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"JUSTIFICATION & JUSTICE," IV:
PERSPECTIVES ON THE ATONEMENT

One.alm of Craigvillg Theological Colloquy VII on "J&I" is to correct our tendency in the United Church of
ghFlSt ﬁo (1) impatience yith the first "J" & (2) uncritical enthusiasm for action toward the second "J."
his Tplnksheet is on the first "J" in its technical Christian semse, viz God's action in Jesus Christ's life-
suffering-death-resurrection to "justi-fy" (Latin, "make just") the unjust, "us sinners," who--being unable
tg redegm ourselves--are utterly dependent on God's mercy-grace, which alone can restore our sin-broken rela-
Flon W}tp Qod, effecting reconciliation, "at-one-ment" (OED: "used by theologians in the sense of
reconc111a§10n, propitiation, expiation'"; "propitiation of God by expiation of sin 1611"; "reconciliation
or restoration of friendly relations between God and sinners 1526")....Reff. are to Thos. C. Oden, THE WORD
O? LIFE (SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY: Volume Two; Harper&Row/89). This work's charts (herewith) simply and éomprehen-
sively present, on the atonement, the possible perspectives or options; &, on evil, the rival paradigms.

o =

1. I think it's partly from our hu- | THE PRIME EVIL ITs SPHERE PROTOTYPE SALVATION
man experience of roots, the roots FOUND IN
of plants & trees, that we concern
ourselves about "root causes," "the | Tyranny of The cosmos Stoicism Reason
source of human good" (to use Wije- | Passions
man's booktitle), "the prime evil" Inability to enjoy | The passions Epicureanism Hedc?nic t
. . enjoymen
\(Nahse reO?.v;h;Z deF():l. 4"1 *6" tgdtehne b(-;lt‘)?izgll Death Vl.;liflerability of | Hellenism Immortality
an‘swer). Please use the chart to | p,p The feelings Buddhism Nirvana
think through yeun personal know- Ignorance The intellect Platonism Philosophy
|edge of the competition. What ex- | property Class alienation | Marxism Revolution
periences of our rivals have you | Repression Neurosis Freudianism Psychoanalysis
had? What ideas/feelings of theirs | Sin The will Judeo-Christian | Forgiveness
do you personally share? Why? tradition

2. COMMENTS on the chart: (1) "Judeo-Christian" is like a combined Hanukkah/Christ-

mas card: offensive to both religions. Read "Bible." (2) Oden wants us to see the
biblical view among its competitors, but (as he world admit) the situation is more
complex §& the biblical view richer than this useful visual can reveal. Eg, as

supplement, see Gabriel Fackre's chart of "the four models of the Work of Christ" (135,
THE CHRISTIAN STORY, vol.1, Eerdmans/84 rev.). (3) For "Hellenism," read "Hellen-
isticism." We need the latter word for post-Alexander syncretism, as the dictionary
already distinguishes (pre-Alex.) "Hellenic" from (post-Alex.) "Hellenistic." Note then
that our competitors include four Greek streams; one Eastern; & two deracinated-Jewish
Western. (4) Think your way down the first column while holding this question in
mind: what movements/institutions have | personally experienced that premised
themselves on this identification of "the prime evil'? I'll name a few for myself:
"|gnorance," public schools (eg, control sex & drugs by, yes, education); "Property, "
a communist cell, 1931; "Repression," Esalen Institute; "Sin," churches (though the
definition of "sin" varies along the theological spectrum: how would you define it
existentially in your present congregation?).

3. Here's some Oden on "JgJ": Jesus is a theandric union, "the body language of
God." (Sexist, cry some radical feminists: the incarnation should have been not the-
andric but theanthropomorphic. s there a justice issue here? [My comment on Oden's
use of "theandric."])....We need (against liberal theology, but also against Bultmann
& even Pannenberg) "a recovery of classic Christological exegesis on its own terms,
unadulterated by modernity" (533)....496: "The declaration of his sonship occurred
through an event: resurrection. This event constitutes our justification"
(Ro.42%)....380: The atonement comes to us as '"transactional metaphors"--the Good
Shepherd "lays down his life for the sheep" (Jn.1011); "the innocent Messiah dies for
guilty sinners, their just_  punishment is remitted, his sacrificial death making
satisfaction for them" (Ro.3Z%: "we are justified through the redemption that came by
Christ Jesus"; Eph.l7: "In him we have redemption through his blood")....1Peter shows
how "the metaphors of substitution and_ sacrifice became interfused in early Christian
preaching" (13, 18=21 522-24 ][cf.ls.539 318) .. .The basis of_"penal theories_of the
atonement": Ro.321726 Gal.313 2Cor.5%1....Substitution: Mt.2028 2Cor.521 Gal.220 1P.3“




3

&ovtd

.
r

where v.

r

see "body," ICor.

316f

"Forgiveness is made a

wd.,

for the benefit of

KLouawap
K1opip dyLOeg aagnoaxg |  adwrexs [esop
Axopoyio £8ojoayy £3ojoay A
[edisseodN | [edradueasosN uonesaqly wstuerrejtufy | | :uodn pauren A[snouea saurodaq snooj feouoydesy
,
13pNIUT SIOILIYUT JUIIFY S uepopedde) uenUEsSUY uelunuwIYy uerprejaqy
- -ueaRUdI] -ueruysndny -ueHOI) -uerderdg
WOI3A0 a8ueyna ssauareme. | !
PIPFUOd drsoD) [euorpesuely, 13pio dgnd onpésdenuy’ w :suonipen) Arejudwaiduod
| ‘pateaz oy ur paunroy Arediouad ua3q ALY JUSWIBUOR JO SIIOY] ISIY,
:8unes Axewnnig |
_ aduduadxd
PIFUo) a8ueyoxg | Aupqerpa1 eiop J19s P3lqng. W ,. [i» punog [nos 1s0] 3jesuag punu jueroudy
1SNDOJ dHewWdY L, el T :ay} uodn ‘ased yoed w
1 4remonaed azow s1ajuad aseprajur onewosoydAsd ayy jo yuswredipaid sy,
§32153p wsi31auls wstwndo |
WSIUEMUOURUY | UBLeUnsapald onsteda] uer3efad { | sisonau
i Agande> swowag | uoIaqRI [NYIIM 10 Lj13A0 | uOREONP3 JO ¥de]

:K1031) 3y} ur Judje] ansst

snewajqoxd perjuajod ayy,

wl |

God's wrath:

:se pamata st Juawedrpaid [eos Surpuodsaliod ay],

on the former Gk.

.
r

more expiation than propitiation.

suoissaidxa ssausNo3N 3t uonendun :_9, _H
[eIDIWWO) S)SISTY -SHIOM §ISISIY sisisy | rewrSuo sysisay ] ; aoerd ssaurddey aduanpur
uts jo asmd Ino ur sy jo ude1 | pue uoneuRUN]|S
:2A18520%3 A[erjudjod se papieSaz away) awos 0 aduelsisal saald yow yoeg | | woyy uondwapay £q uoneapes | e jo uonem3neu] [e10I
uany a8poyy Lpn | 1eyeunappps” 3 ise pamala aq 0} L[] ST JUdWAUOJE Y UIY],
o
:are pouad uIBpow 3 UL UOKIPEN SIY} JO S3}ED0APE A3) | UM annog _ NIS _ AdISIN JONVAIONDO]

/ i49Ylany Apnis o)} psaow |99}

¥ UERWN] x SWIARD uey [e1arL noA ausy bBulylhuy - A|pAndafgns ises je Jo

. 3l ‘A1aAndalqo  jJeyd ayj uo aaoadwi 03 Bulhuy ojul

"WISTIURIS3I0I] UTYHM 3dudnpul jo snooj [erads e sey yoe % I13A1199] : : ¢

- R it i i noA abpnu ol ybnoue NoA qeusb uaas Aew 1d3foad

[es18ojoxop feuonmisqns dApEHSIUTUIpE 1s1a103(qns;| 9yl °sJayjo 01 uojle|d4 ul ‘uolledo| Jo ‘9|4

“wosuwy Teuad 12871 “Tenuaradxg -oud @213sn{-3-uoneoiynisn{ unoA |jed Aew | jeym

ajou MmoN °"noA o0} |njbBuluesw jsow spJom aY}

st £>uapuay Juipreaand 3y s Bululldepun swil p4iyl B usyl ‘A|mols ujebe uayy

— S S - 2”. Alpided jaeyd ayy ybnouyl pesy :NOILSINONS

twd) Lreununs ayy £Aq passaidxa saunawog

seen as a definition of justicel

.. .394

IOPIA STISLIYD)

uonMmusqng

duewIaA0g
21013y

%
aduanpur RIOK,

:aseayd £ay syt £q pajjed Apseurpio st yoeq

.33

nonevent if the deep sense of alienation is overlooked."...."In Our Place," 3u44-425,

18 (381)....Lev.11u Ro.57f (nép hyper for, on behalf of,
hyper in place of, instead of [price, transaction, exchange--eg, 1Jn.
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IN OUR PLACE W -
—~
S

tional sin (Quick, DC PP. 193-95). Christ-offe,
ona » DC, pp. - Ist-offers-forgiveness of s
binding up of the evil that creates and elicts other evils, =

416 \ HE DIED FOR OUR.SINS

m evibis no problem, then there is no need of salvation. If there isno
prospect of salvation from evil, then there can be no aningful talk of
a Christ of any sort. “The problem of evil only exists in relation to the con-
ceivability of some sort of salvation” (Quick, DC, p. 193). Awareness of
eviland suffering arouses a holy discontent that points the discontented,
hungering for a saving answer in God, beyond the present sphere of
human alienation (cf. Berdyaev, Freedom and the Spirit, pp. 158ff.).

We are clever at awoiding evidences of the subtle and recalcitrant 2
power of evil. The awareness of evil and suffering often seems to be an § that if the problem of sin could be rightly dealt with (it i

T 1 i e 7 ’” .
i “solved”), then Em most devastating aspects of evil would be con-

obstacle to faith. They pose profound questions to which only the Cross.
stands finally as an answer. f i

| strained, |\ T — .
4 —_— W—

m..;w mowm. news of Oo,mw. mﬁma:mceﬁom_n on the cross assumes that the
ra :Mm evil in the world is not finally death 3 Pain,” ignorance, class
€ _n.r or libido repression, but sin. The deepest root of evil lies in the
distortions of moral self-determination

——— .

Doctrines Q\W\M.M,W%&aum& with Teachings of Salvation
<mmo—ww$m€m,@w salvation have assumed or offered various explana- ;
tions of that pivotal form of evil that defines and shapes other evils. Summarily,
these may be schematized in this way: -

Suffering: A Way of Summarizing the Central Human Problem

THE PRIME EVIL ITs SPHERE Prororype SALvATION Sufferi :
FOTRD ffering and Punishment
It may seem absurd that so m i
. uch of human histg g
Tyranny of The cosmos Stoicism Reason have so often been formed around the see .:m_vw%oﬂﬁm Mmm“mwmnm”woqw
mi 1 a

assions w i ng i .
FW_&:Q X . —— el ._.rmMM”m Hmm%“ﬂ_mrdm:r J:»w Emmoosbmnmo: seems to appear every-
. Ty of morality and religion. The logic is unsparing: i
h paring: if

enjoyment .

Death Vulnerability of | Hellenism Immortality - gwe HmmmEm the due reward of our deeds, and if we suffer the thought s

life 8 Bests itself that we suffer because of our evil deeds, Sy
Pain The feelings Buddhism Nirvana £ )
Ignorance The intellect Platonism Philosophy . The Common Experience of Suffering for Others
Property Class alienation | Marxism Revolution iR
Repression Neurosis Freudianism Psychoanalysis # The deeper _m\NmPOm the vmnme:v\,Om.mmmmn:@ however, is not whe
Sin The will Judeo-Christian | Forgiveness people mﬂm@fum&.ﬁ?mw own sins (that has a ring of justice) _u“: when »rmw

tradition

It cannot be our purpose here to set forth comparative views of evil in
various developing historic traditions, however important that subject 4

may be. It is our purpose to show that Christian Em%ﬁv\\@%ﬁ in the gvicarious aspect to human suffering. It is as if all huyma ity had
context of the all-too-familiar human problem of suffering—a problem | . in a transgenerational stew where one person’s Sﬂ_v\ d ad become
dealt with in many different traditions—and that the cross. of Christ " others to suffer. No One no%mm out unhurt S canes

stands as the decisive event illuminating Christian theodicy. :
- Sociality of Suffering

.,_“.,, ..;m vnmn..._.mm. om myawwﬁﬂm:ma does not help toward a solution of an
:,Q:mBm »r.& is .ES.EE lly social —the complex relational interfacing of
" =.Sm: _um_:mm In covenant histories, the histories of familiec f ac. .

Christianity: The Evil of the Bound Will Makes Other Evils Evil

Christianity views the pivotal evil that shapes and penetrates all oth A.
evils to be the evil of the will, especially as manifested in :mbmmmnoa.,.,,.




—and satisfaction motifs in Scripture (Gal. 1:4;

Aulen’s influential account of this view d

selective in his use of sources;

within God; and “gives little :o:nm‘.,noxfrmm,# [salvation] cost Ooa..

nplays the substitution ;
Cor. 15:3; 2 Cor. 5:21); is
“establishes his point only by ignoring ‘4
other facets of their accounts”; focuses inordinately upon the conflict

(McDonald, ADC, pp. 263-65), - e

Comparison of the Complementary Tendencies

24

The differences between these four motifs correspond mmsmnm__w,no.w

what is perceived to be the deepest predic
rance, misery, sin, or the bound will,

If the human predicament is noznmm@ rily asi
g =7 ~v
IGNORANCE _ Misgry SIN _ Bounp WirL
Then the atonement is likely to be viewed as:
Moral Inauguration of a | Salvation by Redemption from
illumination and reign of Christ in our curse of sin |
influence happiness place -

The corresponding social predicament is viewed as:

ra

Lack of education Poverty or

neurosis

Willful rebellion | Demonic captivity

The predicament of the psychosomatic interface centers more particularly,
in each case, upon the: A

Ignorant mind Sensate

experience

Lost soul Bound will

These theories of atonement have been principally formed in four related,
complementary traditions:

Pelagian- Grotian- Augustinian- Irenaean-
Abelardian Arminian Anselmian Cappadocian .
Metaphorical focus becomes variously trained upon:

Moral example Executive Sacrifice Victory
clemency

ent of humanity-igno-

£

A

** IGNORANCE MISERY SIN BoUND WILL

; Each is ordinarily called by its key phrase:

Moral influence | Rectoral Substitution Christus Victor
& governance

! Sometimes expressed by the summary term:
2
‘Marturial Rectoral Commercial Dramatic
» The prevailing tendency is:
Experiential, Legal, wm:m_w . Wm:moB.. |
‘subjectivist administrative substitutional doxologica
Each has a special locus of influence within Protestantism:
Liberal Arminian Calvinist Lutheran
Key advocates of this tradition in the modern period are:

-Schleiermacher | Miley Hodge Aulen

Each motif gives resistance to some theme regarded as potentially excessive:
Resists original Resists Resists works- Resists .nogmnam_
sin imputation righteousness expressions

The potential problematic issue latent in the theory:

»

Pelagian

Legalistic Predestinarian Antinomianism
‘optimism synergism decrees
, Thematic focus:
Subject self Moral reliability | Exchange Contlict
|: Primary setting:
Intrapsychic Public order Transactional Cosmic conflict
‘awareness exchange overcome
Recent inheritors include:
. Unitarianism Liberation Neoevangelical | Neoclassical
m theology theology orthodoxy
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274 OUR LORD’S EARTHLY LIFE, THE PUBLIC MINISTRY OF JESUS 275

but to a crucifixion, not to living powerfully but dying powerlessly, not to
a crown of majesty but of thorns. .
Jesus was conscious of his messianic vocation from the outset .om r._m
mission. It is not a consciousness formed only after Jesus’ resurrection _w
the minds of the disciples (as some theories of the “messianic mmnz.‘.,”.
hold, cf. W. Wrede, The Messianic Secret, accepted as a central mmmn o.m :n.ns.
cal orthodoxy”; cf. Ladd, TNT, p. 170). He accepted the messianic title, ;
blessed his disciples when they recognized it, and D.:m:% under o&r on
trial accepted it. But prior to his trial, he was cautious m_u.oE this dis-
closure because he knew how distortedly it might be perceived.

J

NAMES AND'TITLES A RIBED TO THE ANOINTED ONE

Christian teaching of Christ, illuminating to the mind and elevating to the

spirit. The study of Christ is diminished when these ascriptions are

:mm,_,wmﬁm&,ﬂm%_ou NJ). :

- The variability of the ascriptions is due to the determination of Christ
to meet each person on his or her own ground. Cyril summarized: “The
. Savior comes in various forms to each man for his profit. For to those
£ who lack joy, He becomes a Vine; to those who wish to enter in, He is a
% Door; for those who must offer prayer, He is a mediating High-Priest.
& Again, to those in sin, He becomes a Sheep to be sacrificed on their
 behalf. He becomes ‘all things to all men’ remaining in His own nature
L what He is. For so remaining, and possessing the truly unchangeable

dignity of the Sonship, as the best of physicians and a sympathetic
teacher, He adapts Himself to our infirmity” (Cyril of Jerusalem, Catech, Lect.
X, FC 61, p- 198; italics added).
. The titles ascribed to Christ are not used because they adequately

i designate his reality, but because they point inadequately to him by the
i only means available —words:

i

Metaphors mvocﬂm/mﬂmmwnazsm who Jesus was and is: the rock of our
salvation, the foundation on which the church is built, chief 833&0.:9
the head of the body, the vine that takes leaf, bridegroom of the end-time
banquet, brother of his disciples, and friend of sinners (1 Pet. 2:6; Eph.
1:22; Luke 7:34; Matt. 25:6; John 20:17). He is the physician of souls, the
fountain of cleansing, the bread and water of sustenance, E.m m.oon. of
access to life with God. The variety of his names and titles is as intriguing
as a puzzle asking to be put together. N 4

Jesus is servant, suffering Servant, servant of the ro.ng minister, coun~
selor, peacemaker (Isa. 42-43; Rom. 15:8; Acts 3:26). His very name, Jesus
(from Jehosua or Joshua), means Savior (Matt. 1:21). He is the Help of the
Lord, the Prince of Salvation. As Son of the Father, beloved of the m&:«&,,u
uniquely related to the Father, he is the Word of God, preexistent romo.
(John 1:1-18), “the radiance of God’s glory and the exact representation :

is being” (Heb. 1:2).
r_m>m mem.v%m? ummcw is the Lord’s anointed agent of salvation, mﬁ.ro_. of
salvation (Heb. 3:2), Redeemer, Mediator (Isa. 59:20; 1 Tim. 2:5), Light of
the world, the Desire of the nations, the Expected One of Israel (Isa. 17:3;
Hag. 2.7). He was called “Jesus Christ the Righteous” (1 John 2:1), the
Righteous One (Acts 3:14), Sanctifier, the Holy One (Heb. N\"\E\. 1 Hog,..
2:20), who presides over our justification in the court (as the “guarante
of a better covenant,” Heb. 7:22), and our sanctification in the Temple (s
“priest forever,” Heb. 7:17). Jesus is the “author and perfecter of our fait
(Heb. 12:2), “the mediator of a new covenant” (Heb. 12:24), “the way and}
the truth and the life” (John 14:6), or, more simply, “the life” (John 11:25§

L Having no other words to use, we use what we have,
- Thou art called the Word, and Thou art above Word;
- Thou art above Light, yet art named Light;

h Thou art called Fire not as perceptible to sense, but because Thoy purgest light
“and worthless matter;

& Sword, because Thou severest the worse from the better;
Fan because Thou purgest the threshing-floor, and blowest away all that is
& light and windy, and layest up in the garner above all that is weighty and
¥ full;
i¥an Axe, because Thou cuttest down the worthless fig-tree, after long
¥ patience. . . ;
# the Door, because thou bringest in;
. the Way, because we 80 straight;
he Sheep, because Thou art the Sacrifice;
High Priest, because Thou offerest the Body;
Son, because Thou art of the Father
(Gregory Nazianzen, Orat. XXXVII4, NPNF 2 V11, p- 339;
italics and paragraphing added).

Cyril warned against diminishing the ascriptions by squeezing out of
m their metaphorical functions: “He is called a door. But you must not
of a wooden door. You must think of a spiritual door that reasons,
@hd is alive, and knows all about those that enter” (Cyril of Jerusalem,
o Lect. X.3, LCC IV, pp. 131-32).

The Study of Titles and Metaphors Applied to Jesus
The intense study of these ascriptions has been central to

R EEEEEEEEES———
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