Dear Mrs. Clerke: L Qﬁ

I was glad to have your letter of March 1lst, and to kxam

&
have your explanation for having felt we were “Adventists,* e

I surely hope there are no hard feellnge as a result of

our exchange of letters. I want you to know, Mrs, Clerke,
that I respect your views, even tho we may not agree wholely
upon certain points,

One thing, I am sure we are in complete accord in the one
great first truth, of salvation, I belleve, with you, that
we are saved, or jJustified, not by the law, but by the
atoning blood of Jesus Christ -= by grace., Really, 1t was
largelyg to exPlain that to you =- that I do bel’ ve that
== that I wrote you that letter,

Ry whole object and purpose was to explain to you our
belief, so you would not misjudge vs «= not to convince
you of our views. I only wrote 1t after 1t had come to
our attention from at least three or four different
sources that others had heard from you that we were
“Adventistas,” and were misjudging us -~ and only after
you had written me on the subject.

Whether deserved or not, Adventists are subject to much
prejudice., Others regard them with scorn, ridicule, and
to be regarded as one subjects one to some embarrasment,

I can understand and appreciate how you came to assume

we musy be Adventists. But don't you see, Mrs, Clerke,
that because we happen to hold similar viewe on certain
minor points, that fact no more makes us Adventiste than
1t makes you a Roman Catholic to believe as they do on
certain minor points of the same question? Some of the
pointe in your letter we have seen similarly expressed in
Roman Catholic literature, Yet you would not expect me to
conslder you a Roman Catholic. I am not judging Catholics,
nor Adventlsts, nor you nor anyone, But none of us like to
be known as Cathbdlice or Adventists when we are not,.

As I sald, my purpose was not at all to convince you of

our views on the SBabbath question, but to explain to you
what we belleve and why so that you would not confuse ue
with Adventists. If we agree with them on one or two minor
pointe, certainly we disagree with them on many others.

I do not expect you to agree with us, I respect your views

on the subject, and I believe you are sincere and honest

in believing as you 4o, We are sincere and honest in our
belief, too, 8o, since our MOTIVES are right, we should

not miejudge each other, should we == or have hard feelings«=
or anything but that love that Jesus told ue to have for

our ne-ighbgérs? ﬁaﬁtu; n;# mﬁ # E;mm‘“ ﬁr”‘“‘
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Points to heart, or let 1% cavee any feeling, or argument
If we could discuss some of these things, in the manner o}
an exchange of views <- not in a 8pirit of trying to force
our views upon one another -- in writing in this way, 1
think perhape we might beneflt mutually. :

Now I d?n't want to say this 1n a spirit of argument, and
you won t think I say it to try to force you to agree, will
you, 1f I simply explain briefly OUR view on a couple of
Pointes in your letter? The Bible says that in a multitude
of cousel there is safety «- to search the gceriptures -- ang
to PROVE ALL THINGS by them. To me, that means that we '
should be ready and willing to listen, to consider, to welgh
carefully, cautiously, yet open~minded, and willing to
accept what then appears to us to be truth, ready to

relect our own views when proved erroneous, but determined
to hold fast to that which 1s good,

In Acts 20: 0-8, I know 1t has been held by many that the
“BREAKING OF BREAD" WAE been acceptediby<ment-d6 indicates
that this was a meeting which could be held only upon the
day of the week which was belng observed as the Sabbath,
or Sunday as 1t i1s today observed., Bt in PROVING this by
searching the Scriptures, I was forced to decide other-
wise, in view of Acts 2; 4-6 -~ "“And they continuing
DAILY with one accord in the temple, and BREAKING BREAD
from house to house,"” which indicates that the "breaking
of bread" was a DAILY occurrance or ceremony, if indeed
it means anything further than eating a regular meal,

Yes, 1t 1s possible, tho to me not®more than probablit that
an unblased mind might get the meaning from I Cor. 16: 1-4
that 1t wae the custom to “lay by in store" on the first
day of the week because they were gathered together on that
day. The language 1s somewhat vague, and frankly, seems
capable of belng Interpreted just as readly one way asthe
other, to me., But my view is this: Since it does not
POSITIVELY mean they met together on that day - since
“lay by in store" may just as loglcally mean at home as

in church, we ASSUME 1f we dognatically claim elther
interpretation. And I personally camnot find justification
for scripturally keeping Sunday on that vague possible
assumption, Further, there is no proof that, even if the
meaning be that they gathered together, that it was for
rellglous observance,

“Now when Jesus was risen early the firet day of the week,"
might be assumed, at first glance, to say that Jesus actually
did rise on the first day of the week, But in reading the
WHOLE sentence, 1t appears to me to have a very different
meaning, The sentence continues “he appeared first to Mary
Magdalene, “Was risen” 1s past tense, Assuming that Jesus
dld rise the evening before, on the seventh day, he surely
HaBs REEEN the dey ftery op the firel day, e subjeat matier
the app -rumﬁﬂ-5£'[ggygtggggr;-mgmg‘nggaalena, and
"firet day of the week," h the obvious meaning of telling
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WHEN Jesus appeared
Place. The subject he:
obviously not to tell

when the resurrection took
wlect of this passage == is
f reaurrection, but to tell

of Jesus' appearing ‘! V:islalene. The Bible has been
punctuated only in co vely recent years by uninspired
human belngs, Put a c. ¢ the word risen, "Early the
first day of the week a a4 first to Mary Magdalene.'
The sense of the paac to mes “"when Jesus was risen,
or had rlisen, He appear this first day of the week to
Mary Magdalene,” And lLicre .galin, since this interpretation
1 surely just as logic.l - any unblased mind as the other,
I cannot ASSUME agn in. . atlon which makes Jesus Christ
out a liar when He sa!. Inltely and speciflcally, that
He -would'be IN THE TOii tl. .o days and three nights, or

72 hoursg, If I have © Lernreted THREE DAYS AND THREE
NIGHTS into 72 hours, tiicn have newer seen 1t interpreted

in any other way. I know ull well that more than
nine-tenths of the minlstc ‘v of the Gospel would not agree
with me, so I must surcly -rant you the privilage to dls=
agree, But how can I belleve otnerwise, for myself? Te

me it 1s simply so plaln that 1t seems hard to realize that
anyone could see 1t otherw!se, If you stlill think I am
wrong on the point of the lesurrection, I will appreciate
your comment -= because wiit I want 1s not MY OPINION, but
the whole truth as God would have me see 1t., Whenever my
opinlon is wrong or false. I want to find 1t out and change
1t. The day of the Recurresction may not be of any speclal
importance, except, to me, 1t robs Sunday of its last
excuse and justification. Frankly, I should like to be
aple to see that 1t was Goil'g will for me to keep Sunday,
It certainly would be much egsler, But because I would
rather keep Sunday, or rather because 1t would be easier,

I cannot do 1t if I feel some other day 1s more pleasing
to God. If I have changed my views somewhat on the ques-
tion, 1t 18 because I have seen, and been willing to accept,
new and additional 1light, regardless of personal desires.

I will change my views jusft as often as I become convinced
the Lord wkuld have me change them,

I cannot help but feel that all the truth nas not yet come
to 1ight on the Sabbath question, I do not belleve the Adw
ventists have all the light, or all the true light, on 1t,
by any means, 84 you won t condemn me, will you Mrs, Clerke,
because I am honestly seeking the 1light, ~« because I truly
AM doing Just what you suggested == “prayerfully and humbly
reading God'g Word, trusting the Holy Spirit to guide us
‘into ALL truth'™, -- trying to PROVE ALL THINGS by the
Scriptures themselves? ~ If I were imbibing other people's
ideas on these subjects, then you would expeoct me to agree
with the majority of other people, would you not? == at least
with the Adventists, 1f not with the majorityr But when

I find other peﬁegi_tts opinions going one way, and the mean=
ing the Holy opirit leads me to r eceive from the Scriptures
going another way, and I take the path of the Boriptures as
the Holy Spirit has lead me to sse 1t == a path practlcally
NONE of the other people agree with == than am I imbihine
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