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De r Zlder Frooul

. Thauk you for your letter of Jsce 7. Agaln, I apprcciate
your frunkness, but of course an very sorry yod feal oz you do
ebout 1y writirng to .rs. Peqy 1 dJagsoner Howard to ask if she cowld
confiru the- vutter. SE

g The f&Ct 18 th@)t m,_lgﬁ oy 19)9 I “&é h@aﬁ fm Dl'o e s
‘Sewwns and Rldexr Waskburn. otatevayte that sacponsa's boos Tag |
Cled 74dings wag & resuie of tiw oleven studies ho had praesentad
Gt the 1708 Caneral Confgrmco Secaica, I Lave read thet book
rx-tu. r caretully pw»ral ti..c.s thmuaa the yuara, an:l ‘huve oftan

...........

In the. l‘ght A tne awto..ont of ticse two nldcrs (it was

made to the ministerial olase at.Wi0), I have mssumed tiat tho

s articles of 38375-91 and Christ and !is Richteousasss aleo™:.
-reyreewnted Nazgoner!s 1388 taach!.‘ng‘ on righteousness by faith,
T bugnn-readinz the-Bl-ns articles.$n 1943, -and have.read furthar
during furlougiis since . taut tine. You can sppraciate .y inte.est
in your vorbal giteteicnt to us Gotuber 23 thet.Jessie F. dosar, tooi
tho studios dowy in shortl.and. ard oy intersst iu re.ding the notas
in the dae uacnt you lent to'us. Bvcause you h'd wentioncd ‘the fact
to us as you did, yourself vorbally, with no suggestion that 1t wes
mouaarily 8 cornfide.tial picce of inform.tion, I never thoucht of
the poosibility that -I wes betrayine a confidence to usk ‘irs. Wegpouer

'4f ghe would-gare to confirt anythins about it: Tad you said to us
atthe time you menticned it that that! particular bit of infermstion

was coufidentizl, or thst what you werg discussiug was itoulf in.

- gamaral . coaﬁﬁcntia., I would’ bave acted di‘.‘fere.. ly. T understgod
t.._t vhay Fou yewo sresented to us in “the mafn wuc wWpat you pregantod
~to 2’ geppp ol woricers iu tho atlantic’ Unios Confarcuce e..rlier thic

year, . I understgod, af eourse, tl.. dotai.ls in thz. Clu:.sified doc\ue.‘t
,ou 1anf 03 would not have boon presenged to tuea; but this othgr ustter
,qf tiw ;.‘wrtnmd n.,&os JOu hed .wntionqq to as 'ou?olf, 2

T ro=road $Crist ond lis Dichteouance: haro et tho librcx'r after

iy woburn fron Japhinston recently. In it I noticed two points {one wss
c..llaé to -~y wiiention by a etylogt) that induced e to try to scok
further infora:iion or cafiraation of tlie exteat to which this book




e Do

does indeed xeflect the teachings of Waggoner at the lnneapolis Conferences

(2) his viewe on the nature of Christ in the Incarnition that seeu to be at

variance with views promoted anongst us today; (b) bis view that Curist wes

& begotten Beinz, which, it seems to me, was still sexi-irian, If Waigoner

himself was tinctured with Arianism at the 1888 Conference, thut fact would

gg;grze ga.reful atmkv in the light of what I undorstand is your general
G313,

I 414 notuention any of these things to .ra. Howard. I only told
her of my interest through the ycars in Exder &, Jo Wagconer, and aqy desire
for any confirnation or comsent she migat like to nake ebont the shorthand
notes, and a{bout ﬂder daggonar poraonallv.

This letter is to ‘present oy ‘view of the mcida..t. hntil your letter
caxn today I had mot tha slightest idea thut you would tele excepiion to
Ly porscnal yoe of that ites of infomation that actuslly coincidod with
and confirmed an opinien I had heard expressed sinoe about 1939. Since
you did zeation it to us in coauection vitn your resuse of whut you -
rresented at a workars' ueeting with ng injuaction that I recall that the
vt of inforpetion was particularly confidential, 1 remt that you would
choose to withdraw confidence from me'thas. ‘You nay pegard ae A8 being
overza-lous in.«y desire to know and to undoreteud as fuch a&s is pogcible
for me to kuow und double=chock about the ‘dnneapolis histor,. . admittedly
=z intcrest io & decp one, I foel thut to kmow the truth is & p very
inportant duty for ucet this tize in eur history. I can hgrdly apologize
“to youreéF this interoni.

But I do apologize for glveing you er lire. Howard the imgprescion
that I 214 not trust your statement of fact nada to us:Ocseher 23, I had
no doudt of. the fuct. iy vequast for peramml $onliantion fron (irs.
Howard I doc't ‘canaider challenging your-stateient; I intended it as a
requant thut might br'_nc mpre-information to light in v:lev of the pz-oblems
I zentioned abawva.

If you atill feel that I batrayau a oonfidmce. 1 am very sarry.
I 214 not. roa.lize thut 1 was ‘daing so, Perhepe’ thot is moxmmbla in
your eyes. I hope noty and I hope 1t may. be possible Yor you to recomsider
 your cutting we off froz your sonfidence ag your lettor says you ‘do,

Sincerely yours,

"o Z/".hel
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