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Editon's Preface

This edition of WWN continues our addenda ar-
ticles on “The Incarnation of Jesus - Revisited”
with 'D'- Part 1. The previous issue of the thought
paper (# 72) ended the Addendum 'C' presenta-
tion with a chronological regression of Adventist
history that further supplemented from ‘other’
additional sources a notable conclusion. That with
very few exceptions, Seventh-day Adventists cor-
porately — both the leadership and the laity - held
unitedly to the same consistent biblical position
regarding the human nature that Christ assumed
in the Incarnation up to around 1950.

Sadly since then, and particularly epitomized by
the compromises that came out of the Confer-
ences with the Evangelicals in 1955-1956, we
emerged in the aftermath progressively more di-
vided and confused in our overall theological ori-
entation.

Beginning with Part 1 of Addendum 'D,’ we will
start chronicling this ongoing progression which
primarily centers in our growing acceptance of an
unscriptural view of the Incarnation of Jesus.

“The Incarnation In The Final Conflict
And The Restitution Of All Things ”
ADDENDUM ‘D’ -Part 1
The Conflict Within The Seventh-day
Adventist Movement Over The Truth
Of The Incarnation In The Years Following

The 1955-1956 Seventh-day Adventist /
Evangelical Conferences: 1960s - Present



During the controversy resultant from the
publication of the book Seventh-day Advent-
ists Answer Questions on Doctrine in 1957, '
a group of representative members in the
Loma Linda, California, area formed a com-
mittee for the revision of the book. They
presented a Memorial to the General Confer-
ence Committee which charged that the
book glossed "over certain vital fundamen-
tals and compromise[d] other tenets of our
faith.”" Then the committee illustrated what
they meant by this charge:

“To illustrate: In Hebrews 2: 14-17 and The
Desire of Ages, pp. 48-49 and 112, it is stated
in clearest language that Christ our Saviour
was ‘subject to the great law of heredity' and
took upon Him our ‘fallen’ and ‘sinful’ na-
ture. See also Medical Ministry, pg. 181.

“In direct contradiction to these inspired
words Questions on Doctrine declares that
Christ 'took sinless human nature,’ and that
‘He was exempt from the inherited passions
and pollutions that corrupt the natural de-
scendants of Adam.' This constitutes a most
unfortunate surrender to the so-called
‘Evangelicals,’ and robs the Christian of a
perfect divine-human Saviour.”

The Memorial also expressed the Commit-
tee's deep conviction in these words:

“It is evident that certain statements and
teachings of the book will never be accepted
by a considerable number of our people. In
fact, it is our conviction that not since the
time of J. H. Kellogg's pantheistic controver-
sy more than a half century ago, has any-
thing arisen to cause such disquietude, dis-
sension, and disunity among our people as
the publication of this book.”

The Memorial was signed by the following:
A. D. Armstrong, Frank L. Cameron, Edna E.
Cameron, R. F. Cottrell, Florence Keller M.D.,
Scott Donaldson, Claude E. Eldridge, Pearl
Ferguson, N. M. Horsman, Orville W. Lewis,
Sharon Y. Lewis, Daniel A. Mitchell, Harold N.
Mozar M.D., O. S. Parrott M.D., B. R. Spear,
Claude Steen M.D., Willa S. Steen, W. T.

Weaver, Walter L. Webb, Harry G. Willis and
Thomas I. Zerkle M. D.
[ Editor's note: This group could hardly be
considered a part of the (so-called) "lunatic
fringe" of the Church! ]

Subsequently in the early 1960s at An-
drews University, a term paper entitled "The
Humanity of Christ" by Robert Lee Hancock
was written for the Faculty of Church Histo-
ry. This paper was a brief study of the teach-
ings of the Adventist Church on the nature
of Christ's humanity. During this time, the
author of the paper was motivated because
of the charge "that the church has changed
her historic position on the doctrine of
Christ's human nature." The study was
“limited to the question of whether Christ
took the nature of Adam as he was originally
created perfect by God, or whether he had
the 'sinful’ flesh with its inherent weaknesses
which every child normally inherits from his
parents.”

The student’s conclusions were most inter-
esting. He wrote:

“Regarding the specific question of Christ's
humanity, this study has revealed that:

1) from its earliest days the Seventh-day
Adventist Church taught that when God par-
took of humanity He took, not the perfect,
sinless nature of man before the Fall, but the
fallen, sinful, offending, weakened, degener-
ate nature of man as it existed when He
came to earth to help man. ...

2) that during the fifteen year period be-
tween 1940 and 1955 the words, ‘sinful' and
‘fallen’ with reference to Christ's human na-
ture were largely or completely eliminated
from denominational published materials.

3) that since 1952, phrases such as 'sinless
human nature,’ 'nature of Adam before the
fall,’ and 'human nature undefiled’' have tak-
en the place of the former terminology ...



“The findings of this study warrant the
conclusion that Seventh-day Adventist
teachings regarding the human nature of
Christ have changed and that these changes
involve concepts and not merely seman-
tics.” (Robert Lee Hancock, "The Humanity
of Christ,” Term Paper, Dept. of Church His-
tory, AU, July, 1962, pp. 26-27). 2

In 1971, Review & Herald Publishing Asso-
ciation released a book by Dr. Leroy E. Froom
titled, Movement of Destiny. * The weight of
two of the highest officers of the Church was
employed in placing the "imprimatur" upon
the book. Elder Robert H. Pearson, president
of the General Conference wrote the Fore-
word (Ibid., pg. 13) 3 and Elder Neal C. Wil-
son, chairman of a large guiding committee
which reviewed the book before it was re-
leased, wrote the Preface in his capacity as
Vice President for the North American Divi-
sion (Ibid., pp. 15-16). > This book is as
"official" as any publication could be except
for one approved by the General Conference
in Session. Froom himself maintained that
"some sixty of our most competent denomi-
national scholars of a dozen specialties” ap-
proved what he wrote in the book. (Letter to
Editor, dated April 17, 1971).

A book review of Movement of Destiny by
Ingemar Linden (Spectrum, Autumn, 1971) *
cautioned readers as to the pitfalls they
might meet in the reading of this book. Lin-
den stated that Froom "stands as the fore-
most current apologist” of the Church. In
1971 Linden was a teacher at Uppsala Uni-
versity in Rimbo, Sweden. He was a member
of Church Historians Association of Sweden,
and reviewer of theological dissertations in
the field of eschatology and apocalypticism
for church historians in Scandinavia. He not-
ed that in writing the book, Froom was given
the task of "countering all ‘charges’' against
Adventism's founding fathers and succeed-
ing leaders,” and observed that because this
puts considerable limitation on his work,
“the reader must always be on the alert

when studying Froom, asking himself wheth-
er Froom has given a full account, or wheth-
er important aspects have been neglected, or
misrepresented.”... "Movement of Destiny
seems to be the work of the General Confer-
ence 'defense committee to put all things
straight’, with Froom serving as an untiring
preacher and organizer of the material” (pp.
89-91).

While Froom covers many doctrines in
their historical development in the Church,
this book is particularly concerned with the
teaching of the Church in regard to the hu-
manity Christ assumed in the Incarnation. On
this subject Froom revealed his position in
writing of the contacts which preceded the
publication of the book, Questions on Doc-
trine. He placed himself and the Adventist
Church in full accord with the editor of Our
Hope, who had written that Christ's
"conception in His incarnation was over-
shadowed by the Holy Spirit so that He did
not partake of the fallen sinful nature of oth-
er men." In a section which discussed the
note in Bible Readings on the nature of
Christ's humanity, Froom declared it to be an
"erroneous minority position” (Movement of
Destiny, pg. 428). * The phrase to which
Froom most strenuously objected indicated
that Christ "partook of our sinful, fallen na-
ture.” How then did this "minority” concept
get into Bible Readings? In 1956, Elder Roy
Allan Anderson did not know. At that time,
in the September issue of The Ministry, > he
wrote in an editorial the following comment
on the statement in Bible Readings -

“Many years ago a statement appeared in
Bible Readings for the Home Circle (1915,
edition) which declared that Christ came 'in
sinful flesh.' Just how this expression slipped
into the book is difficult to know. It has been
quoted many times by critics, all around the
world, as being typical of Adventist Christol-
ogy.” (Ibid., pg. 14).

Froom, being a part of the same study
group did not know then either. But now fif-



teen years later an answer is either found or
manufactured. It was written supposedly by
one, W. A. Colcord. No proof is given; a mere
statement is made:

"Apparently it was first written in by W. A.
Colcord, in 1914.” (Froom, Movement of Des-
tiny, pg. 428). 3

To discredit the statement in Bible Read-
ings, Froom resorted to what amounts to a
"smear" tactic. In a footnote, he alleged - “In
1914, about the time his note on Christ's na-
ture appeared in Bible Readings, he regretta-
bly lost faith in the teachings of the Seventh-
day Adventist Church." (Ibid., pg. 428). * Not
having an admissible answer in 1956, a
"goat” was found in 1971!

Movement of Destiny is but an enlarge-
ment of, and justification for, the position
taken in Questions on Doctrine on what is
termed "the Eternal Verities." They were
written from two different motivations, or,
at least so claimed. It is obvious that Ques-
tions on Doctrine was written to answer the
questions asked by the Evangelicals at the
SDA / Evangelical Conferences in 1955-1956.
On the other hand, Froom alleges that he
wrote Movement of Destiny at the behest of
A. G. Daniells. In his preface to the book, he
wrote:

“Back in the spring of 1930 Arthur G. Dan-
iells, for more than twenty years president of
our General Conference, told me he believed
that, at a later time, | should undertake a
thorough survey of the entire plan of re-
demption - its principles, provisions, and Di-
vine Personalities — as they unfolded to our
view as a Movement from 1844 onward, with
special emphasis upon the developments of
'1888,' and its sequel.” (Ibid. pg. 17; empha-
sis his). 3

Much is suggested in this one paragraph:

"1930" - this must be noted in the light of
Froom's comments on informal Sabbath af-
ternoon “intimate Bible study” and "dia-
logue” at the General Conference headquar-
ters during the years from 1930 to 1935.

(Ibid., pg. 429). 3 Not being "official" meet-
ings, no minutes were kept, but Froom alleg-
es that "copious notes” were taken by some
present. These have yet to surface, but they
do need to see the light of day.

"1888" — this was revived in the research
done by Robert J. Wieland and Donald K.
Short in 1950 — 7888 Re-examined. ° But this
was kept in wraps for more than a decade
until it imploded upon the Adventist scene
about the same time as M. L. Andreasen's
Letters to the Churches ” challenged the com-
promises of Questions on Doctrine. This all
occurred because of the dedication of a lay-
men - A. L. Hudson - and the devoting of his
expertise and facilities to the service of the
Lord.

While each of these dates — 1930, 1950,
and 1955-56 - open avenues for research
and observations, we again need to note
carefully the advice of Ingemar Linden,
teacher at Uppsala University, Sweden, when
reviewing Froom's conclusions as a denomi-
national "apologist”:

“The reader must always be on the alert
when studying Froom, asking himself wheth-
er Froom has given a full account, or wheth-
er important aspects have been neglected, or
misrepresented.” (Spectrum, Autumn, 1971;
emphasis ours). *

This is very apropos when noting Froom's
handling of the doctrine of the Incarnation
in Movement of Destiny.

In rewriting the doctrinal history of the
Church's teaching, Froom found himself
faced with some difficulties when presenting
the teaching of the Church in regard to the
nature of Christ's humanity. He had set forth
the General Conference of 1888 as towering
above all other conferences before or since.
He wrote:

“The epochal Minneapolis Session stands
out like a mountain peak, towering above all
other sessions in uniqueness and im-
portance. It was a distinct turning point.
Nothing like it had occurred before, and



none has since been comparable to it. It defi-
nitely introduced a new epoch.” (Movement
of Destiny, pg. 187). 3

First, Froom had to show beyond question
that the doctrine of the Incarnation was a
major point of discussion at the 1888 Ses-
sion, and then, secondly, show that what was
taught was the same thing that was affirmed
to the Evangelicals.

There were no official verbatim minutes
made of the 1888 General Conference Ses-
sion. Froom alleges that the book, Christ and
His Righteousness, ® published in 1890 by the
Pacific Press, was an edited copy by E. J.
Waggoner of “shorthand reports taken down
by Jessie F. Moser-Waggoner at the
time." (Ibid., pg. 189). ®> Nothing in the
"October 15, 1890" publication of the book
indicates this to be true; and Froom gives no
source documentation for his allegation. The
book did set forth in clear uncompromised
statements the nature assumed by Christ in
becoming the Son of man, and it was not the
position as affirmed to Barnhouse and Mar-
tin. How did Froom handle that?

Froom chose a section from Waggoner's
book, — "God Manifest in the Flesh” (pp. 24-
31). He selected phrases, words, and added
comments to what Waggoner wrote so as to
convey the opposite meaning to what had
been written. To illustrate: Waggoner (pg. 27
- 28) quoted 2 Corinthians 5: 21 and com-
mented:

“This is much stronger than the statement
that He was made 'in the likeness of sinful
flesh." He was made to be sin. Here is the
same mystery that the Son of God should
die. The spotless Lamb of God, who knew no
sin, was made to be sin. Sinless, yet not only
counted as a sinner, but actually taking upon
Himself sinful nature. He was made to be sin
in order that we might be made righteous-
ness.”

Froom's interpretive quoting reads:

"As to His humanity, Christ came in the
‘likeness of sinful flesh." (Rom. 8: 3, 4). 'God

laid on Him the iniquity of us all." He 'took’
all the 'weaknesses' of man, and 'suffered all
the infirmities' of man. More than that, he
was actually ‘'made’ - vicariously - to 'be sin
for us', that we 'might be made the right-
eousness of God in him' (2 Cor. 5:21).” Then
Froom quotes verbatim the above paragraph
from Waggoner beginning with "Here is the
same mystery as that the Son of God should
die. ... " (Movement of Destiny, pg. 197,
emph. added).

The fact is simply that Waggoner never
used the word, "vicariously." That word was
taken from Questions on Doctrine and writ-
ten into this interpretive quotation from
Waggoner. This type of misrepresentation -
for it is simply prevarication - in a work that
claimed to give an accurate presentation of
our denominational history as a “Movement
of Destiny” leaves one stunned. It stands as a
mute testimony to what extent apostates
will go to cover their tracks. A credibility gap
is created. Why the leadership of the Church
placed their full weight of approval behind
such a work has yet to be explained.

Another example from this period of con-
flict and apostasy will evidence how deeply
this alien doctrine on the human nature of
Christ had penetrated the Church, and how
the very sentiments of Roman Catholicism
were echoed.

The Southern Publishing Association pub-
lished in 1971 a book by Edwin W. Reiner,
M.D. In the Foreword, Dr Reiner stated that
"Elder Harry W. Lowe, of the General Confer-
ence, and Dr. W.G.C. Murdoch, dean of the
Theological Seminary of Andrews University,
critically read each chapter before its final
approval.” [Lowe had served for ten years as
secretary of the Defence Literature Commit-
tee until it was merged with the Biblical
Study Research Committee in 1969 to be-
come later the Biblical Research Institute.] In
a chapter captioned, "Christ the Sinless Sin-
bearer," the following concepts were pre-
sented:



“Christ, as He lived on earth, was a singular
combination of man and God. To become
human, He clothed His divinity with humani-
ty, yet He never ceased to also be God. It is,
of course, unthinkable that Deity could dwell
in a body combined with sinful human na-
ture. Sin cannot exist in the presence of God,
and although He shared man's physical de-
generation, He did not possess man's spiritu-
al alienation from and rebellion against God.
Neither did He sin by thought, deed, or ac-
tion. He accepted only the human physical
condition as it existed after four thousand
years, becoming tired, hungry, and weak like
any other human being.” (pg. 132, emph.
added). "°

Here we find that the Church in 1971, in a
published volume, critically read by the dean
of the Theological Seminary, declared that
the concept that Christ took upon Himself
the fallen nature of man in the incarnation to
be "unthinkable." In a Sabbath School Les-
son for 1913, a Catholic source was quoted
which stated:

“Disbelief in the immaculate conception of
the blessed virgin Mary would imply belief in
the following revolting consequences; name-
ly, that He who is holiness itself, and has an
infinite horror of sin, took human nature
from a corrupt human source.” (Quoted in
Senior SS Lesson Qrt., May 17, 1913, pg. 26).

The Roman Church considers the doctrine
that Christ accepted the fallen nature of man
in the Incarnation as "revolting,” because
Christ is "holiness itself.” An Adventist publi-
cation in 1971 considers the doctrine as
"unthinkable,” because "sin cannot dwell in
the presence of God." How apropos are Elder
E. J. Waggoner's words - "We need to settle,
every one of us, whether we are out of the
Church of Rome or not. There are a great
many that have the marks yet." (GC Bulletin,
1901, pg. 404).°

During this period, not all of the voices
contending for the historic faith of the
Church were drowned in the flood of water

pouring forth from the dragon's mouth. In
1960, the Pacific Press published a book by a
layman from lowa on the subject. After
quoting — "He [Christ] did in reality possess
human nature," Albert H. Olesen wrote:

“Throughout Christ's life upon this earth,
and when He went into the grave, this was
the only human nature that He had. This na-
ture was tempted to retaliate when torment-
ed, to anger when insulted, to covet distinc-
tion when adored. Jesus was tempted, not
merely vicariously, but actually through His
own human nature. He fought against this
nature until the last hours on the cross, even
as we are tempted throughout life.” (The
Golden Chain, pg. 30). "

Again:

“In our study we come to this conclusion:
While it was possible for Christ to bear vicar-
iously the penalty of sin for mankind, yet it
appears to have been impossible for Him to
have lived the human life vicariously. Be-
cause this sinless human living was the cen-
ter and heart of redemption, it of necessity
was exact and total reality; no substitution
could here suffice.” (Ibid., pg. 33).

This layman also made very clear what he
understood the term "human nature" to
mean. On this point he wrote — "Our nature
is the inheritance we receive at birth, the leg-
acy of inclinations and trends that enfold us
without our conscious volition. This legacy
includes the physical structure and certain
tendencies that we receive from former gen-
erations, the possession of which is not our
responsibility.” (/bid., pg. 15).

In a private publication, Think Straight
About the Incarnation, this same author stat-
ed very clearly the historic position of the
Church. He wrote:

“Christ proposed to take in reality man's
fallen nature, and to overcome the devil in
that very nature, and it was in the order of
God that this should be done. This was the
divine plan that was to "open the way" for
Redemption. ... In other words, it was the



foundation upon which Salvation was to be
built. For it was not the desert or the garden
or the cross alone that saved us, but the
whole lifetime struggle of Christ against
tempting fallen flesh in His own person of
humanity! It was a titanic daily accomplish-
ment for all those human years that saved
man and refuted the challenge of Satan be-
fore the universe. For it was in the "form and
nature of FALLEN MAN" that Christ saved us.
NOT in the form and nature of sinless Adam.
This is the very foundation of Redemption,
that Christ overcame Satan in our fallen na-
ture of flesh and blood, and there is no other
salvation for man.” (pg. 15).
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