


In this presentation, we will
consider a simple, yet famous
poem, written in the 1700s
that has influenced millions.
This poem has morphed into a
powerful philosophy that has
facilitated an amazing
transformation, as we shall

see.

Unfortunately, this has not
been a change for the better,
but for the much worse!
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This poem contains a lot of wisdom, and can indeed
be a helpful philosophy if it is applied wisely. But a
misapplication can be disastrous!

This small verse has been quoted over and over to
drive home various points. Our own Sevexulhy
Adventist authors seemed to appreciate it quite a

bit. It
parap
over t

nas appeared, either as a direct quote, or as a
nrase In several of our official publications
ne years.




This versed . ot the first by whom the new is tried,
Nor yet the last to lay the ol & A fiRsSappeared in
an SDA periodicdlheChristian Educatom 1897 in an
article written by C. W. IRWIMNe applied it to the
techniquesof a successful teacher

The 1901¢ K S 2 dzil K Qad thie 30@0 RalitiizO (i
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Union Recordemquoted it in reference to language and
grammatical rules.

Be not the first by whom the new are tried,
Nor yet the last to lay the old aside.

(Alexander Pope)




In 1914 H. M. BLUNDEN wroté: . et hasty,

however, to adopt new styles afothesas soon as
theycomeintod2 3dzS>¢ | YR GKSY |
thus connecting it with dress styld$ seems that

Mr. Blunden was the first writer in our periodicals to
apply this verse to styles of clothing.

His article was first published in 1914Anstralasian
Recordand in 1949 iK' S | 2dzi KQ&a Ly ai
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Here are other official SDA periodicals in which we
find this poem gquoted, specifically connecting it with

dress fashions:

1923¢ The, 2 dzinkt@eétor
1924¢ Review and Herald
1926¢ Signsof the Times
1927¢ Reviewand Herald
1927¢ The, 2 dzdnkt@ctor
1932¢¢ KS | 2dzi KQa
1937¢¢ KS | 2dzi KQa
1934¢ The Watchman

1938¢¢ KS / KdzNOK
1941¢ Review and Herald
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It Is quite obvious that the influence of this poem has
been huge. Over and over, our members have been
Instructed that this poetic rule Is a very wise idea to
follow when it comes to fashion.

In fact, it was clearlgtated in ThaVatchman Magazine,
February1934,6 ¢ KS &l YS LINA Y OA LI
should govern us: follow fashions conservatidedy

Didyou hear that? Our IAMA
grandparents were told, by our FASHION

leaderstoa C2t ft 29 T I . A
O2VASNDI GABSE & é PP&E’P&E{‘?



2 Kl R2Sa aO2y aFoMIdl UA OGSt
freedictionary.com: 1Favoring traditional views and
values; tending to oppose change. 2. Traditional or
restrained instyle.

So, we have been taught to restrain ourselves in our
following of fashion, favoring traditional views. That
g2dz R YSIYy ¢S akKz2dzZ Ry Qi
In wearing a new style.

But the poem also instructs us not to lag behind,
either. We must not be the last to lay the old aside. In
other words, Seventday AdventistdMUSTiollow the
fashions, according to this teaching.



Tragically, there Is a serious problem which our churc
has overlooked. In promoting the philosophy found In
this poem, a differentiation was not made between
laying aside outdatedtylesand laying aside divine
standards

This point Is crucial!

When we lay aside the outdat&lyles are we also

at liberty to lay aside th&tandardSconnected with
the old fashioned styles?



We find an articlen the Counsel Corneaf The
. 2 dzdn&t@cétorin 1937 which pointed out the
RAFFSNBYOS 0SUgSSYy adef
not the first by which the new are tried, nor yet
the last to lay the old & A R&gbdd rule &
follow
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The truth is, when fundamental principles of
dress are involved, this poemNKT a good rule
to follow!



Fundamental principles of dress, which define
D2RQ&a aidlyRFNR 2F RNBaa
NEVER be laid aside, no matter what the

styles of the day.

How important, then, it is for Christians to
understandD 2 RQa a il y,RdthiRas2 T
styles come and go, they can be evaluated and

f R2ZLWOSR 2yfeé a4 a4KSeé | N
timeless standards. This is the only way we can
discriminate between the fashions of the world
YR D2RQ&a aual yRINRa 27
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Tragically, this distinction was not clearly made.
Therefore, when the perhaps wetieaning
leaders paraphrased the sentiment of this
poem in the officlaBTANDARDSOR
CHRISTIANIVINGdocument, under the

section entitledDress they probably had no
iIdea where this thinking would lead the church.

This document was adopted tte General
Conference Session 1946.



Dress

Seventh-day Adventists have been
called out from the world,. We are
reformers. True religion which enters
into every phase of lifo must have a
molding influencoe on all our activities,
Our habits of llfe must stem from
principle and not from the example
of the world about us. Customs and
faghions may change with the years,
but principles of right conduct are al-
ways the same, Dress (8 an Important
factor in Christian character. Early
in our history, instruction was glven
as to the way Christians ghould dress,
the purpose of which was “to protect
the people of God from the corrupling
inflnences of the world, as well as to
promote physical and moral health."
—Testimonies, vol. 4, p. 634, Truoly
a comprehensive purpose. Thore s
no virtze In dressing differently from
those about us just to be different,
but where the principles of refinement
or morelity are involved, the conscl-
entious Christian will be true to his
convictions rather than follow the pre-
valling customs.

Christians should avold gaudy dis
play and “profuse ornamentation.”
Clothing ahould be, when possible, “of
good quality, of becoming colors, and
aitited for service” Tt should be
chosen “for durability rather than dis-
play.,” Our attire shonld be character-
ized by “boauty,” “modest grace” and
“appropriateness of natural simplicity."”
—Messages to Young Pcople, pp. 351,
352. That it may not be consplenous,
it should follow the conservative and
moat sensible styles of the time.

The adoption of fads and extreme
fashions in men's or women’'s dress
Indicates a lack of attention to serlous
( matters, Regardless of how sensibly
people genarally may dress, there are

alwaye extremes in style which trans-
gropa the laws of modesty, and thus
have a direct bearing upon the preva-
lence of immoral conditfons. Many
who blindly follow the styles are at
least partly unconsclous of these ef-
focts, but the results are no leas dis
astrous, The people of CGod should
always be found among the congerva-
tives in drose, and will not let “the
dress question All the mind."-—Rvan-
gelism, p. 378. They will not be the
first to adopt the new styles of dress
nor the last to lay the old aside.

“To dress plaiply, and abstain from
display of jowelry and ormaments of
every kind is in keeplng with our
falth.”"-—Testimontes, vol. 3, p. 366,
It is clearly taught in the Scriptures
that the wearing of jJewelry Is con-
trary to the will of God. “Not with
broidered hair, or gold, or pearls, or
costly array” 18 the admonition of the
apoatle Paul, (1 Tim. 2:8) The
wearing of ornaments of jewelry is a
bid for attention which i{s not in keep-
ing with Christian self-forgetfulness,

In some countries the custom of
wearing the marriage ring is con-
gidered imperstive, having become, in
the minds of the people, a criterion
of virtue, and hence s not regarded
a8 an ornament, Under anch ecircum.
stances we have no disposition to con-
demn the practice,

GENERAL CONFERENCE REPORT—No. 9
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Standards of
Christiam Living:
JUNE 16, 1946

Lot us remember that the elements
of beauty lie not so much In feature
and color ag in the expression of in-
telligence and benevolence. The pse
of lipatick, unnatural shades of finger-
.nail polish and similar cosmetica em-
ployed in the common “make-up” par-
take of the artificial and are out of
keeping with Christian simplicity.
Cleanliness and Christlike modesty
shonld algo be observed in the care and
grooming of the persor seeking at all
times to please and rightly reprosent
Christ our Lord.

Onr Christian parents should bring
to bear the welght of their example,
instruction, and anthority, to lead their
sons and daughters in modestly at.
tiring themselves, and thug winning
the respect and confidence of those
who know them. Laet our people con-
sider themaelves well dressed only
when the demands of modesty are met,



Here Is the specific statement as found in the General
Conference Session Bulleti46:

G ¢ Kedple of God should always be found among
the conservatives in dress, and will not let "the dress
qguestion fill the mind.t "Evangelism," p. 273.
Theywill not be the first to adopt the new styles of
dress nor the last to lay the old asidélo dress

plainly, and abstain from display of jewelry and
ornaments of every kind is in keeping with our
faith."t Testimonies," Vol. 3, p. 366

Thisstatement was placed in the church manual, and
was In the nexi8 editions from 1951 to 2005




This official statement,
STANDARDSOR CHRISTIAN
LIVING under the subheading
Dress, was quoted in Denton

w S 0 Zopok Believe His
Prophetsin Chapter 13Ellen G.

2 KAGSQa aSaal 3s
which was prepared by Denton
Rebokand his wife, Florence.




Regarding this statement, Denton
and FlorencéRebokg N2 (1 Sums & L 0
up the counsel from Mrs. White
and the best thinking of the best
iInformed people of the world on
this subject, and gives wair own
denominational standaron this
very important topiep €

We will discover why this
statement was, unfortunately, not
the best thinking, after all.



This chapter inv S 6 ZodoR $pecifically addresses
the matter of skirt lengths. As they endeavored to
explain what is appropriate in this matter, the length
of the skirt Is relegated to STYLEand not a
STANDARDTIhis Is very unfortunate.

Rebokdid not have supporfrom the Spirit of
Prophecy regarding his narrative on skirt lengths.
nstead, he used a book entitlétersonality

Unlimited, by VeroniceDenge] publishedin 1943.

She had some thoughts on what skirt length looked
best on varying shapes and ages, while considering
the popular length of skirt in vogue.




ﬂg From the perspective of what

. - af221SR 3I22R¢ 0
iy o = skirts wadeft up tothe wearer
- todecide what was acceptable.

The desire to fit in with society g
by following the fashions |
became the deciding factor. Sqas
the church decided that skirt §i
lengths no longer needed to
conform to a divine standard.

-
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Thus, using human wisdom, the matter of appropriate
lengths of skirts for the Seventhay Adventist is made
adz0 2SOUABSSY NBfFOUAGBS G2 0
personal preference.

M




DearChurch Familyhere is
the crux of the matter If the
length of the skirt is merely a
style, to be adopted or laid
aside accordingtg K I 1 Q&
fashion,then we have made
current fashionour standard.

This philosophy effectively
does away with any moral
standard regardinghe length
of the skirt
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That Is exactly what we did in 194&/e declared

that the styles of the day had become the standard
for the church.The only criteria for following them is

to wait a little while (conservatively) until they are
largely accepted by society. Then, if we use the poelrr
as our rule, weMUSTaccept the new style, and lay

the old style aside.



How clever the devil has been! How confused and
blinded we have been! The church at large has
obediently followed this mandate from the General
Conference\WWe have made fashion our standard




2 S KIFI@gS 2dzald 0N} OSR (KS K
F R2LIGAZ2Y 2F GKS 62NI RQa a
standard for a Seventiulay Adventist Christian in dress.

From this point on, any effort to regulate the length of
skirt worn by a Seventday Adventist sisters has no divin
standard to back it ugt merely becomes an opinion.




Because our church now has
no standardon dress,

anything goes. Our official
position Is that we are to
adopt the new styles that
come off the fashion runway,
2dzad Fa tz2y3a |
first to wear them.

Therefore, we should just walit
awhile until others around
wear the new styles, then we
can wear them!



Of course, our official position states that Sevedty

| ROSyiaAraitga NS G2 RNBaa a
02 F2fft26 GKS daO02y aSNDI (A
S YSSR (2 RNB&a dal LILINE LIN
AY a322R Gl aigs o¢

These wordsmodest conservative good taste

appropriate, can all be used Iin a relative way, making
UKSY G20l ffeé &adzeSOuAgdS



Society as a whole has changed in the way we consider
moral standards. One author puts it this way, showing hc
moral ideals have changed with the times:

ldeology

Biblical
Morality

Abiblical
Morality

Immorality

Amorality

Time
1800r early 1900s

1900r 1950s

19609 early 1970s

late 1970% present

Belief

"Certain things are right and
wrong, and | know why."

"Certain things are right and
wrong, but | don't know why."

"Certain things are right and
wrong, but | don't care."

"There Is no such thing as rig
or wrong!”

http://allanturner.com/ten 3.html



http://allanturner.com/ten_3.html

Because of the moral collapse of society during the last
100 years, the church should have been on guard to
keep from sliding down right along with society. Instead
of slacking up on our standards to keep pace with the

f 2SNAYy3I 2F &a20ASdéeQa adl
0SSY OFNBTFdzE G2 YFAYUlIAY

Unfortunately, many of the ladies in our church from
the 1920s and onward did not do that. They wanted to
fit iIn with society. But they salved their consciences by
staying a few steps behind the fashions.

Nonetheless, as fashions progressed in degeneration,
did the attire of Seventilay Adventist sisters.



N\

Does God have a standard of dress? Cal\\ .
we know for a certainty what it is, or is it W =
just a matter of individual taste and
LINEFSNBY OSK Wdzad K
dress? What does this following
guotation mean?

G¢CKS RNXaa ¢g2Ny oeé ;
testifies against themsprofessors in e
name, but lovers of the world by
practice. . . . My sistersglress as
Christians should dress simply, plainly;
adorn yourselves dsecomethwomen
LINE FSaaAy3d I2REAYSE
{RH, December 6, 1881 par. 16}



| 29 aK2dzZ R / KNRAaAOGAIl yQa
Prophecy clearly states that God does have a
standard. And we can find it in the Word of God.

a ! rhatters of dress should be strictly guarded,
following closely the Bible rule. Fashion has been
the goddess who has ruled the outside world,
and she often insinuates herself into the church.
The church should make the Word of God her
standard® {&T 49%.11889

We are instructed tatrictly guardall matters of
RNBaad ¢KA&a R2SayQi azd



1 Timothy 2:9 specifies thatomenare to adorn
themselves in modest apparel, with

shamefacedness argbbriety.

(For the specific meaning of this verse, please see the
LINBASYyalFaAaz2zy a! tflFAYy 5Aaa0A

Throughout history, there was no confusion or
uncertainty regarding th&ible ruleregarding
D2 RQa & umogesy foddRomant ltwas
exemplified by godlywomenall through Bible
times, up until 1915. It included full coverage,
concealing both the form and flesh of the
62YlyQa 02Reéeod



During the lifetime of Ellen G. White, this Bible rule of
modest covering was followed by society at large. Ellen
White never needed to address the problem of tight fitting
clothing such as the stretchy garments popular today. No
was the revealing of the skin of women a major issue. Ne
the end of her life, almost all the women wore long sleev
dresses, high necklines, and ankle length skirts.



There were other issues though. In 1881, Ellen White
warned of an evil that was steadily gaining ground in the
church. And it has certainly been continuing to gain
ground right down to our day. This evil is that of
allowing the sisters to follow the fashionsf the world

N} 0KSNJ 0KIFy F2ftf26Ay3 D2F

In the upcoming quotation, Ellen White asks the
guestion:How can we expect the presence of the Holy
Spirit, iIf we allow the sisters to follow worldly fashion?

The appeal God makes through Ellen White is applicab
In our day. We need to consider this matter carefully an
prayerfully.Are we following the fashions of the world?



& 2 See steadily gaining ground in the church an evil
which the word of God condemns. What is the duty of
those In authority in regard to this matter? Will the
Influence of the church be what it should be, while man
of its membersbey the dictates of fashioprather than

t
t
t

ne clearly expressewvill of God? How can we expect
ne presence and aid of the Holy Spirit while we suffer

nese things to exist among us? Can we remain silent

while the teachings of Christ are set aside by His
professed followers? These things bring grief and
perplexity to those who have the oversight of the churck
of God. Will not my Christian sisters themselves reflect
candidly and prayerfully upon this subj&c§RH,
December 6, 1881 par. 6}



2 S gAff 0S O2YAARSNAY3I (K
have told society what to wear, especially in the last 100
years. This graphic shows the devil as the instigator of
fashion, just as the Spirit of Prophecy tell$ous & { I
instigator and prime mover in the evehanging, never
alu)\a?“)\yzl RSONJSS 2F T
r‘; ,..\IJ/T\\LJ P\‘Q

& ))




b2g fSGQa Gl 1S | €221 I
almost Bible times to current. Notice what happens
between 1900 and 1920a radical change in skirt length!

Terrizae’s Western Fashion Timeline

1810s 1830s 1870s 1900s 1920s 1940s 1970s 2010s
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Notice In this chart starting at 1860, the ladies
wore long skirts up until 1910. By 1920, the
hems are nearly to the knees. Somewhere
between 1900 and 1920, there was a drastic
change in the moral standard of society.



Here is another graphic showing the change
between 1910 and 1920.

K nee

Length YSJF




This graphic shows the skirt length starting to
rise right at 1915.

1920 1925 : 1940 1945

CHANGING SKIRT LENGTHS charted above have gone up and down booming. When skirts were at their longest (1930-35) America was in the
with the Federal Reserve Board index of industrial production ever since they midst of a depression. The four actresses above were fashion plates of their
first left the floor in 1910, When skirts were skimpiest (1926-29) times were era (left to rizht): Lovise Drew, Joan Crawford, Claudette Colbert, Kay Franciz.



This graphic shows that skirts in popular fashion never
rose much above ankle length until right around 1915.

Abstract conceptual overview of changes in hemline heights (skirt lengths):

Fnee-lensth

Ankle-length or
slightly abowve

Floor-length
1805 1835 1910 1927 1970



Up until that time, the lower body was always completely
covered. The ankles, legs, knees and especially above t
knee were never shown by respectable women.

FromAarOLAmd 1915 on, fashion has deliberately revealed
0KSaS LI NIa 2F 62YSyQa |y

;mq‘ ! Sleeveless
& Knee
length

1894 - 1898 - 1903 - 1906 1009 - 1912 1914 - 1916 - 1919 - 1923 - 1927 - 1930




| SNB G 9fftSy Do 2KAGISQa °
women all have on the long, full skirt and long sleeves. Y

that was the style of the day, but it also complied with
D2RQ& a0l yRINRO®




The time around 1915, when Ellen White died, was a
AAIYATFTAOFIYOD LISNAZR Ay GKS
o = ——y W ’ "

Within a relatively short span of time, women went from
being totally covered, to revealing legs, arms and low

necklines In a shameful manner. The 1915 date Is
significant.



| do not believe this was a coincidence. When the
@2A0S 2F D2RQa LINPLIKSUGSa
devil began a deliberate campaign to introduce
degenerate and immodest fashions.

The hemlines rose, the shirt sleeves shortened, the
necklines lowered over the years. Oh, and the heels
rose In height, and form fitting clothes were
Introduced. After nearly 6000 years of the same
standard of modesty for women, and then, starting
Fd mMdpmpE AGQa Fff 3I2yS |

CKAa Aa y2a4 2dzad | oz2dzi a



At this time, In the Seventday Adventist church, the
members were so caught off guard by this new style, tha
UKSeé O2YL)X SusSfée FT2NH2G |06
ladies in our church were enamored by the shortened
dresses, and began wearing them soon after they were
Infroduced. They began to dress just like the world. Wha
did God think?

G ¢ Kdaformity of professed Christians to the world is a
disgrace to their profession, a disgrace to the cause of
God. They profess to have come out from the world and
to be separate, yet arso near like them in dressn
conversation, and actionffjat there is no distinctiore
{RH, December 12, 1882 par. 8}



It IS very Interesting and eyapening to trace the history
of the lowing of the dress standards in our church, as
found In our official periodicals. Some of the leaders
wrote articles trying to stop the downward progression of
lowered standards. But, for the most part, they seemed t
want to give In just an inch or two to the current fashion.

So, It became a matter of each older generation reprovin
the younger generation about their short skirts, which
were just a few inches shorter than their own!

And, naturally, since there was no recognized divine
standard, the young ladies just scoffed at the older ladie:
and went ahead and wore the current fashion of shorter
skirts.



Here are some of the admonitions given in our
periodicals. Ararticle in the Review and Herald August 7,
MPHNE SYUAOGft SR &5 MdubrdadswS T

oCan we call that a modest dress which leaves the arm
bare? or Is it modest to expose an expanse of neck and
shoulders? or is it modest to dress In these thin, sheer,
transparent materials? Are short skirts modest? We are
told in Testimonies, Volume I, pages 460, 461, that our
skirts for wear away from home should comdttle

below the tops of shoes of ordinary heighwith house
RNBaasSa LISNyaAaaaofte | fAd
Sy2dzaAK 02 Of SFNJ 0KS FTAf OK
instructed (page 462 ® ¢



Popular 1900 boot

So, In 1924 the sisters were told that the skirts were to
be a little below the tops of the shoes, but not
dragging on the ground.

But in a few years, the hems were clearly rising.

In the Southwestern Union Record, March 20, 1928, it
was declared that thé&eneral Conference had
adoptedsome generastandardgor office workers

Skirts were required to come four or five inches below
the knee.



In an article in Review and Herald, July 23, 1942,
one female writer quoted from a letter of another
AaAA0SNI gK2 g1 & Oltiuthisy 3
that many ofour women wear their dresses
shockingly shortAnd'shocking' is the correct word.
... Many do not have any ideahat a shocking
sight they present, especiallyhenseated, or when
bendingz SNJ & & @ ¢

Then there was a call for a campaign to fix the
LINR 0 f $eMadins forsoinewoman (not some
man) to start a campaigto try to remedy the
present¥ I dzf (1 Pé

'.I



But the writer of those strong
comments went on to state that she¢
wore her skirts from 12 to 14 inches A\
from the floor. This shows the futility
of one calling for a reform when sheg’
herself Is not in harmony with the g, I
RAGAYS aidl yRINRG

opinion against another.

The writer, wearing the 1930 style, 'y |
was calling for a reform, because ofit i A5
UKS aaKz2Ol1Ay3 t SVYauRE (& F
style, which was a few inches shorter.

. dzi 020K FTNB O2YUNI NEB (2
standard.



LGQa AYUSNBaudAy”™
several authors in our publication:
In the early to mid 1900s referred
to Spirit of Prophecy guotations,
but they missed an important
point. When Ellen White discusse
the acceptable length of skirts, it
was either ankléength,which

g 2 dzf R thie @ith & thédtreets
aninchori 6 2€¢ 2 NJ A
as 10 inches from the floor, but
always with pants underneath. Th
ankle length skirt with no pants

was to be lower than the boot top.



Thus, no part of the leg ok
ankle would ever be
showing. For some reaso
our people seemed to
totally miss this point
when wrestling about skir
lengths In the 1920s
onward. They forgot that
Ellen White said,

G2 K| Ursagis Nk
length of the dress,
females should clothe
their limbs as thoroughly
as the male® §2SM
478.3}




¢KS GdaKz2NI RNBaaé¢ gl a I A
aLISOA FTAOI f f Rot agahanirddixhé Dot
dress and pants unless you have the word of the Lord fi
it.--Letter 19, 1897. (To J. HaugheyJuly 4, 1897.)

{5MR 405.3}

|l YR 8S0X (0KS dakK2NI RNDBaAa
by fashion around 1915, and, without the word of the
Lord, the ladies in the church began baring their ankles
and legs an inch at a time.

They gave the devil an inch, and he took it all the way tc
the top! The hemlines just continued to rise.



The legs have been
progressively bared, from
just a few inches above the
floor, to five inches below
the knee, then to just
below the knee. But the
fashions are pushing for
more legs to show. So we
go to the next level.




An educator, In appealing to the teachers, sets up a new
a0l YyRINR 2F | LILINR EA YWeadhf &
help our girlaunderstandthat wearing sensiblelothex
dressesvhich come approximately to thienees and of a
style which enables theno be seated modestly will not
make thema gazingstock. It may make them differefitom
those who are dressed in miniskivtevity, but it is the kind
of differencewhich sensiblepeoplewill admirepPACIFIC
UNION RECORDER Juq‘e 3 1968




Again In 1969, in the midst of the miniskirt fashion,
our young ladies were encouraged to wear their
dresses at the middle of the knee.

G | séciety become® Y 2addmore corrupE&Xirl
who wears a dress that comesmd-kneewill be
strikingly different. But it is an attractive difference, a
differencethat will commend our faith to men and
g2YSY 2F 3J22R Gldoa&aS | yR
EngelkemireTheYouth's Instructor, July5, 1969

That would have been a shocking length a couple of
decades earlier. But, as society changed, our church
changed right along with it.



This kind of reasoning and the ever
changing standard has led our people
to give up In the effort to reform the
sisters In their dress. Unless there is a
divine standard, no mamade rules
can bring about a reform.

That Is why the church has left the
matter alone for many years. Since
the church has laid aside the divine
standard, those who are following =
g2NI Rt e Tl akKAzya ¢
KIS y2 | dziK2NAG&
who are not quite so conservative.




100 YEARS

OF WOMEN'*FASHION

Our Seventkday

jQZT 2 Adventist women g
H oo o have had 100  §

years of

experience In

foIIowmg fashion "
a02yas NJZ

t 2LISQa LI
-~ beenourcreed |
W - regarding fashion
' O GOBALPRNTS 2[]10
Mo 2755 from around
S — 1915 to the
R present time.



What does this philosophy look like in a practical
application?

Just look around next time you go to church, or at any
gathering where Seventlay Adventists are present.
You will see that, in general, the church has obeyed thi:
teaching very well. As a whole, we have followed fashic
GO2Yy aSNII OA DSt & v¢



No only are the wordsonservativeand modestused
subjectively, they also can be made to apply to a changi
standard. Therefore, what was considered immodest In
1930 becomes modest in 1970, based on the changing
styles of fashion. And so on as the years roll on.

And so we have aaver changing standaraof what is
modest and appropriate for a Seventlay Adventist

Christian to wear.



This literally means that we hav® _standardexcept to
stay a few steps behind the world. As the standards of
the world plummet into deeper degeneration, the
Seventhday Adventist sisters follow along, lagging just a

T
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One sister couldonsider
certain attireto be worldly,
Immodest and very
Inappropriate while another
sister could consider it to be
; Spring Collecti 2012
conservative modest,and i wn/

appropriate It becom_’e_s DON'T TELI_ ME
merely a matter obpinion. WHAT TU WEAR

Seventhday Adventists in
general now go by what
aFSStaé NAIKU
and by what their peers are
wearing.




Officially, our only gauge to

determine approprlate attire
Ad o0& UKS ¢2NI
we see that society In

general Is following a
particular fashion that we
consider immodest, then we
just need to make sure our
clothes are a little more
a02YyaSNII GA OS¢
world.

We feel quite smug in our

conservatism.
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But, In reality, the conservatives are perhaps even mor
set in their ways than the liberals. They are convinced
that their manner of dress Is acceptable with God, and
are some of the strongest opponents of the idea that
Seventhday Adventists need a reformation in the area
of dress. Many conservatives, walking in their obligator
few steps behind the worldly fashions, will argue In a
KSFGSR RSoFGS UKFO GKS Yl
FTAYSE )\y UKSANJ auets 27F |
af SAFEAAGA0E G2 SOSY RAA(



Here i1san interesting quotationConservatismor the
Gaiudz01 AY | NXzié F GG A G dzF
followers to be unwilling to reforminConservatives are

F FNFAR 2F af2aiAy3a OFadsSda
jdz2 LI aAlA2YT GKSé R2y Qi

GWSTF2NXIF 02NE | OGA2Y A& |
It demands that love of ease, selfish interest, and the
lust of ambition be held in subjection to the principles
of right. Whoever has the courage to reform must
encounter obstacledde will be opposed by the
conservatism of those whose business or pleasure
brings them in contact with the votaries of fashion,
and who will lose caste by the changee gn¢



“I'M A CONSERVATIVE®

This Is a caution to all those who label themselves
GO2YaSNWII GAQDBSE YR @Sia |1

Even though we may not have been instrumental in the
initial lowering of the standard of modesty, we need to
understand that this has indeed taken place, before
many of us were even born. Some who came before us
set aside principle and accepted popularity in its place.

a lthése who occupy positions of trust in the institution
are not true to principle, they will be the ones to lower
the standard of reforr8MR 382.3}



G ¢ Kv&nings that worldly conformity has silenced or
withheld, must be given under the fiercest opposition
from enemies of the faith. And at that time the
superficial,conservativeclass, whose influence has
steadily retarded the progress of the work, will
renounce the faith, and take their stand with its
avowed enemies, toward whom their sympathies
KIS f2y3 0SSY USYRAY3IdE

Ellen White links thisonservative spiriwith the
compromising, superficial, stubborn attitude that is
unwilling to move forward in the work of reform. The
truth of the matter is, both liberals and conservatives
have inherited the apostasy from a prior generation.



Now we come down to these
last days, just before the
coming of our Lord.

Fashion declares that women
can bare their arms up to their
shoulders, their legs up to their
knees and beyond, and their
upper chests down to where
cleavage could show. And if
those areas are not bare, it is
the fashion for the clothes to
be so tight as to reveal the
form.




Bare arms, legs, low necklines, and tight clothes constit
the current styles, dictated by the goddess of fashion.

And the church has said, We will follow right with you,
Fashion Goddess, but just a few steps behind.

And to God, the church says, We want to be called
Christians, but let us wear our own clothes! (see Isa. 4:.
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. dzi D2 R & li®datériordtilth@ Ktallgcy
and eating out the spirituality of our people.
Obedience to fashioirs pervading our Sevenitay
Adventist churches and is doing more than any
other power to separate our people from God. |
have been shown that owhurch rules are very
deficient All exhibitions of pride in dress, which is
forbidden in the word of God, should be sufficient
reason for church disciplide&d T 6%7.211881

If our church rules regarding dress were deficient In
the 1880s, what about our total lack of any
meaningful standard of dress in 20137



There iIs a TERRIBLE sin resting on our church. What
have our leaders done to remove this terrible sin?

a_¢ K £ BIerrible sin upon us as a people, that we
have permitted our church members to dress in a
manner inconsistent with their faithWe must arise at

once and close the door against the allurements of
fashion. Unless we do this, ocinurches will become
demoralizedPf4T 64831881

777




Have our churches become demoralized?

If we have no moral standard when it comes to dress, n
d OK dzND K  NXebit Suidéline8, Naw©dul8 duNJ
churches NOT have become demoralized?

A demoralized church is a corrupted church, one that h:
lost her moral standard. The dictates of fashion now rul

Ungodly
fashion
designers




D2RQa aulyRINR Ay©d2f dSa
standard does not fluctuate, but remains constant
throughout all time.

A styleconnotes a certain design, a pattern, which will
go in and out of fashion.

A style Is considered a worldly style when it is out of
KINXY2yeé ¢gAl0K BRSO cAuich haR
yv2i Of SFNI & Gl dakKi D2RQa
a20AS0eéeQa adl yRINR®P ¢KS
condone the following of fashion, even when the
atvefsSa O2yFEAO0 SAGK D2R



God does have a standard of dress, and we should be
talking about it, studying it, teaching Iit, practicing it.
We are in the last days, and God is desiring to prepare
a people to stand through the last great conflict. We
are to be overcomers of all sin and lust and pride. We
OF vy QU 2dzal 3Ift2aa OUKAA 20
with the way we dress.




D2RQa aulyRINR 2F RNXaa
with the times. It has remained constant throughout
0KS KAaG2NE 2F KdzYlI y{1AYR
the Bible. And we find it in the Spirit of Prophecy. And
nose Inspired counsels are just as applicable today as

t
they were In the past.




We are to lay aside every
style that is unhealthful,
Immodest, unfeminine and
prideful.

After laying those worldly
fashions behind, what is left
IS a beautiful standard of
modesty that covers the body
comfortably and is beautiful
and representative of
godliness.




¢KS O0AOGf AOFf NHz ST D2RQa
modesty, has been the same ever
since the fall of mankind.

This standard of modesty, the
covering of women, has had many
styles, but only one standard,
which has been the same for every
age. It has been followed
conscientiously and consistently by
godly women during and since
Bible times.

(For further clarification, please
read our other presentations.)



Please notice that we are
NOT advocating that
Seventhday Adventist
women dress In the styles
of the 1800s. These old

fashioned styles can be
safely laid aside!




But we are advocating that
Seventhday Adventist
women dress according to
the standard of modesty
that was upheld in the
1800s, the 1700s, the 1600s,
and so on back to Bible
times. This standard of
modesty would be easily
recognizable by any godly
woman who has ever lived
on this earth throughout
history:
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the styles of the 1800s, or of any other era. But we
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matter what is in style!




While many styles came and went throughout the
last 500 years, the basic standard of a long flowing
garment for women remained the same.




Do a study on what women have worn throughout histon
Except for the reprobate heathen idolaters, women In
cultured society have covered themselves completely wi
a long, full garment throughout history, particularly
women who feared God.
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Other civilized cultures
have recognized this
standard, and followed it
for centuries.




Other 4 i
rellg |OnS Catholic Nun (F:bj
have - o
advocated a ) 1

similar |

I

standard of
modesty for
many yearS Orthodox Jew




In Jerusalem today, this large sign shows that this particul
VSAIKOZ2ZNK22R dzy RSNA UGl yRa&a LC
Closed blouse, long sleeves, long skirt, no tigkting clothes.

a1
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WHO PASS THROUGH OUR NEIGHBORHOQD 572 1572 ™M 77 S7X 23 71 RN &

THROUGH OUR NEIGHBORHOOD IN

mooesT \ (LOSED BLOUSE, WITH LONG SLEEVES. (78 WNIT1 N
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| 26 6Sff 0UK2aS WSgAaK LISz
standard of modesty, which their ancestors have
followed for thousands of years:

Clesetbblouse plongesieayés, damgtskist ;ipotiginng
clothes.

On this sign, they areeggingwomen and girls to follow
this standard in their neighborhood, because of their
commitment to God and His Torah.

They put us to shame In our careless indifference and [
standards in these matters.



LO KlFa Fftglréa o0SSY | LINE
professed people have not been willing to follow the
Bible rules for modest dress.

Do we somehow think that in these last days, when It is
prophesied that evil seducers shall proceed from bad tc
worse, that God skips over this issue and smiles on Hi
fashion following church?




¢ KS LINE LIK S (i $aat is pa@ioSee a a
those who profess to be followers of the meek and
lowly Saviouy so eagerly seeking to conform to the
world's standard of dresBfRH, December 6, 1881

par. 4}

When Ellen Whitevrote thisA Y My y mMXZ & KS
aLISF1TAY3 2F GKS ¢62NI Rt AY
fashion campaign. She was talking of the prideful
decorations Iin excess lace, embroidery, trimmings,
feathers and other unnecessary adornment.

What would she say if she were alive today?



5dzZNAy 3 9ff Sy |
years, many styles were
promoted. Some aspects
of these styles could
have been acceptable
during this era, because
the basic standard of
modesty was upheld. The
long flowing skirt was
part of every one of

these styles. The
unhealthful, prideful and
revealing aspects are
never acceptable to God.
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As we consider how dress fashion has changed over the
last century, much of it has to do with the:

A Length of the skirt A Length of the sleeves
A Fullness of the skirt A Cut of the neckline

1934 1937 1945 1948 1955 1961



While these elements all affect the style, they also
Impact the standard. The raising of the hemline has
moral implications. So does the shortening of the
sleeves and the lowering of the neckline.

Notice also how the shortened skirt prepared the
way for the acceptance of pants on women.

1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990




The fashion goddess [a masquerade for the devil] likes t
do things gradually so as to keep people off guard.
Fashions have becoming increasingly immodest over the
last 100 years.

G ¢ K&k of the enemy is not abrupt; it is not, at the
outset, sudden and startling; it is a secret undermining c
the strongholds of principle. It begins in apparently smal
things-the neglect to be true to God and to rely upon Hit
wholly, the disposition to follow the customs and
practices of the world §PP 717.2}

Berhens



The goddess of

fashions .
provides various |
styles in which

one may

worship her. Bul i/
none of these
reflect the
standard of
modesty that
has been
recognized by
Ittt 27
daughters
before 1915.




Why have we ignhoredhe
following quotatior? For what
other reason than to follow
fashion didour sisters raise their
hemlines right along with the |
world? God did not sanctiort
then, andHe doeshot sanction it
today.

6.dzi GKS 62NR W
sanction in making changes in o
apparel merely for the sake of &=
fashion, that we may appear likeg s
UKS ¢2NI Roé 9 c di
May 1, 1908 par. 2} {6T 96.2} 1950



For many years, Seventay e Yy
Adventist women followed the ©
fashion of barely clad legs, |
actually believing that they wert
GadzllJll2aSReé U2
bitterly complained about being
miserable in cold weather!

GC2NJ €SI NER Yeé
and sheer nylont keep in
harmony with our church
standards all the while
complaining bitterly of the cold
I VY R RA a Adertc NI |
Review July 19, 1979
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The ankle length, long
sleeve, high neck clothing
the women wore up until
the early 1900s was more
than merely a style. It
reflected a moral
standard of society, which
was in harmony with the
divine standard.
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Did God lower the moral standard for society after
19157 Did God give His daughters permission to follov
the fashions of the world so they could reflect the
lowered moral standard of society?
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It was none other than the goddess of fashion!
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This reenactment
photo, taken in 1945,
shows the shock and

dismay of the ladies In
their 1890 and 1900
floor length dresses
when they see the bare
legs on the 1945 lady.

¢KAda AaY2RSN
of 1945 would have
been shocking to every
godly woman who had
lived up until 1915.




What has taken away the shock?

a ¢ K NERauih#ty with sin, their senses become so
blunted that evil seems attractive to them, rather than
abhorrentb CTBH 155.2VS 4 dza Q & dzF F S NA
0SOIdzaS | S | yandliariykvithlevilomak 2
had become blinded to its enorm{®yDA 752.4

j .\
We are no longer shocked

because we are blind and g '%
Yy 1SR FyR 46S R2yQu 7] y26s
/



What if all the women who loved God with all their hearts
throughout history, who had died by 1915, were
resurrected in the apparel of their time? Even though the
styles, designs, patterns, and fabric of their apparel woul
be distinctive to the era in which they lived, they would al
have the same standard of modesty in common.

Fornearlysix
thousand years,
theseGod
fearing sisters
haveobeyed
D2RQa oAt LM
them to be
modestly attired.




Then, the final generation, those living in the time of the
ast 100 years are noticed in comparison. With the legs
pared under skirts anywhere from maalf, to knee

ength, to mini length, or with their tight pants and
shorts, and lowcut or tight tops,they stand with their
bare arms outstretched to welcome their Lord.

The first group stares in utter disbelief. This final
generation was supposed to display before the watchin
universe the power of God to deliver them from all sin.

Do thesescantilyclad women
actually expect to be
translated?




| 26 O2dxA R A0 0S UGKI U D2RC
YR F2fft26SR D2RQa ail yRI
covering themselves completely, and then, during the
last 100 years, the people who claimed to love God
became increasingly more immodest with every passing
year. Something IS very wrong with that picture!




At the very end of time,
when the fashions are the e
most degenerate, God Is |
calling His true daughters
to uphold the very highest
standard of modesty, not . =
just a few steps behind
the world. He is calling fo
a revival of primitive
godliness. It should be
quite obvious that there stz 4@ |
a work of reformation e & i

before the people of God. f’?}ﬁ % ,r;,.‘ i«}‘“ —"
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& ¢ Khbirch has turned back from following Christ her

[ SFRSNI YR A& aiGadSIFRAf& NbB
1882

a 5 | thefclgurch is being converted to the woidCOL
315.3}1900
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If this was the condition of
our church over 100 years
ago, do we have clear
evidence that the church at
large has turned around? Or
IS the church still, daily, being
converted to the world?

How far has the church
traveled toward the world in
over 100 years, one step at a
time?




[ SGQa aléex F2NJ al 1S 2F Af
taken 1 step toward the world per year, for 100 years. S
now, we are 100 steps closer to the world as a church.

That would mean that there are 100 steps that we need
to backtrack in order to get back to where God wants us

to be.




Will this be an easy journey? Or will there be some dee
heart-searching and setlenial necessary? Is there a
need for corporate repentance for our worldliness? How
IS this churckwide reformation going to take place? We
R2Yy QU0 KIFI@S 9tA2lIK (G2 3l 0K

FLIOAA0 LINBIFOKAY3I o0& 0KS
repentance.

Rescue from Worldliness

I John 2:15-17




But we do have the Spirit of Prophecy, and the messag
there are plain and pointed. The problem is, these
messages are unread and unappreciated. And while me
{51 Qa OfFAY 02 0StASOS (K
discounted and ignored. Especially when it comes to th
counsel regarding following the fashions of the world.
2S aSSY G2 0dzNy | RSFF¥ St
KSEFEN®d LOQa y20G LJ2LJz | NI (2




Those 100 steps we have taken toward the world involve
more than external following of the fashions and practice:
It has to do with our heart condition, our philosophy
026 NR D2RQa ail yRI NRa® ¢ |
God and toward the world is reflected in our clothing, our
entertainment, our music, our diet, and many other
worldly pursuits. We need an internal revival so God can
purge us of our idols and bring about reformation.




G 2 K 8§ church is converted, there will lzeverygreat
reformation in dress. . Many of you who profess the
name of Christ, both old and young, have walked away
from Jesus into much appearance and displa3H157
14.2}(This was written in 1897, during the time when
the standard of modesty for society included a long, full
garment. What would she say today?)

LT 6S | a I OKdzZNODK KI @S wmr
6S akKz2dzZ RyQu o6S O2yuUSYyuSF
YR UKAY]l O0KIFIOGQa Sy2dzaAK®
R2Say Qi 3IS0 dza (2 6KSNB L
retrace our steps to the point where we know God
approved.



2S Oy GUNIYOS UKS LRZAYOG 27
when the women of God wore clothing that fully covere
and concealed the body, which was consistent with the
6000 years before that. We have no divine approval of
fashions once the skirts started to rise.
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standard of modesty for women during the last 100 yea
2T SFENIUKQa KAAU2NEBSEZ az 0K



