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N The S®acrifice of ‚Jesus Christ The Current
Theological Sıtuatıon
Le sacrıfıce de Jesus 7rıs Ia sıkfualıon
theologıique actuelle
Das pfer Jesu Chrıstı Kkıne aRrRiIiuelile
theologısche Bestandsaufnahme
Henr1 Blocher, aux-sur-Seine

R  JME motıf prıncıpal chez CellX QUL
rejettent l’expiatıion substıtutiıve, ressort

Au debut du sıecle, Ia SıLuatiion celaırement elle Daralıt ınadmıssıble la
etfaıt sımple les evangelıques sensıbılıte contemporaıne elle
dans Loutes les denomınatıons, appartıent PasS croyable
defendaıent DVDec ULS£UEUF Ia dısponıble }} rgument prıncıpal mel
proclamatıon de Ia Cro1x avuan Ia nature metaphorıique du
sacrıfıce eXxpıaLoLre langage b1blıque correspondant el la
substıtution penale (dans Ia lıgne de pluralıte plus dıvergente
Calvın et Warfıeld) Dans cCoNnNLexXtie des schemes de representatiıon—doubdle

relatıvısatıon On Ooltfedogmatıque et spırıtuel fort dıfferent
les catholıques PFPOMAaLNsSs accordaıent ımportiance strate.  ue de
VEec e  &2 SAanrns ırer les dıs)onctions QUL Jouent le ro  Ze de
CONSECQUECNCE Les Iliıberaux FTESUDPOSES, celle du Jurıdıque

opposaıent DEec vehemence et du relatiıonnel
La T1ıon antılıberale (Barth rtıcle analyse les facteurs culturels

Brunner) honneur le langage QUL Jouent CONtre Ia doctrıine evangelıque
penal et substıtutif, MAaAaLS SAaNs verıtable tradıtionnelle COMLPTFLS Ia dıffusıon des
refour Ia doctrıine Les tendances hermeneutıiques du SOUPCOTL 3} Puus A
theologıiques plus nties sonft PEXAaMLNe les arguments 1l  &2>
cContraıre, eloıgnees des DOSLLLONS eSQUISSAN UnN. thh  ese Su  S le langage
evangelıques orthodoxes Sau UunNne ıle metaphorıique QUL revalorıse la portee
plus DOsıkıve Allemagne VDec des cognıtıve et LnNtentkıon
bıblistes Hengel explıcatıve systematıque des
Stuhlmacher et volutıon de representatıons b16lıques II! demasque
Pannenberg) Les theologıes de la le caractere arbıtraıre de plusıeurs
liberation, partıculıer femiınıste, les dısjonctions dont sert contre
denoncent brutalement. Les catholıques I’ıdee de substıtution penale A Cıte des
(le JesulLte Sesboüe seraıt fexftfes probants S” l’unıon ıntıme et
representatiıf) semblent fOUS ındıssocıable de notıions veut
abandonne le scheme penal Aux MAarges OPPOSEr II conclut donec la necessılte
du mMmOUuvement evangelıque, quelques Uuns partır de exXxegese et de la reflexıon

ötournent et reprennen nombre des theologıque de maıntenır la doectrine
crılLques Iıberales cClassıques (celles deJa LO  \ Sar enır compte, DOUFr

Faust Socın) temoıgne l’ouvrage Ia anlere pedagogıque et
collectıf, SO la dırection ohn apologetique, des dısposıitions
Goldınga,, Atonement Today, Londres, CONLraıres dans l’esprit de LOS
P.C.K. 1995 contemporaıns
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NFASSUNG Das Hauptmotıv derjenıigen, dıe dıe
stellvertretende Sühne ablehnen, ıst

ZUu Begınn des Jahrhunderts Wn dıe eindeutıg: S1Le erscheıint ıhnen
Sıtuatıon denkbar einfach: dıe unvereıiınbar mıt der zeitgenössıschen
Protestanten aller Denomiıunatıonen Sensıbilıtät, SLe gehört nıcht dem,
verteidıigten mıt aller Kraft dıe Was als glaubhaft gelten annn Das
Verkündıgung des reuzes als Hauptargument betrıifft dıe
Sühnopfer, verstanden als metaphorısche Natur der bıiblıschen
stellvertretende Strafe (ım Sınne UON Sprache SOwLe dıe Vielfalt der mehr
Calvın und Warfield) Vor einem der wenıger stark voneiınander
dogmatısch und geıstlıch vollkommen abweıchenden Darstellungen. Der

bıblısche Befund erfährt som.ıt eıneandersartıgen Hintergrund stiımmten dıe
Kathaolıken mıt ıhnen übereın, ohne doppelte Relatıvıerung. Zudem fallt
allerdıngs dıeselben Konsequenzen dıe strategısche Bedeutung der
daraus zıehen. Die Lıberalen hıngegen Aufspaltung, z B Lın eıiınen
wıdersetzten sıch vehement. Jjuristischen und einen relationalen

Die antılıberale Reaktıon (Barth, Aspekt, auf, der eıne Rolle als
Prämiısse zukommt.Brunner) hıelt dıe Sprache 0O  _ Strafe

und Stellvertretung ın Ehre, Ahne jedoch Der Artıkel analysıert dıe kulturellen
wırklıch Z damılt verbundenen Lehre Faktoren, dıe der tradıtionellen
zurückzukehren. Die neueren evangelıschen Lehre entgegenwirken,
theologischen Rıchtungen haben sıch WLe z B dıe Ausbreıitung der
dagegen vO den orthodoxen “‘Hermeneutiken des Verdachts:‘.
evangelıschen Posıtionen entfernt Außerdem untersucht dıe Argumente
(abgesehen UDO.  S eınem posıtıveren Flügel sıch, ındem eıiıne Theorıe der
ın Deutschland, der metaphorıschen Sprache entwirft, dıe
Bibelwissenschaftler WL1Le Hengel der dıe kognıtıve Tragweıte N

Stuhlmacher sSowıLe dıe erläuternd-systematısche Absıcht der
Weiterentwicklung Pannenbergs bıblıschen Darstellungen würdıgt. Er

entlarut den wıillkürlichen Charaktermfafßt) Von den Befreiungstheologıen,
UOr allem der feministischen, werden S1Le der vielfältıgen Aufspaltungen, derer
erbarmungslos denunzıert. Die MMa sıch ın Auseinandersetzung mLıt der
Kathaolıken (der Jesuit Sesboüe sSel Idee der stellvertretenden Strafe bedıent.
hierfür stellvertretend. genannt) scheinen Er zıtiert beweiskräftige Texte ber dıe

verbürgte und untrennbare Eınheit derStrafmodell vollständıg aufgegeben
haben. Rande der evangelıschen Begriffe, der IN sıch wıdersetzen ıll
Bewegung schwenken einıge und Er betont abschlıehend dıe aus Exegese
akzeptieren eıne Reihe der klassıschen und theologıscher Reflexıon sıch
ıberalen Krıtiken (wıe S1Le bereıts UOnN ergebende Notwendigkeıt, dıe 1er
Fausto Sozzın.ı vertretien worden waren). behandelte Lehre aufrechtzuerhalten,
Als Beleg dafür sel hollektive Werk wober Jjedoch abweıchende Sıchtweisen
unter der Leıtung vO ohn Goldıngay des zeıtgenössıschen Geıstes auUs

(Atonement Today, London, SPCK, pädagogıschen und apologetischen
genannt. Gründen berücksıchtigt werden sollten.

°Is iıt. anYy wonder that there 1S much ıtself be lıberated from thıs theology We
abuse 1n the modern socıety when the must do AWAY wıth the atonement, Z
predomınant ıimage of the ulture 1sS of 1ıdea of blood S1N uPDON the whole human
“dıyvıne child abuse” —(God the Father de- TACce hıch zx be washed aWAaYV only by
mandıng an Carryıng out the sufferıng the blood of the lamb.” Such explicıt
death of hıs OW: son? Chrıstianıty 1s LO evaluatıon of tradıtional doctrıine, by Lwo
be lıberatıng for the oppressed, ıt. MUST representatıve femınıst theologıans, noOo
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only unveıls ONM sıde of the current theo- 1938 the Supplement Dıctionnaire
logıcal sıtuatıon but Iso suggests the de la Bıble publıshed learned synthesıs
stakes of OUTr debates: between those who of that atrı by the bıblıcal scholar
V1IECW ‚Jesus’ death the Medebiıielle. Laıberal Protestants Anglı-
platory sacrıfıce OUTr behalf 1ın OUr Cans already felt outraged al the doctrine
stead (and often cherısh thıs doectrine an complaıned about ‘blood’ theology,the dearest truth of theır faıth) and those ın theır CYCS ugly relıc of prımıtıve
who Judge the SaImne LO be the MOS offen- stages ın man’s relız10us evolution. T’he
S1Ve and damagıng of all fantasıes of sıck British T'  ’ only, had staged attemptsmınds, miıld Compromises wiıll not do In al refashıoned orthodoxy, wıth

epoch, however, OT find Man y ale (who sımply refurbiıshed rot1ıus’
‘seekers of h‘lagöth’ °rectoral’ theory), McLeod CampbellOur SUTVEYVY makes claım of being VICarlous confess10n), Moberlyexhaustive. We shal]l TAaW rough PIC- (vicarıous repentance), and, most V1gor-
Lure of maın tendencıles, wıthout rehears- OUS of all, Forsyth the Justification
ıng an documenting 1n detaıl the varıety of od)
of Op1N10NS. But shall Lr y tLO analyze The vehement reactiıon agaınst ıberal
the arguments, an the factors al work, optımısm 1ın the theology of er1s1s’
hıle focusıng theolog1ans wh Are brought back pena substitutionary lan-
nearest LO us— acknowledged brothers SHuUuUage Nnmaınlıne Protestants. Note-
an sısters 1ın the fellowshiıp ofthe Gospel worthy WerTIT'e mıl Brunner’s T’he
— and, yet, have moved to the other sıde Medıator and, later, Karl Barth’s volume
of the great diıvıde We then sketch 1V/1 of the Church Dogmaktıcs; however,

possıble reply. Barth’s discourse of ‘the Judge Judged ın
OUT stead’ made ıt clear that ıt. mean

roots and Ve: and return tOo the orthodox theory—closer
countermoves scrutıny shows ıt 1S5 matter of Jesus

Christ being the INa  - cannot be an
een from afar, at least, the sıtuatıon qat not satısfactıon of Justice Brunner’s
the beginnıng of the X X3n century looked Dogmatktıcs (vol 11) Iso revealed the
faırly sımple. Evangelıcals, 1ın all denom!1ı- chasm that N: between hıs posıtıons
natıons, wWerTIT’e strongly attached LO the and, SaY, Wartield’s. Other eaders of

theological thought were even fartherproclamatıon of the the atonıng
sacrıfıce, understood penal substitu- removed ifrom the latter. Gustav ulen
tıon; they WerTITe heırs tOo the KReformers, branded the Same under the L1aIinle of the
especlally Calvın, and LO the further ‘Latın theory’ claımed the polemic
elaboration by orthodox dıvınes, whose scheme, Chrıstus Vıctor, the °“classıcal]’
work Revıval mMmovements had taken OV!  ’ doetrine. Bultmann had Jucıdly perceıved
Benjamın Warftfield (1851—-1921) W as that the interpretation of the
offering masterly contrıbutions 1n defence °combiıines representatıons ofsacrıfıce an
of the doctrine (collected ın The Person Jurıdıical theory of satisfaction”® but he
and Work of Chrıst). Roman Catholıcs, ould retaın nothıng of thıs mythological
almost unanımousliy, would Iso teach the husk ofthe true IN  c— a false scandal
Same interpretation of Chrıiıst’s death, that hınders the workıng ofthe LIrue SCAT-
hıch Bossuet had preached wıth eT- of the ome bıblıcal scholars,

eloquence; they ould not TAaW the ıth INOTEe conservatıve approac tOo
Same conclusıons Protestants, they bıblıcal trustworthiness, stil] clung to
would relax the ephapax LO allow for the Isa1ı1ah wıtness LO atonement Dy
sacramental Trepetiıtıon’ of the sacrıfice 1n V1icCarlıous punıshment:;: OIl MaYy N1armne
Holy Mass anı for the extensıon of mer1- Oscar Cullmann an Joachım Jeremias.
tor10us satısfactıon LO the sufferings of The followıng generatıons, OoOWN tOo the
the ul, but they would maıntaın present, have not flocked back tO the
plıatıon by the blood of the Lamb:; late sacrıfic1al fold Liıberationist theologıes,
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includıng femiınıst ONe€S, have tended tOo 0es retaın bıblıcal an tradıtional lan-
distrust the model of sacrıficıal explatıon "T’hrough hıs obedience unto
an EVEeN tO charge 1T ıth people u death Jesus fulfilled the substitution of
effects 1T induces submıssıveness an the Suffering Servant who “offers hıs lıfe

”resıgnatıon among the oppressed whom sacrıfıce of expıatıon hıle he W as
they call to take an fıght for free- bearıng the S1NMN of multitudes” “whom he
dom an y Case these theologıes show Justifies takıng uDOIIN hımself theır
heavy preference for exemplary models offenses” (Is Jesus made recDa-
Chrıstology an! soter10102y More phılo- ratıon for offences and satısfactıon to
sophıcally inclined trends (wıth the influ- the Father for OUuUTr S111S (no 615 cf 623
NCcCeEe of Paul Rıcoeeur weıghıng Man Y the pena dımensıon NOot spelled OUT cf
look Scripture for network ofsymbols ONNe could hardly fiınd today

set, of fıgures LO use or1d for inter-
wh: would
sıngle theologıan of TeINOWnN an influence

preting human exIistence an make the nahold the doctrine of penalworld ‘ ıve able dwellıng-place. Even substitution!? Scholars WerTe convınced
moderates prefer LO keep the by renewed patrıstıc an medieval stud-
old doctrine of sacrıfıce”.aßyfi Jürgen 165 that 1L NnOot essentıal LO Catholic
Moltmann has rejected the sacrıfıc1al faıth INOTEe mystiıcal mMmoOo0d and eıl-
understandıng of Jesus death wıth the ard influence worked together (Teıl-
argument that the viıctım of sacrıfiıce o0eSs har' de Chardın had vlolent distaste of
not T1Se aaln LO lıfe however hıs OPPOS1- Jurıist1ic WaYysS of thought) the anthropo-
L10N, he 111185 ırenıcally at the wıdest logıcal Lurn (and the influence ofAnthro-
possıble ecumenıcal embrace, has STOWN pology) re-ınforced the trend One Ca  }
less vocal recently‘. Wolfhart Pannenberg pOo1N' to the work of systemat1c  AA  He theologi-could nNnOot be claımed for the orthodox p - Aallıs lıke Gustave Martelet*® and Bernard
sSıt1on al the tiıme of hıs Grundzüge der Sesboüe, and tO SYMMDOS1A lıke MortDOUrChrıstologie despite Strong statements 1LOS peches  U PE an Sacrıfice dans les
(he confessed proxımıty LO Barth) he religions.”® Catholic wrıters emphasızejJected satısfaction agaınst Melanchthon sacrıfıce but wıthout pena implıca-an Calvın, an argue that Jesus really t10N homage and thanksgıvıngbroke the Law—wiıth 1nterpretatmn  E of (tödäh) consecratıon of Lıfe an INOTe
Galatıans strangely involved?. But technically, symboliıc exchange ıth
he LOO has COIMME much closer to tradıtional subversiıon of the relationship between
Kvangelıcal tenets hıs sect1ion entıtle oıft an counter-giıft Chrıstian AaCcr1-
Expıiation Vıcarıous Penal Suffering fice. They put forward the \inıtiation
appears tOo confess them NO he tells of scheme’, en the 0OO0T LO lıfe, aCCOord-
the change of place between the innocent 171 to the 9raın of wheat parable (Jn
an the gullty' an he comments 'T’hıs 24
Car]lOous pena suffering, whiıich rıghtly One MaYy observe renewal of interest
deser1ibed the Carı]ılous sufferiıng ofthe the adventurous ıdeas of the French
wrath of (G:0d at S1MN rests the fellow- scholar (ın the S5.) Rene Gıirard
shıp that Jesus hrıst accepted wıth Though hıs theses met wıth distinet

S1MNNers an wıth fate such hıs dısdaın the part of specılalısts, Man ylınk the basıs hıch the death of
10

have found to discuss them— an
Jesus Ca  b count explatıon for indıcatıon of influence .“
Germany INaYy be the only Tea today In the meanwhıle, Kvangelıcal theolo-
where number of nNnOotTe bıblıcal-erıtıical Q1aNSs have strengthened the Case for the
scholars, such Martın Hengel eier Calvyvınıan and Wartfieldian vIC CSPEC-Stuhlmacher, “ clearly defend penal Sub- clally ı ıts bıblical foundations. 'The 107
stitution. the academıc jJungle has een the

On the Roman Catholic sıde, oradual Australıan Anglıcan Leon Morris, whose
but spectacular reversal has taken place several contrıbutions the OP1C,Although the e unıversal Catech1ı1sm The Apostolıc Preaching of the Cross are
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invaluable treasure Among exegetes, Evangelıcals. T’hey, reads the charge, ATrTe

OI should mentıon LOO Howard gu1lty of the sın of readıng meta-
Marshall (The Work of Chrıst, 1969; Jesus phor lıterally and merely personalısti-
the Savıour, and OUu. colleague cally "sic].”“® Atonement heorıes have not
Samuel Benetreau.“” Systematıc theologı1- respected the distance between the SaCT1-
AanNns iınclude Berkouwer, wh stood fic1ıal an Jegal ımages and the realıty of
firm The Work of Chrıst, .JJohn Murray ‚Jesus’ death.“‘ One should SLTress the
(Redemption Accomplıshed and Applıed), symbolıc status of that language.““

The force of the argument 1S 6,  multi-oger Nıcole (who Joıned Morriıs
agaınst the waterıng OoOWN of ‘propıtia- plıed’ by the emphasıs pluralıty. The
tiıon’ ın Dodd’s interpretatıon), and Judıcıal imagery 1S5 only ONe N:ManYy,
‚.James Packer ıth hıs exceedingly 1ıne fact that further relatıyvızes iıts doectrinal
ecture ‘What Did the Cross Achijeve? T'he impor  t29 The other sın accordıng TLO

unton’s accusatıon 1S ‘°to Tea ONNe meta-Logic of Penal Substitution,’ Tyndale
Bulletıin (1974) 5 , } And, of COUT'SC, phor of atonement, the legal, ın i1solatıon

MaYy not forget the preacher-exegete- from the others.’” The implıcatıon 1sS that
systematıcıan of the century .John the Varı0ous metaphorıcal models achlj]eve
Stott, and hıs T’he Cross of Chrıst. unıty N themselves®*: dıvıide et

On the edges, the left edges, however, ımpera!
of the Evangelıcal movement 9)]81  D INAaYy Many er1ıtics 111 not EVEN ogrant that
observe STOW1Ng uneasıness ıth that the penal scheme 18, at least, ONe valıd
tradıtional hallmark ofEvangelıcal faıth model for approachıng the mYySsterYy of OU.  _”

T’he MOST sıgnıflıcant express1ıon of deep salvatıon. John Goldingay denıles
that Isa1ıah 53.5—6 an 10212 implıeschange 1ın thıs respect LO be the

Symposı1um eld al St John’s College, punıtıve understandıng of sacrıfice.’ In
Nottingham, hıch generated the 1mMpor- sacrıfıces, he claıms, punıshment 1s
tant book Atonement Today All contrıbu- impliıed: layıng hands the offerıng,
tors sound aNX1l0US to dıstance themselves the offerers ıdentify wıth ıt and Dass tO
from explatıon through substitutıve ıt. not theır ouilt but theır sta1ın. 'The offer-
punıshment22 'T'heır 1E€ 4A4S0O011S for domng ıng 15 then nOot vicarıously punıshed but
deserve OU. closest scrutıiny. vicarıously cleansed.” Den1al of the

penal character ofsacrificial ea1S verYvy
COINIMNON (unlıke Goldingay’s opınıonguments strategıes
Is 53) Goldingay adds that ıt. 15 ‘question-

'The first consıderatıion that 1s5 en put able whether the Old Testament SPEES

forward 1S5 the change ın OU. cultural sıtu- sacrıfices propıtiatıng 0d’s wrath,’
an that ‘T*he languages of atonement-atıon. Preaching penal substitution
propıtiatiıon-elonger makes ‘lıvıng ontact ıth real g}ation and ofI1ı do not

people an the real 1SsSues that CONMNCET N COINeE together.
them'; actually, longer preach ıt, When OIle consıders method, OT 1S
but rather Moltmann’s .‘empathızıng struck by the ole ofdısjunctıveO_
God.’ Ka Chauvet sımılarly stresses s1t103NS. Stephen Travıs StTarts offdefin-
that the doctrine smacks of masochiıstic ıng retribution ‘penalty hıch 15
plety, wıth (GG0d who hampers hıfe, wh: iınflıceted the offender from outsıde, nOot
obeys mercantıle logıc, wh: cts from intrinsıcally “buınlt ınto” the cts LO hıch
the outsıde: these traıts AT uncongenı1al ıt 1s attached.’ He consıders that ‘dıvıne

Judgement 1s Iso expressed ere ItheLO OU.  H culture, they do not belong LO ‘what
1sS avaılable for belief.”“* These thoughts end part of Deut| ın non-retributive terms
already underlıe earher treatments.“ of 0d’s “hıdıng hıs face  ” Eiven INOTeEe

'The maın argument, then, Stresses the decısıvely, he that wrath 15 not the
metaphorical nature ofthe Scriptural lan- retrıibutive inflıcting of punıshment irom

outsıde,’ Romans 1.24,26,28 shows,DUa of sacrıfiıce. It 1S found ın almost
CVETIYV erıtic of the tradıtional doctrine of and, therefore, as hılasterıon T1S o0es
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not suffer punıshment TOM God and Maybe he/she Ca  — represent the ideal of
thereby vert hıs wrath.”“ Sımilarly, the self. The ımage of WTa of Go0od 1S
Greene contrasts, ‘the best firamework utterly shocking! Paul Tıillıch’s analysıs of
for understandıng the Cross,’ the OT the forms ofanxıety Angst) 15 true LO fact
hand ‘unıversal moral law retributiıve whereas 1ın the XVIth CenturYy, the dom1-
Justice,’ an the er 'eschatologıcal nant form WAas the dread of damnatıon,
Cr1S1S, Judgement transformatıion. OUTr modern anxıety (and VE INOTeEe pOSt-
Another COININON separatıon opposıtıon modern anxıety, under the gulse of fun) 15
1sS the OT!| made between ‘Jegal ıimputa-  _ that of meanınglessness. Penal substitu-
tıon’ an ‘Teal an costly ıdentificatıon)’ tıon o0eSs not. speak’ TLO ıt.
(wıth sıngular TEvVeTreIl! for dıyıne de- ÖOne INaYy ad that the WaYy 0198
crees) Smaıil wrıtes: Christ’s ‘solıdarıty COMNSUMer socıety functions, ıth MN1-
wıth 1ın sınfulness Carmne about, not present advertisement (and INAass produc-
by SOINE legal ficetion external dıvıne tıon requiıres 1t), fosters edoniıstic
decree, but by entering sınful sıtu- tendencıles. The target of advertisement,
atıon an takıng uDONI hımself fallen the prospectıve Customer, 15 seated uPDOoN
humanıty. related dıs)unction, all- the throne, LO be propıtiated 1n order that
pervasıve 0)81  D 1ın Atonement Today, 1s the hıs/her pleasure INaVYV be the cho1ice of thıs
dıs)unction made between the ega. that commodiıty. hıs affects Ven
forensıc an the ‘relational.”“* Mıichael evangelısm
Alsford, 1n hıs sympathetic Lreatment of Soc1ial condıtions ECNCOUTASEC indıvıdual-
post-modern1ism, insısts that the ‘norma-
tıve mode of ex1ıstence’ 15 relatıonal oONe

1Sm, an! o0es the 'ground-moti1ive’ of
humanıstic thought It 1s intertwıned

and he promotes the word "cCoadunacy’ ıth the demoeratic (egalıtarıan) ıdeal
better LO CAÄADICSS it.“ The antıthesıs of law oth features contrıbute to the erosiıon of
an DEeETrSoN leads tOo the ma)Jor objection objectiıve standards. “T’he ma)Jor dıfficulty
agaınst pena. explatıion: S1n, being mMOsSt 1n the ontext ofsecular estern culture,’
personal thıng, cannot be transferred. Colıin Greene discerns, 1S the almost COTN-
Smaıiıl 1sS fully ofthe Socınlan orıgın plete dıssolution of the iramework of unı1-
and modern-humanıistic ro0ots of that versal moral law 'T ’hıs constitutes part of
objection; yet he “cannot but assent’ to it 43 the “er1;ısıs of modernı (ef. NewbigınAs to the dısJ)unction between love an 1989). “* Moral law an Judıcılal law, ultı-
Justice, ıt 1S5 trıte hardly needs LO be mately, stand fall together. It 1s
mentioned (though ıt 1sS still operatıve). SurprI1se, therefore, ıf the ratiıonale of

]Judgment penalty SECcEeIN to decompose
otiıves factors under CVYCS 'T’he wholeJudıcıal system

undergoes SECVeTe Cr1S1S, Pıerre
45Before dealıng wıth arguments, ıt INaYy be Burney’s analysıs convıncıngly sShows.

helpful brıefly to glance qat the condıtions All thıs produces inımıcal reactjions to the
an forces that have made the penal- 1ıdea of objectıve guilt an guılt-transfer.

'The brıghtest of artısts an thınk-sacriıfhic1al VIeW, wh: MNCEe had such PDOW-
erful gT1p consciences, unbelıievable CI5S, for generatıons wıth inereased
an unpalatable today efficacy 1ın medıa explosıon, have

'The secular mındset LO be the belled agaınst institutional NOTTINS, soc1l1al
rst foremost factor. In world hıch an moral order (far INoTe biıtterly,
looks ıncreasıngly lıke man-made world avVveTaQe, than the general publıc has

done) From ıllıam Blake LO Michel(ifor better an for worse), the of the
Numinous loses ıts edge; the AW: of the Foucault We uggest that thıs stance
sacred, the fear of the Lord, INean almost W a4As orn of the resentmen ofg1 PCO-
nothıng. 0d’s only CXCUSE, 1f he/she 1S ple they have SCEII that W as an
allowed LO exıst, 155 hıs/her powerlessness remaıns 1ın other hands, whom they de-
before human free-wiıll and hıs/her uUuSe- spıse (ın ancıent tımes, they had LO flatter
fulness 1ın provıdıng wıth fulfilment the princes anı the wealthy, Just toO get
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theır lıvıng; 10 ıt DaYy>S INOTeEe to flatter Regardıng the drıft change ın publıc
the streak of rebellıousness ıin all 1ndı- opınıon and sensıtıiviıties, wısdom
viduals). PTresSsSeC>S ıtself through complex attıtude.

'The effect of the VOunger SCIENCES of On the OIl hand, IMay not 1gnore the
human behavıour has een ımportant fact, neıther 1n the choıce of language, 1910)8

factor, especlally ıt, provıded the herme- ın the rythm ofpedagogy; should make
neutıcs of SUSPLCLON ıth theır 001S OC1- ontact ıth OU.  — ne1ghbours at, the place

oftheır preoccupatıons (e.g the anxıety ofOlogy, mostly of the Marxıst strıpe, has
masked under the ‘superstructures’ of meanınglessness) an nOot force upOoN
Ethics, Relıgıon, Law, the play of class them schemes that ATe alıen LO them
interests—0oppressors’ WECaPDONS ın the Luke’s diseretion 1S model here: though
class struggle, tO be denounced an de- ıt 15 Dy absent TOoM Luke-Acts,
stroyed. The Sociology of Knowledge has the sacrificial meanıng of the death of
ımbıbed much of thıs spırıt a! currently Christ 155 dıplomatically pedagogıcally
exerts strong ınfluence. Psychology, and left ın the background, SINCE the work W as

Freudıan Psychoanalysıs the most almed al predominantly Gentile audı-
Uum1ınous kınd, has Iso dısmantled the NCEe On the other hand, should be
prestige of moral Judgement an SU$S- Wa of letting the fact surrreptiously be-
gested reduection LO UunCOoNSCIOUS drıves. COINE the OrM Publıc opınıon 0€eSs not
ontrary to popular m1sconceptıon, make truth (ıf wısh LO avOo1d the QUaS-
Freud unloosed the lusts he discov- MIre of relatıvısm). Pragmatıc consıdera-
ered 1n the hıdden depths of the psuche; tıons should not shape the CECONOMY of
he realızed theır estructive potenti1al; he faıth Chrıistina Baxter puts her finger
maıntaıned ethıc of 164S0O01 an mod- the decısıve pomint: ‘D)Does salvatıon have LO
eratıon; but the WaY hıs stated theory be experienced salvatıon for ıt. LO be
rooted 1ın the (Kdıpus complex both hıcs consıdered salvatıon? T'here INaYy be

bıblical warrant for arguıng that ıt. 1S5 notanı Relıgion contrıbute to undermıiın-
ıng the of objective ouilt an of necessarıly the Case that have LO feel
dıyıne wrath (a rather obvıous neurotic saved, feel better, for salvatıon LO have
fantasy). Occurred. In er words, felt needs AT

not necessarıly Lrue needs, the truest
needs. Our contemporarı1es’ COMNCEeT'I 1sAnswers questions
to find STAaCl0US neighbour, longer TLO

Constraıints of an competence PTeE- find STAaCl10US God, but they do need
clude an y treatment of the cultural forces tLO fiınd the STaCclous God whose

STAaCE theır eternal destiny still depends.that low agaınst older Chrıistian ortho-
dox convıctions. We shall be ontent 'T ’hıs that the category ‘what 15
ıth pointing LO dazzlıng (enlıghtenıng) avaılable for belhef’ induces treacherous
interpretatıion of Sociology of Knowledge thoughts; should not recelve ıt!
approaches, an tLoO V1gorous demon- the question 1S‘ do OUr fellow-theolog1ans

wh: u agaınst penal substitutionstratıon that Freud’s second per10d
longer deals ıth oult wıth Symptom guard themselves enough that sıde?
LO be dissolved ın terms of UunconsSC1l0us 'The force of cultural wınds should render
mechanıcs but ırreducıble factor of the INOTe vigılant agaınst the anger
human lıfe, Iso positıve factor of PCT- that they Carr’ y aWaY from bıblical

truthsonal growth an cultural progress. Psy-
choanalytıcal efforts al deconstructing 'T’he topıc of metaphors ould deserve
sacrıfıce ın the Bıble not Pass wıthout full-scale treatment, whıiıch, unfortu-

answer theır OW b 7  ground.“ Ifwe a1ft nately, cannot ffer here.  50 Although
°“hard’ facts anı r1gorous reason1ıng from most current words stil] ear the mark of

metaphorıcal Or121N, it would be alse,matters of aste an 1deology, observe
that there 1sS hlıttle of weıght left agaınst 1ın OP1IN1ON, LO make the ESSEeICEe of
penal-sacrıfıcıal VIEWS of atonement. language only an exclusıvely metaphoriı-
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cal Metaphors TreSsuPPOSEC dıstance tıon that sacrific1al victım o0es nOot rıse
(metaphereın) from non-metaphorıcal agaın (one cannot aVO1d SOMMe dissımılar-
use hıch mMust Iso have ıts place; nom1- ity)—but the whole system W as de-
natıon 1S first (ef. Gn 19{) an there ATEe sıgned by God to forecast Christ’s
cConcepts attached LO lınguıstic signs.” atonement, shadows’ of the ‘real thıng”
hıs entaıls, suggest, that metaphorı1- (söma, Col 17) 1n hım We May PrFreSUMEC
cal language (wıthın the o0T2a lınguistic ıt 1S the of emıinently PTrOoODeTr meta-
eb) knows whole gamu of dıfferenti- phors
ated levels, ıth Varıo0ous degrees of COgN1- The charge that the classıc KEvangelıcal
tıve relevance. It 1S nNnOot enough to Say doctrine ısolates the Jegal metaphor
metaphors! We should dıstıiınguıish be- sounds strange indeed. We should SaVvy
Ltween occasıonal, ‘lıve, metaphors an the contrary! 'The opponents isolate the
regular, systematıc, metaphors which Varıo0ous metaphoriıcal strands an play
MaYVy longer be perceı1ved metaphors them offagaınst OM  D another, to sShow that
an COINE NeaTr LO concept-status. We 1L1LOTIe ofthem should be taken lıterally. We
should acknowledge varyıng dıistances: strıve to dıstınguish the maın Sets
SOTNE metaphors merely point to ONMNeEe ıtem ‘cycles’—we Count fıve of them, of Ssacrı-
of lıkeness 1n LWO utterly fore1ıgn, fıce, punıshment, ransom, victory an
lated, objects; others almost ıdentify the OVEeTrT, ıth due attention paıd to ach
LWwO We faıl TLO SCceEe such prelımınary specıfıc angle an! contrıbution—and LO
reflections T those wh deprıve the show how unıfıed pıcture CINETSECS from
legal and sacrıfic1al metaphors ofanl DIE- them a11.° Actually, often find LWO of
C1sSe cognıtıve ımport They SEEIN LO ımply them, Ven three, In the Samne vVerses, an
that metaphors cannot yıeld determiıinate it 1S dıfficult tLO dısentangle them (e.g Rm
knowledge, O' else, they praıse meta- m1xes forensıc language [Just,
phors for 91V1InNng hat ratiıonal discourse Justice, Justify, leavıng unpunıshed], y alnll-
cannot g1ve— a LYygzically romantıc, som-language LIredemption| an sacrıfi-
ırrationalıstic, theme c1al language |means of propıtiatıion,

"T’he Jegal sacrıficıal metaphors 1ın blood|) A ats phenomenon 1s easıly
Scripture have such frequency an plaıned when realıze how easıly
regularıty, they constitute such stable Ca translate ON ‘language'’ iınto the
network, wıth predictable uscC, they Al other the sacrıfıcıal term Rıpper (atone,
ınsıstent, that they MaYy not be dealt wıth explate) 1s related to the °commerc1]al’

‘mere’ metaphors. 'The ıntımatıon that word köfer (ransom), hıle Kxodus
S0€5S ıth them 15 that they COMNVEYVY SOTINE shows that ın forensıc sıtuatiıons the Röferıntellıgence of the WaY the death of Jesus IMNaYy be the penalty infliıceted the guiiltyaccomplıshed OU. salvatıon. Noteworthy party (ın substitution for hıs lıfe) 'The
1S the fact that they ATe TAawn irom PT1VI1- key-phrase bearıng the SIN offense, which
leged realms, not from an y realm ın 1s not EeEVvVen discussed 1ın the book Atone-
realıty. Human Judges ATre instıtuted, ment Today, belongs both tOo the pena. and
cordıng to Scriptural VIeWwSs, elöhim, LO the sacrıfic1al languages. It has the
the representatıves delegates of God echnıcal meanıng of ‘undergoing the DECN-(Rm 13A4 Kıx 21:6; 2281° Ps 82, etc.); alty iIncurred’ (Gn 4.13; ıx 28.43; Lr
the sphere of law 1s5 ıntended LO mırror ÖL 19.8; 22.9, etc.) It 1S promiınentod’s dealıngs ıth men-—1indeed, not 1ın Isa1ah where John Goldingay uNeX-
only LO miırror but LO be the instrument of
hıs judgments (Rm 13.4) It 1sS eXerCcCIse

pectedly, but peremptoriıly, denıles alıy
thought of punıshment; consıder

of transcendence: the transcendent LOTIN Alec Motyer’s commentary LO be suffi-
of Justice applıed to creatures who tran- cıent refutatıon.
scend earthly hor1ızons, 'images of God G1iven the perfect unıty of Ethıcs anı
Metaphorical dıstance 1s greater ıth the
anımal sacrıfiıces of Levıtical law— and

Relıgıon 1ın bıblıcal perspective, ‘holiness’
1n cultiec language 111 be translated

thıs easıly disposes of Moltmann’s objec- Tıghteousness, Justice’ 1n ethıcal-juristic
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language “Uncleanness’ sımılarly 11l be relatıonshıp wıth Göd? Why ‘exper1ence’
translated guilt’ 1n moral-forensıc catego- when aul’s SayYsS ‘death’ (v 141)?

‘“estrangement’ when aul thıinks In termsres When Goldingay claıms that offer-
erTs ‘pass LO the vıctım | not theır ouilt of imputatıon’ (Logızomenos, 19)? Why
but theır staın,’ qask: hat LS the that erb ‘absorb’ that suggests mate-
spirıtual staın of S1Nn ıf not elr guilt mal substance LO be destroyed by physıcal
before God? the aqawful N of the hemical means? How dıd Christ °a -

sorb’ sın? How dıd that supposed absorp-sacred atrıkes dead presumptuous 1N0T7-
tals lıke Nadab, Abıhu, Uzzah (Lv tiıon’ cancel the spirıtual realıty of sın? It
1L0.2% 6  9 ıth the word wrath; cf. the 15 strikıng that thıs erude metaphor
aX10M °No OT Ca SCEC the ord an lıve’), CUTrs fewer than tımes 1n Atone-
hence the need for prıesthood prop1- ment Today.” ıt LS not evuen biblical!
tı1atory sacrıfıce, the Jegal *ranslatıion’ 15 Isa1ah’s Servant prophecy combınes
the demand that erıme be punıshed, and penal language an sacrıficial terms (‘he
Justice satısfied. "The notiıon of satısfac- chall sprinkle,’ 02.19. ‘guilt-offering',
tıon 1S5 bıblical, expressed by the erb asham, but ıt. o0eSs not mentıon

0d’s wrath Is ıt. the Case, Goldıngay,ratsah, Lar 26.41,43, cf. Is 40.2.) The
other ‘languages’ do not dıverge: the agaın, advances, that ‘the languages of
Chrıstus Vıctor scheme depends the atonement-propitiation-explation anı! of
forensıc OIle SOOIMN ON realızes that n do not COTNE together”®? It 1S
the Devıl’s WCAaDON 1S accusatıon, that the approxımately the Case ın Leviticus—

wıth the exception of chapter (the rıt-satısfactıon of Justice deprıves hım of hıs
hold (Rv ıf ONNe that the ual protects from dıvıne wrath, 6, an
Passover sacrıfıce w as atonement, ıt ımplıes bearıng sS1Nn, makıng explatıon,
ready AaNnswer 1s5 that ewWws consıdered that 17) But thıs INaYy be due LO lıterary
the eschatologıcal Passover would make SCHTE Not seldom, elsewhere 1ın Scr1p-

ture, do fınd both Janguages comıngexplatıon for S1NS. We AT not reducıng the
varıety of bıblical representatıons but indeed together 1ın the SaIinle

ffiırm the Organıc UNnity of theır whole Deuteronomy combınes the Janguages
fıeld, ıth the penal-sacrıfıcılal under- of wrath (v 22). retribution (v 35), VeENSC-
standıng at the centre (so ıt. 15 1ın apostolıc 11Ce ıf dıstınguıish ıt from retrıbution,
explıcıtation): fırm basıs for doctrine VV. and explatıon (kRıpper, 43)

Oritics of penal substitution do not Isa1ıah DL 1 evokes the SECVEeIEC rua.
aPPCaAr tO SsStress the metaphorical status hıch led Israel ınto xıle (‘anger’ belongs
ofother Janguages that please them INOTe LO the semantıc fıeld of rüah!) an ıt 1S
the language of friendsh1ıp of marrıed closely lınked LO the explatıon of inıquı1ty

and the removal of S1N (v 9); 34 .9ff tellsintımacy 1S less metaphorical than
that ofjudgement! They often put forward terr1bly of 0d’s wrath (whıich 15 also
metaphors that tell of the effects of retributiıve actıon, under the sımıle
Chrıst’s work ıf they WerTrTe substitutes of sacrıfice (v Kor Jeremı1ah 18.23,

explatıon 1s the thıng that ould vertof explatıon-language, such ‘lıbera-
tıon’; but they not alternatıve WaYS of 0d’s anser In Ps 78.38, makıng exXpla-
speakıng; they complementary, and tıon 1S Iso paralle]l to refraınıng irom
shed lıght the how of the Savıng exerc1zıng wrath 'T wo ve
efficacy. Eiven INOTeE dıstressing, notıice 1mpressı1Vve: Samuel 21 and 24: they

sımılarly conclude that the ord wasstrong lıkıng for vague Janguage and
rudımentary metaphors. Stephen Travıs reated’ and term that
SUuMnNSs the teachıng of Corinthlıans ımplıes propiıtiatıon; the Vulgate TEeI-

5.21 ın these terms "T’he essentı1al point dered repropıtiatus est Deus. In the hirst
1s that Christ has experıenced the Cas-c, ıt W as through the inflıctiıon of the

death penalty upDonNn the guilty famılysinner’s estrangement from God, he has
absorbed an thereby taken aWAaY S1IN, (Saul’s), the WaY for Davıd LO atone/
that miıght be brought ınto rıght explate (21.3, akapper). In the second
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Casc, 0d’s wrath beıing mentioned (24 1, retribution (NEB ‘He 111 DaVYV INa
ıt W as through the offerıng of sacrıfices ’), 12.19 15 equally clear: 0d’s wrath
(burnt-offerings Iso have the eXplatory (whose agents, LO brıng punıs  ent, mMas-
role, Lv 1.4) T‘hıs 15 INOTE than enough LO istrates ATeEe to be SCECI, 183:4:) 18 explaıned

the connect.ion between wrath and retribution (Vg esOo retrıbuam.). 'The
atonement ın bıblıcal thought The SAaTrne S aIine assoc]ılatıon 1S found ın the
data CXDOSC the inadequacy of the V1CW of Isa1ı1ah fi‘7 9 already cıted, 35 .4 anı!
sacrıfice which several, especlally Roman 66.6.15f (Vg reddentıs retrıbutionem); ın
Catholic, theolog1ans would preier, that of Jeremıjah 51.45 (ıra furorı1Ss), (ultor,
lıfe beıng orn of death It 15 based reddens retrıbuet) Scripture plaınly
projection of alıen ıdeas ınto the Bıble ‘*translates’ Num1ınoOus wrath Just retr1-

Lewıs wrote of hıs experı1ence: } myself, bution. Regardıng deeper phılosophiıcal
who first. ser10usly read the New esta- deconstructions of the retributiıve princı-
ment when W as, ımagınatıvely an ple, IMaYy SImMpLy refer to OoOu. brief an
poetically, al agos for the Death anı Re- er1ıtical analysıs of Rıcoeur's attempt.“
bırth pattern anı aNX10US LO meet COTI)1- 'T’he foregoing examples WAaTnNn

kıng, W as chilled an puzzled by the agaınst accepting er1ıtic1sms hıch belong
almost total absence of such ıdeas 1ın the to the system of thought the disj)unc-
Christian documents.’ tıons have found wantıng 1ın bıblıcal
er dıs)unctions fare hlıttle better uUu1- legıtimacy 'The basıc antınomy between

der bıblıcal scrutıny 'There 1S need to the legal and the personal 15 Iso radıcally
OPPOSC retribution an the CONSCQHUECICE foreıgn LO Scripture: there 1s nothıing INOTE
that INa from hıs eviıl cts When personal than ın-law relatıonshıps—mar-
the latter 1s5 stressed, ıt 1s not Tare that rlage ıtselfıs first. of a ll Jegal realıty (and
the thought of retrıbution be Iso present. the notion of DEeErsona 1sS first Jurıdıcal)
Galatı]ıans 6.7 states the law of harvest, 'The lack of thıs perception leads 0)81 LO
but it that ‘“God 1sS not mocked’—I1t 1gnore the classıcal dıstinecetion between
1S not matter of INeTe immanent causal- reatus culpee and reatus DO2NO2 (to usSe the
ıty We shall recelve back the ngs one commonest phrases, hıch WerTrTe iıntro-
through the body (hıterally, Co 9:10), duced by etier Lombard, although they
but at Christ’s Judgment-seat. Those who ATe OPECN LO er1t1c1Sm), the key LO the 1sSsue
perısh by theır OW.: corruption (ın theır of gullt-transfer. No distance MaYy be CTE-
OW. phthora, recCelve the ated between the 1ıdea oftransfer an that
retriıbution (mısthon) of theır in)ustice. of substitution, abundantly wıtnessed LO
Those who debase theır OW. bodies 1n the ın Scripture: they Are LWwO sıdes of the

Samne co1n. When 'Tom Smaıil skes ratherpractice of homosexualıty recelve the ret-
rıbution (antımısthıan) of theır sınful movıngly), he rejects the transfer ofOU.
cho1ices (Rm 120 Defining retriıbution ouilt upoN Chrıist ‘Am Just CONN1vınNg

inflıcted Trom the outsıde’ dısregards wıth the Sociınlans 1ın the indıyıdualıstic
the fact that the bıblıcal (0d 1S not sımply pre]udıces of the culture LO hıch both
and merely ‘“outsıde.’ He who fills heaven belong ?’ bound to hım
and earth works through the DTrOCESSCS of ‘Yes, brother, exactly ag!?
nature, hıch ATe ındependent of Further exposıtion of the grounds anı
hıs free an rıghteous deecrees. Justificatıons of the classıcal Evangelıcal

Stephen ITravıs, have SCCIL, Iso V1CW ould include the radıcal questions
creates Aposıtıon between wrath an other heores do nolt But tacklıng
retribution. He refers LO Romans these questions ould exceed the bounds
1.24.26,28, ‘“God DaVve them He o0€es of S quotatıion irom another
not notıce, however, the antımısthıan of reader of Atonement Today wıll provıde

Just quoted), an he 0es wıth sufficjıent SUIMMAaTrY and fıttıng
conclusıon: Once IHNOVE Out ofnot read to chapter In Romans

the day of wrath 1S5 the day of judgement relatıonshıps of mutual love and LruSt,
(dıkaiokrıis1as), further defined 1ın W ınevıtably the 1Ssue of oblıgatıons, an
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tıpathy owards the rthodox doctrine ofthe sanctıons that O ıth the neglect of
sacrıfice Demythiser Vaccusatıon anthem, must 115e In other words the

lationshıp necessarıly takes legal 'Interpretatiıon du mythe de la PCINEC
Conflıt des ınterpretatiions Essaıs d’herand therefore penal character meneutıque arıs Seu1l 330—34 7

Indeed wıthout thıs, the wrath of (30d 348—362 But SEE Iso hıs comments
loses 1ts moral ontent an could take 1vıne wrath Sur le tragıque Lec-
the character of INeTe petulance tures Aux frontıeres de la phılosophıe
InaYy not thınk of the Cross dealıng arıs Certf 1
ıth that penal dımens10on, then 1T recent of Interpretation 592/1
unresolved; are forgıven, cleansed, Jan ‘Atonement an crıpture
accepted, loved, but stıill liable.65 evıdences ‚.Joel Green brilhant contr1-

Thanks be to God—who delıvers butıon 'The Death of ‚Jesus an the Ways
of ‚Jesus and the Gospels Mess1-from a ll such habılıty, from a ]] condemna-
NC Status an! Shameful er1ıng, Derm

tıon through ‚Jesus T1S Lord! 3[ careful not to discard pena.
substitution but 1T avo1lds squarely affırm-

otfes 1T eıther
In "T'he Passıon of15an the S  erıng
of (30d sbury Theologıcal Journal 48

Joanne Carlson Brown Rebecca Parker (1993) Moltmann wrıtes (30d TANS-
‘FWFor God So Loved the OT. Chrıstı-
anılYy, Patrıarchy, and uUuSse Femunıst forms human S1711 INTO hıs S  erıng by

ch uman Christ not onlyCrıtique, ed .Joanne Carlson Brown the Brother of the victıms but Iso the
Carole Bohn New ork Pılgrım explatıon for the culprıts quoted Dyquoted Dy Charles Cousar ‘Paul Jo  5 Kelly “"T’he Cross the Church
an the en f Jesus 7 Interpretatıon 59 the eW1S. People Atonement TO-
(1998)

‘Expıiatıon upplemen: ıctıon- day, ed Jo  z oldıngay (London SPCK,
de la Bıble vol 111 ed Lou1ls 1T0O0 183 T’he last statement strongly

sugges sacrıficıal penal substitution but
arıs etouzey Ane 1290692 the context (to which had access)Barth expressly dısowns the tradıtional

mMaYy qualıify correct 1ıMpress10N.understandıng of Evangelıcals ogma- Esquitsse chrıstologıe, trans 148-
LLque 1V/1* Lrans ernan!: ‚ yser (Ge-
eVvVa OTr es 267 $ 59/9 fooghe arıs Cerf, 355 306 ear LO

253 the Church Dogmaltıcs trans Ibıd., 391{f.Geoffrey Bromiley) cf 268 not DYy Systemaltıc eCOoLOSY, IL, TAns Geoffreyundergoing OUTLr punıshment such‘’) 29() Bromikey (Grand Rapıds Eerdmans/
(no satısfactıon the rthodox sense) Hıs Edinburgh ar. 49{

‘Because he God he |Chrıst| 17 We INa y entıon the French translatıon of
aCcts hıs omn1ıpotence order LO be
OUT stead an for benefit the hıs art "Pourquoi1 ‚Jesus sa dü mourır?
whom ATe not found S 57/1 trans olay arre oRkhma

(1989) 1736salvatıon S 67A the The only partıal exception ave found
perfection of beıng, the partıcıpatıon och ereszty not VvVerYy amous) ' 1'0-
the beıng of God The ontologıcal ward Contemporary ıstology ed
ofBarth’s judicıal Janguage surfaces w.hen Jonathan eaC. Urisıs Chrıistologyhe eals wıth das IC  ıge when he
claıms that the person of Chrıst both Essays Quest of Resolutıon ed ıllıam

S1112 AaTre destroyed ate: Farmer Lıvonıa Mıich Truth/Dove
Booksellers 340{ff wh: 1NsS1ısStsdestined LO non-being The (dıalectical) the onnectıon between punısh-substıitution being ntaıls Iso the ment and substitution sacrıhlice buteme ofCarı0ous repentance anı confes- back solıdarıty example 344-6)

S1011l (p 213 59/92 4)
In hıs famous ecture ‘Neues Testament See n1ıs reKeponse scandale

und M  ologıe tirans dette Laffoucriere faute orıgınelle Ia soufi'7 ance et la mort
arıs Cerf CSP 160n arteletL/’Interpretation du OUVEeAL Testament avowedly antı-Augustinian the amne

arıs Aubıer-Montaı1igne 174 of IrensusRıccoceur maınly hıs
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Tom Smail Can One Man Die for theJeEsus OChrıst Mediıateur Fissal
Sr la redemption et salut Parıs Desclee People? 7 ın Atonement oday Cıt

hıs foreword Goldingay ındicates
15 Xavıler Leon-Dufour et al Mort DOUFr N0 that Smaıil reactıon prompte the COIN-

peches Rechercheplurıdıscıplınarre SUur la VeEN1INS of the SYIN  IN (p X1) John
sıgnıfıcatıon redemptrice de la mort du Goldingay had formerly pushed forward
Chrıst Brussels Facultes unıversıtaılıres the Same argument hıs Xxpoundıng
Saint-Louis the New Testament New Testament
arce Neusch ed Sacrıfıce dans les Interpretation Eissays Princıples and
relıgıons STITLU! de Science et de Theologie Methods ed Howard Marshall KExeter
des Relıgions Parıs Beauchesne Paternoster/Grand Rapıds Eerdmans
In bıd sSee arcel Neusch ‘Une CONCCP- 358f
L107N chretienne du sacrıfice Le modele de Chauvet Sacrifice christianısme
saınt Augustin 1T and Loms-Marıe C1ıt 139 The last phrase croyable
Chauvet .a Sacrifice echange ısponıble 1T Was coined by Rıccoceur
symbolique 2’7171 —304 See the of Lumiere Vıe 20/101

bıd Chauvet B Sacrifice chrıs- (Jan -Marc Mort. du Chrıist
t1anısme Une notıon ambıgu@ 147 (refer- Colin untifon quoted (approvıngly) by

to ergote an Sacrifice Co  S Greene Is the Message of the Cross
echange symbolıque 289 00d News for the ent.ıe Century?

See Ichthus (March ıth the Atonement Today, C1ıt 231
by Gerard untz ‘“Rene Girard Des DE Charles Cousar Paul an the ean

choses cachees depuls la fondatıon du of Jesus CL (together ıth
monde Une relecture de la Bıiıble D and aSSsSurıng words ou the value of meta-

Christ de Dieu La MOTrTT. de phors
Jesus selon Ren:! Girard et selon le Nou- Chauvet, “Sacrifhice” chrıstianısme,’
eau Testament 6—1 bıblıog notes) CL, 145f, 148

20 Pıerre Gisel u sacrıfice avenement de ally sford 1n Atonement
la DPETSONNEC face la DCUTr de la et la KFemimnist Perspective Atonement 7T O-
fascınatıon de la mMO Fo Vıe 83/4 day, op CLE 162
(July SA hrıstophe Desplan- 30 Gunton quoted Dy Greene O CLE 737
que Pourquoi1 Jesus il d;\ mouriır? La 31 We ea wıth that pr'  1U10N found
TCDONSEC de Ren: Girard Hokhma Dale, Brunner, St, Lyonnet
(1988) 48692 arcel Neusch ‘Une COIN- OU La octrıne du peche et la
eption C1ıt 135ff .John Goldingay redemption (Vaux-sur-Seine: Edıfac, 1997%)
“Old Testament Sacrifice and theenof 11A3145
Christ ın Atonement oday Cıt 15ff 39 Goldingay, ° Sacrifice . CLE
rıstop. chroeder Standıng the 33 Ibıd.,
Breach TurningAway theTaof 7 “Your Inıquities Have Made Separatıon

between You anı Your God ın Atonement
71

Interpretation 592 (1998) 177
Before he wTote hıs two-volume COININEIN- Today Cıt 5()
Lary Hebrews he penne mportant 35 Christ Bearer of Dıvıne udgement
y - Mort. du Christ selon V’epitre aul’s Thought about the Atonement
Hebreux okhma (1988) 25—47 bıd I9
Wıth the exception ofChristina axter 36 Tbıd

3'7 Tbıd 28whose hıghly competen treatment ofhıs-
38torıcal 15S0U68€eS exceptionally ındependent Op Cıt 37

anı faır (we deplore weakness 39 '"T"om Smaıiıl Cıt 81
iıshment Oowards the en! of her “CThe 400 Ibıd 81f
Cursed Beloved Reconsıderation of Pe- 41 "Tom Smaıil CLE 89 quoting untion LO
nal Substitution 70f where the danger of the SaImne ec &3 Goldingay, AaCcr1-

confusıng MI1IXLUTre of retribution retalı- 1Ce ' 6
“"The Atonement and the Post ern De-atıon reparatıon restıitutlon hes LOO

ear for rest peace) hrıstopher construction of the Self; ın Atonement To-
Cocksworth “T’he Cross Our Worship day, CIl 214 On the Samne page, he
Our Livıng, 174 14A7 hardly ouches the stresses, after Levınas, the eed immedi-
moOost sensıtıve 1SSU6€es he offers fine COTINN- ately tOo ‘unsay’ what ı being sald; how-
ments Hebrews EeVeTr faıl SCE hım intent upon
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The Sacrifice f eSUs Christ: The Currenft Theological Situatilarn

An Introduction O Lexıcal Semantıcsunsayıng hıs statements relationalıty/
coadunacy. Academıe Books; TAnN! Rapıds: Zonder-

43 Op CLla TO7f 8 cf. ‘absolutely unthınk- Va  9 134
able.’ 'The Socinlan flavour of the whole 592 So unton, accordıng tO Charles
posıtıon 18 undısputable; the Socinlans Cousar, C:
had antıcıpated MOST of the arguments; cf. Goldingay’s clever humour, 1n “Your In-
Jean-Pierre Ösıer, Faust Socın le chrıs- 1quı1ties . cıt. 40, when he

the Lord TO ‘the mafıa Godfather’ (ä ProDOSfianısme Sarns sacrıfıce arıs Cerf,
53—99 the erb päqad) mMaYy betray LOO weak
Op. CLL., 2908 of the 1V1Ne callıng of magıstrates,

4A5 Theologıe et V’evolution socılale: tLO be assımılated tO mafı0sı, ON

redemption, damnatıon et justice,’ Tl talks serl10usly.
miıere Vıe 20/101 (Jan.-March We are led tOo 11 consıderatiıon:
60—77 should VvleW, explatory sacrıfıces, not

46 ralg aY, ”The Sociology of Know/lI- the victım only, but the couple of prıest
edge an the ofSuspicıon Sociolog1- and vıckım ‘'bearıng S17n together (Ex
cal Interpretation of Interpretation), 28.28; Lv 10L the fact that the prıes
T’he Act of Bıble Readıng. Multi-discıipli- eats the flesh of the sın-offerıng mMaYy be
LO Approach LO Bıblıcal Interpretatıon, symbol of eır solıdarıty) 'The hıgh-
ed mer Dyck Downers Grove, i In- prlest's returnıng from hıs sServıce the

Hohest Place—which Israelıtes watchedterVarsıty P 88Ll
4 '[ Jacques agey, reu! et le chrıstianısme. for wıth expectation—could be CONMN-

Exıstence chretienne el pratıque de l’ıncon- ıdered figure of the resurrection
scıent arıs Desclee, On the DII- (some ave suggested the thought 1n He
mal murder, Iso Jacques Gagey’s 9 28 for the parous1la; the resurrect.ion 1S5
interview by Jacky Rıgaux, elıgıon Au the parousıa antıcıpated)

In OUTr oectrıine du pech: el de Iarısque de la psychanalyse,’ Journal des
Psychologues 87 (May 14—18 redemptıon, O CLl., 133—148
Iso (no reference tO Gagey), Bernard - T’he rophecy of Isaıah (Leicester Ntier-
CO9E, ‘Psychanalyse et substitution SaCT1- Varsıty B SECE A4837t
ficjelle. Quels apports, quelles limıtes”? SaY, 4as Whybray does, that the phrase
Hokhma (1988) 63—892 “bear in1ıquıity” (nasa V  awon  m  ) 0es not

48 We AaTre thıinking of Marıe Balmary, the DOCIMN 18 unworthy quıbble, for
ınterd.ilt. Teul el laSacrıfıce the equıvalents LO shoulder in1ıquıty”

arıs Grasset Fasquelle, wıth (sabal f  awön) “bear S1Nn. (nasa‘
Domin1ique Stein’s reply, ‘Une lecture DSY- het‘) do To0 SOY that eUuUen 78 Aasa f-  awon  D
chanalytıque de la Bible, “le sacrılice 1N- occurred ıt, COU. nOot refer “W1CAarTl0us
terdiıt” de Marıe Balmary, Lumuiere Vıe punıshment and eriıng” 1gnores the
30/198 CLODer Bıble et psychana- use of Aasa 1n Nu 18519 an of sabal

La eyne WwWäas correct LO understandlyse Fragments, 4761
“Jesus the Man Women’s Salvatıon,’ 11 emphatic assertion of the
1n Atonement OdaY, CLl 135 1CAT10US atonement the oundatıon of
We made few remarks (altogether LOO hıs rıghteous-makıng WOT 7
brıefi) Ou rıgına. Sın Illumınatıng 5'/ ‘O Sacrifice .. Cil., (see above
the Rıddle New Studies Biıbhical Theaol- 33)

Op. cıt. )O 5 sSer1es ed Carson; Leıices-
ter Apollos, 109{f, focusıng In Travıs, ıbıd., 26, 3l, ımes), and
metaphors of orıginal S11n Ooldıngay, ‘O Sacrıfice, Cıt.,

51 Or meanıng defined by Eugene Nıda, (twıce)
omponentialAnalysıs O  eanıng:An In- 60 °Your nıquıtıes O cıt.,
troduct:on LO Semantıc Structures "The 61 Mıracles, prelımınary Study (New ork
Hague Mouton, eanıng COIMN- MacMillan, 118 In T’he Problem of

Paın London Geoffrey Bles, how-s1iısts of that partıcular structured bundle
of ognıtıve features, assoclated wıth the CVCI, he had not. yet COINE tO that sharp
lexical unıt, hıich makes possıble the des- discernment.
gnatıon of a ]] the enotata Dy the lexical Op CIE., T8f. We Iso mentioned that he
unıt question, quoted by Moi1ises claımed that 'hıdıng hıs face’ wWAas

Sılva, Bıblıcal Or and theır Meanıng. non-retributive (25); faıl LO SEeE hat
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grounds, when E hıdıng happens a_ 63 La oectrıne du peche et de Ia redemption,
count of S1Nn. ıt. 15 terrible deprıvatıon cıt 7 40—43
““nfheted fom outsıde) 1f you wıll! Kız Op C:,
equates the hıdıng of (30d’s face wıth hıs 65 Jo  S Peck, ‘Review of.‚John Goldingay, ed.,
dealıng wiıt. the people accordıng to theır Atonement oday, T’he Evangelıcal Quar-
offenses, ormula of retrıibution. erLy 70/2 Dr 186

Of Related Interest
Sacriıfice ın the Biıble

Editors: oger Beckwith anı Martın Selman
The underlyıng goal of thıs volume, compiled by pattern of human hlıfe and the WaY of diviıne alva-
members of the Tyndale Fellowship, 1S LO ascertaın 107 ın Christ, 1s implhicıt ın the ceremonlal practice
how far the developed ıdea of sacrıfıce, both the TOM which ıt, ATOSE

0-835364-611—9) / pb / xı 186pp 21716 135m m

Paul Apostle of the Free Spirıt Revısed. 1U10N
Bruce

aul’s M1SS10NAaTYy actıvıty 15 portrayed agaınst the ‘A VE readable volume whıch combınes bıographıi-
background of historical, soclal, and political devel- cal shetch of Paul, ıntroduct:on hıs wrıtıngs and
opments ın the fiırst-century world outlıne ofhıs theology Lın 0)47  aV ıntegrated hole

Theology
0—835364—308—3 pDb / 510pp 2929 Mmm

Paul z Apostle to the Gentiles
Hıs Apostolıc Self-Awareness and ıts Influence the Soteriologıical Argument ın the

Epistle LO the Romans
anıea hae

In thıs ımportant book hae demonstrates that the Paul’s self-awareness of being apostle LO the
equalıty ofJew and Gentile 1S the maın focus of Paul’s Gentiles that has sıgnıfıcantly influenced the
soteriologıical en 1ın his letter the Romans. shape, the content and the tructure of his inclusıve
Paul presents the theological argument fiırmly ın soteriological argument.
favour of the ntiles, and hae argues that it, 15

0838353648298 DO 2929 1457mm £24.99

Paull’s Narrative Thought orld— The Tapestry of Tragedy an Irıumph
Ben Wiıtherington 111

'The author demonstrates that Paul’s theology,- ‘A superb account of Paul’s thought ıth much helpful
ments, practical advıce, and socılal recommendations exegesis of key Ln the letters fırst-rate

ultımately grounded ıIn sStOrT1es TOM the Hebrew ext-book Howard Marshall
scrıptures and from the lıfe of Jesus and those who
believed hım

— 85364-540- pb DD 229 152mm
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Box 300 Carlisle r1a 0QS
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