTE(Daryl Fawcett @ May 15 2007, 10:48 AM) []

] guess it isn't as much as what we acknowledge as much as how we acknowledge it.

I am also not against notifying others here when a person is banned, whether it be a temporary ban or a
‘permanent ban.

inderstood.... I think it is a case of we all read something and perceive it differently...

Posted by: princessdi May 15 2007, 09:59 AM

1 will admit hat my reaction is that o f an Admin who is weary of walking the line with these ppeople, and
trying to find reasons to keep them members. I, personally, have tried to make them feel apart of BSDA is
posts, in private. That is not what they want. They want and live for the kaos(Ok so I liked "Get Smart"

[ ) they created here each and everyday. I really do love serving the members of BSDA, and helping



where ever I can(and still look forward to seeing as many as possible at our 2010 GC Reunion ). God

is not through with me yet, so a great source of my frustration was not to act as a member who could
careless about being banned myself, and typing something that most definteily have to be deleted by
Calvin or Clay after my ow departure. My repsonse is clearly a sigh of relief. They had wore out the
patience of the saints and every rule int he book. It was time for them to go. Simple.

QUOTE(Daryl Fawcett @ May 15 2007, 07:48 AM) [ ]

1 guess it isn't as much as what we acknowledge as much as how we acknowledge it.

I am also not against notifying others here when a person is banned, whether it be a temporary ban or a
permanent ban.

Some of the reaction posts here, however, sounded like gloating to me.

Posted by: Daryl Fawcett May 15 2007, 10:10 AM

Yes, I understand all of that as I, as the Administrator of MSDAOL, also had to ban people there, which I
do not enjoy doing, but nevertheless need do so for the sake of the others posting or even lurking there.

Posted by: LaurenceD May 15 2007, 10:17 AM

QUOTE(Shepherdswife)

Having been there myself (extreme conservative SDA) for mast of my formative years, I can corroborate
your observations.

(snip)

Wow! Thanks. I'll be rereading your story from time to time. You sound like someone eise I know. And I
think this is the essense of true conversion. I use the term self-righteous, indirectly, with a couple of the
banned members...which clearly bothered at least one.

]

RS

. QUOTE(PeacefullyBewildered)

. When I think of our recently banned Dannyfingers brothers and sisters, so trapped in their rigid and :
_ legalistic point of view, yet blind to the elephants crowding in around them, I think of this parable. ;

R

Your parallel is powerful here.,.something to think about. Thanks for that.

Don't know if anyone caught it or not, but the "God bless" in my post above was a code expression probably
known only to a couple people around here. This beliefnet member "Discerner” who I mentioned in the
previous post, signs off just like two or three others I'm familiar with...one member here, and someone who
wrote a letter to AToday...

http://www.atoday.com/6.0.htmi?&tx_ttnews%SBtt_news%5D=321&tx_ttnews%5BbackPid%
5D=18&cHash=b7534bfb09

And so, I never use the term, but I could sign off with...



gob less!

PS: thanks sonshineoneme for your post. I'm now tuned in with the tools on this forum!

Posted by: sonshineonme May 15 2007, 10:18 AM

QUOTE(Shepherdswife @ May 15 2007, 06:21 AM) O

Having been there myself (extreme conservative SDA) for most of my formative years, I can corroborate
your observations.

1. T had to be right, or I would be lost. "The Truth" was all important, whether it was dress length or level
of education. ;
2. To be right, I had to know what EGW said on every topic, and do it. (I had read everything published by
her at the time, by the time I was 17) :
3. Once you have read it all, know it all, and do it all (well, most of the time), you are better than

everyone else, who hasn't bothered to do what you have done.

4. If they haven't read it, know it, and aren't doing it, what could they possible say that you would have
any interest in hearing? :
5. If anyone disagrees with me, one of us is WRONG, and that one is lost. Since I can't go there, and since :
T have read it all, know it all, and do it all, that one cannot be me. I refuse to even consider the possibility. :
6. Once I have caught a person in even one nuance of a thought or action or opinion that is "wrong”
according to my reading, knowing, and doing, I discount everything they ever say again--after all, "there

is no light in them.”

7. This template locks you into your "truth” forever, because no one can influence you. Until, that is, you
get so burned out from reading, knowing and doing that you have a breakdown, physically, mentally, and
spiritually, and you then throw it all out and start over at the beginning with a much more real and honest :
version of truth, reading, knowing and doing--praise God!

(Believe me, that is not the end of it. I will struggle with the legalistic voices to my dying day...but I am

not ruled by them anymore)

shepherdswife--who just told her spiritual development story in 7 simple statements.

So well said!! You have described it so well that I fell back in time for a few (scary) minutes there!!

No matter how it's sliced, it's a trap for "well meaning” folks. I see it as a nice little set-up the devil likes to
get people into...you need out, but you won't open your eyes so you can see the door and get out! I'm still
encouraged, because 1 see that people do find their way out, and it's a miracle in itself.

Leaving that type of "thinking" takes you one of two ways - makes cynical and bitter (baby out with the bath
water), or a much happier and real christian, that is a real witness to relationship with Jesus. (naturally,
JMO).

There are some threads/forums/topics/posts floating around bsda where this has been discussed.....as
painful as it is, there has been humor in telling our stories about some things....the best part is knowing
there are (have been) so many of us that have walked that same path, and recovered, praise God!

Posted by: Clay May 15 2007, 10:31 AM




b3

QUOTE(YogusBearus @ May 15 2007, 10:14 AM) U

While I don't necessarily disagree with these points, I'm left wondering if the DS supporters aren't a
necessary element in this discussion. I'm going te predict that things will get pretty tame on this
section for a few days until we get delivery on the new/recyled crop. I don't mean to be cynical but have
felt for some time that if we didn't have an adequate number of foils, we would have to go out and recruit
them. Just some bear ruminations...

let's see, necessary.... they are necessary if the discussion is really an argument in disguise... the question is
are the danny supporters really willing to tell his side of the story, or are they simply going to attempt to
justify his actions, some of which have been quite questionable...| r™

To me their position is one of justifying everything he did, and pretend like he did nothing wrong.... if that is
all they are going to do, then there can be no discussion..... reread my comments to the various players that
have come through there, I tell them each the same thing i.e. even IF Linda had done all she was accused of
doing, should she have been treated that way, and their response has been the same..... silence.... And they
have been silent because you cannot justify how she was treated...

Now if they want to come clean and share with us (if they know that is) why he has done some of the things
he has done, that might be interesting, of course since many who have supported him claim never to have
met him, it would be difficult for them to tell us why, because they don't know why.....

So I hear what you are saying, but I suspect because of the mindset, all we will ever have is controlled chaos
until everything (whatever that might be) comes out....

Posted by: YogusBearus May 15 2007, 11:18 AM

let's see, necessary.... they are necessary if the discussion is really an argument in disguise... the question :
is are the danny supporters really willing to tell his side of the story, or are they simply going to attempt  °
to justify his actions, some of which have been quite questionable.., | v

To me their position is one of justifying everything he did, and pretend like he did nothing wrong.... if that
is all they are going to do, then there can be no discussion..... reread my comments to the various players
that have come through there, I tell them each the same thing i.e. even IF Linda had done all she was :
accused of doing, should she have been treated that way, and their response has been the same.....
silence.... And they have been silent because you cannot justify how she was treated...

Now if they want to come clean and share with us (if they know that is) why he has done some of the
things he has done, that might be interesting, of course since many who have supported him claim never
to have met him, it would be difficult for them to tell us why, because they don't know why.....

So 1 hear what you are saying, but I suspect because of the mindset, all we will ever have is controlled
chaos until everything (whatever that might be) comes out....

Well I'm not sure where the line is between discussion and argument. My sense is that we truly do enjoy the
argument side as there is only so many ways the same facts/stories can be told and retold.

Maybe the majority really do see the inappropriate removal of Linda Shelton as the primary concern. I, for
one, do not. We can all come up with a list of people we know who have been treated as shabbily as she
was. Linda needs to move on, get a job, and do her ministry whether full time, or part time like the rest of
us should be doing.

1 think the real struggle here involves money and power and is not limited to the current players at 3abn. I



firmly believe that this mess could turn out to be a watershed point for the Adventist church at large. The
stakes are high. Will the church really allow their future to be controlled by a closely held shadow
government that is not responsible to anyone?

But what do I know, I'm only a bear....

Posted by: Clay May 15 2007, 11:32 AM

QUOTE(YogusBearus @ May 15 2007, 12:18 PM) O

Well I'm not sure where the line is between discussion and argument. My sense is that we truly do enjoy
the argument side as there is only so many ways the same facts/stories can be told and retold.

Maybe the majority really do see the inappropriate removal of Linda Shelton as the primary concern. I, for
one, do not. We can all come up with a list of people we know who have been treated as shabbily as she
was. Linda needs to move on, get a job, and do her ministry whether full time, or part time like the rest of :
us should be doing. :

I think the real struggie here involves money and power and is not limited to the current
players at 3abn. I firmly believe that this mess could turn out to be a watershed point for the
Adventist church at large. The stakes are high. Will the church really allow their future to be
controllied by a closely held shadow government that is not responsible to anyone?

If that is the case, then the church simply reflects the U.S. government and the players it it i.e. white men
who politic and manipulate for power, money or both... I suspect if you are correct then we are looking at a
systemic problem which I don't see being solved....

Posted by: sonshineonme May 15 2007, 11:40 AM

QUOTE(YogusBearus @ May 15 2007, 10:18 AM) 1

Well I'm not sure where the line is between discussion and argument. My sense is that we truly do enjoy
the argument side as there is only so many ways the same facts/stories can be told and retold.

Maybe the majority really do see the inappropriate removal of Linda Shelton as the primary concern. I, for :
one, do not. We can all come up with a list of people we know who have been treated as shabbily as she
was. Linda needs to move on, get a job, and do her ministry whether full time, or part time like the rest of |
us should be doing.

I think the real struggle here involves money and power and is not limited to the current players at 3abn. I
firmly believe that this mess could turn out to be a watershed point for the Adventist church at large. The
stakes are high. Will the church really allow their future to be controlled by a closely held shadow
government that is not responsible to anyone?

R



%But what do I know, I'm only a bear....

500d points Yogi, the only thing I would add or disagree with is that the majority may have started out with
ieeing the inappropriate removal of Linda as a primary concern, but that was really a tool in the opening of a
yandora's box of everything else to come....no one (publicly) saw anything on the inside, but this is what they
:aw, and I think God has used it....I have never thought this was all about Linda (only), but a much bigger
victure, And it will be a watershed time - that is very clear to me.

some things are easier said then done, and when it's your life, your pain, your journey, no one can really tell
rou how to do it, but help you do it, and God is very good at taking us at our own speed, healing us, leading
1s and giving us things when we are ready for them. He even manages to do this while others are dong their
yest to obstruct our growth and "moving on".

think this is one of the biggest reasons God tells us to pray for each other, come together and encourage
rach other.

dne thing I can say for Linda, and it's evident on her website with regard to the many other "squished"
yeople, one never realizes how many people are mistreated until you find yourself on that side of the fence,
ind you get a new perspective of what happens, and how cruel "christians" can be. I can say this from my
wn experience as well. And, again, you grow because of it, because God won't waste anything. Many have
vritten to Linda their own stories, and now there are more and new things that we (Linda as well)can all
elate to that we really could not have before our own. Through pain, we grow, no matter how the pain got
here.

Posted by: YogusBearus May 15 2007, 11:44 AM

QUOTE(Clay @ May 15 2007, 11:32 AM) []

that is the case, then the church simply reflects the U.S. government and the players it it i.e. white men
ho politic and manipulate for power, money or both... I suspect if you are correct then we are looking at a |
stemic problem which I don't see being solved.... ;

‘ou may be right. I do recall that the only thing that galvanizes the silent supporters of the church into action
ilways involves money. We don't get overly upset by the blatant corruption and dishonesty at high levels
mless it involves money. In the past we have been quite comfortable with moving pedophiles in ministry
rom one church to another as long as the money flow wasn't impacted.

50, since money (that giant sucking sound at 3abn and AF is not a fleet of carpet cleaners) is definitely a part of
his equation, maybe there is hope.

bear

Posted by: Jnanal5 May 15 2007, 01:42 PM

'QUOTE(Clay @ May 15 2007, 08:53 AM) |

%

I don't see it as gloating and no it does not place us on the same level.... to talk about the fact that there



‘were those among us who were a pain to deal with at times is a reality and should not be brushed aside. I
e the comments as a collective "exhale" and not gloating....

Likewise, I have a real problem with your idea that the banning should have been privately acknowledged
and then people move on..... that is what Danny and Co. hoped would happen with his mess.....and I am

glad that we did not privately acknowledge it and move on... but that's just me....

§

"hank you Clay,

recause I HAVE heen waiting to "exhale" , praying and crying over this 3ABN mess. I allowed gossip from
thers before finding BSDA, lead me to think non christian thoughts towards Linda. If it appears that I am
jloating because they are gone, then so be it. I know one thing for sure, my heart is not beating fast
inymore, not loosing sleep staying up late at night on BSDA, and there is peace on this board without reading
ricious attacks on others comments, but yet we are the body of Christ? I know that I have been naughty too,
yut I am ready to apologzie when I'm called on it.

Posted by: princessdi May 15 2007, 02:11 PM

Yes, we can YB. However, the problem here is that she was treated that way by people who, to this day,
call themselves “leaders in Christian living". Also, who continue to drop a word here and there, or dropped
enough words initially, to hinder her "moving on". My own conference being an example. I think it was PB
who posted that they said they wre going to stay "neutral” when it came to an invitation for Linda to
speak at one of our churches here and did not allow her to come. However, Danny was allowed to come,
to the conference church no less. Now, how is that being neutral? It seems she is trying, like tht rest of
us, but there are stumbling blocks in her way. Put there by the man who claims to be Mending Broken
People. Danny can't have it both ways.

foUOTE(YogusBearus @ May 15 2007, 09:18 AM) il

SR

o

Maybe the majority really do see the inappropriate removal of Linda Shelton as the primary concern. I, for

one, do not. We can all come up with a list of people we know who have been treated as shabbily as she .
was. Linda needs to move on, get a job, and do her ministry whether full time, or part time like the rest of -
-us should be doing. '

R

{ere we agree.

%QUOTE

think the real struggle here involves money and power and is not limited to the current players at 3abn. I :
firmly believe that this mess could turn out to be a watershed point for the Adventist church at large. The
istakes are high. Will the church really allow their future to be controlled by a closely held shadow
_government that is not responsible to anyone?

S

PN

Posted by: mozart May 15 2007, 02:11 PM

EQUOTE(PeacefullyBewiIdered @ May 15 2007, 07:28 AM) ]



However, if we had simultanecusly broken into a giddy chorus of "Ding Dong The Witch Is Dead..." along
with our happy dances, that would have qualified as gloating, IMO.

PB

%] rofl || [x] rofi

} Ix] E‘] than |} heeded that.

Posted by: Snoopy Jun 3 2007, 02:13 PM

ijUOTE(Shepherdswife @ May 15 2007, 07:21 AM) [

_ (Believe me, that is not the end of it. I will struggle with the legalistic voices to my dying day...but
am not ruled by them anymore)

NN
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How wonderfully refreshing!! I know about those voices...
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