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John Calvin has had a profound influence on religious
groups far removed from his own.  Commentaries, along
with some very well known scholars, theologians and vari-
ous authors, have influenced untold thousands of people.
Calvin voiced what was later to be called “The Five Points
of Calvinism.”  Each point was based on the claim that
God predetermined all details of every persons life, per-
haps better known as Predestination.  Before creation,
supposedly, God determined who would be saved and
who would be lost.  This number could not be changed.
If you were scheduled to be saved, you would be and if
predetermined to be lost, absolutely nothing could be done
to change it.  Given that as a basis, he claimed Jesus died
only for those predestined to be saved, the Limited  Atone-
ment in the middle of the Five Points.

 It is like the Nobles of the middle ages who kept a
“whipping boy” to take the place of their children in pun-
ishment.  If the Nobleman’s son did something he was not
supposed to do, the whipping boy got a beating in his
place.  Jesus was Calvinism’s “whipping boy.”  Thus, lit-
erally on the literal cross, all of the sins of those predes-
tined to salvation were transferred to Jesus. He also suf-
fered the penalty for sin that they would have experi-
enced, in short, He took their place on the cross as their
substitute, it is claimed.  That is what the word, vicari-
ous, means.

However, for us to focus all attention on the death of
Jesus is to ignore the scheme of redemption, nullify the
gospel, violate scripture and lead us into further error on a
number of subjects.

But, where does the scapegoat enter the picture? It is
usually used to support the substitution theory that Jesus

took our place on the cross, and that Jesus LITERALLY
“bore” our sins while on the literal cross.

None of that is true.  The evidence for this doctrine is
not there.  The doctrine is based on assertion and misap-
plication of scriptures. We saw in last week’s Reminder
that there was no removal of sins by Jesus until Jesus as-
cended to heaven and offered His blood in the heavenly
Holy of Holies.  But, let’s look at the “evidence” from the
Scapegoat argument.

Type and Antitype, The Scapegoat: On the Day
of Atonement prescribed by the Law of Moses, two goats
were chosen for two different acts.  Note—

“And he shall take of the congregation of the children
of Israel two he-goats for a sin-offering, and one ram
for a burnt-offering.  6  And Aaron shall present the
bullock of the sin-offering, which is for himself, and
make atonement for himself, and for his house.  7  And
he shall take the two goats, and set them before Jehovah
at the door of the tent of meeting.  8  And Aaron shall
cast lots upon the two goats; one lot for Jehovah, and
the other lot for Azazel.  9  And Aaron shall present the
goat upon which the lot fell for Jehovah, and offer him
for a sin-offering.  10  But the goat, on which the lot fell
for Azazel, shall be set alive before Jehovah, to make
atonement for him, to send him away for Azazel into
the wilderness.”  Lets 16:5-10.

As the first goat is designated “for Jehovah,” the sec-
ond goat is designated “for Azazel.” There has been some
controversy over the meaning of Azazel. Its most likely
meaning is in keeping with what was done with the scape-
goat, following the meaning of the root Hebrew word,
“removal.” It symbolized the removal of the sins of the
people.  The word “scapegoat” comes from an early En-
glish Bible translation, “escapegoat,” that is, the goat that
“escaped” into the wilderness. Let’s look at some facts
concerning the scapegoat to put it in its proper place.
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First, there is no type and antitype of
the Scapegoat and Jesus stated in Scrip-
ture.  Jesus is never likened to it and the
Scapegoat is never mentioned in the New
Testament.

Read Leviticus 16 and see how things
developed.  There was a bullock speci-
fied for the day of Atonement.   The bul-
lock was atonement for the High Priest and
his family.  He took the blood of the bul-
lock into the most holy place and sprinkled
it over the mercy seat, just as he did the
goat for Jehovah!  The goat was for the
people.  The blood of both the bullock
and the goat was later smeared on the
horns of the altar.

Jesus is connected as shadow and re-
ality, type and antitype, only to the first
goat, the one for Jehovah, the one whose
blood was shed and then sprinkled in the
Most Holy Place.  Remember Paul said
that without the shedding of blood, there
is no remission and the Scapegoat did not
die.  Now note—

“Now even a first [covenant] had
ordinances of divine service, and its
sanctuary, [a sanctuary] of this world.
2  For there was a tabernacle prepared,
the first, wherein [were] the
candlestick, and the table, and the
showbread; which is called the Holy
place.  3  And after the second veil, the
tabernacle which is called the Holy of
holies;  4  having a golden altar of
incense, and the ark of the covenant
overlaid round about with gold, wherein
[was] a golden pot holding the manna,
and Aaron's rod that budded, and the
tables of the covenant;  5  and above it
cherubim of glory overshadowing the
mercy-seat; of which things we cannot
now speak severally.  6  Now these
things having been thus prepared, the
priests go in continually into the first
tabernacle, accomplishing the services;
7  but into the second the high priest
alone, once in the year, not without
blood, which he offereth for himself,
and for the errors of the people:  8  the
Holy Spirit this signifying, that the way
into the holy place hath not yet been
made manifest, while the first
tabernacle is yet standing;  9  which [is]
a figure for the time present; according
to which are offered both gifts and
sacrifices that cannot, as touching the
conscience, make the worshipper
perfect.”  Hebrews 9:1-9.

Of  the two goats, Jesus is not likened
to any blood of the Scapegoat but to the
first goat ONLY, as the one whose blood
was shed for an offering in the Most Holy
Place.  When Jesus ascended to Heaven,
He changed roles and was then likened
to the High Priest, type and antitype, who
offered the sacrificial blood, except now
it was His own blood He offered in the

heavenly Holy of Holies.  THERE is your
type and antitype and inspiration explains
it to us so there should be no misunder-
standing.  This is spelled out for us in He-
brews 9, but for a full view of this impor-
tant point, read chapters 7 through 10.

Second, the scapegoat is dealt with in
the scenario of Leviticus only AFTER the
offering was completed in the Holy of Ho-
lies, Leviticus 16:20.

If one should say that the scapegoat
was also chosen as “atonement,” like the
goat for Jehovah, keep in mind that when
the poor offered fine flour for a sin-offer-
ing it was also referred to as “atonement,”
Leviticus 5:11-13; no blood was shed. The
fact that the English word “atonement” was
used does not establish that the scapegoat’s
place was somehow in the death of Jesus
on the cross. The scapegoat was not slain,
none of its blood was shed; it could not
have portrayed any of what Jesus did on
the literal cross. Remember: only by blood
that is shed AND offered can there be re-
mission of sins.

Third, if, and that is if, the scapegoat
enters the picture at all in the New Testa-
ment order, it would have to be AFTER
Jesus ascended into heaven and completed
His offering for sin. If the scapegoat has
any relationship to what Jesus did for re-
demption, it could only have come AFTER
He sat down at the right hand of God,
“when he had made purification for sins,”
(Hebrews 1:3). If it has any significance in
what Jesus did, it could only be a SYM-
BOL of the “removal” of sins, just as it
was for the people on the day of Atone-
ment in Leviticus.

Conclusion: Even Calvinist theolo-
gians admit to the weakness of their posi-
tion.  Here are some—

“To say that he died our death is a
permissable expression, but it is not
scriptural; and it may fatally mislead.”
D. W. Forrest, The Christ of History and
of Experience.

“The sufferings and death of Christ
may be properly regarded as safis-
faction for sin, or satisfaction to divine
justice.  It is true this mode of desig-
nating them is not Scriptural.”  Craw-
ford, The Doctrine of the Atonement.

“The moral order, and the necessity
for satisfying its demands, together with
the necessity of penalty for the
vindication of the moral order, all these
considerations are assumed in the
substitionary view.”  J. Oliver Buswell, A
Systematic Theology of the Christian
Religion, Vol. 1. pagel 72.


