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BlackSDA _ 3ABN _ Can One Defy The 3abn Board & Get Away With It?

Posted by: Pickle Mar 28 2007, 05:42 PM

A new page has been posted at http://www.Save3ABN.com/. http://www.save3abn.com/danny-sheiton-
ethical-allegations-defy-the-board.htm

A couple issues appear to be raised on that page, based on a statement by Dr. Walt Thompson:

e Linda was terminated for defying the board, but in what way she defied the board remains unclear,
e Danny has apparently defied the board on more than one occasion, and is still employed by 3ABN.

Two examples regarding the latter are given:

e After the board voted not to pay Brandy Elswick, Danny funneled money to her anyway through
another non-profit.

e After the board determined that Tommy could no longer work at 3ABN in the early 1990's, he got to
work for them anyway on a contract basis.

1 think there are three sources for the first example, since Brandy did not keep it a secret what was going
on.

Anyone have any information that would help counter this latest material from http://www.Save3ABN.com/?
Any examples of board directives that Linda defied? Copies of board minutes authorizing continued
"employment" by Tommy Shelton? Copies of board minutes authorizing funneling of money to Brandy
Elswick through that other non-profit?

By the way, how does one get copies of the board minutes? I've been wondering that for a long time. In a
church setting, you just ask the church clerk and she would get them for you, but I don't know what to do in
this situation.

Posted by: Noahswife Mar 28 2007, 08:38 PM

QUOTE(Pickie @ Mar 28 2007, 07:42 PM) [

By the way, how does one get copies of the board minutes? I've been wondering that for a long time. Ina
church setting, you just ask the church clerk and she would get them for you, but I don't know what to do
in this situation.

1 was not sure about the answer so my quick research confirmed what I thought was true...

Q: Do we have to open our board meetings to the public?

A. No. Private nonprofit corporations generally are not subject to state open meeting and record laws,
typically known as "sunshine laws," that apply to governmental or quasi-governmental bodies, such as
school boards. Such faws do not cover nonprofit corporations that are public charities and not controlled by a
government entity.



http://www.probonopartner.org/publications/pbpfaq.htm#Questions%20Relating%20to%20Board%
20Meetings%20and%20Corporate%20Governance

I have not researched this extensively but I doubt they are required to produce them.

However, the same website also says the following about another issue that has been discussed here
regarding duel roles;

Q. IS the Executive Director of our organization allowed to sit on the board of directors?

A. There is nothing per se illegal or impermissible about an executive director also serving as a member of a
not-for-profit's board of directors. Under such circumstances, however, it is highly advisable that the
organization have a conflict of interest policy to ensure that the no director (including the executive director)
will participate in any votes on issues where she, her relatives or related entities stand to benefit. Many
organizations choose to avoid the issue all together by having a policy prohibiting the executive director from
serving as a voting board member. Under these circumstances, the executive director is usually invited to
attend all board meetings in her staff capacity and to keep the board apprised of all important programmatic,
financial and administrative developments but has no right to vote and can be excluded when the board goes
into executive session,

Posted by: seraph|m Mar 28 2007, 08:46 PM

QUOTE(Noahswife @ Mar 28 2007, 09:38 PM) [ ]

However, the same website also says the following about another issue that has been discussed here
regarding duel roles:

Q. IS the Executive Director of our organization allowed to sit on the board of directors?

A. There is nothing per se illegal or impermissible about an executive director also serving as a member of :
a not-for-profit’s board of directors. Under such circumstances, however, it is highly advisable that the "
organization have a conflict of interest policy to ensure that the no director (including the executive
director) will participate in any votes on issues where she, her relatives or related entities stand to benefit.
Many organizations choose to avoid the issue all together by having a policy prohibiting the executive
director from serving as a voting board member. Under these circumstances, the executive director is
usually invited to attend all board meetings in her staff capacity and to keep the board apprised of all
important programmatic, financial and administrative developments but has no right to vote and can be
excluded when the board goes into executive session.

Hmmm, interesting... Eaa

Posted by: Noahswife Mar 28 2007, 08:51 PM

It does make me wonder even more about the book purchase and distribution among other things.




Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Mar 28 2007, 10:25 PM

NwW,

This IS very interesting. It also makes complete sense in that it allows a board of directors to keep their
decisions focused on the health of the business instead of getting tainted by the personalilty or personal
probiems of the Executive Director.

Posted by: wwjd Mar 28 2007, 11:09 PM

QUOTE(Pickie @ Mar 28 2007, 06:42 PM) ]

A new page has been posted at http://www.Save3ABN.com/. http://www.save3abn.com/danny-shelton-
ethical-allegations-defy-the-board.htm

A couple issues appear to be raised on that page, based on a statement by Dr. Walt Thompson:

o Linda was terminated for defying the board, but in what way she defied the board remains unclear. 5:
e Danny has apparently defied the board on more than one occasion, and is still employed by 3ABN.

Two examples regarding the latter are given:

e After the board voted not to pay Brandy Elswick, Danny funneled money to her anyway through
another non-profit.

e After the board determined that Tommy could no longer work at 3ABN in the early 1990's, he got
to work for them anyway on a contract basis.

I think there are three sources for the first example, since Brandy did not keep it a secret what was going
on.

Anyone have any information that would help counter this latest material from ;
http://www.Save3ABN.com/? Any examples of board directives that Linda defied? Copies of board minutes !
authorizing continued "employment” by Tommy Shelton? Copies of board minutes authorizing funneling of
money to Brandy Elswick through that other non-profit?

By the way, how does one get copies of the board minutes? I've been wondering that for a long time. Ina
church setting, you just ask the church clerk and she would get them for you, but T don't know what to do :
in this situation. :

There are 4 people involved who will testify to the fact that is a huge lie. The person that made that
allegation to begin with was shown the proof otherwise but since he was removed he has to have something
to stir the pot. I hope I am around when you have to prove this as well as other statements that you and joy
have made that are totally false. Either you need to quit spinning or get some more credibie sources,
because the ones that you and sister keep coming up with are really falling short.

QUOTE(Pickle @ Mar 28 2007, 06:42 PM) [ |

By the way, how does one get copies of the board minutes? I've been wondering that for a long time. In a ',
church setting, you just ask the church clerk and she would get them for you, but I don't know what to do :
in this situation. :

Have you actually resorted to advertising for information on the net? Sad. You just might get to hear the



board minutes but it won't be in a church setting.

Posted by: Clay Mar 29 2007, 07:01 AM

QUOTE(wwid @ Mar 29 2007, 12:09 AM) [

There are 4 people involved who will testify to the fact that is a huge lie. The person that made
that allegation to begin with was shown the proof otherwise but since he was removed he has to have
something to stir the pot. I hope I am around when you have to prove this as well as other
statements that you and joy have made that are totally false. Either you need to quit spinning
or get some more credible sources, because the ones that you and sister keep coming up with
are really falling short.

Have you actually resorted to advertising for information on the net? Sad. You just might get to hear the
board minutes but it won't be in a church setting.

where is their testimony? Your track record ain't much better brother wwijd.... haven't seen or read any
independent testimony of the things you claim....

Posted by: Observer Mar 29 2007, 07:28 AM

QUOTE(Noahswife @ Mar 28 2007, 07:38 PM) [ ]

I was not sure about the answer so my quick research confirmed what I thought was true...
Q: Do we have to open our board meetings to the public?

A. No. Private nonprofit corporations generally are not subject to state open meeting and record laws,
typically known as "sunshine laws," that apply to governmental or quasi-governmental bodies, such as
school boards. Such laws do not cover nonprofit corporations that are public charities and not controlled
by a government entity.

http://www.probonopartner.org/publications/pbpfaq.htm# Questions%20Relating%20t0%20Board%
20Meetings%20and%20Corporate%20Governance

I have not researched this extensively but I doubt they are required to produce them.

However, the same website also says the following about another issue that has been discussed here
regarding duel roles:

Q. IS the Executive Director of our organization allowed to sit on the board of directors?

A. There is nothing per se illegal or impermissible about an executive director ailso serving as a member of :
a not-for-profit's board of directors. Under such circumstances, however, it is highly advisable that the
organization have a conflict of interest policy to ensure that the no director (including the executive :
director) will participate in any votes on issues where she, her relatives or related entities stand to benefit. :
Many organizations choose to avoid the issue all together by having a policy prohibiting the executive :
director from serving as a voting board member. Under these circumstances, the executive director is
usually invited to attend all board meetings in her staff capacity and to keep the board apprised of ali
important programmatic, financial and administrative developments but has no right to vote and can be
excluded when the board goes into executive session.

You raise a very important issue here. In seccular society the Board controls the direction of the company.



The CEO (or Director) is the agent who carries out the direction of the Board. Typically, the Board will set the
general, overal goals and direction of the company. It will typically neither consider nor get involved in the
details as to how the company is managed. If it objects to the manner in which the CEO (Director) is running
the company, that person will be replaced. But, short of replacemenet, the Board will not micro-manage the
company.

That model is in contra-distinction to the typical situation that exists in the SDA Church, from the Conference
level (or higher) on down to the local congregation. On the Conference level, the Board will often simply
"rubber-stamp” the agenda brought to it by the Conference President. In this situation, the Board may not
even control its agenda. Typically Conference Boards get involved in such stuff as voting to move pastors.
Such is micro-management that would not happen in a typical secular Board, which would not be involved in
employment decisions that involved peopie below the Executive levei.

On a local level, we see this in situations where the Board votes whether or not to pay the electric bill this
month, and/or the pastor's long distance telephone biil.

This situation gives local pastors, and Conference Presidents the power of a King--they control the Executive
Board.

While I have no first-hand involvement in the workings of the 3-ABN Board. It appears to me that it is
organized in the manner of the typical denominational Board. That is to say that it serves to rubber-stamp
the agenda of the CEO--Danny Shelton. It does this rather than setting long-term goals and mission.

If I am correct, is this good, or is it bad? Well, people will undoubtably argue over this. I can well immagine
that denominational leaders will support what I see as the typical mode of operation in the SDA Church. In
any case, if I am correct, the 3-ABN Board is simply following the norm for SDA organizations, in my opinon.

Personally, I believe that there is a better way, and that better way is modeled by the seccular model that I
have mentioned. But, the problem, in my thinking, is that such a model would give up control. For, as long
as the CEO complies with the direction (mission) of the Board, the Board will not bother that person. e.g.
The Board will not discuss the CEG's telephone bill, and/or the CEQ's travel expenses, and a whole lot more.

Well, just my thinking.

Posted by: Pickle Mar 29 2007, 07:41 AM

UOTE(wwid @ Mar 28 2007, 11:09 PM) [

. There are 4 people involved who will testify to the fact that is a huge lie. The person that made that
llegation to begin with was shown the proof otherwise but since he was removed he has to have
. something to stir the pot.

Good. There is proof that that is false. Please get the proof ASAP so that we can lay this one to rest.

My understanding is that there were three different sources for that story. But of course they could all be
wrong. And proving that they are would be a great blessing.

P.S. On second thought, you didn't specify what you were talking about. Which issue were your referring to?
Linda defying the board? Brandy getting paid anyway? Tommy getting to work for 3ABN anyway on a
contract basis? Which one is false?

Posted by: LaurenceD Mar 29 2007, 09:12 AM




QUOTE(Observer)

Personally, I believe that there is a better way, and that better way is modeled by the seccular model that :
I have mentioned.

Good post, Observer (and nw). Makes one wonder when relgious organizations will come up to the standards
of secular organizations (more specifically, gov't). Probably depends on how "above board" they'd like to
appear. It's really too bad that gov't has gotten so far ahead of religion, like with their "sunshine laws," but
maybe it's typical for religion to lag far behind (thinking of Gallilea and the Church).

Posted by: caribbean sda Mar 29 2007, 09:35 AM

¢ where is their testimony? Your track record ain't much better brother wwijd.... haven't seen or read any
% independent testimony of the things you claim....

Know what, Clay? Like the old people say in the Caribbean, "ah gon' res' dem to de foot ah deh cross.”
That"s my resolution...to leave the 3ABN defenders, offenders, even the pretenders, at the foot of the cross.

Posted by: inga Mar 29 2007, 11:00 AM

QUOTE(Observer @ Mar 29 2007, 08:28 AM) [

That model is in contra-distinction to the typical situation that exists in the SDA Church, from the
Conference level (or higher) on down to the local congregation. On the Conference level, the Board will
often simply "rubber-stamp" the agenda brought to it by the Conference President. In this situation, the
Board may not even control its agenda. Typically Conference Boards get involved in such stuff as voting to i
move pastors. Such is micro-management that would not happen in a typical secular Board, which would
not be involved in employment decisions that involved people below the Executive level.

Rubber-stamping can only occur if board members fail to do their homework and choose to be rubber
stampers. Admittedly, that is often, if not usually, the case. But if folks who are board members took their
position seriously, this need not happen.

Otoh, the "micro-managing" is done because administrators in the Adventist church are not supposed to
have "kingly power," with the board having input on all significant decisions. The way our organization is set
up gives our adminstrators /ess power than the typical CEO.

When things don't function as they should, it's because board members fail to exercise their perogative in
the face of a strong leader. That is not the fault of the system.

On a local level, we see this in situations where the Board votes whether or not to pay the electric bill this
month, and/or the pastor's long distance telephone bill.

This situation gives local pastors, and Conference Presidents the power of a King--they control the
Executive Board.

Again, the "power of a king" is at the discretion of the church board. If board members take their
responsibility seriously, the pastor is not allowed such control.

I'm speaking from the experience of many years of being a board member on various church boards. I can



assure you that no pastor excercised undue "kingly power" while I was on the board. E] Some pastors are

fine with that -- relieved, actually. Other pastors get quite distressed. But that is their problem, no one
else's.

As I understand it, the difference with the 3ABN board is that it is not a board elected by its constituents, as

are the boards at the conference and local church levels. A board appointed by the CEO naturally does not
have the same powers as the local church boards and the conference boards and/or conference committees.

While I agree with Gregory on most issues, on this one I quite disagree.

Posted by: Observer Mar 29 2007, 11:41 AM

QUOTE(inga @ Mar 29 2007, 11:00 AM) [

Rubber-stamping can only occur if board members fail to do their homework and choose to be rubber
stampers. Admittedly, that is often, if not usually, the case. But if folks who are board members took their
position seriously, this need not happen.

Otoh, the "micro-managing" is done because administrators in the Adventist church are not supposed to
have "kingly power," with the board having input on all significant decisions. The way our organization is
set up gives our adminstrators /ess power than the typical CEO.

When things don't function as they should, it's because board members fail to exercise their perogative in
the face of a strong leader. That is not the fault of the system. Again, the "power of a king" is at the
discretion of the church board. If board members take their responsibility seriously, the pastor is not
allowed such control.

I'm speaking from the experience of many years of being a board member on various church boards. I can :
assure you that no pastor excercised undue "kingly power" while I was on the board. Some pastors
are fine with that -- relieved, actually. Other pastors get quite distressed. But that is their problem, no one :
else's,

As I understand it, the difference with the 3ABN board is that it is not a board elected by its constituents,
as are the boards at the conference and local church levels. A board appointed by the CEO naturally does
not have the same powers as the local church boards and the conference boards and/or conference
committees.

While I agree with Gregory on most issues, on this one I quite disagree.

Inga, I expected disagreement.

Even where you have disagreed with me, there is some truth in what you say. But, I do not believe that
truth makes what I have said wrong.

Perhaps this is the question: Does the view presented by Inga, or that of Gregory more faithful to reality?
That question recognizes that both positions exist, and only asks which is normative.

Posted by: LadyTenor Mar 29 2007, 12:41 PM




You raise a very important issue here. In seccular society the Board controis the direction of the company. :
The CEO (or Director) is the agent who carries out the direction of the Board. Typically, the Board will set
the general, overal goals and direction of the company. It will typically neither consider nor get involved in :
the details as to how the company is managed. If it objects to the manner in which the CEQ (Director) is
running the company, that person will be replaced. But, short of replacemenet, the Board will not micro-
manage the company.

That model is in contra-distinction to the typical situation that exists in the SDA Church, from the
Conference level (or higher) on down to the local congregation. On the Conference level, the Board will
often simply "rubber-stamp" the agenda brought to it by the Conference President. In this situation, the |
Board may not even control its agenda. Typically Conference Boards get involved in such stuff as voting to
move pastors. Such is micro-management that would not happen in a typical secular Board, which would
not be involved in employment decisions that involved people below the Executive level,

On a local level, we see this in situations where the Board votes whether or not to pay the electric bill this
month, and/or the pastor's long distance telephone bill.

This situation gives local pastors, and Conference Presidents the power of a King--they control the
Executive Board.

While I have no first-hand involvement in the workings of the 3-ABN Board. It appears to me that it is ‘
organized in the manner of the typical denominational Board. That is to say that it serves to rubber-stamp
the agenda of the CEQ--Danny Shelton. It does this rather than setting long-term goals and mission. :

If I am correct, is this good, or is it bad? Well, peopie will undoubtably argue over this. I can well
immagine that denominational leaders will support what I see as the typical mode of operation in the SDA
Church. In any case, if I am correct, the 3-ABN Board is simply following the norm for SDA organizations,
in my opinon.

Personally, I believe that there is a better way, and that better way is modeled by the seccular model that °
1 have mentioned. But, the problem, in my thinking, is that such a model would give up control. For, as :
long as the CEO complies with the direction (mission) of the Board, the Board will not bother that person.
e.g. The Board will not discuss the CEO's telephone bill, and/or the CEQ's travel expenses, and a whole lot 7
maore.

Well, just my thinking.

QUOTE(LaurenceD @ Mar 29 2007, 10:12 AM) []

Good post, Observer {and nw). Makes one wonder when relgious organizations will come up to the
standards of secular organizations (more specifically, gov't). Probably depends on how "above board"
they'd like to appear. It's really too bad that gov't has gotten so far ahead of religion, like with their
"sunshine laws," but maybe it's typical for religion to lag far behind (thinking of Gallileo and the Church).

QUOTE(inga @ Mar 29 2007, 12:00 PM) [

As I understand it, the difference with the 3ABN board is that it is not a board elected by its constituents,
as are the boards at the conference and local church levels. A board appointed by the CEO naturally does
not have the same powers as the local church boards and the conference boards and/or conference
committees.

This is exactly the point that many here are missing.....| =1

SHRE

_ QUOTE(caribbean sda @ Mar 29 2007, 10:35 AM) [ ]

5

i Know what, Clay? Like the old people say in the Caribbean, "ah gon' res' dem to de foot ah deh cross.”
That''s my resolution...to leave the 3ABN defenders, offenders, even the pretenders, at the foot of the
_ Cross.




I'm with you on this one...as I said in another thread in this forum, we may never get
to the truth in this lifetime....

Posted by: Panama_Pete Mar 29 2007, 01:01 PM

QUOTE(inga @ Mar 29 2007, 12:00 PM) [

As I understand it, the difference with the 3ABN board is that it is not a board elected by its constituents,
as are the boards at the conference and local church levels. A board appointed by the CEO naturally
does not have the same powers as the local church boards and the conference boards and/or
conference committees.

While I agree with Gregory on most issues, on this one I quite disagree.

1 see both your points, Observer and Inga.

If the CEO appoints them, wouldn't the 3ABN board members be as influential as a pork roast at a Jewish
Bar Mitzvah?

Posted by: Snoopy Mar 29 2007, 01:30 PM

QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ Mar 29 2007, 01:01 PM) ]

1 see both your points, Observer and Inga.

If the CEO appoints them, wouldn't the 3ABN board members be as influential as a pork roast at a Jewish
Bar Mitzvah?

E}j That's a good one, Pete!!!

I also see both sides of the argument regarding the board. The big difference that I see between 3ABN and
the SDA church structure is the ongoing question as to whether or not 3ABN is a business. Sure, they call
themselves a ministry, but the Iilinois tax case disagreed, and won thus far...

If 3ABN is truly a business, then perhaps the board should not be hand-picked by the CEO but rather
appointed by the "shareholders in the pews".

If they truly are a ministry, then I guess the hand-picked idea is OK if that's how it works in the SDA
structure, but then some other things should probably change... BTIM......

Posted by: sonshineonme Mar 29 2007, 01:39 PM



QUOTE(Panama_Pete @ Mar 29 2007, 12:01 PM) [_]

If the CEO appoints them, wouldn't the 3ABN board members be as influential as a pork roast at a Jewish
i Bar Mitzvah?

Seems like a good place to post something I posted over at maritime about dealing with the board, or trying
to. Here is what I said to Daryls question - "Did Linda Shelton ask to meet with the 3ABN Board and was
refused?"

my reply (also at http://www.maritime-sda-online.org/forums/ubbthreads.php?
ubb=showflat&Number=872308page=0&PHPSESSID=7cf2e03e7b3167cd43f0540f7ecdbb1f#Post87230 )

"Daryl,
Some of what I know about the board issues.

In May of 2004, Dan told Linda things like,

-it won't do you any good to meet with the board

~your finished

~it will only humiliate you to go the board

and other things to discourage her from thinking that the board would listen to her. She had already heard
one sided conversations of Dan on the phone with various board members (which there is no proof it was a
real phone call with someone on the other side listening to Dan or not) telling them things about her, and he
would hang up and come right to her and say

-it won't do you any good to go talk to them

-they think your this and such and your finished!

He wanted her to feel that it was hopeless and a done deal. She clearly knew that they were getting only one
side - Dan's side - and that it would do no good to go the board and try to tell them anything herself. The
board was mostly men, and she may have feit they had already accepted what Dan said and that was that.

At this time, as everything was moving very fast, she was an emotional wreck, feeling beat down, and that it
seemed it was hopeless and a done deal for certain, that they wouldn't even listen to her, she decided to
write a letter to the board (and I believe Johann helped her write this letter). This was during campmeeting
time. In her letter she said "I guess I'm fired..." . She was writing this based on the things Dan said to her of
how the board felt. She believed Dan as to what the board had told him already by this point. Looking back
now, I'm sure she has great doubts about what was true coming from Dan in this regard.

After she wrote her letter to the board, no one on that board bothered to contact her about anything.

By December of 2005, Linda and Dr. Thompson had been emailing back and forth, Linda asking for a
committee of people to meet with (and/or the board) and talk to, and that discussion continued until she
received an email from Dan that basically said that if she was going to meet with anyone, Dan would have to

be the one she went through, that he was not going to let her go around him. That ended that attempt,

Although, in Feb of 2005, she did contact both Larry Welch and May Chung. Larry said he wasn't the one to
talk to, and May hung up on her.

She had made attempts to speak to board members. They were not interested."

Posted by: Clay Mar 29 2007, 02:07 PM

I think its clear that the 3abn board is Danny, and Danny will not be defied....




Posted by: calvin Mar 29 2007, 02:24 PM

QUOTE(Pickle @ Mar 28 2007, 05:42 PM) [

Anyone have any information that would heip counter this latest material from :
http://www.Save3ABN.com/? Any examples of board directives that Linda defied? Copies of board minutes :
authorizing continued "employment” by Tommy Sheiton? Copies of board minutes authorizing funneling of :
money to Brandy Elswick through that other non-profit?

By the way, how does one get copies of the board minutes? I've been wondering that for a long time. In a
church setting, you just ask the church clerk and she would get them for you, but I don't know what to do .
in this situation.

I have an ethical problem with you asking for 3ABN board minutes here. If you do get the minutes, do not
post them on BlackSDA without 3ABN written consent. I know enough about non-profit boards to know that
board minutes are private and privileged communication.

Everyone, in your zest to get to the truth or for whatever reason you have an interest in 3abn, I will not
expose BSDA or myself to any foreseen liability.

Posted by: mozart Mar 29 2007, 06:51 PM

SSOM- do you know why may chung would hang up on linda?

Posted by: sonshineonme Mar 29 2007, 07:11 PM

| QUOTE(mozart @ Mar 29 2007, 05:51 PM) [

RTINS ARG

SSOM- do you know why may chung would hang up on linda?

Not much more then just May wasn't interested in talking to Linda or about anything with her, hence the
hang up.

Do you know why?

Posted by: LadyTenor Mar 29 2007, 07:25 PM

QUOTE(calvin @ Mar 29 2007, 04:24 PM) [

I have an ethical problem with you asking for 3ABN board minutes here. If you do get the minutes, do not
post them on BlackSDA without 3ABN written consent. I know enough about non-profit boards to know '
that board minutes are private and privileged communication.

Everyone, in your zest to get to the truth or for whatever reason you have an interest in 3abn, I will not




Right on, Calvin, CYA!!!!!!! You are correct...those minutes are private.....

Posted by: Pickle Mar 29 2007, 09:08 PM

| QUOTE(wwjd @ Mar 28 2007, 11:09 PM) [ ]

. There are 4 people involved who will testify to the fact that is a huge lie. The person that made that
llegation to begin with was shown the proof otherwise but since he was removed he has to have

Got your proof ready to post yet, WWID? I'm eager to see it, and I'll make sure that lots of people hear
about it.

Posted by: Bystander Mar 29 2007, 10:48 PM

| QUOTE(Pickle @ Mar 29 2007, 08:08 PM) []

Got your proof ready to post yet, WWID? I'm eager to see it, and I'll make sure that lots of people hear
_ about it.

1 will speak for him. The parties are ready, not to post but to testify.

Posted by: Hawk Mar 29 2007, 11:24 PM

Are they ready to testify to the love of the 3ABN Jesus that you have accurately reflected here on BSDA?
Are they ready to testify to the world how Christ-like their love for Linda, Gailon and Bob is? Are you
ready to show us the 3ABN Jesus? BS? Or have you already done that?

Posted by: Johann Mar 29 2007, 11:28 PM

QUOTE(caribbean sda @ Mar 29 2007, 05:35 PM) 0]

Know what, Clay? Like the old people say in the Caribbean, "ah gon' res' dem to de foot ah deh cross."
That"s my resolution...to leave the 3ABN defenders, offenders, even the pretenders, at the foot of the
. Cross.

E

Let this be our urgent prayer,

%QUOTE(Hawk @ Mar 30 2007, 07:24 AM) [

| Are they ready to testify to the love of the 3ABN Jesus that you have accurately reflected here on BSDA? |
i Are they ready to testify to the world how Christ-like their love for Linda, Gailon and Bob is? Are you ready °



% o show us the 3ABN Jesus? BS? Or have you already done that?

Posted by: Pickle Mar 30 2007, 07:02 AM

UOTE(Bystander @ Mar 29 2007, 10:48 PM) [
I will speak for him. The parties are ready, not to post but to testify.
Nell, I suppose that if people have sources to support their statements, and that other people who could
yrovide contrary information refuse to do so, I would think that makes a difference.

o courts wallop people for making statements that they believed to be true when called on the carpet by
ndividuals who adamantly and stubbornly refused to correct the ones making the statements?

“hat just doesn't sound right in my mind. Newspapers all the time report how so and so declined to comment.
"hen so and so sues the newspaper for libel when they were given an opportunity to correct what they
laimed to be a misperception?

Posted by: Pickle Mar 30 2007, 07:32 AM
Think about it.

A ministry has serious allegations being raised by people that are genuinely concerned. That ministry
refuses to deal with the allegations by picking up the phone or writing emails to answer the questions
people have. Sometimes they may say they don't have time for that as they write a huge missive.

That ministry instead maintains that they will answer the questions in court after they sue the ones asking
the questions.

Which costs less? Answering the questions by phone or email? Or suing those who ask the questions and
then answering the questions in court?

Is that ministry therefore a good steward of our funds or not? Can we trust them with our funds if they
spend money so lavishly by suing people who ask questions rather than picking up the phone or writing
an email, when their preferred method of answering questions is by suing others?

Posted by: mozart Mar 30 2007, 02:28 PM

UOTE(Bystander @ Mar 29 2007, 09:48 PM) [

WW%’W%&&

1 will speak for him. The parties are ready, not to post but to testify.

g’@ "i will speak for him"???

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Mar 30 2007, 03:15 PM

They are very close, use the same computer, have even accidentally used the same persona, have



misspelled the same words (speiled "etc” "ect” until they both learned of the mistake and are now both
spelling it correctly - incidentally, Danny spells it "ect”" as well), per Lee they share the same nephew. I
think Bystander is qualified to speak for wwijd if anyone is.

Posted by: Lee Mar 30 2007, 03:48 PM

QUOTE(Pickle @ Mar 30 2007, 08:32 AM) [

Think about it.

A ministry has serious allegations being raised by people that are genuinely concerned. That ministry
refuses to deal with the allegations by picking up the phone or writing emails to answer the questions
people have. Sometimes they may say they don't have time for that as they write a huge missive.

That ministry instead maintains that they will answer the questions in court after they sue the ones asking :
the questions. :

Which costs less? Answering the questions by phone or email? Or suing those who ask the questions and
then answering the questions in court?

Is that ministry therefore a good steward of our funds or not? Can we trust them with our funds if they ;
spend money so lavishly by suing people who ask questions rather than picking up the phone or writing an :
email, when their preferred method of answering questions is by suing others? :

"genuinely concerned?” WHAT? Genuinely concerned-sure-- that 3abn goes DOWN the tube Pickie. You can't
lie in a courtroom.

Pickle--I am shouting here so you will get it--are you listening?: 3ABN IS NOT USING YOUR DONATIONS OR
ANYONE ELSE'S IN THIS LAWSUIT. I've said this already so many times. Someone else is giving 3abn the
money they need to cover all expenses in this NEEDLESS lawsuit because some "people" think they know the

truth about 3abn.

3ABN is audited. Do you know anything about someone being audited? NO, they are NOT using donations for
this lawsuit. Oh and Pickle, your spin on things won't fly in court. You will be pinned to the floor and you
won't be able to squirm out of it.

Oh and you are not the victim here Pickle. You ASKED for it when you started posting your missives on the
save3abn NOT forum. So don't try your crybaby victim stuff here.

Posted by: mozart Mar 30 2007, 03:53 PM

"genuinely concerned?" WHAT? Genuinely concerned-sure-- that 3abn goes DOWN the tube Pickle. You
can't lie in a courtroom.

Pickle--I am shouting here so you will get it--are you listening?: 3ABN IS NOT USING YOUR DONATIONS
OR ANYONE ELSE'S IN THIS LAWSUIT. I've said this already so many times. Someone else is giving 3abn
the money they need to cover all expenses in this NEEDLESS lawsuit because some "people” think they
know the truth about 3abn.

3ABN is audited. Do you know anything about someone being audited? NO, they are NOT using donations
for this lawsuit. Oh and Pickie, your spin on things won't fly in court. You will be pinned to the floor and
you won't be able to squirm out of it.




Oh and you are not the victim here Pickle. You ASKED for it when you started posting your missives on the }
save3abn NOT forum. So don't try your crybaby victim stuff here,

vhat venom you have lee. God have mercy on you.

Posted by: Pickle Mar 30 2007, 04:21 PM

Lee,
I suppose you'll be in court too, and we can meet in person?

Really, I could care less whose money they are using, because it isn't the donor's money. It is God's
money. And I question the stewardship practices of any ministry that would use God's money in such an
irresponsible and senseless way as suing those who ask questions in an attempt to avoid answering
questionsl.

I remain genuinely concerned regarding the potential damage to the Seventh-day Adventist Church and
message that the scandals of Danny et. al. may cause, as well as for the stability and effectiveness of the
global ministry of 3ABN.

If you had come by here almost one year ago, you would have seen a billboard across from Wal-Mart
advertising TCTR. I did the work on that billboard, whatever work was left after downloading the artwork.
1 arranged for the purchase of that space. My time was gratis.

I think it was Doug Batchelor's series that was my first billboard. There were two of them, one across from
West Acres Mall in Fargo, and the other on a busy corner in Moorhead. 3ABN's logo and the local cable
channel appeared right there on the billboard along with our church's address.

It was my idea to advertise the cable channel in the newspaper, on the billboard, and in posters in order
to entice people to watch at home who were too afraid to come through the door of our church building.
The members here bought into the idea. I think it was a good one. And arranging for and laying out all the
advertising fell on my shoulders.

Doing all that meant two versions of ads at least, since where I live is a different cable TV company than
where our church is. Yes, I did different ads, and I think I ran ads throughout the series in my home town.
There is no church here. Just a local phone company that offers cable TV, with 3ABN as one of the basic

channels.

I registered a whole bunch of towns on A-Facts' website, advertising it as appearing on 3ABN on cable.
When A-Facts or whoever saw that, they got rid of all but the live sites. I called them and argued a bit,
but they just felt that live sites were better and that that was what they wanted to use the website for. Oh
well.

Lee, you need to find out a little where someone is coming from before you haul off and start hurling
accusations.

Posted by: lookin4truth Mar 30 2007, 04:42 PM

IQUOTE(Lee @ Mar 30 2007, 05:48 PM) [ |

3ABN IS NOT USING YOUR DONATIONS OR ANYONE ELSE'S IN THIS LAWSUIT. I've said this already so
imany times. Someone else is giving 3abn the money they need to cover all expenses in this NEEDLESS
{lawsuit because some "people” think they know the truth about 3abn.

3ABN is audited. Do you know anything about someone being audited? NO, they are NOT using donations
‘for this lawsuit, Oh and Pickle, your spin on things won't fly in court. You will be pinned to the floor and you
%won t be able to sqmrm out of lt



Lee,

I cannot recall, but I don't think I have posted anything to you before. If I have, I apologize for the lack of
memory.

I came home this afternoon, and logged in. I went through each post, and was kinda shocked at how many
times JUST TODAY you and Bystander have talked about the coming lawsuit. I almost said threatened
lawsuit, but I am trying not to escalate the tension.

I am not sure if I read it in Danny's messages or if I saw it on Danny's programs (Since I have not been
home long, I did not take the time to go back and try to find the info), but I am quite sure I heard Danny
(either in writing or video) say that he had been convicted by the Lord because he was trying to fight his
own battles.

He said that he confessed and repented, and was no longer going to fight, but would let the Lord fight for
him.

Why then does Danny's side keep saying (almost said threatening) these lawsuits?
Do you not care what the bible teaches about Christians taking other Christians before the law?

1Co 6:1-7

(1) Dare any of you, having a matter against another, go to law before the unjust, and not before the saints?
(2) Do ye not know that the saints shall judge the world? and if the world shall be judged by you, are ye
unworthy to judge the smallest matters?

(3) Know ye not that we shall judge angels? how much more things that pertain to this life?

(4) If then ye have judgments of things pertaining to this life, set them to judge who are least esteemed in
the church.

(5) I speak to your shame. Is it so, that there is not a wise man among you? no, not one that shall be abie
to judge between his brethren?

(6) But brother goeth to law with brother, and that before the unbelievers.

(7) Now therefore there is utterly a fault among you, because ye go to law one with another. Why do ye not
rather take wrong? why do ye not rather suffer yourselves to be defrauded?

Paul asked some questions here that each of us ought to ask ourselves.

1 have heard both sides say they have evidence. Most recently is the documentation for the accusations
against Gailon Joy. When proof of the documentation is requested, nothing is presented.

The name of the financial institute (Primus), the amount of the claim, etc., has been given. Why will no one
produce the actual document. Those involved have asked for it to be posted. Why won't Danny's side
produce it?

Linda has written a letter asking that proof be made public. Why would Danny's side choose to disregard the
command of the Lord, and continue to talk about lawsuits?

I am not asking of one side what I have not asked of the other. If you go back through my posts, you will
find where I requested that Linda take the route that Joseph took, while in prison in Egypt.

QUOTE(lookindtruth @ Mar 19 2007, 01:36 AM)

And for Linda, the story of Joseph keeps coming to mind. He was cast in to a pit, sold as a slave, accused
of rape, and thrown in prison. He tried to work it out on his own. By talking to the baker Joseph tried to
secure his own release. The Lord worked IN HIS TIME, and Joseph was elevated to a high position.

I would like to see Linda allow the Lord to work for her. If she makes the way, she will never be where
God could take her.




edited a spelling error

Posted by: Pickle Mar 30 2007, 04:59 PM

And lookin4truth, it is amazing to see that Danny has told Linda in writing that if she sues, she will lose
all credibility, and Adventists just won't stand for it. Something like that.

Now after writing that, I think multiple times, how can he and his crowd threaten to sue over and over
and over again? For years? And never actually do it? Until maybe now? Because they have no other
choice? Except maybe to say ... "I'm sorry. Will you forgive me?”

Posted by: Jnanai5 Mar 30 2007, 05:04 PM

NSNS

QUOTE(mozart @ Mar 30 2007, 03:28 PM) [

"i will speak for him"???

Exactly Mozart, I caught that too.

Posted by: lookin4truth Mar 31 2007, 11:15 PM

QUOTE(lookin4truth @ Mar 30 2007, 06:42 PM) [

Lee,

I cannot recall, but I don't think I have posted anything to you before. If I have, I apologize for the lack of
memory. :

I came home this afternoon, and logged in. I went through each post, and was kinda shocked at how
many times JUST TODAY you and Bystander have talked about the coming lawsuit. I almost said
threatened lawsuit, but I am trying not to escalate the tension.

I am not sure if I read it in Danny's messages or if I saw it on Danny's programs (Since I have not been
home long, 1 did not take the time to go back and try to find the info), but I am quite sure I heard Danny
(either in writing or video) say that he had been convicted by the Lord because he was trying to fight his
own battles.

He said that he confessed and repented, and was no longer going to fight, but would let the Lord fight for
him.

Why then does Danny's side keep saying (almost said threatening) these lawsuits?
Do you not care what the bible teaches about Christians taking other Christians before the law?

1Co 6:1-7

(1) Dare any of you, having a matter against another, go to law before the unjust, and not before the
saints?

(2) Do ye not know that the saints shall judge the world? and if the world shall be judged by you, are ye
unworthy to judge the smallest matters?

(3) Know ye not that we shall judge angels? how much more things that pertain to this life?

(4) If then ye have judgments of things pertaining to this life, set them to judge who are least esteemed



lin the church.

(S) I speak to your shame. Is it so, that there is not a wise man among you? no, not one that shall be able -
ito judge between his brethren? ;
(6) But brother goeth to law with brother, and that before the unbelievers.

(7) Now therefore there is utterly a fault among you, because ye go to law one with another. Why do ye
_not rather take wrong? why do ye not rather suffer yourselves to be defrauded?

Paul asked some questions here that each of us ought to ask ourselves.

I have heard both sides say they have evidence. Most recently is the documentation for the accusations
against Gailon Joy. When proof of the documentation is requested, nothing is presented.

he name of the financial institute (Primus), the amount of the claim, etc., has been given. Why will no one |
_produce the actual document. Those involved have asked for it to be posted. Why won't Danny's side
produce it?

Linda has written a letter asking that proof be made public. Why would Danny's side choose to disregard
the command of the Lord, and continue to talk about lawsuits?

1 am not asking of one side what I have not asked of the other. If you go back through my posts, you will
ifind where 1 requested that Linda take the route that Joseph took, while in prison in Egypt. '

edited a spelling error

ee,

‘ou posted an answer to another post I made today, on another thread, so I wanted to BUMP this post
orward, because I thought you may have missed it.

’lease respond.
AT

»s If you scan up a few posts, you will see the original, with the quote I took from you, and the quote about
oseph,

Posted by: LadyTenor Mar 31 2007, 11:44 PM

/QUOTE(Bystander @ Mar 29 2007, 11:48 PM) L]

1 will speak for him. The parties are ready, not to post but to testify.

&UOTE(Lee @ Mar 30 2007, 04:48 PM) []

"genuinely concerned?" WHAT? Genuinely concerned-sure-- that 3abn goes DOWN the tube Pickle. You
can't lie in a courtroom.

Pickle--1 am shouting here so you will get it--are you listening?: 3ABN IS NOT USING YOUR DONATIONS
OR ANYONE ELSE'S IN THIS LAWSUIT, I've said this already so many times. Someone else is giving 3abn
the money they need to cover all expenses in this NEEDLESS lawsuit because some "people” think they
know the truth about 3abn.

3ABN is audited. Do you know anything about someone being audited? NO, they are NOT using donations




“for this lawsuit. Oh and Pickle, your spin on things won't fly in court. You will be pinned to the floor and you |
on't be abie to squirm out of it. :

Oh and you are not the victim here Pickle. You ASKED for it when you started posting your missives on the :
_save3abn NOT forum. So don't try your crybaby victim stuff here.

o |

Ahat lawsuit is this?! I keep hearing that folks are filing lawsuits! Where is it? What
slaim is it based on? Do folks know the penalties for filing lawsuits based on frivilous
Jlaims?!

t's times like these that almost want me to pursue a legal career again!

(]

Posted by: fallible humanbeing Apr 1 2007, 12:34 AM

gQUOTE(LadvTenor @ Apr 1 2007, 01:44 AM) []

=
‘What lawsuit is this?! I keep hearing that folks are filing lawsuits! Where is it? What

laim is it based on? Do folks know the penalties for filing lawsuits based on frivilous
laims?!

It's times like these that almost want me to pursue a legal career again!
= |

ﬂ Well, Mr. Joy and Mr. Pickle will be looking for representation. Maybe you can offer them your assistance.
\s far as any suit is concerned, a little patience may be in order . . . but you won'’t be let down.

FHB

Posted by: Hawk Apr 1 2007, 01:12 AM

-

ﬁbfﬁ[eé @ Mar 30 2007, 04:48 PM) [ ]

)

ou will be pinned to the filoor and you won't be able to squirm out of it.

Oh and you are not the victim here Pickle. You ASKED for it when you started posting your missives on the
save3abn NOT forum. So don't try your crybaby victim stuff here. :

SRR



Lee, you represent 3ABN here on BSDA. Your words and what is behind them represent the ""Christianity
that 3ABN represents to the world. Wiil your Jesus, the one who 3ABN takes to the world, gloat about
pinning someone to the floor and spout vitriolic sarcasm and hatred to people who you claim are misled.
Perhaps your words, as a representative of 3ABN here, should be taken to the world as a warning of the true
nature of the "Jesus" you are trying to teach them about. That "Jesus" who you represent here would not be
someone I would care to meet in a dark alley, or anywhere else, Way to much hatred in that "Jesus.”

| QUOTE

Well, Mr. Joy and Mr. Pickle will be looking for representation. Maybe you can offer them your assistance.
As far as any suit is concerned, a little patience may be in order . . . but you won't be let down,

AN

- FHB

In terms of Christianity... "Well, Mr., Joy and Mr. Pickle will be looking for representation of Jesus. Maybe you
can offer them your assistance. As far as hell is concerned, a little patience may be in order . . . but you
won't be let down."

This the the 3ABN/Shelton love of Jesus. Sarcastic venom is the "Jesus" you represent.

Posted by: Fran Apr 1 2007, 03:41 AM

"genuinely concerned?” WHAT? Genuinely concerned-sure-- that 3abn goes DOWN the tube Pickle. You
- can't lie in a courtroom.

A

Lee;

Mr Pickle has stated many times he is not trying to destroy 3ABN! Maybe you could restate that sentence
more accurately to make that statement true? Right now it is not true.

You said, "You can't lie in a courtroom."”

Maybe a better statement would be, "It is against the law to tell a lie while under oath as a witness ,while
court is in session. IF caught, you will be charged with perjury. Or something along those lines. You are the
legal one. I am sure you could word that differently also, don't you?

The reason I say this is that I know for a fact that some people LIE on the witness stand when questioned.
They even lie to their LAWYERS! There are some people that lie even if there is no reason to lie.

However, pathological liars forget the lies they told yesterday and to whom they lied to. It makes it difficult
to keep their stories straight! I am also 99.9% sure you have recently read some examples of this type of
liar.

Posted by: Observer Apr 1 2007, 03:59 AM

QUOTE(Lee @ Mar 30 2007, 02:48 PM) [
P

ickle--I am shouting here so you will get it--are you listening?: 3ABN IS NOT USING YOUR DONATIONS
OR ANYONE ELSE'S IN THIS LAWSUIT. I've said this already so many times. Someone else is giving 3abn

§



_the money they need to cover all expenses in this NEEDLESS lawsuit because some "people" think they
now the truth about 3abn.

3ABN is audited. Do you know anything about someone being audited? NO, they are NOT using donations
for this lawsuit.

‘ou confuse me,

f the gift of the funds needed to prosecutethe lawsuit is not a donation what is it? As I understand IRS
‘egulations, dontaions may be gifts of money, as well as services, and more. If, as you say, that gift is to 3-
ABN, should not that gift be accounted for on 3-ABN books, and should not the donor be eligibe for a

‘heritiable deduction on the donor's tax return?

JOTE: I happen to believe that you are honest in what you say. But, I am confused. It deos not make sense
o me. So, I assume that I am wrong. Please clairfy my confusion.

“hank you,

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 10:12 AM

Lee,

Here's just one of the ads I did (with the artwork supplied by AFacts or Color Press) and placed in the
weekly paper in this dark county, an ad advertising 3ABN:




MARCH 4-2, 2005

LEARY REW PROPUETIC SYNBSLS REYEH! TAE FyTORY!
Watch on HTC CableTV
3ABN, Ch. 203
Fri-Sun, Tue-Wed at 6pm

Fri, Mar. 4: Frophecy's Final Countdown
Sat, Mar. 5: Revelation's Rapture

Sun, Mar. 6: The Dragon's Bag

Tur, Mar. 8: Blaod ani the Thione

Wed, Mar. 9: Isael's Tenple n Prophecy

e decom
il banind )

How many of these would you like to see?
Please share with us different things you've done to promote and support 3ABN in your local community.

Fallible, I think we'd all be interested in hearing of ways you've done that too.

Posted by: Noahswife Apr 1 2007, 10:51 AM

UOTE(Pickle @ Apr 1 2007, 12:12 PM) []
§ Fallible, I think we'd all be interested in hearing of ways you've done that too.
I think we would also be interested to hear what Fallible's church board said about inviting Linda to speak as

it surely has been enough time since he said he took it to them for them to have had a meeting and gotten
back to him.




Posted by: Clay Apr 1 2007, 11:30 AM

why are counties called "dark counties?" Only because we think that the adventist message hasn't been
there? Are we arrogant enough to think that because we haven't been there that God hasn't?

ok... sorry back on topic....

Posted by: LadyTenor Apr 1 2007, 11:39 AM

What lawsuit is this?! I keep hearing that folks are filing lawsuits! Where is it? What
claim is it based on? Do folks know the penalties for filing lawsuits based on frivilous
claims?!

It's times like these that almost want me to pursue a legal career again!

ElN

o | Well, Mr. Joy and Mr. Pickle will be looking for representation. Maybe you can offer them your

assistance. As far as any suit is concerned, a little patience may be in order . . . but you won't be let
down.

- FHB

I am not licensed in any state to offer representation, and I am not interested in
licensing myself at this time. I am, however, fully educated in the law and have the
degree. Please note my signature at the bottom of my posts.

Having said that, your post above still does not answer my questions.....

QUOTE(Clay @ Apr 1 2007, 01:30 PM) [

why are counties called "dark counties?” Only because we think that the adventist message hasn't been
there? Are we arrogant enough to think that because we haven't been there that God hasn't?

ok... sorry back on topic....

I, too, am wondering why some counties are called "dark", but I do not want to jump
to conclusions....

Posted by: YogusBearus Apr 1 2007, 11:54 AM

%QUOTE(CIay @ Apr 1 2007, 11:30 AM) [

| why are counties called "dark counties?" Only because we think that the adventist message hasn't been



here? Are we arrogant enough to think that because we haven't been there that God hasn't?

Vhat a great point! That is exactly the meaning I recall as a kid. We really were/are a arrogant bunch.

)n a side note, I do recall going out on many Saturday nights looking for those "dark" counties. We were
yretty sure they were having some serious fun in those counties and wanted to see for ourselves.

Yogi

Posted by: LadyTenor Apr 1 2007, 12:13 PM

UOTE(YogusBearus @ Apr 1 2007, 01:54 PM) [

On a side note, I do recall going out on many Saturday nights looking for those "dark" counties. We were
pretty sure they were having some serious fun in those counties and wanted to see for ourselves.

SN

:-Yog i

TS

S

Posted by: Panama_Pete Apr 1 2007, 12:16 PM

%QUOTE(fauibxe humanbeing @ Apr 1 2007, 01:34 AM) [ ]

Well, Mr. Joy and Mr. Pickle will be looking for representation. Maybe you can offer them your
;assistance. As far as any suit is concerned, a little patience may be in order . . . but you won't be

“hanks for the April 1st, April Fools Day, joke.
“his was the right day for it.

E roff

Posted by: Green Cochoa Apr 1 2007, 12:21 PM

%uors(cmy @ Apr 1 2007, 11:30 AM) [

hy are counties called "dark counties?" Only because we think that the adventist message hasn't been
ithere? Are we arrogant enough to think that because we haven't been there that God hasn't?



;ok‘.. sorry back on topic....

Clay,

think the best answer to that starts with why we talk about the "light of truth” and the "darkness of error or
gnorance."” Basically, it's a biblical principle. God is light (1 John 1:5).

aul was so sent, according to his own words: "Delivering thee from the people, and from the Gentiles, unto
vhom now I send thee, To open their eyes, and to turn them from darkness to light, and from the power of
satan unto God, that they may receive forgiveness of sins, and inheritance among them which are sanctified
yy faith that is in me." Acts 26:17-18

\nd Ellen White reiterated the concept:

iquore

SRS R

Let Christian Families Enter Dark Counties.--God calls for Christian families to go into communities that are
in darkness and error, and work wisely and perseveringly for the Master. To answer this call requires self-
sacrifice. While many are waiting to have every obstacle removed, souls are dying without hope and

ithout God in the world. Many, very many, for the sake of worldly advantage, for the sake of acquiring
scientific knowledge, will venture into pestilential regions and endure hardship and privation. Where are
?those who are willing to do this for the sake of telling others of the Saviour? Where are the men and
/women who will move into regions that are in need of the gospel, that they may point those in darkness to
he Redeemer? {AH 488.2} :
f families would locate in the dark places of the earth, places where the people are enshrouded in spiritual :
;g!oom, and let the light of Christ's life shine out through them, a great work might be accomplished. Let
“them begin their work in a quiet, unobtrusive way, not drawing on the funds of the conference until the

i

gmterest becomes S0 extensnve that they cannot manage it wrthout mnmstenal help {AH 489 1}

t is just such a light that we are all called to be, "you in your corner, I in mine.”
sreenie

:dit: I have seen just such "dark counties” on this earth, though some might better be termed "dark
yrovinces." There are STILL entire provinces in Thailand, for example, with zero Adventist presence (e.g. no
nembers, no church, no medical work, no school, no Christian radio or television coverage in the local
anguage, etc.). I have been in villages where no one would have heard about the Christian God before. They
:ertainly had not seen a real-live "foreigner" before--and they couldn't help staring.

Posted by: lookin4truth Apr 1 2007, 12:28 PM

UOTE(CIay @ Apr 1 2007, 12:30 M) []

‘why are counties called "dark counties?" Only because we think that the adventist message hasn't been
there? Are we arrogant enough to think that because we haven't been there that God hasn't?

R

ok sorry back on toplc

\nywhere Jesus is not welcome is a dark place. Most the time the location of darkness is in the heart of the
ine who will not see the light.



Luk 1:77-79

(77) To give knowledge of salvation unto his people by the remission of their sins,

(78) Through the tender mercy of our God; whereby the dayspring from on high hath visited us,

(79) To give light to them that sit in darkness and in the shadow of death, to guide our feet into the way of

peace.

2Pe 1:18-21

(18) And this voice which came from heaven we heard, when we were with him in the holy mount.

(19) We have also a more sure word of prophecy; whereunto ye do well that ye take heed, as unto a light
that shineth in a dark place, until the day dawn, and the day star arise in your hearts:

(20) Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the Scripture is of any private interpretation.

(21) For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were
moved by the Holy Ghost.

Col 1:12-13

(12) Giving thanks unto the Father, which hath made us meet to be partakers of the inheritance of the saints
in light:

(13) Who hath delivered us from the power of darkness, and hath translated us into the kingdom of his dear
Son:

I thank my God, He has delivered me from Darkness, and given me His Light. Now He wants us to take His
light to the DARK world.

Mat 5:14
(14)-Ye are the light of the world. A city that is set on a hill cannot be hid.

Posted by: mozart Apr 1 2007, 12:34 PM

Great replies people, but how'd we get on this topic?

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 12:57 PM

QUOTE(Clay @ Apr 1 2007, 11:30 AM)

why are counties called "dark counties?" Only because we think that the adventist message hasn't been
there? Are we arrogant enough to think that because we haven't been there that God hasn't?

ok... sorry back on topic....

One could look at it this way: God never commissioned us to achieve a nhumbers goal, but He did give us a
territory goal: Every nation, kindred, tongue, and people,

Further, in 9T 28, 29, it states that we are to raise up memorials in every city and village on the planet. And
as 7T 105 and other passages make clear, what that means is that we are to raise up church buildings,
school buildings, etc., physical structures that might be "humble in appearance” as memorials to the true
Sabbath.

So a dark county could be considered a county that does not yet have a lighthouse serving as a memorial to
the true Sabbath given by God in Eden. And without that sort of lighthouse, things aren't as bright as the
Lord would have them be.

Posted by: princessdi Apr 1 2007, 01:14 PM



LT According to Bystander, wwid, Lee, FHB, and Aletheia. Danny/3ABn are aupposed to be in the midst of
suing Gailon Joy, Pickle, Sister(even though they dont' know who she is), and pretty much anybody(if I
remember correctly they even threatened Kevin a time or two with civil action) who has had something
negative to say about Danny, and therefore 3ABN, here at BSDA.

This is why they are not free to divulge any of the mountains of evidence they "have" which disproves
and allegations here. So Lee wants us to tbe patient and rust her, bastion of turth that she is, that the
lawsuit is coming and eeeeeeverything will come out then. and people will pay for crossing Danny and

3ABN, etc., etc., etc........... Got it?

Save3aBN.com,and anyother internet site.

QUOTE(LadyTenor @ Mar 31 2007, 10:44 PM) [

ix

What lawsuit is this?! I keep hearing that folks are filing lawsuits! Where is it? What
claim is it based on? Do folks know the penalties for filing lawsuits based on frivilous
claims?! *

It's times like these that almost want me to pursue a legal career again!

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 01:23 PM

Don't forget when Task Force told Calvin that a lawsuit was coming his way too.

»

| QUOTE(task force @ Feb 2 2007, 11:50 AM) [_|

What a joke you are...Such PRIDE! It's oozing out of you! Now who's whinning? I will adhere to the "terms :
f service" when you do! '

And he ought to know, even if he doesn't. http://www.save3abn.com/danny-shelton-demise-of-marriage-
1.htm

Posted by: PeacefullyBewildered Apr 1 2007, 01:24 PM

QUOTE(mozart @ Apr 1 2007, 10:34 AM) [_]

oS bR N

Great replies people, but how'd we get on this topic?

Mozart,

Brother Clay brought it up and it is a good one,



Greenie,

I wonder if the Advent Message has brought any light into Thompsonville, in Franklin County, Illincis? If not,
how do you suppose that this community just outside the doors of 3abn would receive it?

Lee,

How close do you live to Thompsonville? How's that light shining these days?

Posted by: Clay Apr 1 2007, 04:08 PM

It is arrogant for us to think that just because people haven't heard of seventh day adventists that they
have not heard about Jesus.... in some of these so called "dark counties" there are baptists, methodists,
etc who love the Lord and are in relationship with him... to suggest that they must become adventist to
be "saved" is ummmm wrong........

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 04:48 PM

Of course you're right on that, Clay.

And if we had said that there were no Jews at the birth of Christ that were saved, that would be wrong
too. There were Jews that were in relationship with God too.

But that doesn't mean that God's will was not for those Jews to have more light shine on their pathway.

Likewise, God wants those of all faiths to know more about Jesus, to know about the special day Jesus
calls His day, to know about His soon, non-secret, catastrophic return, to know about His judgment now
going on in His sanctuary in heaven, to know about how Babylon has fallen and how all His people must

come out.

God has turned on special light in these last days for all His children to see, and He has commissioned a
special people to shine that light.

And that is no more arrogant than the fact that God placed a special people in Canaan around 1400 BC in
order to shine special light into the Gentile world, and prepare a people to accept Christ at His first
coming.

Posted by: Clay Apr 1 2007, 05:25 PM

Of course you're right on that, Clay.

And if we had said that there were no Jews at the birth of Christ that were saved, that wouid be wrong
too. There were Jews that were in relationship with God too.

But that doesn't mean that God's will was not for those Jews to have more light shine on their pathway.

Likewise, God wants those of all faiths to know more about Jesus, to know about the special day Jesus
calls His day, to know about His soon, non-secret, catastrophic return, to know about His judgment now
going on in His sanctuary in heaven, to know about how Babylon has fallen and how all His people must

come out.

God has turned on special light in these last days for all His children to see, and He has commissioned a
special people to shine that light.




nd that is no more arrogant than the fact that God placed a special people in Canaan around 1400 BC in .
order to shine special light into the Gentile world, and prepare a people to accept Christ at His first coming.

;abbath observance does not earn one brownie points and cannot save.... It is Jesus, and only Jesus.... not
esus + the sabbath or Jesus + diet.... even though as adventists we seems to make it seem that the
pluses" are important....

50d's light has remained the same.... It is Jesus, and only He who saves..... nothing more... nothing less....

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 05:49 PM

Of course, but saved from what? "Thou shalt call His name Jesus, for He shall save His people from their
sins." And what is sin? "By the law is the knowledge of sin." Thus there is something missing whenever
people aren't told that Jesus came to save them from their rebellious or ignorant refusal to abstain from
their own work on His holy day.

We've been called to preach the Full Gospel.

Posted by: Clay Apr 1 2007, 05:53 PM

QUOTE(Pickie @ Apr 1 2007, 06:49 PM) [ ]

of course, but saved from what? "Thou shalt call His name Jesus, for He shall save His people from their
sins.” And what is sin? "By the law is the knowledge of sin." Thus there is something missing whenever
people aren't told that Jesus came to save them from their rebellious or ignorant refusal to abstain from
‘their own work on His holy day.

%We‘ve been called to preach the Full Gospel.

dickle when the sda church shuts down the institutions it runs on sabbath, then we can talk about what
jospel is being preached...

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 06:03 PM

Good point.

But then that would be like asking all the Jews in Jesus’ day to first come into line.

We can't use the hypocrisy of others to justify our own negiect of duty.

I wrote one of our hospitals once a nice letter about how they were collecting parking fees on Friday night,
and you know what? They wrote me back and told me they had stopped that, that they had come up with

a new Sabbath paolicy, and they asked me to read it over and give them some feedback.

There are, of course, some things in a medical institution that can't be shut down on the Sabbath. And
there are some things that can be shut down.

Posted by: watchbird Apr 1 2007, 06:18 PM




Jesus + the sabbath or Jesus + diet.... even though as adventists we seems to make it seem that the
_"pluses” are important....

od's light has remained the same.... It is Jesus, and only He who saves..... nothing more... nothing
1€SS....

shouldn't this discussion be over in the theo section?

Posted by: Clay Apr 1 2007, 06:43 PM

UOTE(watchbird @ Apr 1 2007, 07:18 PM) [ ]

‘Shouldn't this discussion be over in the theo section?

here is one over there already I think..... since this thread has taken this tangent we are commenting.... if
rou have something that might bring us back around to the topic... then by all means... post it....

IQUOTE(Pickle @ Apr 1 2007, 07:03 PM) [

gGood point.

But then that would be like asking all the Jews in Jesus' day to first come into line.

We can't use the hypocrisy of others to justify our own neglect of duty.

1 wrote one of our hospitals once a nice letter about how they were collecting parking fees on Friday night,
and you know what? They wrote me back and told me they had stopped that, that they had come up with a |

new Sabbath policy, and they asked me to read it over and give them some feedback.

There are, of course, some things in a medical institution that can't be shut down on the Sabbath. And
gthere are some things that can be shut down.

“he church is hypocritical.... as I said, when sda colleges, academies and hospitals begin shutting down on
;:abbath, then we can discuss what gospel is being preached... how the church can go to court for those
idventists whose employers have asked them to work on sabbath or fired them because they haven't, yet
equire people to work on sabbath in adventist run institutions is beyond me...

Posted by: watchbird Apr 1 2007, 07:18 PM

%UOTE(Clay @ Apr 1 2007, 07:43 PM) [ |
|

just did... and it didn't.... 'taint my responsibility to keep on topic..... or make bridges from where ever back

o the topic....




Posted by: Clay Apr 1 2007, 07:21 PM

QUOTE(watchbird @ Apr 1 2007, 08:18 PM) [

PR

o

I just did... and it didn't.... 'taint my responsibility to keep on topic..... or make bridges from where ever

- back to the topic.... E]

PR

o~

e

B

oh... that's what that was... well, I am enjoying the tangent as it's my job to ensure discussion..... to
which i am deeply committed.....

I suspect someone will post something that relates to the 3abn board... but until then, this little distraction is
fine with me...

Posted by: Rosyroi Apr 1 2007, 07:24 PM

E TVsnack.
yes very enjoyable...

Posted by: Pickle Apr 1 2007, 07:26 PM

QUOTE(Clay @ Apr 1 2007, 06:43 PM) [

The church is hypocritical.... as I said, when sda colleges, academies and hospitals begin shutting down on
sabbath, then we can discuss what gospel is being preached... how the church can go to court for those
adventists whose employers have asked them to work on sabbath or fired them because they haven't, yet
require people to work on sabbath in adventist run institutions is beyond me...

If you give some specific exampies, I might know better how to comment.

But we can't stop preaching the truth about what God thinks about child molestation simply because the
head of 3ABN hasn't taken a firm stand on that one, can we? Never in the history of the planet has all of
God's people consistently living the truth been a prerequisite for some to preach the message God said must
be preached.

Otherwise, Noah and Elijah and John the Baptist never would have started.

Posted by: Green Cochoa Apr 1 2007, 07:28 PM

QUOTE(Clay @ Apr 1 2007, 04:08 PM) [

It is arrogant for us to think that just because people haven't heard of seventh day adventists that they
have not heard about Jesus.... in some of these so called "dark counties” there are baptists, methodists,
etc who love the Lord and are in relationship with him... to suggest that they must become adventist to be
"saved" is ummmm wrong........ ’

I'm sorry you felt I was being arrogant, Clay. That is not at all the case. Let me bold some key thoughts in
my prior statement, and then add a few additional comments for clarification.



