Substitution Would Mean Jesus Suffered Endless Torment?

The non Substitutionary Death advocates make the argument that if Jesus substituted for us, then that would mean Jesus would have had to suffer “endless torment” to take the penalty for our sins.  What they may not realize is that they are making the exact same argument as the Watchtower Witnesses (JWs) make against “everlasting punishment” (Matt 25:46).  To show that, I copy in one of Curtis Porter’s “Quibbles That Backfired” …

W. Curtis Porter recalled meeting Mr. Ralph Green, a representative of the Jehovah's Witnesses, in 1935 at Leachville, Arkansas, where they engaged in a lengthy debate on several religious propositions. According to Porter, Jehovah's Witnesses held a materialistic view of human existence, teaching that man is wholly mortal and that death brings complete extinction. In other words, when a man dies, he dies entirely, just like a dead dog..  They also rejected the doctrine of eternal punishment.  During their discussion on the punishment of the wicked, Porter maintained that the punishment would be everlasting, citing Matthew 25:46 and Revelation 20:10. Green, however, appealed to 1 Timothy 2:5–6, which describes Jesus Christ as the one who gave Himself as a ransom for mankind. He argued that the word ransom means a corresponding price paid for another.  Therefore, if the penalty for sin is endless torment, Green reasoned, Jesus Christ must also have suffered endless torment to pay the corresponding ransom for humanity. Porter responded by turning Green's reasoning against his own doctrine. He pointed out that if the penalty for sin were, as Green maintained, the complete extinction and annihilation of both body and soul, then the same argument about a corresponding ransom would require Jesus Christ to have suffered precisely that fate. In other words, Christ would have had to become utterly extinct, with both body and soul annihilated, to pay the corresponding price for mankind.  Porter then observed that this was the very conclusion Green's argument would lead to if applied consistently. What Green intended as an objection to the doctrine of everlasting punishment had, instead, turned against his own position. Porter described it as a boomerang—a quibble that backfired.

The solution to this “problem” (for both the JW’s and the non-Substitution advocates) is the verses teaching Jesus died as a substitute don’t say the punishment has to be exactly the same.  Jesus is Deity, so the value of his punishment was infinite.  Illustrations:
· II Sam 21:1-6 Seven men were considered as a substitute for many more.
· If you’ve watched Hogan’s Heroes, you know when an officer accepts punishment instead of an enlisted man, the punishment is often less because the rank is higher.  John 1:30 This is He on behalf of whom I said, ‘After me comes a Man who has a higher rank than I, for He existed before me.’ (NASB)
· How many prisoners of war would we trade for our President if he were captured?

I am always amazed at how many gospel preachers will use an argument on one subject even if they know the same argument would be unsound if used on another subject.
