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Objections to Dave Hunt & The Berean Call 

Background: Obviously influenced by Dale Ratzlaff, a former Seventh-day Adventist, the 
lead article, “God’s Word: Our Guard and Guide,” in Dave Hunt’s paper, The Berean Call 
(March 1997) is an attempt to discredit certain false prophets, teachers, denominations, and 
doctrines. Among names like Moon, Armstrong, Mormonism, Jehovah’s Witnesses, 
Copeland, and Hinn, he includes William Miller and Ellen G. White. Employing such terms 
as “heresies,” “wrong doctrines,” and “unbiblical doctrines,” Hunt is unsparing in his 
criticism. The only problem is that he is dead wrong on every count. This sets off alarm bells 
among loyal Adventists. 
On March 26, 1997, having read Hunt’s article, the first elder of my church at that time 
suggested that the responsible thing to do was to have “some SDA representative . . . take up 
this challenge” and produce a carefully reasoned direct response to Hunt. Our elder’s 
suggestion was mailed to several key people. Those key people consisted of the president of 
the General Conference, the secretary of the General Conference Ministerial Association, 
Ministry magazine editor, North American Division president and secretary, Lake Union 
Conference president and secretary, Michigan Conference Ministerial Department director, 
Michigan Conference president and secretary, a popular scholar/seminar speaker, 
ADVENTISTS AFFIRM editor, Adventist Today editor, and Adventist Review editor. We have 
all their names but for privacy prefer not to identify them here. 
On April 4, 1997, I decided to take up the challenge by composing a letter to Hunt, detailing 
all the areas of objection. Our first elder mailed it on April 7. 
On April 15, in a Michigan Conference Mailgram addressed to “Michigan Administrative 
Committees, Elders, Pastors, and Teachers,” Hunt’s original article is duplicated, followed by 
my letter of reply. At this point, it became clear that the message had gotten through to many 
of those key addressees. We here quote from two of the responses to our elder’s challenge. 
On April 21, the secretary of the Lake Union Conference wrote: “I . . . appreciate immensely 
the point by point response to [Hunt’s] article by Jerry Stevens. I think that Jerry Stevens’ 
response was done very well. . . .” 
On April 23, the director of the Biblical Research Institute responded to the same letter as 
forwarded to him by the president of the General Conference. The letter concludes: “Thanks 
for sharing your information and the copy of Brother Stevens’ response. It is of a high quality 
that lends credence to our message.” 
Now that we have provided some important background facts, we reproduce Hunt’s original 
article and my letter protesting his handling of the matter in their proper context. 
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April 4, 1997 

Dave Hunt 
The Berean Call 
P.O. Box 7019 
Bend, OR 97708 

My Dear Brother in Christ: 
A friend passed me a copy of the March 1997 issue of The Berean Call, featuring your 
article, “God’s Word: Our Guard and Guide.” I am unsure of your credentials but assume 
that you are an ordained minister. I write you as a concerned layman and Seventh-day 
Adventist Christian. 
You are not the first to label SDA’s as cultic, nor will you be the last. You are in serious 
error, however, with regard to each and every premise by which you judge SDA teachings to 
be either cultic or erroneous. I believe you owe it to your readers to give them unvarnished 
truth. The very name you adopted for your paper implies the sort of scholarship and integrity 
that marked the noble Bereans of the Apostolic era: They “received the Word with all 
readiness of mind, and searched the Scriptures daily, whether those things were so” (Acts 
17:11). Paul contrasts them with the Thessalonians, who were not of similar honest-hearted 
persuasion. 
Your article exudes the aura of a swashbuckling crusader, vanquishing one cult after another: 
the Unification Church, the TM movement, the WCG, the Black Muslims, the LDS 
(Mormons), JW’s. Your sword still dripping with blood, you gleefully essay to dispose of 
what you view as the epitome of all false prophets, the SDA’s, fully expecting to eliminate 
this hated sect in the same fell swoop. But alas! the rapier’s edge has become blunted through 
much use, and the accuser is instead found to be tilting at a windmill. Read on. 
1. Let us begin with your first objection (and your gasp of mock horror is palpable), that of 

Ellen White’s allusion to man’s entitlement (there, I too have said it!) to the benefits of 
Christ’s atoning sacrifice as set forth in Great Controversy, p. 480. The very next lines, 
which you leave unquoted read thus: “In the typical service only those who had come 
before God with confession and repentance, and whose sins, through the blood of the sin 
offering, were transferred to the sanctuary, had a part in the service of the Day of 
Atonement. So in the great day of final atonement and investigative judgment the only 
cases considered are those of the professed people of God.” As of old, refusal to confess 
and repent of one’s sins excludes that person from the camp of God: one’s entitlement  
can be despised and thus lost, similar to Esau’s cavalier but inexcusable squandering  
away of his birthright. No, there is no taint of “salvation by works” in EGW’s Biblically 
sound message; acceptance of Christ’s atonement is an act either of pure faith or of  
abject faithlessness. 

2. Your bracketed allusion to EGW’s use of “works” is unjustified and misleading, for she 
does not here use that term—you supply it. The overarching context, however, beginning 
at p. 482 of Great Controversy, happens to make it quite evident that she affirms the
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Biblical teaching of man being accountable to God for the works done in this life. She 
quotes Eccl. 12:13, 14 and James 2:12. Objections such as yours, taken out of context, 
lack the Berean nobility of truth-seeking. At a minimum, the entire chapter, “Facing  
Life’s Record,” should be read before proceeding to any conclusions. 

3. Great Controversy, p. 483. Same chapter, but once again a portion of the paragraph is 
omitted. The sentence begins, as you cite: “When any have sins remaining upon the  
books of record, unrepented of and unforgiven, their names will be blotted out of the  
book of life [let us proceed to complete this passage, ignoring your telltale ellipsis:], and 
the record of their good deeds will be erased from the book of God’s remembrance.” 
EGW supports this teaching by quoting Scripture (Ex. 32:33 and Ezek. 18:24).  
Ironically, this completion of your truncated citation explodes your earlier objection at 
point 2, above! 

4. Testimonies, vol. 3, p. 530. Once more, the convenient ellipses omit key words that  
reveal a much broader context. Here is the corrected citation: “Each of you needs to be 
[we here supply the elided portion and replace your bracketed insertion] awake and face 
square about to get out of the cart rut of selfishness. Improve the short, probationary time 
given you by working with your might to redeem the failures of your past life. God has 
placed you in a world of suffering to prove you, to see if you will be found worthy of the 
gift of eternal life.” Notice the use of the word gift here? Does this sound like works-trip 
mentality? Set in its proper context, this testimony bares the sin of man neglecting his 
fellow man, and is titled “Man’s Duty to His Fellow Men,” beginning on p. 527. In 
asserting that EGW supposedly advocated salvation by works, would Brother Hunt go so 
far as to condone a Corban-like Pharisaical neglect of filial love and duty? Such an 
attitude contravenes common sense, Biblical teaching, and also one of Christ’s major 
missions: to set God’s teachings in a balanced light. He said, “Ye do err, not knowing the 
Scriptures.” Mt. 22:29. 

5. Spirit of Prophecy, vol. IV, p. 266. Again, the context of the quotation has been wrested  
to support a contrived point. It is clear that a major function of the atonement, anciently 
and modernly, is to determine who “are entitled to the benefits of the atonement” because 
of “repentance of sin and faith in Christ.” The heresy, if any be discovered, turns upon  
the false accuser, who blatantly perverts the beautiful Biblical truths here so clearly 
expounded. 

6. Early Writings, p. 234. Permit me to quote you verbatim: “EGW declared that ‘Ministers 
who would not accept this saving message’ were hindering God’s work and ‘The blood  
of souls is upon them.’” This objection is glaringly heinous, for even a casual reading of  
this chapter, “The First Angel’s Message,” reveals the fact that EGW here treats of another 
topic altogether from that to which you stridently object. Her comments pertain  
to the first angel’s pronouncement as expounded in Scripture (Rev. 14:6, 7), a passage 
dealing with apocalyptic events, not the “investigative judgment” teaching you so 
vehemently oppose. 

7. Your objection to EGW’s prophecy that “Old Jerusalem never would be built up” (Early 
Writings, p. 75) contradicts a fact well attested by history, for the Old Jerusalem that  
Jesus knew was destroyed, as He predicted, in A.D. 70. But again, the context makes 
evident the real thrust of her comment. Far from being an isolated prediction, merely, of 
coming world events, she here addresses a then contemporary issue wherein certain 
misguided church members carelessly allowed themselves to become distracted from 



3 

gathering in nearby precious souls, instead courting infatuation with “the great error of 
believing that it is their duty to go to Old Jerusalem.” Reading through to p. 76 as well as 
the Appendix note on p. 300 makes it clear that EGW was justifiably concerned. Another 
writer commented on this very issue in the Oct. 7, 1851 edition of The Review and  
Herald. 

8. You claim EGW prophesied “that she would be alive at the Rapture”—might you be 
implying that she taught the doctrine of a “secret rapture”? If so, this is total heresy, but it 
is yours, not hers! Read her words for yourself (Advent Review and Sabbath Herald, July 
31, 1888): “Well may the children of God be filled with hope and courage, with joy and 
rapture, as they contemplate the things which God has prepared for them that love him.” 
Just past this sentence comes the “then we which are alive and remain” affirmation of 
Paul’s oft-quoted 1 Thess. 4:17 lines. The elevated emotion connoted by joyous, even 
rapturous expectation, in no way bears relationship with the Biblically untenable notion  
of a “secret rapture.” What thinking reader possibly could be hoodwinked by such an 
obvious gross distortion of a commonly accepted dictionary definition? 

9. Testimonies, vol. 9, p. 205. You claim EGW prophesied “that Christ would return before 
slavery was abolished.” Here is what she really wrote: “Some act as if slavery had never 
been abolished.” Ever sympathetic toward downtrodden Blacks, she confronted certain 
strongly prejudiced Whites in her church in a pointed chapter titled “Proclaiming the  
Truth Where There Is Race Antagonism,” beginning on p. 204. Written in 1908, some 43 
years after the abolition of slavery, this testimony connotes something vastly different 
from your offhanded implication that she wrote of Christ returning before the abolition of 
slavery! 

10. Testimonies, vol. 1, p. 132. You claim EGW prophesied “that Adventists living in 1856 
would be alive at the Rapture.” Beginning at p. 131, we learn that the context of this 
chapter titled “Conformity to the World” pertains to a Michigan Conference held in 
November 1855 in Battle Creek. (As a sidelight of history, Battle Creek was then the 
generally acknowledged center of “Adventism,” but a denomination to be known as the 
Seventh-day Adventist Church would not be born there for another 8 years, and so there 
was no denomination in existence just yet.) The context: In vision, an angel informs  
EGW that of those present, “Some [would be] food for worms, some subjects of the  
seven last plagues, some will be alive and remain upon the earth to be translated at the 
coming of Jesus.” As any serious student of the inspired Word knows, expectancy does 
not necessarily equate with fulfillment, for the reason that much of prophecy is 
conditioned upon man’s obedience. Examples in Scripture abound. To sum them up in a 
few words, let us merely remind our brother of the generally accepted term 
dispensationalism. The final rejection by the Jews, not only of Jesus, but also of His 
servant Stephen—the former consummated by a crucifixion and the latter by a stoning—
amply demonstrates the utter refusal of the Jewish nation to abide by the terms of the first 
covenant, and the consequent offering by God of a new covenant to believing Christians 
(“Abraham’s seed, and heirs according to the promise”). Galatians 3:26–29 eloquently 
addresses the rationale for this change. 

11. Seventh-day Adventists Believe . . . : A Biblical Exposition of 27 Fundamental Doctrines, 
p. 216. You artfully delete the final sentence, a fact which forcibly unmasks your false 
assertions of Adventism and your own subtle meanspiritedness. In a pathetic attempt to 
imply that EGW’s “writings are revered like Scripture,” you provide only that portion of 
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the quote supporting your contention. That last omitted sentence changes everything and 
removes all doubt that your intentions could be honorable. Here it is: “They [EGW’s 
writings] also make clear that the Bible [emphasis mine] is the standard by which all 
teaching and experience must be tested.” This has ever been the position of the SDA 
Church. It is not questioned that some have misused her writings, but that is a side issue 
involving misguided or overzealous individuals, not a denomination-wide practice or 
teaching. 

But the coup de grâce of all omissions is your failure to produce a list of references to 
corroborate your footnotes. As it so happens, this presented no problem to me personally, a 
CD-ROM of the voluminous corpus of EGW’s works coming to the rescue. But your 
omission must have left very many unsuspecting Bereans a bit bewildered. It is no easy task 
to check “whether those things are so,” when the honest searcher is deprived of both chart 
and compass. Would you make Thessalonians of Bereans? We sorrowfully shake our head. 
Perhaps you depended upon the “scholarship” of ex-Adventist Dale Ratzlaff or someone else, 
and that is the reason for many of your article’s most flagrant errors. If so, you are the more 
culpable for passing off poorly documented, slanted rhetoric, instead of first verifying 
whether they offer plain fact. Such unscholarly practice is a shame to all Christendom, a 
blight upon Christ’s very name. 
My brother, how will you stand in the great Day of Assizes, when God asks how you handled 
the truth He so graciously shed upon your pathway? Will you then try to justify the artful use 
of ellipses, the missing sentences, and the distorted, truncated contexts and innuendos which 
condemn you instead of “proving” your preconceptions and misrepresentations? Do such 
methods honor Christ? Jesus once rebuked some truly false shepherds: “If ye were blind, ye 
should have no sin: but now ye say, We see; therefore your sin remaineth.” John 9:41. 
My sincere prayer is that you will stop right where you are: turn square about, lest the blood 
of souls be upon you. Doubtlessly, you assumed that none would question your charges, as 
many readers reside their trust in what they deem their enlightened spiritual leader. But a 
shepherd is accountable for his sheep: which way have you led your flock? God asks, 
“Where is the flock that was given thee, thy beautiful flock?” Jer. 13:20. 
You do not know me from Adam, nor could you know that I happen to have read, still 
possess, and study all of the books you cite. I cherish the hope that you either will publish 
this letter in your next issue, or print a complete retraction. You are treading on razor-thin ice 
and are trifling with a God Who loves, oh yes, but Whose recording angels also keep 
meticulous accounts. I do not envy you for a moment. Please, I beg of you, make things right 
at your earliest opportunity. 
In Christian love, 

Jerry Stevens 
(Address intentionally withheld) 


