


There are some Bible verses
and quotations that people
love to take out of context
becausehey supporttheir
cherishedbeliefs.For instance,
our Sunday keeping friends
love to guotel Corinthians
16:2 when discussing Sunday
worship. They will ignore the
abundance otvidence to the
contrary and focus on this text
a alLINRZ2Te 27T
practice. There are other such
examplesas well.
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body, and to be present withthe 2 NR®¢ t | & ( 3
other denominations love to quote this verse at funerals,
FaadaNAy3 GKS f20SR 2y Sa i
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verses that clearly teach that the dead are not consciou:



Could it be that many have
done the same thing with the
Spirit of Prophecy A

sentence here and thens
lifted out of context which
substantiatesan erroneous
belief andpractice. Thus, they
are abletod LINR 0S¢ (GKSANJ
position




One ofthe statements that is
often twisted readsike this
Spalding and Magan's
a C 2 fthe Bugtoms in dress so :
far as they conform to health INPUBLISE#H
principles. Let our sisters dress 3
plainly, as many do, having the
dress of good, durable material,
appropriate for this age and

let not the dress guestion fill
the mindd €

((/z'z: 9' (/f//{:é*

(Found 9 times in Ev 273, LDE 88, CG 414, ML
145, 3SM 242, 254, SHM 443, 5MR 404, SpM 91.,
Letter 1897)



It appears that the original statement was
written by Ellen White in 1897 In a letter fo H.
Haughey.

It IS very important for us to
understand the meaning of this
statement, because two vastly
differing views can arise by a
different interpretation. We
cannot afford to take this out of
context and twist it to fit our
preference.
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been Interpreted to meamvear whatever is approved
and accepted by society #ie current time, as long as
AU aSSYa al LILINPLINRALF GS ¢
age we are In right now.

A

Thus, Ellen White seems to be
telling us that it is important

to fit in with what the rest of
society Is currently doing, so
S Oly UKNRg |
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given previously.
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The final conclusion for
many Seventiday

| RSy uAalu ¢2
iIn with the crowd, and wea
whatever you want becaus
D2R R2SayQi
whatyoug S| NJ | y &

Thus, it is left with each
person to decide what is
modest and appropriate,
and as fashions change, s«
should we, they say, to kee
up with the current styles.




If this Is really what Ellen White is saying, we have a
serious problem. During the 50 years prior to that
statement, she wrote extensively on dress, and some of
her counsel is very specific and detailed.
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Did she, with just a few
words, erase all the
prior counsel on dress
which God had given
to His people through
her prophetic ministry?
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Or could the problem actually be that many have
seriously misunderstood this and a few other statement

Remember our Sundakeeping friends, how they use jus
a text or two to erase all that God said previously
regarding the Sabbath. What a tragedy it would be if we
fell into the same trap, and miss an important truth Goo
has entrusted to us as a people!




The letter in which this phase and

several others which are often

misguoted by those who oppose e
dress reform really should be reac =~ = =«
in its entire context. It can be |
found in the Spaulding Magan
collection, pages 992. A
thoughtful reading of this entire
letter would clear up many
misconceptions. Portions of this
letter have been placed in several
compilations, and great
misunderstanding has been the
result.




In order to be diligent students

of inspiration, we need to take a
closer look at the setting In

which she wrote this statement.
The big question is, when Ellen =
2 KAUS GNROGS 4l
UKAAa | 3Sé€ RAR
GUKAA | 3Se 02
1897, when she wrote it, or did
she mean whenever you happet.
to be living?




G ¢ KA &of 1B94 Was quite possibly the only time in
recent history in which society, as a whole, came the
Of 2asait 02 F2tt26Ay3a D2RC
majority of women were in harmony witimany aspects

of D2 RQA&a & U Istylesof MdrtimeswdteSyenerally
healthful, modest, feminine, neaand tidy.



ThereforeD2 R Qag
peoplefound the |
. current fashion of
i KA &897,3S
appropriatein
many respects. We ;
- will take a look at k"
all the areasin SRS ~ 2 0 5%
which the majority ¢ S N gBa8 | WP N -
of the women of W JaEs <Y .
that era followed
D2RQ&a LINA
dress.
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SDA Church members in Wrsconsrn 1897 ‘



Not all, butthe majority of womenin 1897

A Always worea long full skirt at approximately ankle length.

A Always wore loosditting long sleeveskeeping the arms
covered to thewrists, or at least to the elbows.

A Always wore @overing on their lower limbskeeping their
ankles and legs covered.

A Always wore theinecklinesclose to their collar bone.

A Never woresheer material oseductive clothing

A Always wore durablésubstantial] material thatid not
seductively reveahe form, such as stretchy material does.

A Always wordow-heeledshoes

A Did not wear makeip or painttheir nails or cut their hair
very short,



tKS Bl aA0 0Bl 2T RNBaa
-standard, all the way from Bible times: Full, ankle length
- sklrt modest fit, covered Ilmbs hlgh necklme etc: -




Many prideful and unhealthful
elements, such as hoop skirts,
bustles, dragging, heavy skirts,
and corsets, which Ellen White
nad spoken strongly against in
prior years, were no longer the
orevailing fashion in 1897. So,
she encouraged the sisters to
dress according to the fashions
2F adUKAA | 3S¢
were in harmony with godly
principles, which encompassed
all the principles she had
carefully explained previously.




But did the majority of the ladies In
societyin 1897 pleas&od by their
dress? NO!

Becausdhe majority of women wore
unnecessary trimmingsnd
decorations whlchvvere contraryto |
D2RQ& aul yRI NR -
Therefore, there was a wide contrast
between the appearancef the
women of the worldand agodly
Seventhday Adventist womaim

those days




| ook at these outlandish hats! While some of the dresses
have been acceptable, these hats were vain and prideful.
3

A\

l'l‘ﬂi}
‘ "“l\\\‘



Gd & o dazinip &E feddeskz@drnaments
expressly forbidden in the word @od. . . Wesee ladies
professing godliness wear elegant gold chains, necklace:
rings, and other jewelry, with a profusion of feathers and
187




Notice the elaborate trimming on these dresses. God
had admonished His people through Ellen White to
dress with simplicity, not with superfluous lace,
embroidery and decorations.

a lisievident that £
fashionable ladies
are losing the
conscioushess ¢
that true beauty S8
of dress consists &
in its simplicity, @&
rather than in
ruffles, flounces, &
puffs, tucks, and Sk
elaborate 7
embroiden® R, ‘;f
March 1, 1874 = HR
par. 1}




While a few women in society still did
wear corsets and draggirskirts,and
others wore lowcut tops,short sleeves,
and high heels, it was more common
and perfectlystylishin 1987 to NOT
wearthesethings.

TheMAJORITM society weran
KINY¥2ye gAuK D2RQa
regarding the basic silhouette of the
dress.




But, the majority were
NOT in harmony with
D2RQa&a Y2NJf
dress. They were way
too extravagant and
prideful in their dress.

This is why Ellen White
addressed the issue of
extravagance in dress in
such a strong way.




Manywomen in worldly society |r‘
1897 woregjewelry along with
their extravagantrimmings,
decorations, fancy hats,
Impractical shoes, elaborate 2.
hairstyles, and various other way w4 |
of adorning themselves. The
majority of women looked
worldly. A conscientious, godly
woman stood in contrast to a
worldly woman.




oo 8008 93 o
we started with at the
beginning of this presentatlon
which was written in 1897.
There were several points that
were addressed, but the main
one was whether the SDA
reform dress should be
promoted or not.

- Ellen White in the SDA
Reform Dress 18671872



It begins by addressing the
csubjectof again resuming the
reform R NB ahisdvas the dress
advocated by Ellen White from
1867, but was laid aside in 1881
because of the refusal of the
sisters to uniformly adopt this
style. & ¢ KuBden of advocating
the reform dress was removed
because that which was given as
a blessing was turned into a
curseb ¢




The purpose of the letter under discussion is to clarify
D2ZRQa RSaANB T2NJ I Aa RI dz3
Seventhday Adventist reform dress. This dress had bee
scorned and rejected by the majority of Seveuldy
Adventist sisters, even though God had given clear cou
that this dress would have been a tremendous blessing
setting them apart in a similar way the ribbon of blue se
apart the children of Israel. |

TheSDA reform dress, a stydéa mid
calflength dress with pants underneath
became very objectionable to the
g2YSY AY UKS OKdzNI /
202SOUA2YIl 0t S¢ aUE,/
acceptable for the sisters. '




Understanding this setting K \ipEf &
helps us to understand the A i
inspired counsel in the B
Spirit of Prophecy Pl
regardlng dress. In 1897, |
UKS af Sa 202S0¢(
dress was a little Ionger
than the reform dress and
did not include the visible
pants that were part of the
reform dress.




That Is why Ellen White -
g NB U S Yis dohéesd NJ "
now for any special
alteration in our dresslhe
plain, simple style of dress
now worn, made in the
most healthful way,
demands no hoops and no
long trails, and is
presentabld: y @ 6 KS N
{SpM 90.4}




She then clarified a statement st f;
had made eatrlier describing an @ =
acceptable style of dress (4T 64
Apparently some thought she w
advocating a precise pattern, sinf
the SDA reform dress had been
specific configuration. She
explained that now, there was n
exact style, but many variations
iKAa afSaa 208
O2dzf R 0S NabeS LJ
precise style has been given me
as the exact rule to guide in thel
dresse {SpM 91.2}




D2 RO thé maleli
;-g--_sensrble style of dress now
being adopteddoes not

~ features. The fashionable
~ part[the superfluous lace,
~_ribbons, decorations, etc]
"maybe discarded, and
~ should be by all who erI

~ read the Word of Go@a

VAgarn she explarned thrs -
_style that was approved by

embrace the objectronable

_-{Spl\/l 91 1}




The whole point of this
letter under discussion is to
¥YE1 S Al Of Sk N
people were NOT to go
back to wearing the SDA
reform dress. God had
taken it away from them.
They were not to try to

Insist that people wear It.
The time for promoting the
SDA reform dress was
OVER.

» e

SDA reform dress wasl® inches from
floor with pantsunderneath e



Ellen White made it crystal
clear that those who were
trying to make an issue of
pushing the specific reform
dress pattern were not being
led by God. Their zeal was
misguided. This was not the
test for that time 1897, to
push the defunct SDA reform
dress on the sisters. This Is the
whole point of this letter!

SDA Reform Dress



_Ellen White meant when

0 when modest and healthful

bog g0t t Goyl
she wrote about the sisters
wearing a dress that was ,
G LILINPArIN® | G S

ageé 9 { SILJJéB}’ |
The age was around 1897,

dres_ses were popular.



& [ &uiisisters dress plainly,
as many do, having the dress = o |
of good, durable material, %%

appropriate for this age . ¥
(1897)and let not the dress /.o %
guestion fill the mind. Our [~
sisters should dress with F;
simplicity. They should clotheg
themselves in modest apparei

with shamefacedness and ¥4
sobriety. Give to the world a §
living illustration of the inwarge
adorning of the grace dbodd ¢

{SpM91.3}
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that should not fill the mind? |
CKIG GSNN 4ARN

was generally used to refer t 'T e
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in secular society, which had =i
Introduced bloomers inthe = =
My pnQasx GKS |
] 2a0dzYS Ay (K
more recently the bicycle

Oz2zaudzys Ay UK |
A
%|‘,,?:'ly N\ |
A \

Articles in secular literature
referred to this topic as the =
GRNBaa |jdzSauaAa

familiar term at that time.

OUR ANTIST'S SEETCHES AT THE DRESS REFORM CONVENTION AT VINELASD, X X



For example, here is an article from the
BrooklynDaily Eagle’The Dress
Question” (June 14, 18p@hich talks
about the issues surrounding the bloom
costume and The American Costume.

| YSE AL . f 22YSNddpaNE
In the discussion of thdress questionit
seemed proper that $houldpractice as |
LINBI OKS R ®¢
http://www.cbpl.lib.ia.us/history/documents/Bloc
mer,%20Amelia/The%20reform%20dress.pdf

{2 .85 @55 UKAZ LKD)
jdzSaiuA2yEéE gl a allsSc
wearing of the short dress with pants
underneath, not dress in general.

The Dress Question.

Mrs. Dr. Mary Walker, on whom has fallen
the mantle of Mrs. Tloomer, bas had another
opportunily for publicly airing her theories on
iiress, before the Police Commissioners, Mrs,
Dr. Walker objects to voluminous skirts, As
far down as the waisl, she coincides with the
tasts of her sisters in form of dress, but in-
stead of a baloon of silk or muslin, expanding
on either side and trailing on the ground, Mrs.
Walker prefers a plain skirt falling just helow
the knee, and between the hem of that gar-
ment and the tops of her gaiters, she displays
B pair of loose fitting but neat trousers, The
vulgar mind, unaccustomed to this sort
of {bing makes it inconvenient for
Mrs. Dr. Walker to appear in public in New
York, Whenever she is scen in the streets a
miscellaneous and excitable crowd collects and
follows her, causing annoyance, if not to the
lady to the travelling public, and danger to the
public peace. It is due to Mrs. Dr. Walker to
sy that she bears this affliction with the hero-
ism of & martyr; perbaps she rather likes the
attention she receives. The crowd is an obvi-
ous nuisance, and apolicemao finding itimpog-
pible o disperse or arrest the mob the other
day, adopted the alternative of removing the
cause by taking Mrs. Walker to the station
bouse. The lady then brought the case bofore
the Police Commissioners by making
0 complaint fgainst the official who ar-
rested her, Before the Commissioners


http://eagle.brooklynpubliclibrary.org/Repository/ml.asp?Issue=BEG/1866/06/14&ID=Ar00205&Mode=Gif
http://eagle.brooklynpubliclibrary.org/Repository/ml.asp?Issue=BEG/1866/06/14&ID=Ar00205&Mode=Gif
http://eagle.brooklynpubliclibrary.org/Repository/ml.asp?Issue=BEG/1866/06/14&ID=Ar00205&Mode=Gif
http://www.cbpl.lib.ia.us/history/documents/Bloomer, Amelia/The reform dress.pdf
http://www.cbpl.lib.ia.us/history/documents/Bloomer, Amelia/The reform dress.pdf
http://www.cbpl.lib.ia.us/history/documents/Bloomer, Amelia/The reform dress.pdf

¢ KAa &R NBatke idéadziy
of wearing the short dress with B
pants underneath was notto B&
fill the mind. In other words,
they were to put thoughts of
short dresses aside, and be
contented wearing the more
acceptable style now popular
by society.

Ellen White certainly was NOT &
aleAy3d 0KFU ¢S =
careful and prayerful thought to ig *
what we wear, and the ;

influence of our clothing.



In fact, she teaches just the opposite, that we are to know for
certainty that God approves of our dress through sincere pray
RAf AISYyu audzReé |yR UKS | 2fé

"Whenthey really desire an article gfess or some ornament
or convenience, do they lay the matter before the Lord in
prayerto know if his Spirit would sanction thi®"{RH,
December 6, 1881}

"Christians should not neglect ggarch the Scripturesn these
points. They need to understand that which the Lord of heave
appreciates in even thdressing of the bodfpe 3§ ¢ alw M

actK2aS gK2z2 | NB GNHzZ e aSS]AY
conscientious scruplem regard to thedress they wear € e
345, 346




CKA&d aSYuSyoOoS TNRYotiKS |
the dress question fillth¥ A Y R€ Kl & 0SS
rephrased in several compilations and in the

official SDA Church Manual since 1951, to read

U K A & YeopietoKG®d should always be found
among the conservatives in dress, and will not let

W (] deeSs question fill the mind CEv 273 €

Taken out of its context, with no understanding of
gKI U UKS aGRNblaa ljdzSauaz2)
like she was advising the sisters that it was not
necessary to give careful and prayerful
consideration to what they weatr.



This phrase is often thrown at conscientious
sisters, making it seem that they are violating the
inspired counsel by bringing up the topic of godly
dress.




This is a classic case of misuse of the inspired writings.
Instead of studying the entire context, this phrase Is use
to give her counsel the opposite meaning of what she
intended. Notice this counsel:

G . ahld study the Testimonies, not to pick out certail
sentences to use as you see fit, to strengthen your
assertions, while you disregard the plainest statements
given to correct your course of actiorgLS 326.1}

- N




This is an example of how the Spirit of Prophecy
has been rendered powerless to convict the
KSIF NIl & people D2 RQa

a ¢ Eriémy has made his masterly efforts to
unsettle the faith of our own people in the
USauAY2YyASadeE Jdhaw My P




Back to the letter under discussion:
Next she made a comment about [ g
UKS @GauN}y3asS R2 a0
bicycle craze. Apparently someon

was trying to promote the newly
LJ2 LJdzf | NJ 6o A Oe Of |
new reform dress for Seventihay f{ - |
Adventists. She strongly declared, ‘q,,»f ‘

This bicycle costume, which was |\ 7 /.=
becoming all the rage was called | =3 _,'_";_a._\.‘;;'._,:—.__,;;;fri-.-t;;._"i;{;;.;;‘ =
iKS o0f22YSNJ O2a Légﬁ GG niasies s
have a skirt just billowing pants. =

-




She was quite concerned about
these people who were promoting
either the extinct SDA reform dres:
or the new bicycle reform outfit.
She plainly states that they are
NOT to be pushing the short dress
and pants, and that would
certainly include pants without a
short dress as well. She begged
them to wear the current style of

AN\
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¢cKAa Aa BKSNB akKS YIRS 0K
beg of our people to walk carefully and The Reform Dress,
circumspectly [cautiously, vigilantly] before
God.Follow the custom of dress in health
reform, but do not again introduce the
short dress and pants unless you have the
Word of the Lord for it{SpM 92.2}

The current popular style, the 1987 custo
of dress, was in harmony with health
reform. There was no reason to go back ¢
the old SDA reform dress, which was
developed because the former popular
style of hoops, corsets and dragging skirts
was not healthful.

52y Q0 ¢
this style!



CKAa aiul G4SYSYlG 6KAOK AYOf
Odzatu2zyY 2F RNbaat¢ KlFla 0SSy
want to follow the customs of the world. But what does
it really mean?

a C 2 ftHe 2ustom of dress in health reforniut do
not again introduce the short dress and pants unless
you have the word of the Lord fordie etter 19, 1897.
(To J. HHaugheyJuly 4, 1897.) {5MR 405.3}

Another similar quote written in the same month
states:

a C 2 ftHe 2udtoms in dress as far as they conform to
health principlesP 1S 167 July 1897



Is Ellen White here instructing us to follow the customs
of current fashion, as long as they are healthful?

If that was the case, there are many contradictory
statements that would bring great confusion, such as:

a &m instructed to urge upon our people that we, as th
people of God, araot to follow the customsand
fashions of the worldf8 LM 459.1}

G / K NJAshauldinotyollow the customsand practices
of the worldd §CH 49.3}

a _ Ardnot to follow the customs of the worl®d §5T

5

541.5)



{ 2.2 gKIFO Aa GKS AVéi’JNl}lZC)(])\
statements?

Taken In the context of 1897, we need to consider the
health customs which were popular through
organizations such as the Rational Dress Reform
Movement. They protested against corsets, Rigeled
shoes, heavilnveighted skirts, dragging skirts, and
anything that had a constricting, deforming or
unhealthful effect on the body.

These were the customs of healthful dress in her day
G KI Q 9ft Sy 2KAUS o a Aabl.

we should follow these healthful customs today as well!



We should make sure that we wear nothing tight, even i
our underwear that would restrict the blood flow or
hinder the respiration. Our clothing should be loose and
comfortable, so that no red marks are ever left by tight
clothing.

Ellen White taught that all clothing should be suspendec
from the shoulders. The principle behind this teaching Is
to avoid any weight or pressure on the sensitive organs
the body. When she wrote that counsel, the weight of th
undergarments and extra skirts was up to 14 pounds! N
wonder she gave that counsel




Immodest clothing sometimes
requires tight undergarments. When
we cover ourselves according to
D2RQa aitlk yRINRAZ
undergarments loose enough to be
always comfortable and healthful.

Today, it is possible to wear skirts and
undergarments that are loose
enough not to cause any constriction.
That should be our goal.




Sister White clearly taught that we
are not to follow the customs of the /|f |
62NI R UKIU O2yTfyl

principles or modesty or health. =8

Another principle she clearly taught ==mJ
was that women were not to wear =<
Of 2likAy3a NBaSvyof, @
teSras ass (kS Luds
5AaUAYOUAZYE TF2NI@
this topic.



She certainly advised against
accepting new worldly reformsyhich
would have includedhe bicycle
custom.

a [ there be no tests manufactured
now to absorb time and minds, to
bring Innew reforms We have now

to face tremendous issues, and all the -
time and power of our thought are to
be called to the living issues before
us. | know that thevoice raised to

create something new in the matter
of dress now should be guenched
{SpM 92.1}

The bicycle bloomers




5 L B 6 . tzre must be no, branchin out
CKAA Gy Sg NB I NNMigular bk Gcfresg. Theze

dress was introduced jUSt have been plenty of strange doings in
Battle Creek with the bicycle craze,

before the time when she  yhich has greatly displeased the Lord

Wrote this Ietter How ‘ and greatly dishonored the cause of
present truthd &5MRY405.1}

strongly she opposed this
style! Yet, this bicycle

costume Is the forerunner
of pants on women today.

Unfortunately, the church
members did accept this

which was clearly
condemned by Sister White ===




She ends the letter by addressing the
real issue:a ¢get up a different style
of dress will not change the heatrt.
The difficulty Is that the church
needs converting dailyg

Truly, that is our greatest problem in [l
our churchc a lack of conversion
among our members. True conversio
would bring us all into submission to
God and to His timeless principles.



There is a manuscript #167 which contains much of the
same content as the letter to which we have been referrii
In this presentation. It was written at the same time.

In this manuscript, Ellen White writes with concern
NEIFNRAYI 0KS OKdzZNDK YSYo
counsel on dress:

G 2 K e ate burdened and distressed, but waiting in
patient submission, our invisible Helper will be doing the
work we do not see, and will bring to pass in His
providence events which will either work reformations, ol
will separate these halhearted, worldloving members

\\

from the believerde a{ wmcT1 2 WdzZt €¢ WMy



She urges us not to push these worldly members into tot
apostasy by making mamade tests.

¢ KS YIF GGSNJ A @&hose yholr2 Bro@ntiy |
guilty must learntheiO2 Y RAGA2Y S Ay D2

We are promised that God will bring to pass events that
will bring the issue of dress home to each sister in the

church.

Each one will decide will she reform, or will she be
aSLI NGSR FTNRY D2RQa LIS2LJ

This will be the final shaking, which Is just before us.



As we consider the message In the enteter, we see
clearly that she was being used of God to guide the chut
regarding His will in their dress. She settled the issue the

A The SDA reform dress was no longer to be promoted.

A & ¢ KI&n, simple style of dress naw2 NI ¢ @I &
the sisters should be wearing.

ALO @gFa KSFEfUK*dzZ 3 Y2RSal
F Vé g KSNB Pé

A No new reforms promoting a specific pattern of dress
were to be introduced, and made a test.

A Those who refused to adopt this plamnadorned,
simple, neat propedress, and wore instead the
extravagant trimmings, were guilty of idolatry.



Since she had been called to be the prophetess of the L
He had used her to guide His people regarding their dre:
She declarethoopsto be anabominationto God, because
of their unhealthfulness and the freqguent immodest
exposure when they were lifted. She declared &®serican
costumeto be anabominationto God because of its

Of 2zasSySaa 02 YSyQa I GdiGdANB
called the extravagant, prideful trimminggolatry, a hellish
banner. She condemned corsets, bustles, artificial
enhancements, and many other prideful fashions of the
time.

CAVIEL L &> AV GKS y dbnQa |
O2dzx R 0S |R2LJGSR (‘)e D2RQa
UNAYYAYJas: GKAa RNBaa 02Y



How is it what we can conclude that she, from 1897 on,
gl a4 IAQGAYI LISN¥YAAaAZY T2N
whatever fashion society happened to accept, without
NE3IFENR (G2 D2RQa &40l YRI NR
distinctiveness and healthfulness?

Is it possible that we have been seriously deceived?

a { 2 Sabbathkeepers s@arnestly desirgo have
friendship with the world that theymanagle their
feelings and make wretched work of following Christ
They desire the approval of God and the friendship of
the world too.Such, | saw, would certainly lose heaven




G ® @ill dzcept Bf nothing bugntire consecration A
dreadful deceptionis upon many minds, even of
Sabbathkkeepers. They have neglected to cherish and
follow the light God has given them, and have been left
completely deceived{RH, November 26, 1861 pa}. 7

a { 2 wlif came up to the day of God's visitation under

a perfect deception They had marked out a course for
themselves. They did not let the Bible place the bounds
for them. They did not heed the exhortatio®,2 K S N5 7
come out from among them, and be geparate saith

the Lord, and touch not the unclean; and | will receive
youd {RH, November 26, 1861 par. 8}




G ¢ Kdadition of our being received of God is, to
separate ourselves from the world . .. Whatstronger
delusioncan deceive the human mind than that which
makes us believe we are on the right foundation, and
God accepts our works, when we aret conforming to
his will, and when we mistake the form of godliness for
the spirit and power thereof, supposing we need
nothing when we need all thingstRH, November 26,
1861 par. 10}

This powerful delusion which tells us that we are right in
our conformity to worldly fashion has taken our entire
church by storm, until you can hardly find any who are
gAffAy3d (G2 aSNRhR2dzafte O2ya
Prophecy regarding dress.



It is very clear from
inspiration that many
women in the church
have not dressed in a
way that was pleasing
to God for many years.
Going back to 1881, we
read from Testimonies,
volume 4, such
statements as these:




a $aw that our sisters
were departing from the
simplicity of the gospel.
. . Thelrdresses were
arranged with all the
unnecessary
adornmentsof
worldlingsin a manner
unbecoming to Christians
andentirely at variance
withour¥ | A{@TK €
637.5}1881




