c/o P.O. Box 488
Newport, OR 87365
Feb. 11, 1991

Dear Sydney,

The enclosed letter was sent to me from Threshingfloor Mln!st_rlé's; apparen[‘ix

my relatlves have put me on thelr maliing list. With It was a copy of the "Dear
Alaska Friends" leller slgned by Tharold, Eldon, Emest and Howard. - | (houghl
you might want to be aware of what many In your state flikely wlil be recelving.
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Altho Threshingfloor's motive is to hanm us, but the motive of the lady whose
letter Is quoted seems to be to gel help she couldn't get from us, and | have
to admit that her complalnts are legltimate. She volces a concemn thal [ have
been praylng about for some months: Bluntly put, are we conceallng wwepented
sin? Are we accepting in our fellowship men who have neither forsaken their
sin nor gotten a reveiation of {rue doctrine?

If our enemles are critical because Truitt Is In gospel meefings, whal will they
say when they flnd he Is golng to fellowshlp meetings, taking the emblems of
Christ's broken body when he does not belleve Jesus was humsn, and lak lng
part In meetings with the friends expected to say amen?

“ragld c~1-bear with me while | express some of my concems? [t [s beller

s RV ‘~an ftolking amongst ourselves and getting stired up. | was so
grateful for the uecisic. “~d at in Auora. These things take a lot of
courage. The officlal word given concemed Bob's Immorallty and Trultt's
doctrine. it sounded to me then, that the problems had been complefely
addressed and fully dealt with. | felt so relleved.

Then | heard that Bob's problem Is also doctrine, and Truitt's problem IS @lso
Immerallty, and that both men's problems are much graver than has been publicly
admitted. | find It so distressing that we have not been fully wamed. Sex
crimes are terrlble beyond words, but how much worse seduction of the soul?

| want to be able to belleve that our older brothers will protect us from these
terrors.

I had some close dealings for a period of time with a woman who was teaching
false doctrine. The thing that confused me most was not ler ieschings, but
the fact that the other workers were accepting her as a fellowminlster In Qood
standing, even tho they knew. The result was that | became very fearful and
distrustful of all workers. |[f they accepled thls woman wlith her docirine, they
must not be right elther. And if they weren't right, who could | trust? It was

very scary.

Her false doctrine had a certaln hold on me even tho | resisted It. The reason
It had power over me was because other workers who knew were sllent. Several
months went by, and one day | got-exercised about it and put It ali dowit on
paper. | showed It to one of the sisters, and she said, "This is deadly polson.
That's what finally broke the spell for me, when someone flnaily said, out ltoud,
“This Is wrong, this Is false, this Is dangerous.” It was the covered wrong,
the secret wrong that nobody will talk about, that feels most devasting.
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In my own experlence In two flelds where lhere were moleslation cases, | have
jearned: .
The offender dld not fully acknowlege his wrong untll he was In the hands of
the law.

The victim was not able to begin healing untll it had been publicly acknowleged
through proper legal channels to have committed a crime against her. That {he
bahavior had ceased was nel encugh. In the one case, several monlhs passed
from lhe tlme the behavlor ceased {o the tIme the victim repried the crhne.

It was only after the crlme was reporied (hat she had access (o the counsclili:
and support she so badly needed to rise above It all. | might mentlon also
that the offender hlmself expressed rellef when fhe maiter was flnally setiled

In court. . i

The friends In the fleld did not seftle down untll we had vislied In each home,
brought the unpleasant maller out In the open, slaled out loud thal the probiem
was of & sexual nalure. (Euphemlsms were not adeguate.) We stoled 8 few
facts to counleracl Imaglnation and/or rumors, and {hen gave them a chance

to vent thelr feellngs and bring up any concems. Most of (hem were {lrst
extremely angry, but later supportive of us and of the famlly. The ({rlends wio
had more difficulty were the ones who already had hidden, unresolved problems
of thelr own.

| was dublous about the wisdom of tackling these visits. [t felt llke tattling,
and | worried It mlght stir up unnecessary trouble. Actually, we dlscovered

It to be a great rellef to have things out in the open. For instance, we hzd
some very upset parents of small children asking, "If you knew aboul thls wiy

- dldn't you wamn us earller?” We had no answer, except that we had been naivi .
Also, when cne family knew and they would be talking o anothar farmlly, oivd
they were wondering, "Do they know?" and “If they know, do lhey thal we know?"
Thls made for a strong undercurrent of lenslion that popped like a bubble wihen
everyone knew the facts, and everyone knew that everyone else knew. Here

I might add that the facts we gave them had already been established in court.

We also let each family know that they were free to talk directly to us or to
the famlly Involved If they had further questions. Then we made good on our
promise to listen to and answer them. Actually, there were not many who neeed
to talk further; for most It was seltled for them wilh one vislii.

In the second case, the offender had an unblemished repulation. We all reacted
with "But he would never do a thing like that," and concluded It must be a
false accusation. We just couldn't belleve It. But we had fo belleve it when
confronted by the fact that he had pled guilty, There could have easily been
sidetaking In the church. But when someone sald ‘He woulon'l do that", we
could simply answer, "He pled gullty. He's been sentenced." This kept us
workers out of the position of having to Judge or take sides. Hls gqulll had
already been established. We were simply supporting the laws of lhe land.
There was no problem [f people felt the sentence was (oo strict or too fenient;
the Judge had decided that matter. No problem with differing oplnlons about
what kind of counselling should be glve the famlly members; lhal was declded
by the authoritles. No problem wilh getting him to follow through with treatment;
he had to or be found In conlempt of court. '
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Meanwhlle, the man Is saylng to himself, “But 1'd surely never do a thing Hike
that." Very difficult for him to admit to himself even, that he'd really done

it. As hard for him to belleve as It was for us. But having to face the [eqal
consequehces helped him to face the reallty of whal he had done. (Wihen the .
pollce knocked at the door with arest warrant and handcuffs, [t gol prelty reai.)
That was the flrst step towards repentance. The courtordered treatment thai
followed established the serlousness of what he had done and offered ilm &
positive course of actlon. When the frlends saw lhat he was sincerely wori<Ing
wlith the treatment program, they were wonderfully supportlve.

The program also gulded him In the steps of making amends. One slep wss
writing a letter of apology, and later an oral apology. lle was required ta stale
exactly and completely what he did; a partlal or general apology was not
acceptable. He stated that what he did was wrong, and. that he was somy.

He was not allowed to ask her to forglve him. That was her declsion; his
responsibllity was to simply apologize. The responsibility for making things
right was on hlm, and asking her to forglve him was pulllng some responsiblitty
over onto her, and that was not his right to do. The who!e problem started
with asking her to do things he had no right to ask, and the counsellors were
trying to help him break that pattern. It seems ihat addicts often feel {hak

If they can get the victim to forgive, It will make things all right, and then

the addict doesn't have to change.

The lreatment also taught the offender how to deal with the terrible overpowering
shame he felt once his denlal was broken down. [his man's wife told us fhat
hls shame was [ncapacitating, and his counsellors spent weeks {rying lo help
him to deal with it and go on. Without their specialized help , she felt he
would not have been able to recover himsell.

His counsellors also taught him that every day for lhe rest of his life he musi
remind himself, "I am a sex offender. | have the potential lo hurt someons,
and | must watch myself because this could happen again." They sald that
any time he begins to belleve he will not do It again, he Is likely to repeat
the crime.

According to the [ittle brochure we picked up at the police station, any
professional, which includes teachers, counsellors, medical personnel, and
ministers, who becomes aware of a case of child abuse or molestation, Is
required by law to report it. That's a legal obligation. As for our moral
obligation, | personally feel that it parallels the duty of a citizen who knows
about a murder. We do wrong if we keep qulet. We aid the crimiral If we
keep qulet. .

I was going to say | have no close ties wilth the people In Alaska or Montana,

so have no personal stake in the matter. But that's not true. | do: my own
peace of mind. | want to feel that | am safe when | lravel with brothers
(assuming | behave myself.) | want to feel safe al any conventiomn =~ 7.
physically and doctrinally. | want to be able to have confidence thac & + an
In potentlal danger from any worker or ex-worker, that | wlll be wamed. [ nced

assurance that when we make speclal meeling plans, we can placz wesers In
the homes of our people and feel confident that their doctrine and behavior will
be godly. Wnhen | give our friends addresses for meelings In another state,

| want to know that they will be safe there. | feel just as fterrifled of being
seduced by false doctrine as | am of falling inlo the hands of a sex offender.
As you older brothers deal with this matter, you arc In my prayers. Thank you
for taking time lo consider the fears | feel as a woman anc as & young =orier.
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BY: Selma Lundih, Sister Worker
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