THE FINAL ATONEMENT

A MAJOR CHANGE IN ALONG-HELD POSITION
BY SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTISTS
1/25/25

Response to Jason Smith about the Scapegoat of Leviticus 16

Jason, thank you brother, | am blessed that you took such time to draft your extensive
response to me. | copied your response onto a separate document that | can easily review
which turns out to be 11 pages long in 12-point type. Good study material. | read it
carefully and | will be going through it again to highlight. Whether my position, as you
stated, is ‘a priori’ ... or ‘a posteriori’, it is at this point | think both, deductive and inductive.
The topic of the scapegoat is extensive, more than could be fully understood in Ellen
White’s time. No matter how you or James Bowen see Ellen White’s statement in the
historicist realm, supposedly that it must not or cannot be changed, please understand
that EGW embodied or embraced her own counsel to the church in general on developing
truth of SDA theology, a very limited scope of doctrinal evolution nevertheless. There are
no contradictions in what she wrote, only in development. But here is her statement | am
referring to overall:

“We have many lessons to learn, and many, many to unlearn. God and Heaven alone are
infallible. Those who think that they will never have to give up a cherished view, never
have occasion to change an opinion, will be disappointed. As long as we hold to our
own ideas and opinions with determined persistency, we cannot have the unity for which
Christ prayed”. {CET 203.2}

“When a brother receives new light upon the Scriptures, he should frankly explain his
position, and every minister should search the Scriptures with the spirit of candor to see if
the points presented can be substantiated by the inspired word. "The servant of the Lord
must not strive; but be gentle unto all men, apt to teach, patient, in meekness instructing
those that oppose themselves; if God peradventure will give them repentance to the
acknowledging of the truth." 2 Timothy 2:24, 25. {CET 203.3}

And, a similar statement:

No Claim to Infallibility

“We have many lessons to learn, and many, many to unlearn. God and heaven alone are
infallible. Those who think that they will never have to give up a cherished view, never have
occasion to change an opinion, will be disappointed. As long as we hold to our own ideas
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and opinions with determined persistency, we cannot have the unity for which Christ
prayed. -- The Review and Herald, July 26, 1892. {1SM 37.3}

“In regard to infallibility, | never claimed it; God alone is infallible. His word is true, and in
Him is no variableness, or shadow of turning.-- Letter 10, 1895.

| believe Ellen White exemplified her own counsel. What she wrote in the 1897 Ms. 112
statement, in light of many statements she wrote on the further expectation of the unrolling
of the scrollin our SDA theology, should not be seen as some contradiction of her former
position but a further development of SDA doctrine on the atonement, in this important
prophetic event yet future. The Scriptural and figurative principle is, the closer we get -
the clearer we see. This is our spiritual test today.

| will keep my response fairly brief, for now. Almost all SDA leaders and members are very
sensitive to ‘new light’ topics or a seeming doctrinal update in Ellen White’s writings, which
in this case happens to be a major prophetic clarification on the most important topic, that
of the Atonement of Christ Himself, what He has done and is doing in recent Advent
history. Greater truth, unfolding truth, brings an attendant greater work of sanctification in
the life of the receiver --- through the Third Angel’s message of today, to “give power and
force to the Third Angel” of 1844 (EW277), “an addition to the Third Angel” that began to
develop after Sister White’s passing in 1915 beginning in 1929, 1930. This concern comes
under the aegis of the Laodicean condition and its attendant warning in Revelation 3:14-17.
SDAs today believe outright or act as if there was no further light to come after the
prophetic office passing in July of 1915 answering to the remaining Three Angels of
Revelation 14, beginning verse 15.

Continued--

A few key points about the qualification or disqualification of who the Scapegoat
represents in finality, stated below:

Atonement fact #1 -

Satan does NOT, can NOT, make atonement or any part of atonement in the Sanctuary
setting typology, and certainly not in any salvific way --- but only as atoning for his own
sin, in the final penalty for sin, after the millennium, but the sin placed on him before the
millennium, | would say at this point, at or near the close of probationary time. Satan has
no place in the Leviticus 16 symbolic service BECAUSE of the clear reality that BOTH
GOATS ARE EQUAL, before and after their selection by lot. Fact #2 further explains.

Atonement fact # 2 -
Satan cannot be equal with Christ in the presenting of the two goats of Leviticus 16. Those
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who say otherwise are going down the pathway of the ‘twin bothers’ doctrine (of the Father)
as a few cult churches, such as in Mormonism, Mesonic teaching and in the church of
Satan and the Spiritualist church, to name a few. The fact that the two goats are chosen
by lot, by an action of probability or CHANCE, a 50/50 chance, completely militates
against the nature and supremacy of Christ, the Son of YAH, His Divine nature juxtaposed
to Satan, a created being, which otherwise gives him a symbolic role in the Sanctuary
service. NO. Such would be (is) an affront to The Son of God, more so an affrontto The
Eternal Father and to the plan of salvation itself. The doctrinalimplications are
considerable. The true application is nevertheless knocking on the door of our hearts at
this time.

Christ and Satan are not “brothers”. The general view, originally held by Advent
leaders that the Scapegoat represents Satan can and should be viewed, in the most
generalized application. | present, in light of Ellen White’s 1897 update on this
critically important symbol on the Day of Atonement -- that we are actually seeing the
transfer of sin at the door of the Sanctuary through the means of a divine transfer
agent, the scapegoat, who is none other than the OTHER Christ, revealed at the
Cross, that He Himself announced in John 14, the SECOND Mediator office, that of the
Other Comforter, the Divine Mediator He sent down on the Day of Pentecost to teach
and guide the church through the ages. This is clearly presented in John 14, 15 & 16.

Only in this general concept was Satan to be “the scapegoat”, as loose of an application as
we could make, at leastin the view of O.R.L. Crosier, Ellen White and the pioneers. She
must have been able to see or realize this as emergent truth in the 1897 statement (Ms.
112:47). Now, with the magnifying glass of greater truth unfolding may we see who the
Scapegoat truly represents, ANOTHER Divine Being, Another Intercessor (Rom. 8:26, 27),
another Priest, who is typically overlooked, typically dismissed, disregarded! -- as NOT
having any tangible distinct or definite role in our Salvation, but which Scripture addresses
quite clearly in the Book of Hebrews in particular, the Atonement - “through the Eternal
Spirit.”

John 14:26
But the Advocate, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in My name, will teach you all
things and will remind you of everything | have told you.

Itis no wonder that some detractors of Ellen White see this doctrinal change this AS a
major discrepancy, a contradiction in salvation theology, outside of a the most general
view, that all sin is eventually placed on the originator of sin, in the end. But this does not
make Satan himself, who is a created being, the “scapegoat” by any means, nor part of our
redemption, with a role in removing sins, the record of our sins, from the Heavenly
Sanctuary, rather than just being the RECIPIENT of those sins in finality. This is a most
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important distinction in the Sanctuary service that should be understood now. Be mindful
that the work of REMOVAL of sin from the Heavenly Sanctuary is, and only will be, the work
of the Divine priesthood. That work, in antitype, began in October of 1844, for the dead.

If, as some think, that somehow, even figuratively, Satan is “brought” to the door of the
Sanctuary (in Heaven) or figuratively in Moses time as the scapegoat in Leviticus 16, as if
the High Priest places His hands on the head of Satan himself in that context, then we have
a serious theological-moral issue in present day SDA teaching, which | would say, is
why the apparent shift in the scapegoat teaching by Ellen White in 1897, in full regard
of your assessment that she was dealing with a falsehood of her time concerning the
context of Pilate washing his hands of Jesus and the choice of Barabas by the people
gathered with the Pharisees of that day. The context of that application of Pilate and
Barabas was at Passover time, not Day of Atonement. Furthermore, | could make this case
against Satan as the scapegoat in the absence of the 1897 Ms. 112 statement. Truth and
sound reasoning based on Scripture alone, and moral imperative, can stand on its own two
feet. But blessedly “we have a surer word of prophecy” in the prophetic gift from 1844.

Atonementfact# 3 -

Itis important to note, there is NO RECORD of the Scapegoat’s death or demise. lItis
naturally assumed that the scapegoat eventually dies, thrown off a cliff by the “fit man”
who leads it out of the camp, or killed by predators, but who knows -- It is not recorded!
Satan has a date with death. True, Christ is the Scapegoat, as E G White stated, BUT
HOW? The Scapegoat does have a connection to Satan which is part of the Atonement
process, but the Scapegoat in the type must enter the Tabernacle grounds --- unless we
have missed the possibility or verity of a Divine Transfer Agent in the type (and antitype)
which rightfully can be EQUAL with Christ Himself, even bearing His (Jesus) OWN Name
according to John 14. There is a Genesis type for this as well as 1 Cor. 15:45-47, Christ as
the Second Adam, the LAST Adam.

The answer is “Another” Christ, One who was to come in HIS NAME (Jn 14:26), who
remains on the Earth after being SENT down on the Day of Pentecost. Yahshua (Jesus)
had/has TWO functions in the Atonement, TWO offices, hence two goats. 1) that of the
blood sacrifice, the Goat for the LORD, to PUT our sins INTO the Heavenly Sanctuary,
recorded on the antitiypical “veil” of the Sanctuary, and 2) the Office of the Scapegoat to
TAKE our sins OUT of the Heavenly Sanctuary to be placed on the originator of sin, near or
at the end of time. The final remedy and final process of our individual sins, individual and
collective, CANNOT take place AT the visible Second Advent, but just before. Thereisa
clear moral and temporal separation for this event otherwise.

The final penalty for sin is NOT represented in any temporal way on the Day of Atonement
itself, nor does the Day of Atonement, in the yearly cycle of the harvest Feast rites,
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represent the visible Second Advent of Christ Himself. The visible Second Advent itselfis
represented at the “Last Great Day” Feast on the Hebrew calendar, the eighth day of the
Feast of Tabernacles, the end of the Fall Feast cycle, year by year.

With the final transfer of sin placed upon Ha Satan we may also consider that the role of

scapegoatis also placed upon Satan, transferred to him, outside of the Sanctuary service,
in the wilderness, which | believe is why Ellen White, Crosier, and many others considered
the scapegoat as Satan. But that title, that second office in the Sanctuary service, cannot

or should not be fulfilled by the originator of sin on the Day of Atonement. He has no partin
our atonement, particularly as one chosen by lot. | see this theological paradox as
purposefulin the Day of Atonement typology that would be resolved in the “revelation of
the Holy Spirit” (8T251) that Ellen White predicted would come. In a growing segment of
the SDA church today some go so far as to teach there are only two Members of the
Godhead, the Father and Son, that the Holy Spiritis a mere impersonal spiritualistic force
projected, even a divine vapor of sorts. Yet, an ‘impersonal force’ does not “make
intercession with groanings that cannot be uttered” as our Other Advocate. This is the
missing piece of our atonement theology, the full Priesthood of Christ, same Name (John
14:26), Dual Priesthood, that should be given attention in SDA theology now.

Our Great Opportunity Now

There will be heart yearnings after God, and earnest prayer for clear perception to
discern the office and work of the Holy Spirit. It is not for us to use it, but for the Holy
Spirit to use us, molding, fashioning every power. {CSW 40.2}

We talk of the Holy Ghost; we preach of the Holy Ghost; but we need to understand
better what the office of the Holy Ghost is. We need to understand that we must co-
operate with God in every sense or God can not co-operate with us. "We are laborers
together with God." {GCB, April 3, 1901 par. 30}

According to the light that has been given me--and just how it is to be accomplished |
can not say--greater strength must be brought into the managing force of the
Conference. But this will not be done by in trusting responsibilities to men who have
had light poured upon them year after year for the last ten or fifteen years, and yet
have not heeded the light that God has given them. {GCB, April 3, 1901 par. 31}

True today, even more.
Follow up response --

Jason, my "cognizant" case is that there are TWO Divine Intercessors, the latter one, the
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Other Divine Intercessor in the NT frame of reference, has not been considered by church
leaders, actually disregarded by church leaders and theologians through the ages, not just
today. It was not time for such an idea to be presented since truth is progressive, as taught
by EGW.

I make no attempt to present any kind of scholarly presentation, however, to make a
premise, a thesis if you will, based on Scripture and published materials going back to
1977, that | will not share at this point, key points from Ellen White writings. Sometime in
the future | may or will share. | did not just read the 1897 correction statement and thereby
form a conclusion, a priori. This was by design, in Ellen White's original statements on the
scapegoatin GC and other places. | have no problem with Ellen White's generalization of
the Scapegoat in antitype in her time prior to the statement in question.

It was a necessary providential ambiguity, an indistinctness if you will, in the symbolic
service, the Sanctuary service in Leviticus, but no longer. If you wish to disregard the 1897
statement as a mere aberration in her writings, then regrettably | accept that. The
statement was nevertheless placed in her writings for providential reasons | believe. Itis
there, the 1897 statement. That is my starting point as far as the basis for our discussion
here -- prima facie evidence, a starting point. Blessings.

The EGW 1897 Statement about the Scapegoat — a change in position:

“Some apply the solemn type, the scapegoat, to Satan. This is not correct. He cannot bear
his own sins. At the choosing of Barabbas, Pilate washed his hands. He cannot be
represented as the scapegoat. The awful cry, uttered with a hasty, awful recklessness, by
the Satan-inspired multitude, swelling louder and louder, reaches up to the throne of God,
“His blood be upon us and upon our children.” [Matthew 27:25.] Christ was the Scapegoat,

which the type represents. He alone can be represented by the goat borne into wilderness.
He alone, over whom death had not power, was able to bear our sins. [See comment
above.] 12LtMs, Ms 112, 1897, par. 47

In all matters where principle is involved, "let every man be fully persuaded in his own
mind." Romans 14:12, 5.

TL Caldwell
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