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Editon's Preface

This ongoing Issue of the thought paper further
proceeds with our presentation of addenda arti-
cles supplementing our coverage of the humanity
that Jesus assumed in the Incarnation.

The main article again resumes with the conclu-
sion of Addendum ‘C'. So far the appendages have
followed a historic chronological order. However,
Addendum 'C' concludes with a historical regres-
sion — from the 1950s backward - to present addi-
tional information pertinent to the position held
by Seventh-day Adventists prior to the Evangelical
Conferences. Most of this other source material is
drawn from the study guides used during the
Church's Sabbath School study time. These
sources also reveal the same consistent under-
standing regarding the flesh that Christ assumed
in the Incarnation. This shows that both the S.D.A.
leadership and the laity were for all practical pur-
poses united in their comprehension and presen-
tation of this vital doctrinal truth up to 1950.
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“The Incarnation In The Final Conflict
And The Restitution Of All Things ”
ADDENDUM *C’

The Incarnation As Presented During The After-
math Of The 1955-1956 Seventh-day Adventist /
Evangelical Conferences In The Book Seventh-
day Adventists Answer
Questions On Doctrine
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Regression -

Further Review From Various Other Sources
of the S.D.A. Position on the Flesh Jesus As-
sumed in the Incarnation up to the Evangeli-
cal Conferences (1880s thru 1950).

The first Sabbath School Lesson Quarterly
was published by the Pacific Press in 1889.
This issue was preceded by three lesson
pamphlets in 1888 and 1889, each of which
contained lessons for six months. (Seventh-
day Adventist Encyclopedia, art. "Sabbath
School Publications," pg. 1262). * Along with
the Writings, these Sabbath School Lesson
Quarterlies for the Senior Division represent
an authoritative source as to what was be-
lieved and taught by the Church at any given
period. During the period from 1888 through
1915, where the subject of the Incarnation
was either the lesson topic or was discussed
as a section of the lesson, the concepts pre-
sented harmonized with what had been
taught by the Church prior to 1888. Also dur-
ing this time, the statements concerning the
nature of the humanity assumed by the Son
of God in becoming the Son of man became
increasingly more positive and definitive.

In a lesson for the 2nd Quarter of 1896
which discussed the subject of the Incarna-
tion, this note was found: “Christ was not
only born a man, but was born under the
law, both to be judged by the law, and to be
dealt with according to the law in His own
person; and as man's representative, to satis-
fy the law for all of man's transgressions of
it. ... In order to meet man where he was af-
ter the fall, Christ emptied Himself of all His
glory and power, becoming just as depend-
ent on the Father for life and daily strength
as sinful man is dependent upon Him.” (Senior
Quarterly, 2nd Qrt. 1896, pg. 11).

A lesson during the 4th Quarter of the

same year contained this observation: “Christ
in His humanity lived a life of dependence
upon the Father. This He did, not of necessi-
ty, but of choice, that He might be a perfect
example to us. He did not exchange His di-
vinity for humanity, but, clothing His divinity
with humanity, He emptied Himself, and did
not avail Himself of His divine attributes in
His contest with evil. ... He won for us in our
human nature a life of victory over evil, and
made it possible for us to live the life which
He lived..., Christ in His humanity, subject to
all the conditions and limitations of humani-
ty, obeyed perfectly that law which He in His
divinity had proclaimed with His own voice
from Sinai, and thus won for us a life of obe-
dience, which, as our High Priest, He minis-
ters to all who yield themselves to
Him.” (Ibid., 4th Qrt., 1896, pp. 11-12).

In 1902, a lesson was studied which associ-
ated the Incarnation of Christ with the taber-
nacle constructed at Mount Sinai. After re-
viewing the gospel promises to Abraham,
Isaac, and Jacob, the author of the lesson
stated that the chief provision of these
promises was the commitment of “the Son
of God in the flesh as the power of the
promise to restore all things.” Through these
promises “the same lesson was being taught
which was afterward given a more detailed
form in the tabernacle and its services. The
truth thus revealed was the incarnation of
the Son of God and His mediatorship in the
flesh ... The tabernacle and it services, after-
ward embodied in a more permanent form in
the temple, constituted a parable, a concrete
revelation of the gospel. This ‘tent of meet-
ing,' this 'tabernacle of witness," was con-
stantly testifying to God's purpose that hu-
manity should be His temple, through the
gift of His Son in the flesh, who would be-
come 'the appointed meeting-place between
God and humanity.'” (Ibid., 2nd Qrt. 1902,
pp. 20-21).

The Sabbath School classes in 1909 studied
a lesson based on John 1: 1-18. The note



which commented on verse 14 - “The Word
became flesh” - stated:

“Divinity tabernacled in the flesh of hu-
manity. Not the flesh of sinless man, but
such flesh as the children of earth possess.
That was the glory of it. The divine Seed
could manifest the glory of God in sinful
flesh, even to absolute and perfect victory
over every tendency of the flesh.” (Ibid., 2nd
Qrt., 1909, pg. 8).

Six weeks later a note in the Quarterly con-
tained the comment: “Jesus was God acting
in sinful flesh on behalf of the sinner. He
made Himself one with humanity. He took
upon Himself the woes, the needs, and sins,
of humanity, so that He felt the conscious-
ness and keenness of it as no other soul ever
feltit.” (/bid., pg. 20).

Among the topics for the First Quarter of
1913 was a study on the relationship be-
tween the Incarnation and the priesthood of
Jesus Christ. The first note read:

"It is very important that we should have a
clear understanding of the relation of the in-
carnation of Christ to His mediatorial work.
He was made priest ‘after the power of an
endless life," in order that He might minister
grace, mercy, and power to the weak and
erring. This is accomplished by making such
a close union with those needing help, that
divinity and humanity are brought into per-
sonal relation, and the very Spirit and life of
God dwell in the flesh of the believer. In or-
der to establish this relation between God
and sinful flesh, it was necessary for the Son
of God to take sinful flesh; and thus was
bridged the gulf which separated sinful man
from God.” (Ibid., 1st Qrt., 1913, pg. 14).

Note #3 concluded the lesson study for the
Sabbath. It stated:

“By assuming sinful flesh, and voluntarily
making Himself dependent upon His Father
to keep Him from sin while He was in the
world, Jesus not only set the example for all
Christians, but also made it possible for Him
to minister to sinful flesh the gift of His own

Spirit and the power for obedience to the
will of God.” (/Ibid., pg. 15).

In this lesson not only were the positive as-
pects of the Incarnation in relationship to
the mediatorial work of Christ presented, but
also the false mediatorial system of the Ro-
man Catholic Church was discussed. The
Dogma of the Immaculate Conception was
declared to be a denial of Christ's true Incar-
nation. It was observed that “this denial of
the perfect union of Christ with sinful flesh
opens the way for a series of substitutionary
mediators whose duty it is to bring the sin-
ner into saving touch with Christ.” (Ibid., 1st
Qrt., 1913, pg. 14).

The lessons for the 2nd Quarter of 1913
continued the general theme of the Sanctu-
ary and Christ's mediation. It was pointed
out that God through the sanctuary service
sought to teach the vital truth that He in-
deed would dwell with man. One lesson not-
ed that the Babylonian teaching was that the
God of the heavens would not dwell with
flesh (Daniel 2: 11). The 18th question asked
-"What is the teaching of modern Babylon
concerning the same fundamental doctrine?"
The answer read:

“By the dogma of the Immaculate Concep-
tion of the Virgin Mary, Rome teaches that
the mother of Jesus was preserved from the
stain of original sin, and that she had sinless
flesh. Consequently she was separated from
the rest of humanity. As a result of this sepa-
ration of Jesus from sinful flesh, the Roman
priesthood has been instituted in order that
there may be some one to mediate between
Christ and the sinner.” (Senior Lesson, 2nd
Qrt., 1913, pg. 25).

The student was referred to Note #5 which
quoted a Roman source as saying that a be-
lief which considered Christ as assuming sin-
ful flesh was “revolting.” The note concluded
- “Thus by shutting Christ away from the
same flesh and blood which we have ..,
modern Babylon really denies the vital truth
of Christianity, although pretending to teach



it. Such is ‘the mystery of iniquity'” - (/bid.,
pPg. 26).

During the last Quarter of 1913, the book
of Romans was the subject of the Sabbath
School lessons. In the first lesson, Note #5
commented upon the phrase that Christ was
“of the seed of David according to the
flesh.” (Romans 1: 3). It read:

“Christ was, therefore, of the royal line
through His mother. But He was more than
this; He was the same flesh as the seed of
David, in and through which for generations
had flowed the blood of sinful humanity, -
Solomon, and Rehoboam, and Ahaz, and Ma-
nasseh, and Amon, and Jeconiah, and others.
The Son of God took this same flesh in order
that He might meet temptation for us, and
overcome with divine power every trial we
must meet. Christ is our Brother in the flesh,
our Saviour from sin.” (Ibid., 4th Qrt., pg. 6).

The study of the book of Romans reached
into the first quarter of 1914. In the lesson
which included Romans 8: 3-4, this note is
found:

“What the law in sinful man could not do,
God did by sending His own Son. That Son
took the flesh of sinful man, and overcame
where man failed, overthrew sin in the flesh;
and so He can come into the flesh of those
who will open their hearts to receive Him,
with the same power, and conquer sin
there.” (Ibid., 1st Qrt., 1914, pg. 16).

During this period, an editorial appeared in
the Review & Herald, captioned, "Like Unto
His Brethren.” (November 9, 1905). The edi-
torial stressed the humanity of our Lord. Be-
ginning with Genesis 3: 15, a series of texts
were introduced to show Christ's identity
with humanity. Both the prophecies of the
Old Testament, and the confirmation of His
life in the New, were quoted in support of
this position. Then this observation followed
-“And it is further declared that the flesh
which Jesus took and in which He was
tempted, was the same as the flesh of the
other members of the human family, sinful

flesh.” The results of this life were also
spelled out for the reader: “Jesus is a perfect
Saviour because, having lived in our sinful
flesh without sin, [as] the Son of man, He has
formed such a union between divinity and
humanity that He is able to live the same life
in us.”

The editorial portrayed the risks that con-
fronted Christ in His acceptance of fallen hu-
man nature. Even as a child, He would be
subject to Satan's temptations, but in spite
of the risks to His Godhead, “accepted the
conditions which sin had imposed upon the
human family.” The Desire of Ages was quot-
ed in support of this position:

“Yet into the world where Satan claimed
dominion God permitted His Son to come, a
helpless babe, subject to the weakness of hu-
manity. He permitted Him to meet life's peril
in common with every human soul, to fight
the battle as every child of humanity must
fight it, at the risk of failure and eternal
loss.” (DA, pg. 49). *

Reaction was quick in coming from the
readers. Within a month another editorial
appeared answering questions which the
first editorial engendered. One asked about
the risk which Christ accepted in the light of
the foreknowledge of God. To this question,
the editor replied:

“Our correspondent practically raises the
old question of free will and foreordination.
His position is that God knew before He sent
His Son into the world that He would not
fail, and therefore there was no risk of fail-
ure. In the same way Christ must have known
the outcome of His mission to this earth ...

“In coming to these conclusions our corre-
spondent looks at the question from the
standpoint of the divinity of Christ, and does
not give due weight to the considerations
which arise from the humanity of Christ. God
sent forth His Son into the world as a man,
subject to the conditions and experiences of
humanity. As a man Jesus sustained the
same relation to the foreknowledge of God




as is sustained by every man. The fore-
knowledge of God did not limit His freedom
as a man. His freedom as a man did not in-
terfere with the foreknowledge of God. As a
man endowed with the freedom of choice,
[with] the second Adam, there was the same
possibility of failure as there was with the
first Adam in his sinless state. Otherwise
there would be neither force nor comfort in
the statement that He was '‘in all points
tempted as we are.' Otherwise the agony and
the bloody sweat, and the cry, ‘My God, my
God, why hast Thou forsaken Me?' would
have been merely as acting of a part, and
Christ's experience on this earth would have
been the same sort of an example of trust in
God as is the villain in the play who knows
that the revolver is loaded with blank car-
tridges, and that he will be all right again as
soon as the curtain falls. As a man Christ
knew, through faith in God's word, that His
Father was able to keep Him from falling,
just as any man may know it who will believe
God. In the fullness of this faith Christ com-
mitted Himself to His Father's keeping pow-
er, and was not disappointed. The same priv-
ilege is offered to every man.” (Editorial, Re-
view & Herald, December 7, 1905).

A second editorial appeared in December
because of continued reaction from the field
(Ibid., Dec. 21, 1905). The editor began by
stating — “A reader of the Review has written
to the editor at some length concerning a
statement in a recent editorial to the effect
that the flesh which Jesus took was sinful
flesh.” The original editorial had supported
this assertion by using Romans 8: 3. The
reader wrote: “l notice that this Scripture
does not say that God sent His own Son ‘in
sinful flesh," but ‘in the likeness of sinful
flesh." To me this seems a very different
statement. How could one in sinful flesh be
perfect, be holy, be unblemished (free from
stain)?”

In replying to this question, the editor indi-
cated there were two ways to answer it. One

was to introduce “positive proof in support
of our view.” The other would be to reason
from consequences which “would follow
from the position taken by our correspond-
ent.” The editor decided to use both options.
As “positive” proof Hebrews 2: 14-17 was in-
troduced with these conclusions:

“The natural and legitimate conclusion
from this declaration would be that the flesh
and blood of Jesus were same as the children
had ...

“The mission of Jesus was not to rescue
fallen angels, but to save fallen man. He
therefore identified Himself with man, and
not with angels, and He became ‘in all
things' like unto those whom He professed
to help. The flesh of man is sinful. In order to
be 'in all things' like unto man, it was neces-
sary that Jesus should take sinful flesh.”

The next text cited was the text used in the
original editorial - Romans 8: 3. The editor
compared the wording with Philippians 2: 7
where Christ came in the likeness of men,
and then asked - "Do we not rightly con-
clude that Jesus was really a man when we
read that He was made ‘in the likeness of
men'? - Most certainly. The only way in
which He could be ‘in the likeness of men'
was to become a man. ... Is it not equally
clear that the only way in which God could
send His Son 'in the likeness of sinful flesh’
would be for that Son to have sinful flesh?”

Turning to the consequences of rejecting
the fact that Christ accepted the fallen na-
ture of man when He assumed humanity, the
editor wrote:

“If the Son of God did not dwell in sinful
flesh when He was born into the world, then
the ladder has not been let down from heav-
en to earth, and the gulf between a holy God
and fallen humanity has not been bridged. It
would then be necessary that some further
means should be provided in order to com-
plete the connection between the Son of
God and sinful flesh. And this is exactly what
the Roman Catholic Church has done. ... First



come the priests on earth, which are known
to have sinful flesh; then come those who
did dwell in sinful flesh, but are now canon-
ized by the church as saints in heaven; next
the angels; and lastly the mother of Jesus.
Thus the door to heaven is not Jesus, but the
church, and such a price is charged for open-
ing the door as it is believed the sinner or his
friends can pay. These are the consequences
which naturally follow the doctrine that Je-
sus did not take sinful flesh, and we avoid
these consequences by denying this doctrine,
and holding to the plain teaching of the
Scriptures.”

In answering the second part of the read-
er's question — "How could one in sinful flesh
be perfect, be holy"? - the editor well stated:

“This question touches the very heart of
our Christianity. The teaching of Jesus is, ‘Be
ye therefore perfect, even as your Father
which is in heaven is perfect." And through
the apostle Peter comes the instruction, 'Be
ye holy; for | am holy." None will deny that
we have sinful flesh, and we therefore ask
how it will be possible to meet the require-
ments of Scripture if it is not possible for one
to be perfect or holy in sinful flesh. The very
hope of our attaining perfection and holi-
ness is based upon the wonderful truth that
the perfection and holiness of divinity were
revealed in sinful flesh in the person of Je-
sus. We are not able to explain how this
could be, but our salvation is found in be-
lieving the fact. ... It is the crowning glory of
our religion that even flesh of sin may be-
come a temple for the indwelling of the Holy
Spirit.”

During this period - 1888-1915 - publica-
tions from two different publishing houses
of the Church taught the same fundamental
doctrine in regard to the Incarnation of
Christ. Uriah Smith, while serving as associ-
ate editor of the Review & Herald, released a
book - Looking unto Jesus. * In this book the
following comments are found noting the
nature of the humanity which Christ as-

sumed as the Son of man:

“ ... he humbled himself, and took upon
him the form of a servant, by consenting to
take the fashion of puny, mortal, sinful man
(Phil. 2: 8). In the likeness of sinful flesh
(Rom. 8: 3), he reached down to the very
depths of man's fallen condition, and be-
came obedient unto death, even the igno-
minious death of the cross.” (pg. 23). ...

“He came in the likeness of sinful flesh to
demonstrate before all parties in the contro-
versy that it was possible for men In the
flesh to keep the law. He demonstrated this
by keeping it himself. On our plane of exist-
ence, and in our nature, he rendered such
obedience to every principle and precept,
that the eye of Omniscience itself could de-
tect no flaw therein. His whole life was but a
transcript of that law, in its spiritual nature,
and in its holy, just, and good demands. He
thus condemned sin in the flesh, by living
himself in the flesh and doing no sin; show-
ing that it was possible for man thus to
live.” (pg. 30).

In 1911, the Pacific Press published a book -
Questions and Answers ® - compiled by the
editor, Milton C. Wilcox, gathered from the
"Question Corner” of the Signs of the Times.
One question asked was concerning the text
in Hebrews 2: 14-17. In answering this ques-
tion, the editor noted the steps in Christ's
sacrifice "to break the power of sin, unify
God's broken creation, and save man." Com-
menting on the step, "in the likeness of
men” (Philippians 2: 7), he wrote:

“In this step the eternal Logos 'became
flesh,' the same as we; for He was born 'of a
woman,’ born 'under the law,' under its con-
demnation, as a human, having the flesh
with all the human tendencies; a partaker of
the ‘flesh and blood' of humanity; 'in all
things' 'made like unto His brethren’,
‘'suffered being tempted.' And He met all the
temptations even as you and | must meet
them, by faith in the will and Word of God.
There is not a tendency in the flesh of hu-




manity but what dwelt in His. And He over-
came them all.” (pp. 19-20).

In 1915, a revised Bible Reading for the
Home Circle was published by the Review &
Herald Publishing Association. ” The chapter
on Christ’s nature -"A Sinless Life” - lists in
part the “note” regarding Christ’s humanity:

“The idea that Christ was born of an im-
maculate or sinless mother, inherited no
tendencies to sin, and for this reason did not
sin, removes Him from the realm of a fallen
world, and from the very place where help is
needed. On His human side, Christ inherited
just what every child of Adam inherits, - a
sinful nature. On the divine side, from His
very conception He was begotten and born
of the Spirit. And all this was done to place
mankind on vantage-ground, and to demon-
strate that in the same way every one who is
"born of the Spirit" may gain like victories
over sin in his own sinful flesh. Thus each
one is to overcome as Christ overcame.” <
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