(For Adventists Only)

® The most dramatic, astounding, rapid and
complete doctrinal changeover ever made
in our denomination. And, most startling of
all, it was done by just two men

® The condensed story from 1941 to 2008

@® Most astounding, even frightening, chapter
in our denominational history

@ Hundreds of facts and source quotations

® How one man, not of our faith, was in charge
for 34 years-with permanent results

® What actually happened, and how it dramati-
cally altered our official church doctrines

® The condensed eye-witness reports, and
documentary statements, 70 chapters, and
4 appendices can be read in full in “Our
Evangelical Earthquake” book. See page 16.
You are reading the short tabloid version.

EVENTS BEFORE

THE CONFERENCES (1941-1954)

Unruh Writes a Letter (1949)—Many wonder
in bewilderment how all this began. On November
28, 1949, Unruh commended Barnhouse for cer-
tain radio sermons. Barnhouse wrote back that he
was astounded that one of the heretics, an
Adventist minister, would commend him on righ-
teousness by faith.

Martin Commissioned to Write a Book
1954)—Walter Ralston Martin (1928-1989), direc-
tor of cult apologetics for Zondervan Publishing
Company was contributing editor of Barnhouse’s
Eternity magazine.

In the spring of 1955, while checking through
Barnhouse’s files, Martin discovered those earlier
letters from Unruh.

Branson was Gone (1954)—If Reuben R.
Figuhr's (General Conference president 1954-
1966) predecessor, William H. Branson (1887-
1961), had still been president, the terrible doctri-
nal sellout which occurred at the Evangelical Con-
ferences would never have taken place.

But, by the spring of 1955, Branson was out of
the picture—and Figuhr (elected May 24, 1954),
who was not a doctrinal expert, was in the habit of
entrusting lower-level responsibilities to men whom
he trusted.

Enter Froom and Anderson (1955)—Leroy

our denomination ever produced, but Roy Allen
Anderson, a former public Evangelist and power-
ful leader of men, immediately took charge of the
contact with Walter Martin. He called in Walter E.
Read, a GC field secretary, who also was not a
doctrinal expert.

Froom tried to back out of taking part in the
meetings when he realized that he would have to
compromise our denominational beliefs, but Ander-
son talked him into it and he then became intent
on bending everything to the one great objective
of making our most controverted beliefs accept-
able to Walter Martin.

The challenge was immense; and they gave
their total energies to making both the conferences
and the book which followed it a great success.

Anderson’s Earlier Successes at Changing
the Church (1941, 1949)—Anderson had earlier
pushed through every project he had attempted.
On becoming head of the Ministerial Association
in 1941, he immediately set to work to help elimi-
nate two songbooks our people had loved for years:
Christ in Song and Hymns and Tunes.

able to effect a second significant change.

In the mid 1940s, an important Protestant Bible
scholar had written that Adventists “deny Christ's
deity.” The author had found that nature of Christ
statement in Bible Readings which said that Christ
took our “fallen, human nature.” Anderson had that
statement removed from the revised edition.

The revised statement was first published in the
1949 edition of Bible Readings. Interestingly
enough, our people did not notice that this change
had been made until Anderson, himself, revealed
the fact.

Reprinted below is a condensation of that
original correct version:

“In His humanity, Christ partook of our sin-
ful, fallen nature. . . . The idea that Christ was
born of an immaculate or sinless mother, in-
herited no tendencies to sin, and for this rea-
son did not sin, removes Him from the realm of
a fallen world and from the very place where
help is needed. . . .”

The Bible clearly teaches that Christ took not
the nature of angels (or, for that matter, unfallen
Adam), but the nature of Abraham’s descen-
dants.

THE 18-MONTH MEETINGS
(MARCH 1955 - AUGUST 1956)

The First Meeting (March 1955)—At the time
of this first meeting, Froom did the research and
writing; and Anderson gave him encouragement
and led out in keeping the strong friendship of
Martin and Barnhouse.

Could this small group of three Adventists
(Froom, Anderson, and Read) represent our en-
tire church? They certainly did not represent the
solid historical believers. It is a significant fact that,
only five years earlier, in front of the entire 1950
General Conference Session, Read defended our
historic teaching about the fallen nature of Christ.
A major change occurred within the first 24 Hours.

Froom, at this time at the height of his mental
powers, spent the afternoon and evening, after the
first session, preparing a 20-page study, in reply
to Martin’s initial list of questions. The manuscript
was then sent over to Martin.

The second day will never be forgotten. Martin
admitted that he had been wrong about Seventh-
day Adventism and, in a dramatic gesture, he ex-

Edwin Froom was the most in-deBth researcher  In1949, R.A. Anderson, with Froom’s help, was



tended his hand in fellowship. Yet this
small victory only served to whet the
appetite of Anderson and Froom even
more: If at all possible, they must gain
full acceptance by the Evangelicals!

Getting Barnhouse On Board
(August 1955)— Martin now needed
to convince Barnhouse that the
Adventists were Christians. The meet-
ings in Dr. Barnhouse's home per-
suaded Barnhouse and his son that
they, too, had held many misconcep-
tions

Worldwide All-Expenses-Paid
Trips (1955)— Our leaders brought
Martin over to the Adventist Seminary
to speak, plus letting him speak at our
large Takoma Park Church. They also
took him on an all-expenses paid- trip
to Loma Linda—and, also in 1955, to
mission stations around the world.

The Three Points—It was clear
from the start that Martin had three
points on which he would accept no
disagreement—which if we compro-
mised on them would ultimately work
havoc in the Adventist Church. On all
others, there might be some varia-
tions, but three were central to
Martin’s modern Protestantism. He
presented three (to him controversial)
beliefs of Adventists that needed
changing:

1) The atonement of Christ was not
completed on the cross. 2) Salvation
is the result of grace plus the works
of the law. 3) Christ took man’s sinful
fallen nature at the incarnation. We
will carefully consider each of these
three in an Appendix of this tract.

Our leaders assured Martin that
the atonement was essentially fin-
ished when Christ died on the cross.
They told him that Christ never really
took the human nature that we have.
But our beliefs about the atonement
and the human nature of Christ are
solid core doctrines. To tamper with
them is to change many other beliefs,
including the truths about salvation,
grace, obedience, and the law of God.

If the atonement was finished at
Calvary, then we today were saved
atthe cross. Conduct counts for noth-
ing. If Christ did not actually take our
human nature, then His sinless life is
not an example we need to follow. It
is said that human beings do not need

to try to stop sinning, because they
cannot stop sinning. (This terrible er-
ror was invented; and it is eagerly
accepted by millions because it
teaches that they can continue to sin
and still go to heaven.)

This error also eliminates the three
angels' messages which teach that
we must worship the true God; the
judgment is taking place; we must
leave the churches which reject these
truths; the mark of the beast will be
placed on all who reject these truths.

Each of these points in the mes-
sages of the three angels is keyed to
the necessity of obedience to God's
law, by faith in the enabling grace of
Christ, which is provided to us through
the example of Christ's obedient life,
His self-sacrificing death, and His
mediation in the Sanctuary above to
provide us the strength needed to
obey all that God commands in the
inspired books.

These changes by Froom and
Anderson are compatible with the
teaching that it is not even necessary
to keep the Bible Sabbath!

An Appendix at the back of this
tract will show the truth of our beliefs.

How Froom and Anderson
Helped Martin Change Our Be-
liefs— The key point to be eliminated
was the means of salvation. The ob-
jective was to do away with obedience
to the holy law of our Creator, who is
a holy God.

It was decided that, in some cases,
the very words used to describe our
beliefs should be changed. Confusion
of terms would make belief modifica-
tion easier.

In some instances this required
translation of the inbred vocabulary
of the church into language common
among theologians of other commun-
ions. Four methods were used: re-
phrasing Adventist beliefs; quoting
tiny snippets here and there from the
Spirit of Prophecy; “official” state-
ments in Questions on Doctrine (QD)
which assumed that all Adventists
believed that which almost none of
them believed; and repeatedly tell
Adventist believers that nothing had
really been changed.

Froom emphasized two words
concerning Christ's human nature

that are frequently used by Roman
Catholics and Evangelicals—exempt
and vicariously. Such words pleased
Martin and Barnhouse, both Calvin-
ists.

These two words, exempt and vi-
cariously, do not appear in the
prepublication manuscript copy of QD
submitted to Review editors.

The Beliefs of Calvinists—
Barnhouse and Martin were actually
trying to make Calvinists out of us!
They belonged to the Calvinistic/dis-
pensational wing of Evangelicalism.
“Calvinistic” means that salvation is
by predestination and not dependent
upon our actions. “Dispensational”
means that salvation before Calvary
was by obedience to the law and af-
ter Calvary it is by grace.

Barnhouse believed that Christ
took a sort of composite humanity—
which was not even the nature that
pre-fall Addam nor which Mary had! His
humanity was merely an outer cover-
ing over His perfect, unsinnable
higher divine nature.

Questioner: “They (Adventist lead-
ers) are taking the position, are they
not, that Christ has the nature of Adam
before he sinned, isn't that true?
Barnhouse: “I hope not! Their posi-
tion is that He was the God-man.
Adam was created a being subject to
fall. Jesus Christ was the God-man,
not subject to fall.”

How could we possibly please
such men?

There is a very clear statement in
The Great Controversy 260-262
which shows how evil is the Calvinist
doctrine of predestination and how it
totally destroys the need to keep the
law of God.

How Martin Changed Our Other
Books— Martin not only changed our
beliefs, but he also coerced the Gen-
eral Conference into getting rid of—
or rewriting—a sizeable number of
our denominational books!

Martin not only demanded that
many of our books must be expur-
gated by our publishing houses,
but he started a trend that no more
such books were ever again to be
printed—unless certain offending
passages were eliminated prior to
publication.

Martin came in one day with liter-
ally a suitcase full of publications from
Adventist publishing houses and said,
“Do you know that your denomination
teaches these things?” The suitcase
was put up on the table and about two
hundred documents were spread out.
After spending a couple of days go-
ing through the documents. the
Adventist committee, responded “We
certainly have to do something about
it immediately.” Martin later com-
mented “They were very responsive,
and we entered into work in earnest.”

Martin and Barnhouse recognized
their opportunity and they made full
use of it. Scores of Adventist books
were carefully changed, while many
others were permitted to go out of
print.

Benefited by knowing where it
stood with the Evangelicals, the
Adventist Church went forward with
efforts to purge from its older litera-
ture the fact or appearance of error.

Martin stated (Eternity, October
1956) that “less than 20 per cent” of
the Adventist books in print at that time
were acceptable—the rest had to be
changed or eliminated entirely!

(Vance Ferrell at this point lists
nearly 100 Adventist publications,
many of them major doctrinal books,
which are no longer available.)

Martin had demanded that differ-
ent books must be printed. So what
kind of doctrinal books are we pre-
sented with now?

Books ridiculing Ellen White.
Books making fun of “perfectionism.”
Books praising Protestant churches.
Books subtly denying the possibility
that we can obey the law of God.
Books teaching our youth how to be
clowns and make movies. Books
about our wonderful breakthroughs in
“planting churches” which have
drums, bands, and swaying singers.
Books that compare those of us who
keep God's commandments to legal-
istic Pharisees.

Something Else that Martin
Changed— Walter Martin also
changed our broadcasting identifica-
tion. Previously, like all the other
churches, we broadcast our radio and
television broadcasts without neces-
sarily identifying our denomination.



In his talk he told several things
that the Adventists were going to do
differently now. One of these was that
the Voice of Prophecy and Faith for
Today would now be identifying them-
selves.

Later Meetings—By the fall of
1955, after nearly two years of meet-
ings, both sides had agreed that each
would publish a book exonerating
Adventists in the eyes of the
Evangelicals.

Barnhouse was satisfied that
Adventists were fundamentally Evan-
gelical in all matters concerning sal-
vation. Martin also told Froom and
Anderson that the Reformed (Calvin-
istic) denominations were seriously
considering accepting the Adventist
denomination as truly one with them
in major doctrinal beliefs concerning
the means of salvation! In May 1956,
Barnhouse was shown a number of
documents which Froom had patched
together “showing” that Mrs. White
had held the doctrinal concepts
Froom and Anderson were espous-
ing.

Froom and Anderson actually read
Barnhouse's so-called “Bombshell”
article presenting his new acceptance
of Adventists as Evangelicals, and his
follow-up articles, before they were
printed. Supporting articles by Mar-
tin, to follow in Eternity, were also x

THE NON-ADVENTIST
MAGAZINE ARTICLES
(SEPTEMBER 1956 -
JANUARY 1957)

Introduction—All the while that
the Evangelical Conferences were in
progress, not one word was men-
tioned to our people.

In August 1956, these eighteen
months of meetings ended. In Sep-
tember Barnhouse published in Eter-
nity magazine the first of three
monthly articles regarding his meet-
ings with Adventists and his changed
position regarding them. It was the
initial “Bombshell.”

In November 1956 another Evan-
gelical magazine, Our Hope, pub-
lished another changed leader’s rec-
ommendation that we should be ac-
cepted as Evangelicals. But more
significant was the article that fol-

lowed a few pages later in that
same issue: a good-sized article by
Walter R. Martin stating that every-
one should make “peace with the
Adventists” because of their will-
ingness to repudiate certain earlier
doctrinal defects.

The GC seemed afraid to speak
and did not know what to say—to
announce to our own church any
news of the biggest, fastest doc-
trinal sellout in our denominational
history.

The first inkling that the Adventist
Church gave to its members of what
was taking place did not appear until
a soft-toned announcement geared to
the workers appeared in the Decem-
ber 1956 issue of Ministry magazine.

Aside from Eternity, Our Hope was
to prove to be one of the only concil-
iatory Protestant magazines in the
controversy. All we gained for our
sellout was four Martin articles,
one Barnhouse article, and the
Martin book! In the decades since
then, our church leaders have re-
peatedly tried, through their Ecu-
menical connections, to draw
closer to the other denominations,
with a fair amount of success.

These Eternity articles by
Barnhouse and Martin, along with
Martin’s book, The Truth about Sev-
enth-day Adventism, contained
four themes:

1) Adventists were to come to
terms in order to receive “unity and
fellowship;”2) A number of original
Adventist beliefs were ridiculous;
3) Adventists were actually chang-
ing their beliefs; and 4) These new
beliefs were different from formerly
held doctrinal truths.

Most of the common folk in our
church still did not find out what
was taking place.

The fact that the doctrinal tor-
nado hit Adventist leaders and pas-
tors, with no mention of the actual
changes being made to the church
members, made the changeover all
the more insidious.

The Bombshell Article (Septem-
ber 1956)— In June 1956, | had
started my second year of three years
atthe Seminary, next door to the Gen-
eral Conference. Some of the profes-

sors had mentioned divisive aspects
of the atonement, the nature of Christ,
and the error that Ellen White had
nothing to do with formulating our
beliefs.

Everyone, none of us excepted, at
the Seminary building, quickly pur-
chased copies of that September is-
sue of Eternity magazine. It was all
that we students could talk about.

Here is part of an introductory
statement on page 4 of this Septem-
ber issue:

“The lead article of this month’s
issue will come like a bombshell. . . .
This article is the introduction to a
series of three which will be presented
by contributing editor Walter R. Mar-
tin in the next three months. . . .”

Elsewhere in that issue was
Barnhouse’s own bombshell article.

In his report of the meetings,
Barnhouse stated: “Immediately it
was perceived that the Adventists
were strenuously denying certain doc-
trinal positions, which had been pre-
viously attributed to them. They repu-
diated absolutely the thought that sev-
enth-day Sabbath keeping was a ba-
sis for salvation.

“Martin found one of our publica-
tions which contradicted this position,
showed to our representative who
immediately brought this fact to the
attention of the General Conference
officers, that this situation might be
remedied and such publications be
corrected.

“This same procedure was re-
peated regarding the human nature
of Christ. The leaders explained to Mr.
Martin that they had among their num-
ber certain members of their ‘lunatic
fringe’ who held to Christ having a
fallen nature.”

It was obvious to Barnhouse that,
in view of the new doctrinal changes
by Adventists, they now held teach-
ings very close to those of the Cal-
vinists!

Barnhouse continued: “Adventists,
now believing that the atonement was
completed at the cross, would not find
it too hard to get along with the mod-
ern Calvinism.”

Calvinists believe that we are
saved entirely apart from any good or
evil things we might do in this life.

NIGHT AND DAY

Conduct counts for nothing.

Froom and Anderson actually read
Barnhouse’s so-called “Bombshell”
article, and his follow-up articles, be-
fore they were printed. The quoted
words, “lunatic fringe” and the other
ideas in this quotation almost certainly
came from the Adventist conferees.
Supporting articles by Matrtin, to fol-
low in Eternity, were also gone over.

George Knight states: “Nowhere
do we find the Adventist leaders ar-
guing that the language was not
theirs,—even though M. L. Andreasen
in his Letters to the Churches had
claimed it was theirs.

“According to Barnhouse, the
Adventist leaders held the human
nature of Christ ‘to be sinless despite
the fact that certain of their writers
have occasionally gotten into print
with contrary views completely repug-
nant to the church at large. They fur-
ther explained to Mr. Martin that they
had among their number certain
members of their ‘lunatic fringe." "

Barnhouse had stated that
Adventists believe that keeping the
Bible Sabbath has nothing to do with
salvation. If that is true, then it does
not matter if we keep any part of the
Ten Commandments!

Returning to Barnhouse’s “Bomb-
shell” article: “A great amount of time
was spent in our early meetings to
spell out the fact that Adventists do
not believe in legalism as a part of
salvation. . . . they take a position (to
us very illogical) that the Ten Com-
mandments are to be obeyed, but that
their teaching [on this] has no part
whatsoever as a down payment or a
part payment toward salvation. . . .

“The latter doctrine [the investiga-
tive judgment], to me, is the most co-
lossal, psychological, face-saving
phenomenon in religious history!

“The position of the Adventists
seems to some of us in certain cases



to be a new position. It may be merely
the position of the majority group of
sane leadership which is determined
to put the brakes on any members
who seek to hold views divergent from
that of the responsible leadership.

“(1) Notably, the Adventist leader-
ship proclaims that the writings of
Ellen G. White . . . are not on a parity
with Scripture.

“(2) They specifically repudiate the
idea that Sabbath keeping is in any
way a means of salvation.

“They do not believe, as some of
their earlier teachers taught, that
Jesus' atoning work was not com-
pleted on Calvary but instead that He
was still carrying on a second minis-
tering work since 1844. This idea is
also totally repudiated. . . . It can be
seen that what remains is most cer-
tainly exegetically untenable and
theological speculation of a highly
imaginative order.”

Barnhouse eliminated any signifi-
cance in the Ten Commandments, the
Bible Sabbath, the heavenly ministry
of Christ, and the truth that Christ re-
ally took our human nature.

He stated, “We personally do not
believe that there is even a suspicion
of a verse in Scripture to sustain such
a peculiar position, and we further
believe that any effort to establish it
is stale, flat, and unprofitable!”

Bombshells do notimprove things.
They destroy property, kill people, and
cripple those who survive. Martin and
Barnhouse’s bombshells were des-
tined to do the same thing:

Destroy the foundations of our
basic beliefs; kill the souls of men and
women by teaching them that they
can be saved in disobedience to
God's commands; and immensely
cripple the efforts of the faithful who
remain true to our original beliefs.

These first few Eternity articles
were not accepted by a large num-
ber of Evangelicals and other Prot-
estants.

This accusation of a “lunatic fringe”
was incredible when we consider the
following list of prominent Adventist
leaders who taught that Christ took
man’s fallen nature to live a sinless
life (some 50 are listed).

Martin’s October 1956 Eternity

Article— Here is the only statement
of special significance regarding the
above issues in Martin's first Eternity
article:

“. .. in some places orthodox
Christian theology and . . . Ellen White
do not agree; . . but on the cardinal
doctrines of the Christian faith nec-
essary to the salvation of the soul and
the growth of the life in Christ [she is
in agreement with Evangelicals].”

Martin’s November 1956 Eter-
nity Article— Now we turn to the sec-
ond of Walter Martin's three articles
in Eternity magazine.

“A concise statement of what Sev-
enth-day Adventists do believe from
an authoritative source” was followed
by a five-paragraph statement from
the forthcoming book, Questions on
Doctrine, repudiating our basic beliefs
on the atonement and the nature of
Christ.

Further on Martin said that only
20% of the current Adventist books in
print are truly safe, doctrinally; but that
Adventist Church leaders are busily
amending or eliminating the rest! Now
that is a bombshell all on its own!

Quoting Martin, “There is still some
literature in print and on the shelves
[reflecting earlier positions] but pre-
cautions are being taken to limit fur-
ther circulation and to present a uni-
fied and true picture of Seventh-day
Adventist adherence to the cardinal
Christian doctrines. . . .

“Less than 20 per cent of these
volumes are now up to date or con-
tain the true Seventh-day Adventist
positions. . . .

“The need for abandoning the out-
of-print quotations and questionable
statements that have been repudiated
by the Adventist denomination ought
also to be recognized by Christian
publishers. . . ."

Martin also revealed the fact that
most Adventist commentators on QD
state that they have no idea who wrote
the book. Later investigation has con-
firmed that it was Froom. Martin wrote
“Dr. LeRoy E. Froom . . . writing in a
new theological publication to be re-
leased early in 1957 clearly states the
Seventh-day Adventist
denomination’s repudiation of all ex-
tremist or personal positions of the

past . ..

“Seventh-day Adventists wish to
correct all misrepresentations . . . and
to fellowship with the other members
of the body of Christ.”

Martin was also told by Froom and
Anderson that only Hiram Edson and
“early Adventists” believed that there
was a Sanctuary in heaven!

E. Schuyler English’s November
1956 Our Hope Article— “. . .
SDAism has been undergoing a
change through the past decade, and
there are many brethren in Christ who
are within the fold of Adventism.”

The December 1956 Time Maga-
zine Article— Time magazine de-
clared the conferences to be a great
event and that the Adventists had “an-
nounced that they would publish—
probably next spring— a new, defini-
tive statement of their faith”

Martin’s January 1957 Eternity
Article—contained the statement
“only ‘early members’ of the Adventist
Church believed they were the rem-
nant.”

However, Revelation 12:17 clearly
identifies the remnant as only those
who keep the commandments of God.

“. .. the ‘remnant church’ idea,
espoused by early members . . . Still
taught in the denomination, though in
avastly different sense . . . Adventists
constitute a definite part (emphasis
supplied) of the ‘remnant church,”. . .”

Did you know that all the churches
are part of the last-day remnant? That
is what the above statement said.

Barnhouse’s November 1957
Eternity Article— In this article he
announced that Questions on Doc-
trine had been printed. (Martin's The
Truth about Seventh-day Adventism
was not printed until over two years
later, in 1960.)

“...The volume [QD] is an authori-
tative statement of their doctrines. . .
. It is a definitive statement that lops
off the writings of Adventists who have
been independent of and contradic-
tory to their sound leadership . .

.. “In my opinion she [Ellen White]
lacked profundity, accuracy, and
scholarship . .

“While most of our readers may not
wish to attempt the 720 pages of the
new Adventist volume, | would recom-

mend that they purchase, read, and
circulate Mr. Martin’s volume [not pub-
lished until two years later].”

THE ADVENTIST
MAGAZINE ARTICLES
(DECEMBER 1956 -
APRIL 1960)

Introduction to the Seven Ar-
ticles—Oddly enough, Froom and
Anderson waited until December
1956 when the first of several articles
were published only in Ministry maga-
zine, which was sent out to pastors
and church leaders. In it R.A. Ander-
son mentioned for the first time the
human nature of Christ revision in
Bible Readings back in 1949 (see a
condensation of the original correct
version on page 1 above).

Anderson also spoke highly of the
QOD Appendix B, with a subheading
“[Christ] Took Sinless Human Nature,”
as “completely reliable and trustwor-
thy.” In reality it is a highly selective
and distorted SOP compilation pur-
portedly supporting the Evangelical
position. Anderson also quietly
slipped Appendix B into the back of
the later Volume 7A of the Seventh-
day Adventist Bible Commentary. Yet
he did this without the Commentary
editors ever knowing about that inclu-
sion in advance!

He claimed that “This [Appendix B]
provides as full coverage of this sub-
ject as can be found in the writings of
Ellen White. . . . this compilation faith-
fully represents the thinking of the
messenger of the Lord.” This was a
totally false statement. In an attempt
to avoid trouble, a month after Martin's
first visit, Froom wrote president
Figuhr, “Some of the statements are
a bit different from what you might
anticipate. . . "

Froom’s December 1956 Minis-
try Editorial— This was the very first
article published by our denomination
about the Evangelical Conferences

The message of the article was
that some had not been teaching the
correct view about the atonement.
While this is the very first intimation
published by the General Confer-
ence—it was only printed in a journal
which went largely to pastors and
leaders.



Quoting Froom “. .. Certain Chris-
tians have maintained that our teach-
ing implies that Christ is actually mak-
ing another atonement in heaven in
addition to what He accomplished on
the cross. . ..

“Adventists, on the contrary, trust
implicitly in the finished all-sufficient,
once-for-all atonement made on the
Cross. .. .

“Over a period of a year or more,
some fifty or sixty important questions
... have come to the General Con-
ference [from theologians] who desire
to know exactly what Adventists be-
lieve. . ..

“No attempt whatsoever has been
made to add to, take from, or change
our doctrines. . . . These answers rep-
resent the thinking of a large circle of
our preachers, teachers, and admin-
istrators . . ."

Ministry Editorial (unsigned),
April 1957— * ... He [Christ] pos-
sessed the sinlessness of the nature
with which Adam was created in Eden
.. He was indeed a man, but withal
He was God manifested in the flesh.”

Ministry Editorial (unsigned),
June 1957— It announced that QD
was about to be published (although
that did not happen until four months
later). This editorial was the only place
that told the actual number of times
that Martin and/or Barnhouse met
with them (sixteen).

“. .. the new book, Questions on
Doctrine, is about ready for release. .
.. Of all the books we have ever pub-
lished, none has had more careful
scrutiny than this one. It is a group
project, and not the work of one au-
thor ['].”

Mrs. Cox’s December 1957 Min-
istry Article— Both this and the next
article were the first to be printed af-
ter QD came off the press. Froom and
Anderson had to scrounge around in
order to find something [two non-SDA
authors] which could support their
errors.

This Ministry article, entitled “The
Immaculate Christ,” was strange be-
cause it tried to split the human na-
ture of Christ into two pieces.

“There are some good souls who
seemingly believe that when Jesus
was born of the virgin Mary He inher-

ited from her those carnal tendencies
that have marred our race since Adam
fell....

“Roman Catholics . .. cannot, how-
ever, conceive of His being born of
an erring woman.

“. .. some Protestants assume
that Mary must inevitably have trans-
mitted her carnal tendencies to her
child . . . or to say that Christ took a
carnal nature from Mary, is surely in
either case markedly to exalt Mary's
role and to emphasize it beyond what
seems warranted by Scripture. . . .”

Itis of the highest significance, that
Froom and Anderson could not locate
even one quotation by an Adventist
that taught the strange errors in this
issue of Ministry magazine.

W.G.T. Shedd’s December 1957
Ministry Statement— We now come
to the second strange article in this
December issue.

It declares that Christ had a com-
posite human nature which consisted
of lots of different people, making Him
different than normal humans! Shedd
says that this “complex person” theory
originated with the Catholics!

Catholic Christology—The Word
assumed the human nature, not a
human person, into a personal union
with himself, by which the complex
person exists, God-man.

“The original and total sanctifica-
tion of the human nature was first
necessary to fit it for the personal
union with the Word, who . . . out of
His infinite purity could not defile him-
self by becoming sinful flesh.”

Ministry Editorial, March 1958—
Apparently, Froom received so many
complaints from that first one, that it
was thought best that the rest should
be anonymous.

This March Editorial stated that all
(alll of the “250 denominational lead-
ers” who received advanced copies
of QD fully approved it and “no
change in content was called for.”
“Since then, expressions of heartfelt
gratitude” have poured in. “The unani-
mous approval of the book from all
parts of the world field reveals the
unanimity of our . . . beliefs, and a
careful reading of QD will reveal that
it is in complete accord with the
clearest statements of the Spirit of

prophecy . . ."

Totally, totally untrue!

Figuhr’s April 1960 Review Ar-
ticle— Finally, 43 months after
Barnhouse’s bombshell article
shocked our church, and 30 months
after QD came off the press—at last—
an article was printed in the Review
for our people to read! —But it was
not about the QD, but about Martin's
“favorable” new book.

DURING PREPARATION
OF QUESTIONS ON
DOCTRINE (1956-1957)

Personnel at the Review Deeply
Concerned— Froom was busily writ-
ing and rewriting the draft for the forth-
coming book. So much switching
back and forth occurred during the
preparation of QD that the editors at

the Review, just across the alley from |

the General Conference building,
were deeply concerned. They would
repeatedly try to correct exaggera-
tions, omissions, and outright
mistruths; yet the errors would be
placed right back in again. The only
main correction they were able to get
into QD was that a complete “sacrifi-
cial atonement,” instead of complete
atonement” was made at the cross.

But this mingling of truth with error
had the effect of causing