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Introduction

The types in Leviticus are all composite types, that is, they are multi foreshadowings of Christ, each part separate
yet blending together presenting one beautiful picture. For instance, a picture could have a tree, a meadow, a
church in the distance and a child. Each is complete in itself yet together they form the complete picture.
Likewise, the types in Leviticus:

a) There are five offerings, each presenting a distinct and different aspect of the person and sacrifice of
Christ, yet they point to the one supreme all encompassing sacrifice.

b) The Day of atonement also has a number of “mini” pictures of Christ. There is the High Priest, in his
person, work and place of officiating, and his clothing, the bulls, the rams, the goats, the birds, the
activities, and the spices of the incense are all little pictures. Our consideration will be the Day of
Atonement as a composite, looking at it as a big picture and observing some truths from it.

It is observed that there is a distinct change in the writing after chapter ten. In chapters 1-10 the Lord is seeking
to emphasize the holiness of God and the seriousness of sin. This is done by the necessity of sacrifices and the
need for a priest. However, due to the sin of Aaron's two sons (ch. 10:1-2), God then began to teach them on a
lower level, emphasizing the inward corruption of man and the world he lives in as a defiling place. In this
section God deals with what a person can or cannot eat (ch. 11), this is followed by uncleanness due to giving
birth (ch. 12). The next chapter is concerned with leprosy (ch. 13), whither it is in person, garment, or house (ch.
14), and finally contact with that which is defiled, defiles the individual (ch. 15). Evidently these are not sins. It
is not a sin to have a baby or eat a pork sausage, so what is God seeking to teach the ancient Israelites and us
today? Such is the holiness of God that even that which is defiling, disfigured, or dead, cannot be tolerated. It is
evidences of sin. God wants man to realize that holiness cannot tolerate corruption. To reinforce this we observe
the fact that there are more of the spoken words of God in Leviticus than any other book in the scriptures, and
through those words God stresses His holiness. The table shows the relative words which emphasize sin and
defilement in Genesis to Leviticus.

Word No. of Refs. in No. of Refs. in
Genesis & Exodus Leviticus

Blood 26 65
Unclean 0 82
Clean 7 34
Defile/ ed 4 21
Sin 3 50
Holy 45 77

The end of Exodus records: “Moses was not able to enter into the tent of the congregation” (Ex. 40:35) yet
Leviticus states: “And Moses and Aaron went into the tabernacle of the congregation” (Lev. 9:23). How can this
change be made possible? Moses and Aaron were still sinful men, God was still holy, so how was the change
effected? The answer is that between Ex. 40:35 and Lev. 9:23 there are sacrifices and a priest.

If, in the first section there is emphatically taught the carefulness with which man could approach God (ch. 1:1),
in this section the emphasis is on how careful the priest must be when approaching God. Position before God in
grace does not mean man could be presumptuous in approaching God, nor that the people could live carelessly
with God in their midst. Though God encouraged the people to approach Him (Lev. 1:1), they would have been
very cautious about approaching Him for they had seen the manifestation of Him at Sinai, and it was frightening
(Ex. 19:12-13). Consequently, that would have listened very carefully to the instructions God gave on how they
were to approach.
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Before entering the Holiest of all, the high priest had to walk through the Holy place. As as he walked toward the
Holiest of all, he walked “in the light” of the lamp-stand. In that approach he moved horizontally, but when we
come to God it is spiritual and vertical. The priest progressed from walking in the light to the Holiest of all. We,
in approaching God, are automatically in the Light.

There is one question to be faced: “Since there was a sacrifice for the whole congregation, if a sin had been
committed unwittingly (Lev. 4:13-21), why have a day of Atonement?” For instance, Achan sinned in that which
he stole and hid, the entire congregation was unaware of it (Josh. 7:1, 18-24). When there was an awareness of a
sin committed the suitable sacrifices were to be offered (Lev. 4:14-21). But, other sins could be committed about
which the congregation knew nothing and they never came to the light, what then? That is where the Day of
Atonement comes into effect. It was the gracious provision of God for sins committed, of which as individuals
and a congregation knew nothing, by which He could still dwell among them. When we consider that there are
twenty-seven words used to indicate what sin is, how could we then know the multitude of sins we commit?

Another observation is that when the whole congregation sinned, the sacrifice was a bull (Lev. 4:13-21). It should
be observed that the word translated “bullock” does not indicate a bullock which is a castrated animal, and
consequently unfit for sacrifice, but it is simply a “bull”.

Atonement was made on the Day of Atonement (Lev. 16:6, 10, 16, 21-22, 30, 34) but by the sacrifice of the Lord
sin was put away (Heb. 9:26). On that ancient day the High Priest entered the holiest of all with the blood of the
animals (Heb. 8:3; 9:12) and so effected cleansing for the nation. In the lovely enactments of the Day of
Atonement we see in type the Lord bearing the judgment for sins (Isa. 53:5; 1 Pet. 2:24) and taking iniquity away
(2 Cor. 5:19). It must not be thought that because the High Priest carried the blood into the Holiest, that the Lord
entered Heaven carrying His blood. He entered into Heaven by virtue of His blood, and by divine grace we enter
the holiest by the same precious blood.

The hymn writer wrote:
Eternal Light, Eternal Light, how pure the soul must be
To shrink not, but with calm delight can live and look on Thee.

How then can I approach God? I approach God by virtue of the richness of the sacrifice of Christ.

The Background

The chapter begins with a solemn remembrance, the judgmental death of the two sons of Aaron (ch. 10:1-2) and
with it a solemn warning (ch. 16:2). The sin of Nadab and Abihu was not the worshipping of a false God but the
false worshipping of the true God. These two men died seemingly on the very day of their consecration.
Ezekiel’s wife died on the very day Jerusalem was taken. In both cases they were sovereign acts of God.
Regarding Aaron's sons, it was a judgment against their presumptuousness. In the case of Ezekiel’s wife, it was
Ezekiel’s response to that death that signified the response of the people to the fall of Jerusalem.

The Day Of Atonement

The first observation is that the chapter dealing with Day of Atonement contains a series of doublets:

Series of Two’s Reference

Two names 1. Day of Atonement (Lev. 23:27)
2. ASabbath ofrest (Lev. 16:31)

Two aspects of sin are repeated twice “Because of their transgressions in all their sins.”
(Lev. 16:16, 21)
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Series of Two’s Reference

—_—

Two places for burning the offering On the altar (Lev. 16:25)

2. Outside the camp (Lev. 16:27)

Two clouds 1. The cloud of God’s glory (Lev. 16:2)
2. The cloud from the fire and incense (Lev. 16:12-13)
There is the emphatic recollection that [ The two sons of Aaron, Nadab and Abihu
two sons died (Lev. 10:1-2)
Two sorts of offerings Sin offerings and burnt offerings (Lev. 16:3)
Two goats One slain and the other set free, the scapegoat

(Lev. 16:8-10)

Two changes of clothin Garments of glory and beauty, and linen garments
g g glory Yy g
(Lev. 16:4, 23-24)

Two furnishings the blood is sprinkled on | 1. The mercy seat (Lev. 16:14)
2. The brazen altar (Lev. 16:18-19)

Two unknown men 1. The one who led away the scapegoat (Lev. 16:21-22)
The man who carried the bull outside the camp (Lev.
16:27-28)

Two places for burning the offering The altar and outside the camp (Lev. 16:25, 27)

What does “atonement” mean?

There is the suggestion that the word “atonement” means to make it at-one-ment. One has said that this is entirely
fanciful, nevertheless, while one may argue over the preciseness of the definition, yet by the very ways the
Hebrew word is used it does signify reconciliation being so translated (Lev. 8:15). Reconciliation means discord
removed and oneness restored.

What then does the word “atonement” mean? William Wilson, in his Old Testament Word Studies, gives these
definitions: “to cover, to cover sin, or to secure the sinner from guilt or punishment”. He adds: “This word
conveys the idea both of pacification of wrath, and of the covering of transgression, but does not seem to express
of itself the idea of full and adequate satisfaction for sin”.

“Atonement” is an Old Testament doctrine. Therefore, is a shadow of the fulness of salvation, and as the Holy
Spirit informs when He said they “were not the very image” (Heb. 10:1). Consequently, we are not to be
surprised when “atonement” is only mentioned once in the New Testament (Rom. 5:11), and the word ought to be
“reconciliation”. Therefore, in the strictest sense our sins are not atoned for, they are not just covered, but are
cleansed (1 Jn. 1:7), for God had brought us into something grander than being atoned. This does not mean it
does not have seed truths for us as also the other types do, but it still was a shadow of the, real that is Christ.

The Hebrew word in its first occurrence, which according to the law of first mention, means “to cover”. “Make
thee an ark of gopher wood . . . thou shalt pitch (kaphar) it within and without with “kaphar” (Gen. 6:14). Thus
in its seed form it indicates that which protected from the judgment of God on an ungodly world. Later Jacob was
going to meet Esau, his brother, one whom he had wronged and knew he deserved Easu’s wrath to be vented on
him. He sent a gift and said: “I will appease him”, that is nullify his anger by trying to restore in part that which
he was deprived of (Gen. 32:20). Later still, Aaron was to make “atonement for the altar”. Evidently since the
altar was not a living thing and was amoral, it could not have done wrong to deserve the wrath of God as with the
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men the flood destroyed. Neither could it, in itself, deprive another of that which was rightfully theirs as Jacob
had done. So, why did the altar need atonement? (Ex. 29:37) That is another study.

The word atonement is translated: “forgiven” (Deut. 21:8); “merciful” (Deut. 32:43); “purged” (1 Sam. 3:14);
“pardon” (2 Chron. 30:18); “pacify” (Prov. 16:14); “disannulled” (Isa. 28:18); “put it off” (Isa. 47:11); and “to
make reconciliation” (Ezek. 45:15).

With this is mind the word means:
a) To cover from the deserved wrath of God on man by means of a sacrifice.
b) Through that sacrifice, which stems from the mercy of God, man can be forgiven, pardoned, and
reconciled.
¢) Their sins disannulled, and by which the wrath of God’s justice against man’s rebellion can be pacified.

Some may say “God does not need to be pacified”. This is to ignore the fact that: “God is angry with the wicked
every day” (Psa. 7:11), and man is “treasuring up wrath against the day of wrath” (Rom. 2:5).

God must not lose anything. He who was wronged, must have that in which He was wrong restored, and a fifth
added (Lev. 5:16). It is this the Psalmist spoke of when speaking prophetically of the Lord. He said: “Then I
restored that which I took not away” (Psa. 69:4). The work of Christ on the cross removes the guilt of my action
which demanded the righteous judgment and wrath of God, thereby God’s justice is satisfied and He rests.
Reconciliation is a result, as is justification and propitiation.

The deity of Christ establishes the infinite intrinsic value of his person. Since Jesus Christ is the God-man, truly
God and truly man, His death is of infinite intrinsic value and all-sufficient as a sacrifice. The book of Hebrews
clearly says that the sufficiency of Christ's death negated the need for additional sacrifices (Heb. 10:10, 26). It is
of interest to observe that in the cleansing on the Day of Atonement, there is no mention of forgiveness.

The chronological order for the day’s events

The Day of Atonement began like ever other day. The morning sacrifice had to be sacrificed, the lights on the
candlestick had to be trimmed, and the sweet incense burned (Ex. 30:7). But, it was also unlike any other day
because it was the only “feast” which was characterized by “humbling their souls” (Lev. 16:31; 23:27; Num.
29:7). This meant careful self examination before God. Irrespective of what day it was, first, second, fifth (as we
would say, Monday, Tuesday, etc., they did not name the days for centuries later) it was to be a “Sabbath” which
meant no unnecessary work would be done (Lev. 23:26-32). Anyone doing such would be put to death (Lev.
23:29).

The chronological order seems to be:
a) The high priest brings into the court five animals. A bull for a sin offering and a ram for a burnt offering.
These were for himself and his family. There was also brought in for the people two he-goats for a sin
offering and a ram for a burnt offering.

b) Having washed his body and changed into the linen clothes (Ex. 28:39; Lev. 16:4) Aaron was ready to
begin the prescribed ritual.

c) He slaughtered the bull for his own sin offering (Lev. 16:6, 11).
d) He then took the blood of the bull, a censer of burning coals, and two handfuls of incense (Lev. 16:12)
e) Having entered the Holiest he puts the incense upon the coals and creates a cloud (Lev. 16:13)
i) Thus there were two clouds in the Holiest of all, the Cloud indicating the presence of God and the
cloud prefiguring the perfections of the Lord (Lev. 16:2; 13).
f) Dipping his finger in the blood of the bull he sprinkles it “upon the mercy Seat eastward; and before the

mercy Seat” seven times (Lev. 16:14).
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g) Going out to the court he casts lots for the two goats, and the one on which the Lord’s lot fell was to be a
sin offering (Lev. 16:9) and was slain (Lev. 16:15).

h) The blood of that goat was then brought “within the vail” and it too is sprinkled seven times “upon and
before the mercy seat” ( Lev. 16:15)

i) He then made atonement for the holy place because of two matters: “The uncleanness of the children of
Israel and because of their transgressions in all of their sins” (Lev. 16:16).

j)  Then going out to the brazen altar (I take this to be the brazen altar because of that which is said in verse
23: “And Aaron shall come into the tabernacle of the congregation”). It may be that some might think
that because it says: “before the Lord” (v. 18), it means the golden altar, but the expression is used of:

i) The bull being killed which was on the North sided of the altar in the court. (Ex. 29:11)

ii) The bread and animal parts taken from Aaron and his sons were burnt on the “altar of burnt
offering . . . before the Lord”. (Ex. 29:22-25)

iii) Three times a year all the males presented themselves “before the Lord” and they never came into
the holy place, that is the first room of the tabernacle (Ex. 34:23). Thus, the expression “before
the Lord” does not always specify the holy place, rather, at times it means in the conscious
presence of God.

k) He then brings the live goat, and putting his hands on its head confesses over it: “all the iniquities of the
children of Israel, and all their transgression in all their sins” (Lev. 16:21).

1) The goat is then given into the hands of a fit man who brings it into the wilderness, an animal never to be
seen again. (Lev. 16:22)

m) Coming into the tabernacle, the priest removes the linen garments, washes in the water presumably at the
laver, and puts on his garments of glory and beauty and offer the burnt offerings for himself and the
people. (Lev. 16:24)

n) Finally, the fat of the sin offering was burned on the altar (v. 25), and the remains of the bull and the goat
were taken outside the camp where they were burned (v. 27). Those who had been rendered unclean by
handling the animals on which the sins of Aaron or the people were laid were to wash themselves and
then return to camp (vv. 26, 28).

The Fit Man

In disposing of the ashes of the burnt offering it was the priest who carried them outside the camp (Lev. 6:11);
with the ashes of the red heifer it was a man that is clean (Num. 19:9); and with the ashes from the sacrifices on
the Day of Atonement it was a fit man. [ would understand it to be either a priest or a Levite (Ezra 6:20).

When it is the burnt offering the emphasis is on the office of the man, in the red heifer it is on his being clean, and
in Lev. 16 it is his being fit. This is the only time the word translated “fit” is used in the scriptures, and it
indicates a man who is ready and has the ability. Only Christ could be both the scapegoat and the fit man. He
alone had the ability to take sins away in perpetuity by His burial and resurrection. The man went away with the
goat but came back alone, the sins of the past year were gone forever, but the man was back. Thus, the goat and
the man are two pictures of the same event. The goat prefiguring our Lord as He took our sins away, and the man
as Christ, the man of the hour, who alone could put them away and come back forever. I cannot help but think of
the old hymn:

Living He loved me, dying He saved me

And buried He carried my sins far away

Rising He justified freely forever
One day He's coming, oh, glorious day.
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The people heard the priest confess their sins over the animal, perhaps they saw him laying his hands on the
animal, symbolically their sins upon the animal, and it was done in daylight. However, when Christ bore our sins
man never saw their sins being laid upon Christ, despite it being daylight, it was a scene clothed in darkness. Man
did hear that awful cry: “Eli, Eli, lama sabachthani” (Matt. 27:46). In type, the execution of the first goat and the
transference of sins by the man on the second goat had to be two events showing two different truths, but when it
came to our Lord, they were the same event.

The terms that are used for the experience of our Lord when bearing the punishment for our sins are beyond
fathoming. Consider the words used to describe the afflictions of our Lord:

a) “Made Him to be sin for us” (2 Cor. 5:21)

b) “Cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree” (Gal. 3:13)

c) “Bare the sins of many” (Heb. 9:28)

d) “He was wounded . . . bruised . . . chastisement . . . stripes” (Isa. 53:5)

Mere words can never convey the intensity of the pains He bore, and it is only as the Holy Spirit enlightens us to a
little of what those sufferings entailed that we can appreciate them. At this point a question must be asked: When
Christ was being made “sin for us” under the “curse of God” and “baring the sins”; or was wounded, bruised,
chastised, and smitten; did man or demonic beings have any part in those vicarious sufferings of the Lord for
sin?”

I ask this because it is taught:
a) That when the Lord cried “It is finished” it was not really finished, and that He had to go into hell and
there He was afflicted by satanic hordes.
b) That the Lord suffered for the entire six hours He hung on the cross.
c) Still others teach that it was only in the last three hours, those when the scene was clothed in darkness,
that the Lord suffered for sins.

Is this just a matter of semantics or does it really matter? I see it as important for the following reasons:

a) We do know the Lord hung on the tree for at least six hours, but after the darkness had passed we do not
know how long He was seen by man in the returning light. I suspect that it was only a matter of minutes
for God will not let His beloved suffer one iota of a minute longer than necessary. Interestingly, there is
no record of any mocking afterward. I believe it was at that time they saw His visage marred more than
any man’s and His form more than the sons of men. The centurion, and they that were with Him . . . saw
the earthquake . . . feared greatly” (Matt. 27:54).

b) As I read the inspired word, it seems that as the darkness was receding and light was beginning to come,
He spoke three times.
i) “My God, my God, why hast Thou forsaken me?”’;
ii) “I thirst”; and
iii) “Father into Thy hands I commend my spirit”.

It was light enough, for the man was able to run and get the vinegar, and put it to the Lord’s mouth (Matt.
27:46-48). “It is finished” was spoken immediately afterward, followed by the words: “Father into Thy
hands I commend my spirit”. Many women had waited through the darkness (Matt. 27:55).

I do not touch the subject of satanic hordes punishing Christ in Hell for that is so blasphemous I am surprised any
believer would accept it. The decision to be made is: “Did Christ suffer for sins the entire six hours on the cross,
or only in the last three? It must be observed that there is a distinction made by the Holy Spirit between the two
sets of three hours. We read: “And when the sixth hour was come, there was darkness over the whole land until
the ninth hour” (Mk. 15:33). Those who teach our Lord suffered vicariously for the entire duration of His time on
the cross will use the words of Paul and Peter when they wrote: “Cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree” (Gal.
3:13) and He bore “our sins in His own body on the tree” (1 Pet. 2:24). Neither of these indicate duration but are
dealing with the fact that He bore our sins on the tree.
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Indeed, there is not a single case where the words “on the” (1 Pet. 2:24) occur in the New Testament that it
signifies an entire duration. Furthermore, it has been stated that the word “on”, in 1 Pet. 2:24, means “up to” so
that the passage reads: “He bare our sins in His own body up to the tree”. Robertson in His “Word Pictures”
translated it: “Upon the tree” as does the ASV, Montgomery, and Young's literal. Darby has it “on” as does RSV,
and Webster. In none of these is there any hint of “up to”. The only version which so translates it as “to the tree”
is the Aramaic. I submit that none of these two passages are proof texts that the Lord suffered vicariously for the
entire time on the cross, but rather it is man putting an interpretation on them. But, this does not prove it was
exclusively in the hours of darkness He suffered at the hand of God. That is now to be considered. It is not
sufficient to say: “He suffered for sins in the three dark hours”. There must be the presentation of evidence.

a) Observation No. 1
Nowhere is there a specific scripture that says it was only in the last three hours He suffered for sins. But,
there is not specific scripture to present the Trinity. It is believed because of the evidence, and the same
goes for the three hours.

b) Observation No. 2

When our Lord cried: “My God, my God, why hast Thou forsaken me”, if that forsaking was for the
entire six hours, in what way did He call God Father at the same time? Did man have a part in the
afflicting of Christ for my sins, for man did afflict Him in the three hours of light (Matt. 27:34-44)? Was
He forsaken by the Father? Therefore, if our Lord was being forsaken by God during the first three hours
and called God Father, does this mean that the soul damned by God will be able to look and call God
Father, a privilege they could not do on earth? In those first 3 hours the Lord prayed for His tormentors.
Will this happen the Christ rejector?

If I believe the sufferings in the two sets of three hours were different, and believing, I understand the distinctions
to be as the following table shows:

First 3 hours Last 3 hours

Suffering from the hand of man Suffering from the hand of God

Suffering to be our High Priest Suffering to be our Saviour

Sins were not dealt with Sins dealt with

Suffering for His righteousness Suffering for my unrighteousness
Suffering sympathetically Suffering vicariously

The Double Picture Through The Goats

I want to make it clear that I am only skimming the surface of this sacrifice. Many are the untouched pictures
which can be developed.

The goat is one of the richest foreshadows of our Lord, for apart from any other observation, it is connected more
often with the sin offering than any other animal. The word from which its Hebrew name comes means: “to be
strong, prevail to strengthen”. Automatically there is brought to mind the words: “crucified through weakness” (2
Cor. 13:4), but He was “raised in power” (1 Cor. 15:43).

This animal is used relative to:
a) Purchasing being the price of a field. (Prov. 27:26, Matt. 13:44)
b) Comely, pleasant, beautiful in movement. (Prov. 30:29-31)
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¢) Unrelenting, persistence, and power (Dan. 8:4). As such, this animal displays the Lord’s undeviating,
fulfilling God’s plan for Him, and in doing so:
i) His resoluteness and confidence
1. “For the Lord GOD will help me; therefore shall I not be confounded: therefore have I set my
face like a flint, and I know that I shall not be ashamed.” (Isa. 50:7)
ii) His facing humiliation
1. “The Lord GOD hath opened mine ear, and I was not rebellious, neither turned away back. I
gave my back to the smiters, and my cheeks to them that plucked off the hair: I hid not my
face from shame and spitting.” (Isa. 50:5-6)
iii) His glorification
1. “And it came to pass, when the time was come that he should be received up, he steadfastly
set his face to go to Jerusalem.” (Lk. 9:51)

However, there is one point emphasized three times in Lev. 16 it is “alive” (vv. 10, 20, 21). The goat that was
killed prefigured our Lord suffering and His death for sin, but that is now over. Unlike the sacrificed goats which
had to be repeated year after year, the sacrifice of our Lord never again needs to be repeated. This one is alive,
prefiguring our Lord as the living One who had carried our sins away, never to be brought back again. Paul
writes: “We shall be saved by His life” (Rom. 5:10) that is, because of His resurrection we are justified (Rom.
4:25). He being resurrected, our faith is not in vain, we are not in our sins (1 Cor. 15:17).

How far are our sins removed from us?
a) “As far as the East is from the West, so far hath He removed our transgressions from us.” (Psa. 103:12)
b) “Thou hast cast all my sins behind thy back.” (Isa. 38:17)
c) “I am He that blotteth out thy transgressions for mine own sake, and will not remember thy sins.” (Isa.
43:25)
d) “I have blotted out, as a thick cloud, thy transgressions.” (Isa. 44:22)
e) “I will forgive their iniquity, and I will remember their sin no more.” (Jer. 31:34)
f) The handwriting against us is blotted out. (Col. 2:14)

Lessons To Be Learnt

The lessons were very stark. One cannot be casual with God, or just approach Him in whatever way pleases the
individual. God is not only morally superior to us, but in positional glory He is to be feared. There ought to be
respect for people of position be they monarch, dictator, judge or police officer. How much then for God, the
Almighty.

On this day the High Priest goes on a journey. It begins outside the court and then all else is within the court, the
Holy place, and the holiest of all. On other days of the year people could be in the court to offer their offerings,
the priests could be inside the Holy place performing their duties, but this day was different. It was a man totally
alone with God.

It is observed that the bull was for Aaron and his house, the priestly family. How blessed to see our High Priest.

He puts the fire on the incense in the holy of holies and it’s cloud arises. Oh what a picture, a man standing in the
presence of God, standing on blood sprinkled ground, standing before the throne of God sprinkled with blood and
enveloped in the fragrance of the incense from the coals. We stand before God and are “in Christ”, in that man
who in the crucible of the fire of God His fragrance arose.

Some of The Truths Of The Day Of Atonement And The New Testament

Hebrews 9 is a chapter that is completely devoted to contrasting the Day of Atonement with the sacrifice of our
Lord. Indeed, in that chapter there are the following references to that day:
a) The golden censer (v. 4). Inside the veil on the Day of Atonement only.
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b) The mercy-seat with the overshadowing cherubim (v. 5).

¢) The blood of the bullock for Aaron and his family (v. 7).

d) Purifying the heavenly things (vv. 21-23).

e) Appearing to put away sin. Goats of the sin-offering (vv. 12, 26).

f) Appearing in presence of God in garments of glory and beauty (v. 24).

g) Appearing the second time, apart from any question of sin (v. 28). Some take this as when the priest
came out to offer the burnt offering, but I cannot see such an idea for the people had yet to see him. I take
it refers to the time when all was finished, and coming out of the court the people saw him, hence: “Unto
them that look for Him shall He appear the second time, without sin” (Heb. 9:28).

These are not the only references in Hebrews for there is reference made to the sin offering being burnt without
the camp in (Lev. 16:27; Heb. 13:10-13).

God is a magnificent thinker for at times He brings out the most wonderful truths from the opposite perspectives,
and this is one of those situations. In Leviticus, the Day of Atonement was that sins would be put away, but in
Hebrews the teacher tells us it was to bring to remembrance the sins of the people (Heb. 10:3). How comforting
this is within the context of Hebrews for there is being shown the superiority of the work of Christ over the Old
Testament sacrifices. The work of our Lord forever nullified all animal sacrifices. Well may we sing:

No blood no altar now, the sacrifice is ore
No flame no smoke ascend on high, the Lamb is slain no more
For richer blood has flowed from nobler veins
To purge the soul from guilt and cleanse the reddest stains.

We thank Thee for the blood, the blood of Christ Thy Son
The Blood by which our peace is made out victory is won
Great victory ore sin and death and woe
That leaves no second fight and leaves no second foe.

In Leviticus 16:9 the clause: “And offer him for a sin-offering” is intriguing for literally it is: “shall make him

>

sin”. In the Latin version it has: “and shall make him sin” which may be the thought in Paul’s mind when he
wrote: “He hath made him to be sin for us” (2 Cor. 5:21).

May God grant us good understanding as He, by His Holy Spirit, deigns to guide us into all truth.
John 16:13

Rowan Jennings, Abbotsford, British Columbia
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