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Thonk you for your lotter of April 16, 1965. ‘hen I conaider how bugy
you aro and how unimportant T must be, I 4o appreciate your toking tioe to
write 2 80 mche I have read and ree=read your letter, prcyod much about what
you ooy, und lain awalce nights pondering the sorious implications of it all, I
have aloo oought ocounsal from frionds, here.

I stand ready to rotract enything I have said th:t h-nesty requires wuon
ovidence is forthcominge Just the other day for tho firct tioe I cade across
the followiny counscl for uinister: civen at 'dnneapoiiss

"!ou should not belisve any Qootrinc simnly looauso azother ocovs it is
truth, <ou should not balieve it becaune of Ildeor Saith, or Adder, dlcore, or
1dca van iorn, or -ldar Hackall ecys it is truth, tut bocanoo cod o vodco has
declarod it in (s living oraclics.” (M5 15, 1835, pe 126

Tou will coroo that I can undect nd "ldving orcelos” to inciude tio
writings of .1llon Ge vhite, and "doctrine™ to includcby implication iatarpret:iions
of Sova thwday Advontist history that bear on our undorstandiig of [ove Jsld=21,

Your lotter does not rrocent such evidence to uo, tut rather azscals to
tuo uotive of fear for oy own future. 7o rotract on tho ba:is of four witiout
inosnired evidonoo would hardly, I foel, bo the right tidar for ac to do. 48
far ap I &x swerc, tho Lord has nover azliod a ~aon t 3o such a thing. In fact,
8 om oxm wory well ruin his soul by ylolding to o pressure of fear and suxdoty,
and oreve:ly retyucting without ovidanco what Lo has Lold in good conocicnco.

I do not uish tc tace such & oourse in ordor to cscope any difficultles
I nqy have to faoe in fiture. If you will permit mo to soc tio evidence you
cnce offerad to lot » ace, I onnll be happy to retract what 4t roquires we to

retract, and apologise to tae br thron for wh:t I havo scaid. { coy t!.ig bogause
I pray for an honent hearte to confess truth regardless of cost to myself

Your letter sumxons 0 to tie tribunal of Cod for lemmt. I ceanot
rofuce & suxons, I aa a sinner, and I would approach in Jesus' naxe eonfenrcing
v wmorthinoss in comparison with you to offer the church e thoals in rogard to
the signifioconco of Sovanth=day Advontict history. DBut I would thore rmov .y
avrool that God calic cloar aid plain to ills welting &xd coufusoed people just
whot in tho roal truth rogarding our strange history. I Lave a clecar and
sottlod confidenco that lie will respond to th:t appoal, to the glory of :lio
DXV

Sincerely yours,

fe Jo Wiocland



Pe Se Roprarding our statecaonts ebout Briasacad:s As I Lave said previously,
I am not 2 followor of Briis.ead snd aa not conuected wit:: him in any way.
This I think I heve clear ovidauce for.

lowever you now iatroduce a new obscrv tion ia your sugzer-tion tiiat Brinocmead
is a follower of the ‘icleid=Chort uanuscrist. This is wore difficult for
ne to deny bocause I cannot cnonk for Brinsmead. Unly he could auswcr taat
aucation. It agy ve true, and it nay not be true.

Certainly our aanuscript ncke:s clear that we hcld that tihc clecasing of

the :..cvenly sanctuary (a work accompli-hed in heaven) roquires a coapleamcntary
work of cleansing the hcarts and =inds of God's seople i. preparction for the
sccond a’veat of Christe Thus we believed that the cleansiug of the sanctuary
is not confined to a ritual no-formed in heaven but also Lac vital paraliel
ethicul consequences for the clm:ch hore belows, Ue further said that the
doctrino of the clemnsing of the sanctuary is our unique denominational
contribution to the world, and in theplan of God is yet to becone ueeningzful
and promineat in thie closinz of he work as the thiryd angel's aessase is
heralded to the vorld with power. We felt thore 1s a closoc relation betwecu
¢ truc understanding of righteoucnecs Ly faith and the cleoaneing of tho

s -nctuery.

I do 20t imow to what cxtent Brinsmesd is indcbted to our ..zauscript for

his baszic concepts. Perhape none., But I hardly sco that your inforcnce that
I ca responsible for his activities can be wvalid. Our position explicitly

rcitoratod in our _anuseript is that cooporation with tie Ganeral Confereace
and the orgenized church is escential, and under God, is duty.

Tormive 2o if I avicar too frank, btut perhuaps if the Gecneral Confereace had
held a :ore objective attitude toward independent research during tiho past
two docades, the Dri:smcad aglitation might never have beon able to ascune
such sorious proportions as it seecms to have attained in sone cuarters.
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