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Tlv enclosed historical reuieus, bg a leading

euangellcal u:riter (pages 5-I2), di-sproaes the
L-: --:: clririm tlrrlrt no doctrino,l selloat oe-

curred ln the mid-I950s during the Martin-
Barnhouse rneetings (generallg lcnoun as the
Euongelical ConJerences) utith our leq.ders.

Back in the spring of 1983, the present writer
prepared the most complete historical documen-
tary ever done on exactly what occurred in tJrose
conferences, along lvith the aftermath over the next
couple decades. An abundance of quotations were
included in that 72-page documentary (The Begtn-
ntng oJ the End-Part 1-l8, now in Part TWo of our- 
Doctrinal History Tractbook).

Yet there contlnues to be those who wlll de-
clare that such a doctrinal comprornlse, by cer-
tatn of our leaders, never occurred.

\\'ith this ln mind, it is significant that the sum-
mer 1988 issue of the Clrristian Research Journal
(the quarterly publication of Christian Research In-
stitute) carried an article, entitled "From Controuersg
to Crisrs: An Updated Assessment oJ Seuenth-daA
Aduentism,' by Kenneth R. Samples.

The C_hrlstiqlr *!es ea-rcl : I nstttute was founded
and, unti l his death in June 1989, headed by Waiter
Martin. He u'as the man rvho, almost single-hancledly,
was able to alternatelv threaten ancl bribe certain
General Conference leaders into acceding to his de-
mands for a varieq/ of doctrinal alterations.

The concludtng portion of this present report
consists of a complete reprlnt of that l5-page hts-
torlcal overlrlew, pubUshed from the perspectlve
of evangellcals themselves.

As did our lengthy documentary, Samples' his-
torical overview dealt not orrly with the Evangelical
Conferences, but all the years since. -Advent be-
lievers ought to find it to be very interesting reading.

Frankly, lf we only commented on the artlcle,
wlthout reprlnting lt, you would hardly believe
the admlsslons made ln tt about the source of the
changes whtch have taken place in our denoml-
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nation between f954 and the early 198Os.
This lS-page article, which begins on page 5 of

the present 4-tract report, contains several s5rmbols:
Asterisks : boldface type. _ : italics. Square :
meanin$ uncertain.

SURVW OF THE AFTTTCLE

Pug. numbers, below, refer to the lS-page ar-
ticle, which we have reprinted on p€es 5-16 of this
present report.

Pages 1:1 to 7:2 of gernples'artlcle prtnartty
deals wtth the EvangeUcal Conferences.

Page 1:1-It should be mentioned here that, at
a meeting on Fbbruary 22, 1983, in Napa, California
(Beginning oJ the End, Po.rts 17-18), Walter Martin
defended his position that he ranks Roman Catholi-
cism as having *orthodox theologl,' and is therefore
not a "cult.' In contrast, Protestants consider Adven-
tists to be a cult while Martin classified us as hetero-
dox.

1:2-3-As a result of the Evangellcal Confer-
ences, two distlnct factlons began to spUt apart
Ftthtn Adventlsm.

2:G-Samples, the author of this lS-page article,
portrays *evangelical 

Adventists' (his name for those
of us accepting the new theologr) as being persecuted
and chased out of the Adventist denomination. We,
who have lived through the l980s and into the l9gos,
knorv the opposite to be true.

2:l-Kenneth Samples' article was prepared in
the spring of 1988, and published that summer.
Shortly afterward, our new doctrinal book, Seuenth-
dag Aduentlsts Belieue (SDAB) czune off the press;
and talk of relabeling us immediately ceased. This is
because SDAB had the same doctrinal errors that
its predecessor, Questrons onDoctrine (OD), had (Se-
quel to Questions on Doctrine-Pa.rtsl-4 IDH-SII-
3141, now in our Doctrine Trqctbookl.

At that 1983 Napa meeting, Martin had disclosed
that he was sending letters to our leaders at the Gen-
eral Conference, threatening to relabel us as a'cult,'
if they did not squelch the conservative dissidents
and reissue Questions on Doctrtne or prepare a new
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docblnal book which would also contaln lts evan-
geltcal posltions. Marfl,n's arudety ceased when the
General Conference published the new doctrinal
book, Seuenth- doA Aduentl.sts Belieue,

222 to 4: l-Thls sectlon dlscugses, from thetr
vantage polnt, how the doctrfnal eellout by cer-
tatn of our leaders occurred. You will want to read
It thoughtfrrlly. It is very possible ttrat Leroy Edwin
Ftoom and Roy Allen Anderson really believed they
were doing right ire making ttrose comprorntses. Yet
it led to the present spltt ln the denomlnation. Un-
fortunately, the General Conference presldent,
Reuben F)guhr, gave them hts frrll backing. ThIs en,
tire tristory is covered fue much detail fue our htstorl-
cal docrrmentary, The Begtnntng oJ the End-Pqrts
1 - 7 8 .

The present writer was ln attendance at our Semi-
nary in Washington, D.C. during most of that ilme
( 1955 to 1958; ttre Evangelical Conferences ran from
1954 to 1956, with publication of QD in 1957). Close
at hand, he learned some of what was taking place,
and personally heard Martin speak (in two of the
only three sennons he gave in our church). Martin
spoke like a battertng rarn. That, plus his powerfrrl
memory produced devastating effects when he took
on our leaders in cornrnittee meedngs.

Walter Martin demanded that our leaders agree
with modern Protestant thinking, make printed ad-
missions of that agreement, and remove certain
books from our AEICs (then called Book and Bible
Houses) which disagreed with those posiflons. All
this is detailed elsewhere by the present writer.

3:2-Ltsted tn thts paragraph are some of the
polnts on whlch Walter Marttn was worklng to
change us. The charge of 'Arlanlsm" was a straw
murn; for in our entire history only a relatively few
men "mong us have taught that Christ was created.
"Galatlenfum' me€uls salvation solely by obedience
to the law, which we do not believe either. We are
saved by Jesus Christ, who enables us to keep His
Fjather's law of Ten Cornrnandrnents.

However, Martins key obJective was to remove
obedience to God's law from Seventh-day Advenflsts.
This is where ttre 'lncomplete atonement" point
comes in. Evangelicals maintain that we were all
saved 2,O0O years ago at ttre cross, and we now have
no responsibility ottrer than to profess faith in Christ.

As for ttre human natrrre of Chrtst, we do not
believe that Christ was sinfirl, as our enemles charge;
but we do believe that, as our Example and Saviour,
His human nature was able to yield to temptaflon-
yet never did. (All stdes are agreed that Chrlst was
sinless. )

3:3-Here we flnd an e><ample of Walter Mardn's
machine-gun approach to our leaders. He alternated
between threats and caJoling, and persuaded them
to remove some books from inventory and change
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ttre wordtng of others.

4zl-2-There were three unlque doctrlnes
whlch our leadere refused to do away wlth: The
sacredness ofthe Bible Sabbath, a post-CalvaryJudg-
ment (the irrvestigaflve Judgrnent), and the author-
ity of Ellen White. However, the followlng paragraph
reveals there was cornpromlse eyen on those
polnts.

4:3-Unfortunately, even on these beliefs our
leaders yielded as much ground as they could, in
the hope of appeasing Marfln. Keep in mind that he
ever kept before them the hope of their gaining de-
nominaflonal acceptance as 'orthodox' by the Bap-
dsts, kntecostals, and all the rest. It was the glori-
ous reward held out to ttrem for compllance.

Our leaders said that Sabbathkeeptng had noth-
tng to do with salvation. This, of course, is a basic
new theologr ttreme: "Elehavior matters not; obedi-
ence to ttre law of God is not necessary.' But this is
t]le heart of the modern lsligious apostasy! Man-
kind is arudous to be saved ire lts sins. It does not
want the help of Christ, who alone can enable man-
kind to keep the Ten Cornmandments.

5:2-&-Our leaders yielded on the Sptrtt of
Prophecy also. They appeased Mardn with the idea
that the Spirit of Prophecy is only of llrnited appli-
caton, only applies to certain people, and is fallible
in its assertions.

6:4,-The heart of our compromise on the Sanc-
hrary teachlng is found in the last half sf gemples'
paragraph. "The prtmary concern was whether these
doctrines mlnimized Christ's atoning work [as ftn-
ished, completed, totally done on Calvary2,000 years
agol or reduced it to an incomplete atonemenr . .vhich
ln some m€ulner required something from Christ
and/or us thereafterl." If the atonement was finished
at the cross-then there is no act on Christ's part,
the Holy Spirit's part, or behavior changes on our
part needed thereafter. We were saved 2,OOA years
ago at Calvary.

Thus our docblnal sellout on the atonement was
based on our compromistng posltlon that the atone-
ment was ftnished at the cross, and ts only b"irrg
merely applied in some spiritual way to us thereaf-
ter.

7 z2-" Condltlonal lrn rn ortallty, annlhllatlon of
the vtcked, health reforrn, and the rennant church
concept": The evangelicals were also upset that we
dtd not believe Satan's lie ttrat the wicked shall ltve
forever (Genesis 3:4), and that we refused the error
ttrat God will burn people for billions of years for a
brtef lifetime of wrongdorng. They were also both-
ered by the fact ttrat we liked to live healthfirlly, and
that we belleved Revelation L2:17 and t4:L2 were
really trre (that the remnant would keep God's com-
mandsrents thro'.rgh Chrlst's enabllng strength). But
they decided not to make an issue of those four
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723-1423-The lsrnatnder of Kenneth garnples'

artlcle dlscusses the lmmense split whlch oc-
curred ln the Seventh-day Adventlst Church, fol-
lowtng the publlcatlon of Quesfions on Doctritte.

Of course, ttrls spltt was not entlrely due to the
Evangelical Conferences and our subsequent lg57
release of QD; yet the seeds of apostasy were sown
ln those meetings and in QD-which our leaders
printed in order to appease Walter Marfln so he would
write a good report on us in his 1960 book, ?he
Truth about Seuenth-daA Aduentism, and his 1965
book, The Ktngdom oJ the Cults.

(The books came about in this way: Over a pe-
riod of many months, Walter Martin had presented
our leaders with a series of poin?ed doctrinal ques-
flons. We (primarily Ftoom) had written and rewrit-
ten replies-until they were acceptable to him. Then
it was agreed that our denomination would publish
a doctrinal book-with Martin's questions ancl our
replies. The full title of that 1957 book was Seuenth-
dag Aduentists Answer Questions on Doctrine.)

Wtth the publlcatlon of QD, two carnps ln our
densrnfnatlon slowly began to polarize. One pre-
ferred the be-saved-ln-your-sins path to heaven;
the other contended that Jesus dted to save His
people from thelr slns-not ln them (Matthew
1 : 2 1 ) .

8 :  l - '  'Mar t in  repor ted  accura te ly  what
Adventists told him they believed.' ' '[Martin's book]
accurately represented their theologl in the late
l95os, though . . acceptance of that theologl in SDA
was far from universal."

8:3-'!Vould Adventlsm continue ln the snrne
dlrectlon establlshed under the Elguhr adrnlnls-
tratlon tn gD, or would the denornlnation return
to a more tradltlonal understanding of the fatth?'
In other words, would the iaithful accept this new-
modeling of the faith or remain with our hlstoric be-
Itefs? That was the questlon

That which Anderson and Floom started in the
1950s, Desmond Ford carried on in the l96Os and
1970s, with the help of an increasing number of lib-
eral Adventist college teachers (trained in outside
universities), and came into full bloom in the l98Os.
We live with the shattered results today" At the time
of Walter Martin's death, I wrote that he was one of
the most influential men in Adventist Church his-
tory (Walter Martin and the Seuenth-day Aduentist
Church [WM-249l and WaIter Mqrtin and the Schol-
ars: Hlstoric Aduentism and Hebrews Nine-Parts
r-2 twM-25O-25111.

824-927-Some representative teachings of our
liberals are discussed in this par€raph. By the late
1980s, liberal Adventist writers were advocating far
more extreme positions than are described here. It
is NCT true that H.M.S. Richards, Sr., was a liberal!

That error was published in the flnal lssue of
Euangelica. Richards was faithfrrl to hls death.

9:8-lo:7-These paragraphs purport to llst the
posiflons of historie Advenflsts. Here ls a more ac-
curate statement of four of those poslflons:

I - We are saved by fatth tn Chrtst, who en-
ables us to fuIly obey allthat God asks of us tn the
Wrltten Word. Those who refuse to cooperate will
be lost. Every part of our salvaflon ls accomplished
by Christ in us and through us. To Chrtst be all the
glory. He alone forgives our past and enables us to
obey Him in the present.

2 - Jesus took not the nature of Adern, but the
nature of hls descendants (Hebreus 2:16). He took
our nature and was tempted, but never yielded. He
was sinless, never sinfirl. Because He never dallied
with temptation, He had no evil in His mind.

4 - Ltvlng fn Chrlst, as Hls lovlng, obedlent
children, \rre have full assurtnce. But, if we choose
to forsake Him tomorrow, then we will have no as-
surance in our rebellion. Why should we?

5 - There are not two levels of inspiration. .ds does
the Bible, the Sptrit of Prophecy contnlns authorl-
tatlve, dtvtnely glven lnformatlon which we need.
However, in initially presenting our beliefs to those
not of our faith, we should use the Bible. Our beliefs
are clearly presented in the Bible.

I 1 :2-Sa rnple corectly tdenttffes salvatlon a n d
authorlty as the two key issues. (1) Do we have to
cooperate with God in order to be saved, or is it done
entirely apart from us? (2) Does the Spirit of Proph-
ecy have any doctrinal and standards autiority in
our lives, or are they Just nice books?

11:3-We have elsewhere written on Paxton
(Loma Linda Dialogue tFF-41) and Brinsmead (Ex-
amintng Brinsmead's "Re-examtned" tFF-321).

11:4-12:l-Ellen Whlte dtd not plagtartze! The
present writer has dealt with this issue extensively
in hds book by the same n€rme.

l2z2-4-Fbr a lengthy discusslon of Desmond
Ford, his history and teachings, see the Neu Theol-
ogg Tractbook.

L3:2-14:3-Kenneth Samples concludes his ar-
ticle by noting that evangelicals everywhere welcome
with open arms those Adventists rvho believe as they
do. Regarding historic Adventists, Samples implies
that those who regard Ellen White's writings as an
"infallible interpreter" are not very acceptable. Ac-
cording to him, those of us who believe that Jesus
can take away our sins are 'theologically bankrupt.'
Laughably, he says we do not have assur€rnce! The
new theology may lmagtne they have assurence
tn sln, but we have assurance ln Chrtst our lad-
welltng, gnafollng Rlghteousness.

Thank God, that there is still a small remnant in
this world who fit the description of Revelation 12:17
and l4: l2 l -uJ
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The Jollouting letter usas usritten bg Walter

Ifiartin to an Aduentist Bible teachen in response to
o letter he sent him in Januarg I9SO (itatics ours):

'December 9. l98O
-Dear Brother _:
"l am sorry for a late reply to your letter of last

January, but my schedule has been horrendous. As I
stated tn my Eternltg [m€aztnel articles and Dr.
Barnhouse stated ln hls edltorial, amd as I have further
stated ln [my booksl The Truth about kuenth-Dag
Aduenttsm and The Ktngdom oJ the Cults, representa-
flves of the Seventh-day Advenilst denominailon with the
full approval of Reuben Ftguhr, then prestdent, entered
lnto leng$hy dlalogue wlth myself, Dr. Barnhouse, and
Dr. George Cannon for the purpose of ascertainlng
Seventh-day Adventlsm's €reement or disagreement
wlth hlstorlc Christlanlty. Dr. Roy Allan Anderson, Dr.
W.E. Read, Dr. LeRoy Floom, emd Dr. Unruh referred
our dlalogues to selected menrbers of the Seventh-day
Adventist Seminary ln Washtng$on and to Reuben
Fi$uhr. When the book, Questions on Doctrhle, was
published, it was stated that tt represented htstortc
Adventlsm as understood by the leaders of the church at
that time. The book was ln response to the questions I
addressed to the Seventh-day Advenilst denornination.
The current edltor of the Mh'ttstry, who is ntalntaining
that what went on in those dlalogues zutd the materlal
that was prlnted was nlerely the lnterpretailon Eterntty
magazlne placed upon lt, ls not only woefully tglnorant,
but he apparently can't read. "Barnhouse and Mariln"
dtdn't say what your leaders sald, Barnhouse and
Mardu reproduced exactly what they sald: and after they
had read lt, as the book, Questlons on Doctrhe, and my
book accurately represents lt all.

'lt ls sorry to see after such a short period of ilrne
that some leaders of Adventism have not only short
memorles. but are now attempilng to say thlngs whtch
are blatantly erroneous.

-lf thls dlalogue must be public once nlore, I shall
be happy to produce the docuntentation. Dr. Roy Ander-
son ls stlll altve as is Dr. Unruh. Thls was not a matter
of lnterpretation. Thls was a nratter of very thorou$h
documentatton and the editor of the Mtntstry had better
start dolng hls homework or hts atiltude will further
what ls now a growlng schtsm within the Seventh-day
Adven t lst denomlnatlon.

"One cannot slmply have hls cake and eat lt too.
Elther the Seventh-day Adventlst denontlnation stood
behind the book, Quesflons on Doctr|ne, or they printed
It under false pretenses" I do not accept the latter: and
all the el'ldence ls ln favor of the former. Yotr may
consult Dr. Anderson if you wlsh. He is an honorable
man with a good mernory; and if we have to get down to
the area of factual data, the edltor of the Ministry will
not be very successful in defending thls double talk.

'Wlth appreciatton for yorlr correspondence and a
contlnulng lnterest in the nlinistry of the Seventh-day
Adventlst denomination, I remain,
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"ln the Fellowshlp of our Lord,
"Walter Martin."

The Jotlouting crre excepts Jron Walter Martin,s J

Februory 22, 1983, lecture at Nap* Californir',

"lt was agireed that my book, The Truth about
kuenth-dag Aduentlsm, would be released ln Seventh-
day Adventist bookstores. [Accordlng to thetr agreement,
TASDA was to be released simultaneously wlth eD, but,
for some unknown reason, TASDA was not publlshed
untll three years later.l It was agreed that we would push
thelr volume ln evangellcal bookstores, so that more
than four-thousand stores could $et the lnformaflon, and
get lt through the Advenflsts and through the
evangelicals. It was not a tiny proJect. It was a great
proJect. It had the support of the presldent of the Gen-
eral Conference and the commlttees he personally
appotnted. We had cooperaflon from everybody ln
attemptlng lt. It was not consldered to be a new state-
ment of faith but an expanslon of what they consldered
to be hlstorlc Seventh-day Advenilsm.

"Now we learned early on ln our dlscusslons that
there was a dlvlslon ln Seventh-day Advenflsm that had
to be recognized. There was a lunaflc frlnge that belteved
doctrlnes that appalled even the Advenilsts. And I carne
in one day with a suitcase. literally a sultcase, full of
publlcations from Adventist publlshlng houses. Before I
opened the sultcase, I sald to my brothers on the com-
mlttee, 'Do you know that your denominaflon teaches
these things?' And I llsted them. and they were appalled. \
I said. 'l have the mark of the beasf-and they looked at .__'
each other and satd, 'lmposslble!' I sald, 'Well, I have.' I
said, 'l have been told that by three Adventist publishlng
houses. '  'No! 

[ they exclatmed]. I  said. Yes! '
"l said. 'lt gets evell worse brothers. It says here ln

your pubhcatlons that Jesus dldn't complete the atone-
ment on the cross. It says here ln your publlcau, .s-
and I went down the llne on the subJect. 'lmposslble!'

lthey replled.l I said, Alrlght, look ln the suitcase.'
"So I put the suitcase up on the table and spread

out about two hundred documents. And they spent a
couple of days gotng through the documents. When they
carne back, they said. 'We certalnly have to do somethlng
about lt lmmedlately.' I sald, 'Good! But thls ts what ls
confusing the whole evangeltcal world and thls ls what ts
confuslng the Seventh-day Advenflst denomlnailon.
You've got to speak wlth one volce on the great founda-
tlons of the gospel. You've got to speak wlth one volce so
the sheep, the people, can hear lt. And there are prob-
lems. You mtist face them.

"They were very responslve, and we entered lnto
work in earnest. Questlons on Doctrlne was published.
It was a great success. More than lSO,OOO coples went
forth. . . .

"There are sonle irnportant representaflves of
Seventh-day Adventism wlio are at thls point beglnnlng
to nrove the denomlnailon back from where they came ln
1 9 5 7 .  
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Continued lrom the preceding tract in this series
\/

'Thls group believes that Jesus Chrlst had a stnful
human nature. This group belleves that the atonernent
was not completed on the cross. Thls group believes that
Ellen G. Whlte ls not only a prophetess of God, but that
Ellen G. Wrlte was an lnfalllble tnterpreter of the Blble.

w
M 'lt ls therefore very lmportant to understand that
8 our Seventh-day Adventlst brothers and sisters, who
5 want to stay wlth Questlons on Doctrtne, are sflcking
3 wtth what I was told, and Dr. Barnhouse was told and

the evangeltcal world was told ln I9SZ and through
1960 .  .  .  .

*The core of the entlre problem ls the role of Ellen
G. Whlte tn Seventh-day Advenflsm a'r,l the Sanctuary
doctrlne, whlch has generated enormous controversy.

datrrr-was-rrrdrfor Mrs. W.hlte ln etresflons
on Doctrtne and ln Adventist publicailons. that she is
not a canonlcal wrlter of scrlpture lthat Ellen Whlte ls
not fully lnsplred ln her wrlilngsl. . . . that ls ilre clalm
tn Questlons on Doctrtne. . . .

*There ls no remnant church, there ts only the
body of Chrlst. You can talk about a rernnanrt in the book
of Revelaflon under the trlbulaflon condlilons. But we're
not ln the trlbulailon. . . .

'The Adventlst Church told us ln lgSG that Jesus

8T Tffitr@s@&\eAb s?ggt
PART t'WO OT THREE

Chrlst had an absolutely slnless nature [Jesus had a
human nature unlike ours; a nature unable to be
tempted and slnl, and they repudlated publlcaflons even
by thelr own fir^g.7lnes. that sald that Chrlst had a
slnful human nafure, [that Jesus took a human nafure
Itke oursl

"Now the great threat ls that lt may go back agaln.
Thls cannot be permitted to happen tf at all posstble ln
the body of Chrlst. We must flght for the lntegrlty of our
Seventh-day Adventlst brothers to belleve what thelr
church says they beheved. Thafs the real quesflon,
whether they stay wlth @uestlons on Doctrlne and back
It, will they republlsh lt? . . . .

'Questlons on Doctrtne sald the atonement was
flnlshed on the cross. Questlons on DoctrLne sald
salvatlon ls solely by grace through fatth tn Jesus Chrlst.
That's what lt sald, and thafs good soltd Chrtsfian
theology.

"Today, we are hearlng volces wlthln the AdvenUst
denomlnatlon that are not teachtng good soltd Chrisilan
theologl. They are teachlng heresles whlch the church
orlginally repudtated. . . .

'l'm lnterested ln only one thlng: I'm lnterested ln
the offlclal posltlon of your denomlnaflon, and what tt
says. I'm wtlling to accept what they say ls their poslflon
as I did ln 1956, provlded lt ts backed up wtth documen-
tatlon. And I think that's falr.'
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PART THREE OF THREE

Afi trVAN&trgOGAb ffiO$trORY

Continued f rom the prcceding tract in his series
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