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*The hour has comne, the hour is striking, and striking at you,

the hour and the end!™ Eze. 76 (Moffan) ;
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Qditor's Preface

In the course of our Church history, we have had problems
with the doctrine of the Atonement. Adopting the position
of Crosier from his study on the Sanctuary following the
Great Disappointment in 1844, we denied that there was
an atonement made at the Cross. and declared that there
was only one atonement, the final. which began with the
fulfiliment of the prophecy of Daniel 8:14 in 1844. The
very use of the designation, “final”™ would indicate wore
than one atonement. Then in the infamous SDA-Evangelical
conferences, we denied what we had taught regarding the
final atonement and declared with emphasis - “Adventists
do not hold any theory of a dual atonement. ‘Christ has
redeemed us® (Gal. 3:13) ‘once for all™ (Heb. 10:10). @
on D, p. 390) In this compromise, we indicated plainly
that a single atonement was completed on the Cross. In
“~fact, the Adventist ‘conferees went so far as to declare
R i that Christ obtained nothing for us at the time of His
entrance upon His priestly ministry, nor has He at any
N time since, because “He had already obtained it for us
on the cross.” (ibid., p. 381). If the typical priestly
ministry in the Hebrew Sanctuary has meaning as the book
of Hebrews indicates (Heb. 8:5), then there is a dual
atonement. one involving forgiveness and one cleansing.

Begimning in earnest with Ballenger. and climaxing in Dr.
Desmond Ford's assault on the Doctrine of the Sanctuary,
we have faced serious challenges to a basic Adventist
teaching. Ballanger based his thrust on the cry ef Jesus
on the Cross - "It is finished.” In this issue of WWN,
we discuss these words of Jesus, what He meant, as well
as consider things needed to be learned. and unlearned
in our teachings regarding aspects of the Sanctuary ques-
tion. Perhaps, if we had done so before, we might have
escaped the tragedy of the SDA-Evangelical Conferences.
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“We feve meany things to leam, anxd meny, meny things to ukam.
God and heaven slone e nfalble.”

“The Judgment was set, and the
Books were opened.”

In recent decades, this prophetic “Judgment” scene in
Daniel 7:10 has been called “the pre-Advent judg-
ment,” instead of “the investigative judgment” by
wludlnwasmwnatttsmcepuonwhensetforﬂ\as
an explanation of what did occur when Christ entered
His final ministry in the Most Holy Place of the Heav-
enly Sanctuary. Closely associated with this “Judg-
ment” is the focus of the paralleling prophecy in Dan-
iel 8 on the sanctuary - “then shail the sanctuary be
cleansed” {v. 14). This introduces into the prophetic
picture the typical Day of Atonement, when annually,
the earthly sanctuary was figuratively cleansed. Add
to this, the announcement of the First Angel of Reve-
lation 14 - "The hour of His judgment is come~ (v. 7) -
and you have the heart and core of Adventism.

A. F. Ballenger, a powerful preacher and revivalist,
was one of the first to challenge this core teaching. In
the 1890s, his revival meetings in Battle Creek cen-
tered on “Receive Ye the Holy Spirit,” led many of the
church and college students to rededicate their lives to
Christ and His service, Ballénger carried this message
to worker's meetings and campmeetings. It was at
one of these meetings in Indiana that S. S. Davis, the
originator of the Holy Flesh Movement, received his
inspiration. {See The Holy Flesh Movement 1899-
1901, pp. 5-6) At the tum of the century, Ballenger
accepted a call to the British Isles. While laboring in
various large cities, he, was also developing new
theological concepts. Th&se were finally published in
a book, Thehudmmﬁonofl.ﬂ:ertyandthetlm
donable Sin. He would write:

If the reader would know at once what is e ceniral
thought, - the all absorbing theme, - the body, soul and
spirit of this book, €t ts summed up tn the final words
of our dyfing Lord, “Tt is finished.” (p. 5).

This is the pivotal point on which the whole of the
mteachhgofthesanctuarydoctnnetmns Al who
have followed Ballenger in challenging the sanctuary
teaching of the Church, including Dr. Desmond Ford,
have done littie more than elucidate and enlarge on
the original premise of Ballenger. In simple applica-
tion, the final, dying words of Jesus are used to sub-
stantiate the concept that the death of Christ is the

final, once for all, atonement for sin. In other words,
the atonement was finished at the Cross; there is no
final atonement. {(See next article, “The Final Words
of Christ”).

it also needs to be remembered that following the
Great Disappointment in 1844, O. R. L Crosier wrote a
lengthy analysis on “The Sanctuary,” with the premise
that “the sanctuary was the heart of the typical sys-
tem.” He challenged the idea that the atonement was
completed on the Cross writing that Christ “did not
begin the work of making atonement, whatever the
nature of that work may be, till after His ascension,
when by His own blood He entered His heavenly
Sanctuary for us” (The Advent Review, September,
1850, p. 45). Neither can this position, nor the one
advanced by Ballenger, be sustained by the type.

In the daily service, provision was made for the indi-
vidual who brought his sin offering to the Altar in the
court, to receive an atonement which resulted in for-
giveness. The Scripture reads - "and the priest shall
make an atonement for him, and it shall be forgiven
him”™ {Lev. 4:31; see also 4:26, 35). This atonenient
for the individual was always at the Altar in the Court
and performed by a common priest. The atonement
made on the typical Day of Atonement was bath cor-
porate and individual {Lev. 16:33}, and involved a high
priestly ministry beginning in the Most Holy Plnce and
heing completed at the Altar in the Court.

The emphasis placed on the Day of Atonement in the
Scriptures dare not be overlooked. While atonement

was granted to each individual who confessed his sin

day by day, and was forgiven, it was not designated
as a “Day” of atonement. That designation was re-

-served for the tetith day of the seventh month and in-

volved a cleansing which is much more than just being

forgiven. The figurative intent was to be so cleansed

as to sin no more. Further, in the designation of this
Day, the plural is used. The Scripture reads:

On the tenth day of this seventh month there shall be a
day of atonements. . . . And ye shall do no work tn that
same day: for it s a day of atonements. {Lev. 23:27,
28; Heb.)

While it might be argued that because of the multiple
aspects and wide range of the atonement made by the
High Priest on this tenth day (Lev. 16:33), it could be
considered as a simple plural. However, the distinc-
tion made between this day and the other feast days
given to lIsrael, requires that this be considered the
Hebrew use of the plural as the pluralis majestaticus
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v. excellentiae, even as in the use of Elohim. All the
sther feast days given in Leviticus 23 - the Passover,
the day of Pentecost, “a memorial of blowing of trum-
sets,” and the two “holy convocations” connected
with the “femst of tabernacles” - required only the
sessation from “servile work” (vs. 7, 21, 25, 35-36).
The Day of Atonements was ranked with the seventh-
day Sabbath - “ye shall do no work therein” (23:3) -
with a fearful judgment attached {23:30).

While the first of the “feast” days of Israel was the
Passover, which was fulfilled in the QOffering at the
Cross (I Cor. 5:7), it does not receive the status ac-
corded the Day of Atonement in the yearly typical
services of Israel. This should in no wise reflect on
the centralfity of the Cross because it was not only the
Blood of Calvary which provided forgiveness, but it is
also the same Blood which was offered “once for all”
that provides for the cleansing from sin. It is the dual
atonement made possible by the one and same sacri-
fice which we dare not mitigate. Our Great High
Priest, as a common priest, offered Himself confirming
the first step of reconcliiation - forgiveness. Then as
the High Priest, He ministers the same blood for
cleansing so that when He retums as King of kings,
and Lord of lords, He comes “without sin unto salva-
ton” {Heb. 9:28). I the typology has any meaning,
then the emphasis on the Atonement must be where
Heaven places it - the final atonement via the sacrifice
at the Altar in the court. We need to keep in mind
that “a kid of the goats™ (Lev. 4:23. 28), and “the
Lord’s goat” {Lev. 16:9), both offered on the Altar in
the Court, pointed to the one great Sacrifice made on
Calvary. Calvary provided a provisional at-one-ment;
torgiven, though still a sinner. The ministration of the
great High Priest on the antitypical Day of Atonements
provided for a complete at-one-ment, a cleansed sin-
ner to sin no more.

Qualified or Unqualified Endorsement

Into the historical perspective of this “learning” and
“unleaming” process, the endorsement of Eflen G.
White of Crosier’s article must be considered. She
wrote in a letter to Eii Curtis, April 21, 1847 that
Crosier "had the true light, on the cleansing of the
Sanctuary, &c.” Was this an unqualified endorsement
of every facet discussed by Crosier, or was this lim-
‘ted to the question which caused the great disap-
pointment? Miller held that the “sanctuary” was this
zarth, and therefore, the cleansing of the sanctuary
could only mean the second coming of Christ in fiery
udgment. The very first section of Crosier’s article
dfiscussed fully and at length this question before in-

troducing Christ's priesthood. Ellen White herself
prefaced the endorsement with a confession of her
own belief. She wrote - “l believe the Sanctuary, to
be cleansed at the end of the 2300 days, is the New
Jerusalem Temple, of which Christ is the minister.” If
we had not boxed ourselves in by considering this en-
dorsement as unqualified, we would have recognized
the atonement made by Christ on the Cross, and
would have been able to place the "dual” atonements
in the fight revealed by the types.

This raises another question. Another "messenger”
wrote of Christ’s ministry in the introduction to his
book, The Consecrated Way. He stated:

In the manrifestaotion of Christ the Saviour, it is re-
vealed that He must appear in the three offices of
prophet, priest and king. {p. 3)

Then he observed:

This threefold truth is generally recognized by all who
have acquatniance with the Scriptures; but above this
there is a truth which seems (o be not so well known -
that He is not all three of these at the same time. The
three offices are successive. He is prophet first then
after that He is priest and after that He is king. {p. 4;

emphasis his)

In the type, the atonement which resulted in forgive-
ness for the individual sinner was obtained by the
common priest. The text reads - “the priest shall
make an atonement for him as concerning his sin, and
it shall be forgiven him” {Lev. 4:26}). One of the early
acts of Jesus, after beginning His ministry, confirmed
this priestly power in reality. Luke records the faith of
the friends of a palsy stricken man. Bringing him to
Jesus, the first thing they heard Jesus say to him was
- “Man, thy sins be forgiven thee” (Luke 5:20). This
riled the attending scribes and Pharisees. To their
contentious questioning. Jesus replied:

But that ye might know that the Som of man hath
power upon earth to forgive sins, (He said unlo the
sick of the palsy) I say unto thee Arise, and take up
thy couch, and go inio thine house. (5:24).

Before accepting the office of High Priest, Christ had
to have “somewhat also to offer” (Heb. 8:3). “This
He did once, when He offered up Himsel” (7:27).
This offering began at Bethiehem when the glory of
“the redemption that is in Christ Jesus” began to be
revealed. (See John 1:14; Rom. 3:24). Yo all who
came, or were brought to Him, from the palsy stricken




