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"The hour has come, the hour is striking, and striking at you,
the hour and the endl” Ewe. 76 (Moffaa) i

Two Parables
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Lditor’s Preface

This issue of WWN is different than any previous 1ssue,
It will be a true “thought paper.” as others have been.
A “thought paper” is written to stimulate thinking It
is not perceived as an infallible or dogmatic pronounce-
ment on the subject discussed, but rather a discussion
of the subject from a viewpoint not previously investi-
gated. In this issue, we intend not only to stimulate
thinking but also to explore as far as possible ail texts
which relate to the subject of the Final Atonement. It
is admitted from the start that in so doing. there is the
possibility that cherished traditional concepts will
come under close scrutiny. It is also possible that some
of these traditions will be found to be at variance with
the Biblical data. This has been the record of religious
contention in all time. This was a key factor of con-
flict between Christ and the Pharisees of His day. (Matt.
v 15:2-3). Is not the counsel given in connection with the
1888 experience still apropos today? It read: "I the
pillars of our faith will nct stand the test ov investi-
gation, it is time that we kmew it. There must be no
| spirit of Pharisaism cherished among us™ (I, p. 107).

i Standing as we are at the end of time with the coming of
the Great High Priest as King of kings and Lord of lords,
should we not carefully explore every aspect of the Final
Atonement? Since the book of Revelation (15:8) indicates
a brief period of time between the close of the High
Priestly ministry of Christ and His return as King of
kings during which the saints must live in the sight of
a holy God without an Intercessor, should we not be sure
that our position is truly Biblically sustainable?

This issue will not complete our intended study on the
subject of the Final Atonement: others will follow.




Review.,
then Review again, and
Review all chat you've Reviewed”

The Tinal Atonement - |

The typical services of the Wildemess Sanctuary
evidenced a dual atonement. The convicted sinner

who brought the prescribed offering in confession of ®

his guilt was, through the ministry of the officiating
priest, forgiven. The text reads - “The priest shalt
make an atonement for him as concerning his sin,
and it shall be forgiven him™ (Lev. 4:26). The sec-
ond atonement was typified in an annual yearly
service. The tenth day of the seventh month was
cailed the "Day of Atonements” (Plural in the He-
brew, levilicus 23:27-28). On that day the High
Priest alone ministeted an atonement which re-
sulted in cleansing. The text reads - “For on that
day shall ¢he high priesf) make an atonement for
you, to cleanse you, that ye may be clean from all
your sins before the Lord™ (Lev.16:30).

It was around these typlcal services and their anti-
typical significance that the present theological
ctisis in Adventism evolved. Following the Great
Disappointment, a small group seeking fo find an
answer as o why Jesus did not return according to
expectalion on Qciober 22, 1844 tumned thelr atten-
tion once again to the services of the wildemess
Sanctuary. The message as had been given by
William Miller was focused in the summer of 1844 on
Daniei 8:14 - “Unto two thousand and three hundred
days, then shall the sanctuary be cleansed” - and
was related to the annual date for the Day of
Atonemant - “the tenth day of the seventh month.”

One who had embraced this messaoge, O. R. L
Crosier, afier the disappointment, produced a
lengthy and delailed study on “The Sanctuary.” in
this study, he designated the two atonements of the
typical services as “the individual ctonement” and
“the National Alonement.” In meeting objections to
his emphasis of the National Atonement as the an-
swer to the Disappointment, he rejected the posi-
tion taken by the mainline churches' theologians,
that the atonement had been completed ot the
cross. In doing so, he denied that there was an
atonement! made af the cross, holding that the

cross was merely the sacrifice by which the atone-
ment was made in the sanctuary in heaven by
Christ as the great High Priest.

The early pioneers of Adventism adopted Crosier's
position publishing his study in 1850, along with
other atrticles, in a 48 page pamphlet called the
Advent Review. In 185 into dll unsold copies,
James White “fipped” a leaf which contained this
comment regarding the Crosier study - "The subject
of the sanctuary should be carefully examined, as il
lies of the foundation of our faith and hope.” the
1872 Statement of Beliefs, the ficst to be drawn up
after the organization of the Seventh-day Adventist
Church in 1863, echoed Crosier's position. it read
concaiing Jesus Christ - He "ascended on high o
be our only mediator in the sancluary in Heaven,
where with His own biocod He makes atonement for
our sins; which atonement so far as being made on
the cross, was but the offering of the sacrifice, is the
very last portion of His work as priest” (Adicle I).

During the 1955-1956 Conferences with the Evan-
gelicals, the Adventist conferees not only adopted
the posltion that the atonement was completed on
Coalvary, but denied the final atonement, thus re-
versing the ordginal position. in the published an-
swer to questions asked by the Evangelicals, Ques-
tions on Doctrine, the new position taken is stated
with emnphasis:

Adventists do not hold any theory of a dual atonement.
“Chiist hath redeemed us” (Gal. 3:13) “once for ali” (Heb.
10:10). (p. 3%0)

This denial of faith ruptured Adventism. if the Ad-
ventist conferees really were convicted that the
positions of the Evangeiicals had metit, then the
only honest approach would have been o say, "It
appears we have some ‘horne work”™ to do, so that
our positions hammonize with the Word of God.”
Then thete should have followed o prayerful and
diligent study of the Word to bring our doctrinal
concepts into harmony with the revealed truths of
the types and their fuifiiment in the reality of Jesus’
sacrifice and high priestly ministry. There should
have been no abandonment of the original posi-
tion, nor a denial of the faith, untii such was done.
it is true that research was permitted, as in the case
of Dr. Desmond Ford, but it was to defend a position
assumed, not to discover truth. In this there is a dis-



tinct difference.

it is our objective in this “review” of the final atone-
ment to: 1) Consider the Scriptural facts and data
given regarding the typical Day of Atonement; and
2) Note other texts which contribute to the questions
raised which reflect on traditional perceptions. Af-
ter examining carefully the questions and problems
which surface from the data thus obtained, we will
detail the actudl services performed on that day by
the high priest,

Leviticus 23

The 23rd chapter of Leviticus lists with instructions
"the faasts of the Lord, even holy convocations”
which were fo be observed during the ceremonial
year beginning with the Passover on the fourteaenth
day of the first month (vs 4-5). The anti-typical ful-
tiiment of this feast of the Lord” Is noted In the New
Testoment. Paul writing to the Corinthian church
declared, "Chiist our passover is sactificed for us” (I
Cor. &:7). Thus this ceremonial year of ancient Is-
rael as outlined In the services of the wildemess
Sanctuary could serve as an avetlay of the Chris-
tian era beginning with the sacrifice of the Lamb ot
God and finding its climax in the High Priestly minis-

try of Jesus Christ during the anti-typical Day of
Alonement.

in the Hebrew, as we noted in the first paragraph,
the word “atonement” is in the plurat form - “Day of
Atonements” (23:27-28). s this the “majestic plural”
thus denoting its prime importance, orf is it simply o
plural which is accounting for the multiple objec-
tives obtained ceremonially by the high priestly
ministry on that day? (16:33). The single distinct
difference as to how the congregation of Israel was
to relate to this day in contrast to the other feast
days gives weight to the recognition of the use of
the plural form as a “majestic plurcd.” On each of
the other major feast days, the injunction was given
- “Ye shall do no servile (occupationdl) work
therein® (23:8, 21, 25, 35, 36) - while for the Day of
Afonements, the command was - “Ye shali do no
work in that same day™ (23:28). This placed the
Day of Atonements on the same level os the Sob-
bath day (23:3).

Not only did the Day of Alonements provide cere-
monial cleansing for the peopla from all their “sins

before the Lord” {146:30); but it also provided for ¢
judgment to be executed if something was done,
and if something was not done: 1) "Whalsoever soul
it be that shall not be gfflicted in that same day, he
shall be cut off from among his people” (23:29). 2)
“Whatsoever soul it be that doeth any work in that
same day, the same sou! will | destroy from amoeng
his people” (23:30). How it was delermined who
did and who didn’t is not given in the Bibllcal rec-
ord, but some kind of an investigative judgment is
implied on the part of God. The Day of Atonements
was thus a day of cieansing and a day of judg-
ment. This dual aspect of the day is teflectied in the
prophecies of Daniel {7:10; 8:14), and in the book of
Revelation (14:7, 12).

Revelation and Daniel

Let us turn our ottention to one verse from each of
these books. First, Revelation 14:6-7, which reads:

And | saw another angel fly in the midst of heaven, hav-
ing the everasting gospel o preach unto them that dweil
on the earh..., saying with a loud voice, Fear God and
give glory fo Him; for the hour of His judgment is come,

Literally, the last clouse reads- "Because came the
hour of the judgment of Him.” The Greek word for
“is come” Is nibev, o second aroist {past tense} in-
dicative, and can be transiated by either the simpie
English past fense, or in this case by the perfect
tense as is done In the KJV. However, how is the
phrase, "the judgment of Him,” o be understood?
it could Indicate a simple possessive sense - "His
Judgment” - or it could mean that God goes on
trial, that He faces o judgment - “the judgment of
Him™ (ing xpwoswg autov). The book of Revetation
gives a picture of both concepts. In Chapter 20,
John sees the “great white throne” and before this
throne of God, stand the “dead,” and they are
“judged” by “those things which were writen in the
books, according to thelr works” (vs, 11-12). This is
God in judgment - “His judgment.” In Chapier 12,
after the symbolic representation of a war between
“the dragon” and "Michcel,” a loud voice is heard
saying in heaven - "Now is come... the kingdom of
ol God, and the power of His Chiist (Messiah)”
(var. 10). Has the kingdom of God, fhus God, been
in question? Pau indicates that God abdicated in
favor of Chyist, il He hath put gil enemies under
His feet” (I Cor. 15:24-28). The question tollows - Did




