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B  Z The Death of Jesus and the New Testament
Doectrine of Reconcıiliation iın ecent Discussion
La morft de Jesus, et la doctrine de Ia
reconcılıatıon dans le Nouveau Testament:
evolutıions recentes de Ia recherche
Der Tod Jesu und dıe neutestamentli:che
Versöhnungslehre ın der eueren Forschung
Christoph tenschke. Stralsund

RESUME Faut-ıl la comprendre fonction de
notions DeNnues de "Ancıen Testament du

(Je ravaıl est UnNne etude de la famılle du Judaisme, du monde Zreco-romaın, et
mMOT 'reconcılıatıon dans le OUVEAUL lesquelles L’auteur rend Compte des
Testament. aborde AuUSSL le suJect du debats el Une evaluatıon. CeuxX quı
sacrıfıce de CHrtst. dans Ia IMesure Ol l  on remettent la comprehension
rencontre des references Ia MOrTt de JEesus, tradıtionelle font Urn ravaıl crıtıque ıtıle

SO  b San el la CFOLX, dans le CONLeEeXLeEe soulevent des problemes qu1 OUS forcent
ımmedıiat des affırmatıons CONCernanit la reconsıderer de pOosıkLONS GJUE on ON
reconcılıation. L’auteur les Ftradıtionnellement adoptees allant
prıncıpnales questions qul SONnT actuellement de SOL Ils OUS amenent AUSSL O0O1US
debattues dans les TAUVAUX CONSsacres Ces demander 61 les elements S7F lesquels
exXtes paulınıens (Rm 5.170s (/O certaıns ONnTt ınsıste 0Ces dernieres decennies

ED Dn (Jol Z ZZ). el les reponses qu SONT reellement presents ans les textes de
SONLT apportees, ans le monde Paul, PNCOFre 67 l’arrıere-plan conceptual

germanophone UL rappelle quelles de Ces ıen ete analyse. Les enanfts
ete les reponses tradıtionelles et MONTre de CUX DOsSLLLONS ıvrent des etudes

Comment elles ete consıderees dans la approfondıes des textes.naulınıens
recherche recente tantot reaffiırmees, el de CeuUuxX quı ONnTt rFapport VvVec CEeUX-CL.
pnarfoıs DOUTF recevoLr de Hs SONT DFO£Fessor nNOTLre CONNALSSANCE de
developpements, tantot remLses leurs contexXtes, de l’arrıere-plan conceptual
question, PNCOFre abordees Vec angle de usage paulınıen du theme de la
d’approche HOUDEAU Quelle est Ia naltlıure reconcılıaltıion, ıls O0OUS font MLEUX
de la reconcılıatıion, cComment est-elle comprendre Ia conceptıon paulınıenne de
operee el DOUFqQUOL En QuoOL Ia mort de la mMmOrt de JSEsus, ıLs OUS apportent des
Chrıst est-elle le fondement de [a Iumıeres S4 la anıere Adont
reconcılıatıon, O0l le Dr lequel elle consıderailt les sacrıfıces, la propıtiation el
est effectuee, et DOuUrquoOl Quel röle Joue le remede pneche dans "Ancıen

mort Le a-t-elle Ia fonctıon d’un Testament, Aans le Judaisme ancıen el,
sacrıfıce (CULEUEL). UnNne fonction Aans UNne moOoinNdre ITLESUTE, Aans le monde

Sreco-romaın.substitutiıve, Un fonctıion representative?

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG )nfer Chrıstt, ınsofern Verweise aufden
OC das Iut der das Kreuz .Jesu LmM

Dieser Beıtrag honzentriert sıch aufdas unmıttelbaren Zusammenhang mıt
Wortfeld „Versöhnung“ ım Neuen Aussagen ber Versöhnung erscheinen.
Testament. Er behandelt ausserdem das Der Aufsatz geht dıe Hauptfragen Lın der
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gegenwärtıgen Diskussıon paulınıscher Die Herausforderungen des tradıtionellen
Aussagen (Röm Ö, TOr.; Kor 9. 1I8-2]; Verständnısses hieten wertvolle Krıiutik Nı
Eph Z LZ Kol 1: und eiınıge werfen Fragen auf, dıe nachzudenken
AÄAntworten durch Hs werden zwıingen, ınwıefern dıe tradıtionelle Sıcht
hauptsächlich deutschsprachige Beıträge oder HNeuere Entwicklungen wirklich Lın
berücksichtigt. Wıe lauten dıe den paulınıschen Aussagen enthalten sınd
tradıtionellen Antworten, und aufwelche der DD iıhren konzeptuellen HıntergrundWeıise wurden SZCe bestätigt, entwickelt, abgeben. Die Beıträge auf beıden Seıten
herausgefordert der LUS einer dıeser Diskussıon bıeten sorgfältıgePerspektiwe beleuchtet? Es wırd gefragt, Studıen der Aussagen se/bst und anderer
WasSs Versöhnung LST, WLLE und S1Le L 'exte, dıe oft mıt ıhnen ın Verbindunggeschieht. Wıe und a'ann der Tod gebracht werden. Ausserdem werden CUu:C
Chrısti dıe Grundlage der der Weg SeIN, Eiinsıichten Lın ıhren Kontext, ıIn den
auf der bzuw dem Versöhnung geschieht? konzeptuellen Hıntergrund der
Stirbt Pr als (kultisches) Opfer, pnaulınıschen Versöhnungssprache, Lın das
Kepräsentant, Stellvertreter, etc.% Welche paulınısche Verständnis des Todes Jesu
alttestamentlichen, Jüdıschen der und allgemeıiner ıIn das alttestamentliche
griechisch-römischen Vorstellungen lıegen und frühjüdısche SOWILE, ın gerıngeremJeweıls ım Hıntergrund Dıiıe Debatte wıra Umfang, Ln das griechtsch-römische>
zusammengefasst und eın Verständnıis UON Opfer, Stuühne un
Bewertungsversuch wırd uUunternommen Wegnahme UON Sünde gegeben.
hıs wıll focus the word STFOUPD of past ave receiıved SEVere erıt1c1sm. In
reconcılıatiıon 1n the New Testament, addıtion, due LO the PrOgreSSs 1n Iınguisticnamely the verbs KATAAAOOOO, methodology and ıts applıcation LO bıblical
OANOKATAAOGGO and the KATOAAAOYN studies SINCE, for example, Büchsel’s
However, chal] SEE that the subject 1S eNTtrYy “"AAAOTOM, Ket]:* ıIn the T’heologicalclosely related LO the sacrıfıce of Christ Dıctionary, word study has become SC1-
because references LO the death, blood EINce In ıtself “ It 15 therefore nOot surprıisıngactual of Jesus In the immediate that the mMoOost recent and Iso MOST. COMPDTFE-
CONTLEXTS of statements reconcıhation. hensıive monograph the language of

In order LO Al rTalle the mater1]1al In reconcılıatıon by Breytenbach,helpful WAaVY, decıded not LO hıst and COIN- Versöhnung: Eune Studıe Zpaulınıschen
ment upON SsOINe representatıve recent Soteriologie, contaıns sectıon PrODerexegetical studıies of which there Are methodology for such study We
INanYy 1ın great detaıl LO present detaıled the safe sıde ql least from lınguistic DEeT-
SULPVEYS of research for each of the four spectıve ıf present the definitions of
maJor Passasges In Paul’s etters where he LOUW and ıda for OUr word
employs the language of reconcıihation. STOUD
Rather, trıed LO 1SCOver the maJor QUES- LO re-esta  ısh Proper irıendly interper-tıons In the current discussion of aul’s
statements an SOINeEe of the anıswers they sona|l relatıons after these have een dis-
recelved. We chall brieflyutradıtional rupted (T broken the componentıal

features of thıs ser1es of meanıngs involveALLSWEeTrs an the WaVYsS In which they ave } dısruption of irıendly relations becauseeen affırmed, developed, challenged
o1ven treatment from fresh perspectiıve by of 2} presumed ()7° real provocatıon,
recent study Over behaviour designed LO TeINOVe hostil-

ItYy, an (4) restoratıon of orıgınal irıendly
What IS reconcıiıliation? relatıons) °to reconcıle, o make thıngs

rıg ıth ONe another, reconeciliation’
Any attempt al the study of partıcular INOTre tradıtional definıtion 1s that of
words wıth theologıical sıgnıfıcance has MorriIs, prolıific wrıter of the older SCHCTA-become daunting Studies of the t1ıon the work ÖT Christ,. wh defines
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reconcılatıon the death of Christ domg T’he MOST. thorough Pauline definition
AWAaV wıt. the hostilıty that SIN aroused.” and urther celues APDPCAL ın Cor A  O

Tuckett observes: ‘Where sacriıfic1al After statıng hat 1S Iso expressed else-
where ‘who reconcıled LO hımselfJanguage CONCEIVES the human sıtuation 1n

erms of sinfulness, reconcıllatıon lan- through Christ : aul claıms LO ave
DguUaASE thınks In erms of personal relatıon- receıved ‘the m1ınıstry of reconcıllation..
ships, severed anı restored)’ ® finally ; hıs 1S then urther defined In
the definıtion of Stott ä Fa reconcile ‘that 15 (referring LO KOATAAAOYN In 1585)
1Neans LO restore relatiıonshi1p, LO ın Christ. (:0d W as reconcıilıng the world LO
frıendshı1p. So original relationshıp 1s hımself’ Hıs actıvıty has twofold thrust:
presupposed which, avıng een broken, a) (In reconciılıng) (30d 0es not count
has een recovered by Christ).‘ theır Lrespasses agaınst them and

There 1S5 only ONe Occasıon 1n the enNtrusts the INECSSaSC of reconcıllatıon LO
Dayl ® In thıs funection aul entreats thewhere word of the KATAAACYyN/

KOATOAAOGOO word STOUD (HELUTS wıithout audıiıence behalf of Ohrist: 'Be n..

referring LO the relatıonshıp ofhumans and cıled LO (30d’ (v 20) The statement that
God:® In Cor 711 au advIıses that ıf (30d 0es nOLt cCount theır Lrespasses

agaınst people 15 explained and developedwıfe has separated from her husband (v 10)
che should remaın unmarrıed else be by 21 °‘For OUTr sake (50d made ‚Jesus LO
reconcıled LO her former husband be SIN wh: NEeW SIN, that In hım
(T QVÖPL; KOATOAAOYNTOD). She 1S5 called EO might become the rıghteousness of 3060
ndo the Prev10ous divorce an restore the T’he question eft ODEN In these contexts

15 whYy and how exactly 0€es reconcılla-severed relatıonshıp wıth her husband ”
The where reconcıliatıon 15 sed tıon work?‘‘ How ( the & death,

metaphorically In the LO refer LO the Y’es- esh of ‚Jesus DPIOCUIE reconcıhllation?
toratıon of uman relatıonshıps wıth God, How Ca  w hıs work VerCcCONM enmity LO

UvLCE of od’s relatıonshıp ıth brıing about reconcılıatıon and peace?
hıs 111 be the question <hall PUrsuehumanıty, do not fully define thıs Concept

ALNLSWEeT a|] OUTr quest1ons. Before Lurn 1ın the followıng sect1i1on.
LO the pPassase where aul closest LO T’he meanıng of reconcıhlatıon restora-

definıtion of reconcıhatıion, briefly tıon of broken relatiıonshiıp, present In
gather hat E be learnt from the most definıtions an bıblıcal Contexts, indı1-
contexts ofese metaphorıcal uSases: Rec cates that S CONCeEPLT whıiıle relatıvely
oncılıatıon 1s LO (:0d Rom S2100 Kph Z:16: lımıted In ıts actual OCCurrences 185 also
(ol Bra 1t. through the death of hıs implicıt In other references LO the work of
Son Rom 510 through the C  E Kph TISt: e the forg1veness of SINS (SO that
Z LO through hım. Gol]l 120° through the they longer impede spo1ul the relatıon-
blood of hıs O L ZU: In hıs fleshly sh1ıp between (30d and humans ef. Isa
body through death, Gol Z reconcılhla- 9:2]).*“ Reconcıihation 1S5 a ISO present In
tıon relates LO things, whether earth that speak of the establıshment of

In heaven Col 1: 20 reconcıhllation 1S between (10d and humans.*
brought about by (God) makıng Col notes °It 1S5 only when ave een Justi1-
1:20); the rejection öf the EWSs 1S5 the n_ fied DYy faıth that ave wıth (i0d

Kciıhation of the world Rom 13 15) T'he pur- Rom O21 which 1S reconcıhation
POSE and CONSCHUECNCE of the reconcılıng
actıvıty 1S twofold: a) LO present the benefi- How and why does reconcılıation
Clarıes ‘holy and lameless an lırre- work?
proachable before ‚Jesus Col thıs DUF-
POSEC 1S dependent the beneficlarıes’ COIN- In OUr focus the nature of the relatıon-
tinumng 1n the faıth, 231): through sh1p between the death of ‚Jesus and TeCc-
reconcılhation EWSs anı Gentiles become oncılıatıon leave asıde Man y
ONe body, theır former hostilıty 1S elımı- ımportant, interesting anı debated U UCS-
nated (Eph 2216 t1ıons regardıng Paul’s references LO
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reconcılation, such theır orıgın (tradı- between reconcıilhatıion and the death of
tiıonal ormulatıions Pauline creation?), ‚Jesus which PUrsSue ıIn thıs contrıbu-
whether reconcılıatıon 1S ‘objective’ tıon LO conference the sacrıfice of
‘subjective’, the sıgnıfıcance of reconcılia- ‚Jesus. Is his sacrıfıce al the heart öf thıs
tıon In Pauline theology the relatıonshıp connection?
between reconcıllatıon and the Varıous In pursuing thıs question scholars
other CONCEPTS employed DYy Paul: 15 1TeC- ASI’'ece that the immediate CONLeXTS, whıiıle
oncıllatıon the VerYV °‘centre’ of Pauline lınkıng reconcıhatıon ıth He death OT
theology?”®), the nature of the enmiıty an ‚Jesus (see above), do not specıfy the
the people In eed of reconcılıation, lead- nature of thıs lınk. *” Precisely thıs fact 1S
ng LO the question of why reconcılıatıon the challenge an the of the diverse
1S NECECSSaL’ V, Paul’s understanding of hıs results surveyed below
mıinıstry Messchser of reconcıilıation.,
the unıversal(ist) of the references SE Romans 5108
In Coloss]ans an other issues !®

hıs restricted focus SETVEeSs Case AT T’he tradıtional’ position
study T’he death of ‚Jesus 15 essent1al for We follow Rıdderbos lıttle longer hıs
thıs and the Varıous other WaYyYs ın which approac 1S representatıve. He an INanYy
the New Testament deser1ıbes the work of others Lurn LO other °the COINN-
Jesus. However, precıisely how 1S the plex of ronouncements that make thıs
soterl1ologıcal sıgn1ıficance of hıs death LO restoratıon rest Ol the passıon nd death
be understood In each of these concepts? of Christ?e® where the Samrmne eXpress1o0ns
Is ıt hıs death cultıc) sacrıfice. referring LO the death of ‚Jesus In
representatıve, substitute. etec.? Which order LO gaın clues from there for (LE
Old Testament. Jewıish Graeco-Roman unspecıfied ontext
notiıons le In the respectıve background? What 1S mean In Romans 2910 Dy* Christoph Stenschke *  reconciliation, such as their origin (tradi-  between reconciliation and the death of  tional formulations or Pauline creation?),  Jesus which we pursue in this contribu-  whether reconciliation is ‘objective’ or  tion to a conference on the sacrifice of  ‘subjective’, the significance of reconcilia-  Jesus. Is his sacrifice at the heart of this  tion in Pauline theology (the relationship  connection?  between reconciliation and the various  In pursuing this question scholars  other concepts employed by Paul; is rec-  agree that the immediate contexts, while  onciliation the very ‘centre’ of Pauline  linking reconciliation with the death of  theology?'°), the nature of the enmity and  Jesus (see above), do not specify the  the people in need of reconciliation, lead-  nature of this link.'* Precisely this fact is  ing to the question of why reconciliation  the challenge and the cause of the diverse  is necessary, Paul’s understanding of his  results surveyed below.  ministry as a messenger of reconciliation,  the universal(ist) scope of the references  2.1: Romans 510ß  in Colossians and other issues.'®  This restricted focus serves a case  2.1.10 The tradıitional position  study. The death of Jesus is essential for  We follow Ridderbos a little longer as his  this and the various other ways in which  approach is representative. He and many  the New Testament describes the work of  others turn to other passages — ‘the com-  Jesus. However, precisely how is the  plex of pronouncements that make this  soteriological significance of his death to  restoration rest on the passion and death  be understood in each of these concepts?  of Christ’”” — where the same expressions  Is it his death as a (cultic) sacrifice, as a  referring to the death of Jesus occur in  representative, a substitute, etc.? Which  order to gain clues from there for our  Old Testament, Jewish or Graeco-Roman  unspecified context:  notions lie in the respective background?  What is meant in Romans 5:9,10 by ... ‘rec-  What we briefly survey here — the nature  onciled by the death of his Son’ can best be  ofthe relation of Jesus’ death to reconcıli-  ation — also needs to be examined for the  elucidated by the pronouncement of  other concepts. Such examination will  Romans 3:25, with which these expressions  are linked, that God ‘made [Christ] openly  encounter many of the issues mentioned  to be a means of propitiation in is blood’.  below.  Our above observations on Paul’s refer-  For here the significance of the words “‘in’  or ‘by’ his blood is explained by the combi-  ences to reconciliation agree with H.  nation with the idea hilasterion, means of  Ridderbos’ observation that ‘... in the pro-  propitiation.  nouncements on reconciliation the death  While the concept  of Christ is brought up again and again as  kattallage (reconciliation) originates in the  social-societal sphere, hilasterion (means  the foundation on which or the way in  of propitiation) is derived from the cultus,  which this reconciliation takes place’.'”  This leads to the further question, which  particularly from the propitiatory sacrifice,  is no less important: How and why can the  and the accompanying phrase ‘(consisting)  in his blood’ has materially the meaning of  death of Christ be this foundation on  ‘propitiatory blood’.  21  which or the way in which this reconcilia-  tion takes place’. To quote Ridderbos once  Thus Ridderbos can conelude: “The  more: ‘All this places before us the ques-  related expressions in Romans 5:9 are to  tion as to what significance must be  be understood in the same sense and say  ascribed to the suffering and death of  that jJustification has been accomplished  Christ in the whole of the reconciling  by his propitiatory blood and reconcilia-  what connection is  activity of God. .  tion by _ his propitiatory death‘ (italics  made in his (Paul’s) proclamation  mine). This is defined: ‘“The literal sense  between the reconciliation that goes forth  consists surely in the fact that the propi-  from God to the world and the necessity of  the death of Christ’.'® It is this conneection  tiatory sacriıfice enters in substitutionally  between the holy God and sinful man,  134 EvroJTh 9:2°reC-What brıeflyuere the nature ncıled Dy the ea of hıs Son Ca best beof the relatıon of Jesus’ death LO reconcılı-
atıon Iso needs LO be examıned for the elucıdated DYy the pronouncement 51
other Concepts. Such examınatıon 111 Romans O Z0. ıth which these express10ns

ATrTe lınked, that (30d "made Christ| openlyencounter INa y of the 1SSUeSs ment.]ioned be of propıtiatıiıon In 1S l1o0od’below
Our abhbove observatı]ıons Paul’s refer- For ere the sıgnıf1cance of the words 1ın

‘bv! hıs 00 15 explained by the combı-LO reconciliatıon ıth natıon ıth the ıdea hılasterion, ofRıdderbos’ observatıon that D In the DFO- propıtıatıion.NnounNncements reconcıllatıon the death 1ı1le the CONCEDL
of Chrıst 1S brought agaın AT agaın Rattallage (reconcılıatıon) orıgınates INn the

soclal-societal sphere, hılasterıon (meansthe toundatıon whıich the WaY ıIn of propıtjation) 1S derıved firom the cultus,whiıich thıs reconcıllatıon takes Dlace ,
hıs leads LO the urther question, which partıcularly from the propıtiatory sacrıfice,
1S5 less ıimportant: How and whYy (  < the anı the accompanyıng phrase (consısting

In hıs blood’ has materl1ally the meanıng ofdeath OF Christ he Fhis Toundatıon propiıtiatory blood’ 21

whıich the W Y ıUn whıch Fhis reconcılıa-
tıon takes DIAEE.. 'To0 Rıdderbos 18165 hus Rıdderbos Ca conclude: He
INOTre thıs places before the QUES- related eXpress10ns Iın Romans Are LO
tıon LO hat sıgnıfıcance MUST be be understood Lın the SaUM.e and Sa Vascr1bed LO the suffering and death of that Justificatıon has een accomplıshedChrist 1ın the whole of the reconcıilıng by hıs propıtiatory blood and reconcılıa-

hat connect.ıon 15actıvıty of (506 tıon DYy Ais propıitiatory death‘ ıtalıcs
made ıIn hıs Paul’s proclamatıon mıne). hıs 15 defined: “"T’he ıteral
between the reconcıliatıon that DOES forth consısts surely In the fact that the prop1-from G0d LO the world and the necess1ıty of
the death of Christ’.*$ It 15 thıs connectıon

tıatory sacrıfice enters ıIn substitutionally
between the holy (30d an siınful INan,
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because the ıfe gıven 1ın sacrıfıce hıs people* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion *  because the life given up in sacrifice  his people. ... For the same God with whom  through the attendant shedding of blood  the restoration of the broken fellowship  covers sin before the face of God and in  originates and who has summoned men to  be reconciled to him ... is also the one who  this way atones’.“  This procedure itself is legitimate  has instituted the order of ‘propitiation’  regarding its methodology. It seeks to  (hilasmos) by the death of Christ.”  understand statements by referring back  to places where they occurred previously  2.1.2. Affirmation and development  in the same document. What is offered  How has this procedure and argument  there by way of definition or explanation  been developed in recent scholarship?  may be assumed for later contexts, when  1;The link of Rom 5:10f with Rom 3:25f  itself  1s  clues to the contrary are absent. It should  not disputed. However,  be noted that the expression &v t@ aluartı  Ridderbos’ understanding of i\aotnpLOV  aUutOov in Rom 5:9 refers to Sıkaıw0EVTEG,  as ‘means of propitiation’ is not widely  not directly to katAlayusv of v. 10, which  shared.  is said to occur 8ıa TOvL OavaTtOL TOL YLOL  a) U. Wilckens argues for more than that:  aUTtov'. Thus, strietly speaking, the link-  age of both passages through aiua applies  Was jedoch Röm 3.25 betrifft, so ist die  Kapporät  die  Stätte  der  Sühne  only to 5:9.  gewährenden Gegenwart Gottes. Sofern  Ridderbos finds his conclusion of ‘the  nun Gott Christus als Kapporät ‘öffentlich  substitutionary character of Christ’s  death on the cross’ affırmed by the state-  hingestellt’ hat, hat er den Gekreuzigten  Zzum Ort erlösender Sühne „für. „alle  ments of Rom 5:6,8 which say that Christ  Glaubenden gemacht, an dem er selber  died for us ürep dcdeßwv AnEOavEV...  ÜrEp Yrrwv An EOavEv:”  gegenwärtig ist.“  Wilckens further notes on the expression  To be sure, the expression ‘for us’ in itself  does not yet signify ‘in our place’; it indi-  ÜAQOTNPILOV ...EV TO AUTOV ALLATI:  cates that the death of Christ has taken  Die Kategorien der Sühne-Aussage sind  place ‘in our favour’. Nevertheless, the  nicht juristische, sondern kultische. Sie  substitutionary significance of these ex-  setzen die jüdische Grundauffassung von  der Sünde als auf das Geschick des Sünders  pressions cannot be doubted.  zurückschlagender geschichtlicher Tat-  Critics of this understanding of the death  Wirklichkeit  und  von  der  of Jesus have pointed out ‘that the recon-  Sündenvergebung als Befreiung von dieser  ciling passion and death of Christ are pro-  bösen  Wirklichkeit  durch  das  claimed only as divine activity, not as an  stellvertretende Auf-Sich-Nehmen voraus.  “accomplishment” of Christ over against  Die Vorstellung ist jedoch dadurch  God, and that the necessity or possibility  radikalisiert und vertieft, daß nicht das  of this activity is not reflected on’.“ To  Leben eines Tieres für das verwirkte Leben  this observation Ridderbos answers:  der Sünder eintritt, sondern das Leben  Likewise the fact that reconciliation as the  Christi,  und daß Goött  nicht  im  Hintergrund,  sondern  als  selbst  restoration of the broken relationship be-  Handelnder im Zentrum des Sühneaktes  tween God and the world has been brought  about by God and that he therefore is the  steht. So wird dieser zum Erweis seiner  Author and Initiator of reconciliation is no  Gerechtigkeit, als seiner heilschaffenden  Bundesgerechtigkeit, die alle Menschen als  respect whatever in conflict with the idea of  the propitiatory sacrifice that must cover  Sünder ihr zueignet, indem sie ihre Sünde  and atone for sin before God. Not only does  durch die Sühne in Christi Tod aufhebt..”  God turn in Christ to the world in order to  Thus Wilckens suggests: ‘Von daher wird  effect reconciliation (katallage), but Christ  deutlich, daß die kultische Sühne-  also stands in place of men to offer himself  Vorstellung durchweg der Horizont ist,  up to God, to expiate (hilasmos) the sin of  ünter dem der Tod Christi ın seiner  EuroJTh 9:2 135Kor the samMne (30d ıth whom
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Christoph Stenschke

Heılsbedeutung LM Urchristentum erhältnis zwıschen ott und ensch
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theır studies. However, it 1S disputed, auf elıne Verbindung ZU at| kRhphrth* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion *  probably denotes an act sacrificial in  Tempel wird vom Kreuz  her neu  nature, describing the death of Christ as  verstanden,  eher als’ daß Jesüs : als  an act by which justification was  eschatologisches Opfer verstanden wird.”  effected’.*”  It has also been observed that !A00677n pLOV  2. Wilckens; Swarat and others also  describes the place of propitiation or pro-  affırm Ridderbos’ argument that the ref-  erence to Christ dying for (Örep) for us in  pitiation in a general way and is not nec-  essarily restricted to cultic contexts.“  Rom 5:6,8 indicates a substitutionary  Based on this observation Schröter  atonement.*®  These scholars have emphasised the  argues:  OT idea of propitiation as the conceptual  Wenn Paulus in Röm 3,25 davon spricht,  background for Paul’s idea of reconcilia-  daß Gott Christus als 1a61n pı0ov Öffentlich  tion. What was briefly indicated by  hingestellt  hat,  so  deutet  der  Ridderbos is developed intensively in  terminologische Befund also keineswegs  their studies. However, as it is disputed,  auf eine Verbindung zur atl. khphrth. ...  firstly whether the immediate and wider  Dann aber sagt Paulus hier, daß Gott selbst  contexts of the reconciliation references  eine Möglichkeit zur Sühne geschaffen hat,  do indeed point to this background and,  indem er ein iWoortnpıov, eben ein  secondly, whether this is the correct  ‘Sühnendes’, bereitgestellt hat. Daß dieses  understanding of this background, it is  der Tod eines Menschen sein konnte, war  not surprising that this development has  sowohl von den makkäbischen Märtyrern,  sparked further research and received  als auch von römischen Prodigien her  criticism, to which we shall now turn.  vorstellbar, wogegen der Zusammenhang  mit Lev 16 und dem Opfergedanken nicht  2:1.3: Pheichallenge  naheliegt.“  Against these claims stands the straight-  2. Also the affirmation of propitiation  forward thesis of J.A. Fitzmyer:  based on the preposition ürep has come  What is striking is the absence of any allu-  under scrutiny:*  sions to expiation, propitiation or even sac-  a). M. Hengel distinguishes between the  rifice in any of the passages which deal with  äünodaveıv ÜrEp tıvoc formulas preferred  the notion of reconciliation. Paul clearly  by the Hellenists which are not directly  cultic  and  the  LXX  says that the reconciliation was effected by  expressions  the death of Christ, by his blood, or the  EEIAdGOKEOOAL NEPL TING ALAPTLAC TOV  blood ofthe cross; yet he does it without im-  Äüuaptımv and drew attention to the  different  background  o  these  porting these nuances.”  4l  With the reference to hilasterion and  expressions:  Rom 3:25f we encounter not only a fur-  This terminology was more directly related  ther New Testament description of the  to the atoning sacrificial cult of the Temple  work of Christ, but also a new problem, as  than the very Greek-sounding formulae of  Paul ... It is easy to explain why this not di-  the interpretation of Rom 3:25f is dis-  puted, despite Ridderbos’ claim that the  rectly cultic Graecizised formula was pre-  language of Rom 3:25f is ‘unmistakable in  ferred to that of the LXX, which was more  its clarity  > 38  .  connected with the Jerusalem cult: the for-  mula ypıctoc änedavev ÜnEp ... expressed  According to Breytenbach these verses  show  the uniqueness of the death of Jesus and its  soteriological significance over against the  daß das völlig unkultische Kreuz-  constant atoning sacrifices in the Temple;  esgeschehen den Tempelkult ablöst. Er  in contrast to the universal atoning effect  versteht den Tod Jesu nicht als neues, alles  of the death of Jesus these latter only had a  überbietendes Kultgeschehen, sondern  very limited force and therefore had to be  antitypisch als Gegensatz zum Kult. Der  repeated constantly.  43  EuroJTh 9:2 137firstly whether the ımmediıiate an wıder Dann ber sa Paulus hıier, daß ott selbhst
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mula XPLIOTOC ansOavsv UTEP* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion *  probably denotes an act sacrificial in  Tempel wird vom Kreuz  her neu  nature, describing the death of Christ as  verstanden,  eher als’ daß Jesüs : als  an act by which justification was  eschatologisches Opfer verstanden wird.”  effected’.*”  It has also been observed that !A00677n pLOV  2. Wilckens; Swarat and others also  describes the place of propitiation or pro-  affırm Ridderbos’ argument that the ref-  erence to Christ dying for (Örep) for us in  pitiation in a general way and is not nec-  essarily restricted to cultic contexts.“  Rom 5:6,8 indicates a substitutionary  Based on this observation Schröter  atonement.*®  These scholars have emphasised the  argues:  OT idea of propitiation as the conceptual  Wenn Paulus in Röm 3,25 davon spricht,  background for Paul’s idea of reconcilia-  daß Gott Christus als 1a61n pı0ov Öffentlich  tion. What was briefly indicated by  hingestellt  hat,  so  deutet  der  Ridderbos is developed intensively in  terminologische Befund also keineswegs  their studies. However, as it is disputed,  auf eine Verbindung zur atl. khphrth. ...  firstly whether the immediate and wider  Dann aber sagt Paulus hier, daß Gott selbst  contexts of the reconciliation references  eine Möglichkeit zur Sühne geschaffen hat,  do indeed point to this background and,  indem er ein iWoortnpıov, eben ein  secondly, whether this is the correct  ‘Sühnendes’, bereitgestellt hat. Daß dieses  understanding of this background, it is  der Tod eines Menschen sein konnte, war  not surprising that this development has  sowohl von den makkäbischen Märtyrern,  sparked further research and received  als auch von römischen Prodigien her  criticism, to which we shall now turn.  vorstellbar, wogegen der Zusammenhang  mit Lev 16 und dem Opfergedanken nicht  2:1.3: Pheichallenge  naheliegt.“  Against these claims stands the straight-  2. Also the affirmation of propitiation  forward thesis of J.A. Fitzmyer:  based on the preposition ürep has come  What is striking is the absence of any allu-  under scrutiny:*  sions to expiation, propitiation or even sac-  a). M. Hengel distinguishes between the  rifice in any of the passages which deal with  äünodaveıv ÜrEp tıvoc formulas preferred  the notion of reconciliation. Paul clearly  by the Hellenists which are not directly  cultic  and  the  LXX  says that the reconciliation was effected by  expressions  the death of Christ, by his blood, or the  EEIAdGOKEOOAL NEPL TING ALAPTLAC TOV  blood ofthe cross; yet he does it without im-  Äüuaptımv and drew attention to the  different  background  o  these  porting these nuances.”  4l  With the reference to hilasterion and  expressions:  Rom 3:25f we encounter not only a fur-  This terminology was more directly related  ther New Testament description of the  to the atoning sacrificial cult of the Temple  work of Christ, but also a new problem, as  than the very Greek-sounding formulae of  Paul ... It is easy to explain why this not di-  the interpretation of Rom 3:25f is dis-  puted, despite Ridderbos’ claim that the  rectly cultic Graecizised formula was pre-  language of Rom 3:25f is ‘unmistakable in  ferred to that of the LXX, which was more  its clarity  > 38  .  connected with the Jerusalem cult: the for-  mula ypıctoc änedavev ÜnEp ... expressed  According to Breytenbach these verses  show  the uniqueness of the death of Jesus and its  soteriological significance over against the  daß das völlig unkultische Kreuz-  constant atoning sacrifices in the Temple;  esgeschehen den Tempelkult ablöst. Er  in contrast to the universal atoning effect  versteht den Tod Jesu nicht als neues, alles  of the death of Jesus these latter only had a  überbietendes Kultgeschehen, sondern  very limited force and therefore had to be  antitypisch als Gegensatz zum Kult. Der  repeated constantly.  43  EuroJTh 9:2 137expressedAccording LO Breytenbach these Verses
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ZU Schutz VONN Tugend ode1ı Nner überlieferungsgeschichtlich

Person uch unabhängıg VON de1 Paradosıs untelr sche1ıden und erst WEeNnN 1es
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concludes: ‘Wer die urchristliche Nntier-
pretatıon des Todes esu die khwphr- Bel en möglichen UÜbereinstimmungen
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Christoph Stenschke ®

What roads ave een traveled there In Stott’s conclusions LO hıs sectıon “"T’he
order LO find answers? achıevement of the CYrOSS’ B

include reconcıliation:
2.92 Corınthians* Christoph Stenschke *  What roads have been traveled there in  Stott’s conclusions: to _ his ‚section ‘The  order to find answers?  achievement of the cross’ (167-203)  include reconciliation:  2:2 Corinthians 5: 18-21  ... God’s saving work was achieved through  the  blood  that  1s,  the  2.2.1. The ‘traditional’ position  shedding,  H. Ridderbos only referred briefly to 2  substitutionary sacrifice of Christ. With re-  Corinthians 5:14. For him, the expression  gard to the blood of Christ the texts are  Ünsp TavtmOv AÄnsOavev indicates the  again unequivocal. ...‘You who once were  substitutionary character of Jesus’ death.  far away have been brought near (z.e. rec-  He adds:  onciled) through the blood of Christ’. Since  Christ’s blood is a symbol of his life laid  And it is corroborated by such expressions  down in violent death, it is also plain ... that  as that ıin .2 Corinthians 5:21: God,made  him who knew no sin to be sin for us; ef.  he died in our place as our substitute. The  death of Jesus was the atoning sacrifice be-  Romans 8:3 and Galatians 3:13, where it is  cause of which God averted his wrath from  said that Christ has become a curse for us.  us, the ransom-price by which we have been  In these passages the thought of the  substitutionary (atoning) sacrifice is un-  redeemed, the condemnation of the inno-  cent that the guilty might be justified, and  mistakable, a thought that is enunciated in  the sinless One being made sin for us.”  almost so many words when the phrase  ‘One died for all’ is explained by the words,  ‘so then all have died’ (2 Cor 5:14).®  2.2.2. Affirmation and development  Other students have made this passage  However, what are the links of such a  the point of departure for understanding  death in vs. 14f with reconeiliation?  Paul’s language of reconciliation. In our  Though referring to Jesus (S10 XpıGOTOU, &v  attempts of definition we saw that this  ypıotm6)“, the verses on reconciliation  passage has most to offer.  (18-21) do not directly mention his death  1. O. Hofius notes that God’s act of recon-  or anything like a sacrifice.  ciliation (2 Cor 5:18-19a) is explained by  Following these traditional lines, J  God not counting their trespasses against  Stott starts off with Paul’s references to  people (19b), which means that God’s act  of reconciliation is characterised as the  Jesus in 2 Cor 5:18f and asks: ‘What,  then, was it which God did or accom-  cancellation of sin.°” How was this cancel-  plished in and through Christ’?® Verses  lation possible? Hofius argues:  19b and 21 provide the answers:  Damit klingt bereits die Aussage des v. 21  God in his mercy refused to reckon our sins  an, denn die ‘Nichtanrechnung’ ihrer  against us or require us to bear their pen-  UÜbertretungen ist der gottfeindlichen  alty. What then has he done with them? For  Menschenwelt eben darin widerfahren, daß  he cannot condone them. ... the positive  Gott die Übertretungen aller Menschen  counterpart is given in v. 21 ... For our sake  dem ‘angerechnet’ hat, ‘der Sünde nicht  God actually made the sinless Christ to be  kannte’, daß er ihn, den Sündlosen, ‘für  sin with our sins. The God who refused to  uns zur Sünde gemacht’ hat.” Wenn A.  reckon our sins to us reckoned them to  Schlaätter zu v.  19a.b erklärt  ‘Die  Christ instead. Indeed, his personal sinless-  Versöhnung der Menschheit mit Gott  ness uniquely qualified him to bear our sins  geschieht dadurch, daß Gott vergibt’,” so  in our place. Moreover, Christ became sin  muß hinzugefügt werden, daß Paulus die  for us, in order that ‘in him we might be-  Sündenvergebung als Wirkung der von  come the righteousness of God’. In other  Gott im stellvertretenden Kreuzestod Jesu  words, our sins were imputed to the sinless  vollzogenen und gewährten Sühne begreift  Christ, in order that we sinners, by being  (vgl. Röm 3.25f). Weil der Sühntod des  united with him, might receive as a free gift  Einen, der ‘für alle gestorben und  a standing of righteousness before God  auferstanden’ ist, im Sinne inklusiver  (200, italics CS).  Stellvertretung alle einschließt (2 Kor  140 EuroJTh 9:2Savıng work WAas achieved through

the 00 that iS; theD  — T’he tradıtional” posıtıon 109
Rıdderbos only referred briefly LO substitutionary sacrıfiıce of Christ Wıth 1’e-

Corinthlans For hım, the expressıion gard LO the 00 of Christ the EXLTS Ar e

UTEP ILOVT ansOavsvV indıcates the agaın unequ1vocal. “You wh ONCE WeTe

substitutionary character of Jesus’ death far AWAV ave een brought ear (1& l’eC-
He adds ONC1le through the 00 of Christ‘ Since
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AUOAPTLOC als ‘Sündopfer interpretierten sonal relationshıp of the sinner ıth (30d* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion *  same meaning as in the preceding (Örep  death penalty impersonally imposed in  Huov Öuaptıav ETOMcEV), Where the sense  accordance with a heavenly system of ab-  ‘sin-offering’ is impossible.” We might also  stract justice. Rather, Christ’s death would  have expected some verb other than 17018v,  be the consummate experience of that per-  if the allusion is sacrificial.”” Lastly,  sonal alienation from God that has charac-  ÄÜHApTLO  stands  ın  contrast  with  terised human life from the beginning.  Whilst Paul does refer to this death in saecri-  S1KaL06LVNV, and this must require that it  should mean ‘sin’.  ficial language, and whilst also the passage  in Isa 53.9-11 may be in his mind here, the  What Thrall questions regarding Isa 53,  Breytenbach questions concerning  Öuaptıa is to be understood in terms more  personal than that of a ‘sin-offering’, which  Leviticus:  suggests the objective neutralising and re-  c  moval of sin rather than a radical change  fraglich, ob die Übersetzer des  Leviticustextes je Aüuaptıa oder TEPL  which needs to be brought about in the per-  &uaptıag als ‘Sündopfer’ interpretierten  sonal relationship of the sinner with God.  ... In the first half of the verse Paul has de-  und dies als ‘Fachausdruck für Sündopfer’  verstanden,  sie  übersetzten  Cht IR  scribed the first element of a dual process of  identification and exchange. Christ became  konsequent mit Guaptıc und Lcht’th  konsequent mit repı üuaptıac... Übersetzt  identified with sinful humanity, exchang-  man ‘Sündopfer’, trägt man einen Begriff  ing the situation proper to his own sinless-  an  Paulus  heran,  der  In  der  ness for the condition consequent upon  human sin.”  Leviticusübersetzung fehlt.”  Therefore Beytenbach concludes:  While also arguing against cult related  propitiation as the background of 2 Cor  Angesichts der vielen Unsicherheiten, die  mit der Auslegung von 2 Kor 5.21 und Röm  5:21,” Breytenbach proposes another  8.3 im Sinne von ‘Sündopfer’ verbunden  alternative:  sind, ist es problematisch, ein paulinisches  Bereits das Alte Testament zeigt einige  ‘Sühneverständnis’ von diesen Stellen aus  Sühnevorstellungen auf, die nicht an den  entwickeln zu wollen. Die paulinische  Tempel  gebunden  Sindı . Auch  der  Kontextualisierung ... läßt nicht erkennen,  stellvertretende  Sühnetod  des  das Paulus den Tod Jesu als Antitypos zum  Gottesknechtes wird als  Geschehen  Sühnopferritual verstanden hätte. Zu ei-  unabhängig vom Tempelkult dargestellt. ...  ner solchen Deutung kommen nur  Für das Frühjudentum was Sühnen  diejenigen, die das an sich eindeutige Wort  keinesfalls nur an den Tempel gebunden.  mit  einem Sondersinn  ÜUApTLO  Es gibt die Möglichkeit, Jesu völlig  versehen.”  unkultischen  Tod \als  Sühnetod zu  c) Let us turn for the second occurrence of  begreifen, ohne auf den Tempelkult  Äuaprtıa in v. 21 to ‘the alternative possi-  zurückgreifen zu müssen.”  bility, variously elaborated: Christ suf-  What  then  1s  th18  alternative?  fered as though he were a sinner‘.” Thrall  Breytenbach suggests that  argues:  Der  Tod  Jesu  wird  als  The presupposition of this line of argurfient  ÜreEp  is that death is the ultimate consequence of  Stellvertretungstod verstanden.  n 2  Korinther 5 wird die Bedeutung dieses  sin and so may be seen as its punishment. ...  To say that Christ was made ‘sin’ means  Stellvertretungstodes (2 Kor 5.14) mit Hilfe  that ‘he came to stand in that relation with  der Versöhnungsvorstellung interpretiert.  In Römer 5 expliziert er die Bedeutung des  God which normally is the result of sin, es-  tranged from God and the object of his  Stellvertretungstodes Christi, indem er in  einer parallelen Argumentation auf die  wrath’. The context, concerned with the  Versöhnungsvorstellung  und  die  theme of reconciliation, would favour this  interpretation. It would not be a matter ofa  Rechtfertigung zurückgreift.”  EuroJTh 9:2 143In the 1rs half of the Paul has de-und 1es qls ‘Fachausdruck für Sündopfer
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ist, vielmehr der, daß ott UuTC diıesen Tod Marshall draws out the dıfferences
zugunsten der Menschen gehandelt hat, between the OCC  Ces of KATOAACYN,
indem dadurch dıe beseıtigung iıhrer kt1 In Macc ] D2A0: (3 8:29 an
Süunden ermöglichte.” Paul’s

Outsıiıde of OUTr scheme of 'development (Paul’s teaching) stands In marked CONMN-
an challenge‘ 1s the contrıbution of Tas LO the eaching of Maccabees where
Marshall, wh: observes Cor’ INe  - urged (30d LO hbe reconcıled LO them

an made offerıng for eır IW SINS LOAgaıinst the background of thought1 hım an for the SINS of the natıon. It 1save explored, partıcularly 1n
Maccabees, iıt. ollows ırresist1ıbly that the empting LO SUDDOSEC that Pauls eachıng
pıcture 15 of (30d wh 1S OlITIende: by the Was formulated In CONSCIOUS cContiras LO

thıs Jewısh attıclude T’he evıdence ofPaul’sSINS of InNnen an aCLS ıIn WTa an Juage- use of Maccabees 15 admıttedly VETIY thın,ment agaınst them But LOW hbecause of
hat Christ has done ın ıdentıfyıng himself but ere 15 00d Case that Paul Was amıl-
ıth theır SIN, (0d regards them rıgh- 1ar ıth the martyr tradıtıon 1C 1S

pressed ın and Maccabees an that heeOuUuSs an longer theır SINS agaınst made use of 1T In hıs interpretatıon of thethem When Paul SdaVyS that (;0d has 1N- 102

C1le: LO hımself, the meanıng 1S5 thus that ea of ‚Jesus atonıng sacrıfice.
(30d has ea wıth the SINS 131e aroused f Paul’s teachıng Was indeed formulated
hıs WTa and that there 15 barrıer hıs In thıs Jewısh notıon ın mınd, ır
sıde LO the establıshment of an becomes understandable why aul would
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nOLt include anıYy reference LO the death of preceding CorK (apart from the
‚Jesus sacrıfıce (ef. GCor Del) ın thıs disputed UTEP LA UDE ansOavsv 1n
ontext Because of the tradıtiıon of V.14) which elucıdate the question of how
rejectıon of human sacrıfice, the Christ an reconcıliatıon ATre related ın

thıs passasge. May the statements of CorMaccabean martyrs would hardly under-
stand theır impending deaths sacrıfiıces (TO NLOV ETvON VDIGTOC an
(ef. OU 977) None of the CCUTrrTeNCES 11225 (N KUOLVI] ÖlLAONKN SGTLV SV C
of reconcıliatıon In Maccabees 15 directly EL ALLOLTL) be assumed the back-
linked ıth the death of the mMartyrs Sround for the references of Cor LO
Macc lınks reconcılıatıon CN Ohrist?n© What of the tradıtıon cıited In
DrFrayvyers; 5:92() 0es 181018 indıicate how the Cor 15 XKDPLOTOC ansOavev ÜTEP

109reconcıliatıon of the rea Lord W as AL PTLOV
reached. Other than the mentıon In 7: 37i urther question LO be pursued 1S5
of the martyrs’ deaths, 0d’s reconcılıa- based 5:21b If the expressıon
tıon ıth hıs SErvants 1ın 7:33 1S nOt AUOPTLOV ENOLNGEV Iın A dı 15 disputed
accounted for The younges brother indıcatıon of Paul’s propıtı]atory
refers LO theır S1VvINg theır lıves for the understandıng of the death of ‚Jesus (see

above), Haft of Paul’s use and under-ancestral laws appealıng LO (0d LO
ShOow SOOIN O the natıon standıng of NLELC YEVOLEOO ÖLKALOGULVN
(ETIKAAÄOULEVOC TLOV OsOov LA EOC). Rather 0Q£0V In 2157 What understandıng 15
than being based human achıevement, implıed here? Is such Justificatıon pOSSI-
reconcıllatıon derıves from the character ble wıthout propitiation? nNOL, hat
of God:; cf. UB er being anr V Ver kınd of propıtiatıon 1S implıed esS-
the people’s SIN for hlıttle per10d, (30d sary? The lınk between reconcılıatıon and
(will be mercıful and) 111 be reconcıled LO Justificatıon Iso AaDPCaALs ıIn Rom 5°:1
hıs OW. Servants agaın. The appeal ext (Ö1KALOWOEVTEC v ÖLKALOOEVTEC EV L

the ar and onNly then it Iso ALLOLTI QUTOV). 1’0 hat extent 15 the COTN-
includes that he an hıs brothers would cCept of propıtiatıon Or the sacrıfıce of
bring LO en! the wrath of the Almighty Jesus behınd thıs descr1iption of the
D 1.36) 103 hus reconcıllatıon 15 dependent effects of Christ’s death?:190 However,

dıvıne (APYNV EAEOUC TAEOVTOC these quest1ons ead ınto the discussıion of
QUTOLC; 5:27) and Ca  z be prayed for (el. Justificatıon, which CannoL PUrSue
1 8:29 ‘they made COININOIN supplicatıon urther
an implored the mercıful ord (KOLVNV
IKETELIOV “ VOL LOV EAENLOVO KUDLOV Ephesians Za (Colossıans
NELOULV) be wholly reconcıled ıth h1ıs Many scholars exclude Kphesıans and
SEervants a | ®J Coloss1ians Deutero-Pauline etters

T’he interpretatıon of the martyrs’ from the discussıon of Paul’s understand-
deaths In Maccabees 6:28[1; ıth Ing of reconcıhatıion.‚ However, there
ıts probable sacrılıc1al Overtones (6:29); ATr severa| persuasıve arguments for the
17210 o0€es nOt deseribe the benefits Pauline authorship. “ Here these Das-
reconcılıation.  105 IfPaul used an referred CONCEeT'N only insofar they COTIN-
LO thıs and related Jewiısh of trıbute LO understandıng how

reconcıllatıon 1S lınked LO the death ofKATAAAN an KOTOAAOHOOO, he CONCEIN-
trated formulatıng the contrast Mar- Jesusen As these Passasc ave not
chall and others) identify  1 ()6 rather than received much attentıon Rom an
lınkıng reconcıllatıon ıth sacrıfıcıal Cor ıIn recent discuss1on, the above

INanlnlner of Lreatment 15 unsuıltable.understandıng of the death of ‚Jesus. Such
lınk 1S nOot suggested Dy the  E Maccabean er the argument outlıned above,

language of reconciliation.!®“ Rıdderbos SCS LO present other Das-
In addıtıon LO Marshall’s consıderation, whıch spea. of Chrıist’s death

sacrific1al: ** ‘But the pronouncementsthe question Iso needs LO be raısed
whether there Are indıcators In the text. reconcılıatıon 1n Ephesıans and
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Coloss1ians Aare Iso LO be cited LO thıs Christ an hıs sacrıfic1A| ea uDON the
end, al least far mentıon 15 there the for (j0d’s reconcılıng
made of 9 and reconcılıatıon t1vıty of 1U HKOMVıe. sacrıficı1al 15
tAhrough the blood of ()AÄATrıSE- and probably present In thıs reference LO 00
“through the blood of hıs CYrOSS  ” 115 H6 reinforced Dy mentıon of the altoO-
references LO the blood an death of ‚Jesus gether view1ing the ea of Christ the
In Coloss]ans (v Ö10 TOU ALWLOTOC ime)  s of ıng
O TUULDOU QUTOU; SV OWUUTI IIC hıs sacrıfic1al understandıng 15 probablyOCPKOC QUTOL ö10 LOU 0Q vatOU) Are dırectly
lınked LO reconcılıatıon (ef. Rom 5:9  S Iso indiıcated through the preposıtion e]n
Therefore focus INOTeEe the r_ of Agaın Porter:
Vl’eNcCEes ıIn Coloss]ans than the CÄPNTIECS-* Christoph Stenschke *  Colossians 1 are also to be cited to this  Christ and his sacrificial death upon the  end, at least so far as mention is there  cross as the means for God’s reconciling ac-  made of peace, and reconciliation  tivity of ta xavıa. ... A sacrificial sense is  “through the blood of Christ” and  probably present in this reference to blood,  “through the blood of hıis cross” .4 The  reinforced by mention of the cross, alto-  references to the blood and death of Jesus  gether viewing the death of Christ as the  in Colossians 1 (v. 20: S10 TOv ALLATOG TOL  means of making peace.  120  GOTALPOV AUTOV; V. 22: &v TW GOHUATL TNCG  This sacrificial understanding is probably  SapKOoc AUTOV ö10 TOV a vartov) are directly  linked to reconciliation (cf. Rom 5:9f).  also indicated through the preposition ejn  Therefore we focus more on the occur-  of v. 22. Again Porter:  rences in Colossians than on the expres-  ... the use of &v, whether it is locative indi-  sion ö1a tTOv cTAvpOv of Eph 2:16.  catingthe place of death, or whether it is in-  However, references recalling Col  strumental indicating that the physical  1:20,22 occur in the preceding context of  body of Christ was the means of reconcilia-  Eph 2:16: ın v. 13: &v Xpiot® Incov.: &v  tion. Despite the locative use of &v in v 16,  T@O AlLATI TOL X pıctov; in v. 14: &v ın Sapkı  but in the light of the use of other instru-  aU0TtOV . Thus Swarat can argue regarding  mental phrases, especially whenever recon-  Eph 2:16:  ‘Und’ - das  Mittel  der  ciliation is spoken of, the instrumental  Versöhnung ist das Kreuz, “das Blut  sense Is more likely. In this instance it speci-  Christi” (v. 13). Wieder salso istaudie  fies the exact means by which reconciliation  Versöhnung als Versühnung verstanden;  was effected, although it is still to be distin-  die zerbrochene Gemeinschaft der  guished from the following phrase, S10 tov  Sünder. mit Gott «wird :durch das  Oavatov. “  Sühnopfer Christi am Kreuz geheilt’.'!®  However, is this reference to aiua still  2. The preceding context of Col 1:20,22  also mentions the work of Jesus. Jesus  present in v. 16? We return to the signifi-  has rescued us from the power of dark-  cance of aiuo. below. How is the confession  QUTOG Yap EOTLV N ElpNYN YlLL@v of v. 14a  ness and transferred us into the kingdom  related to ö10 tov otavpOvU of v. 16 (ecf. &v  of his beloved Son, &v ©® &X0ouUEV TNV  ÄMOALTPOOLV TNV ÄQMEGIV TOV AÄLAPTLOV.  XPLOTO INOOUL...EV TO ALLATI TOL XPLOTOVL IN  Does redemption and forgiveness of sins  Col 1:20)? Eph 5:2 strongly indicates a  sacrificial understanding of the death of  imply propitiation and the sacrificial  death of Jesus? This seems to be the case.  Jesus, saying that Jesus gave himself up  Marshall concludes on redemption:  for us, a fragrant offering and sacrifice to  God (£v cn oapkı); e£: Heb 19:26;  Jesus thus does what God alone can do ... by  10:12.14% Barn- 7:8.  giving his own life, and the use of the noun  1. The references in Col 1:20,22 to the  Iytron makes it quite clear that he gives his  death of Jesus and its manner are much  life in exchange for those whose lives are  more specific than the simple references  forfeit and thus sets them free. T’he death of  to Christ in 2 Corinthians. However, the  Jesus is thus conceived as the sacrifice  question remains: do the expressions of  through which we are set free from our sins  Col 1:20,22 necessarily indicate or imply  and their consequences, in other words  the sacrificial death of Jesus on the  through which we receive forgiveness (Col  cross?''® Some scholars have drawn this  114 Bph1: 7  conclusion from Paul’s reference to the  blood of Jesus in Rom 5:9 (&v t@ aliuartı  It is possible that the understanding of  aUTtOoV). ' This line of argument needs no  the work of Jesus indicated in v. 14 is also  present behind the different references to  repetition here. Porter suggests a similar  the death of Jesus in v. 20 and 22 (810. tov  understanding for Col 1:20:  AiUaTOG TOV OTALPOL AUTOL and &v tm  ... 1t 1s clear that the author does refer to  SOUATI INS CO.PKOG AUTOV 810 TOL 0a vaTtTOL)  what he believes is the historical work of  and thus also behind the concept of  146 EvuroJTh 9:2the uUuUSe of EV, whether it 15 locatıve indi-
S10N ö10 TOU OTULPDOUL of Eph 21  SN catıng the place f death, OT whether 1t. 15 1N-

However. reference recallıng (5ö1 strumenta|l indıcatıng that the physıcal
’ ıIn the preceding ontext of body of Christ Was the of reconcılhla-
Eph D  ©X 1ın EV AÄPLOTO In600. E t1on. Despite the locatıve use of EV In 1
U ALLOTI TOU APLOTOU; INn SV U ÖCpK1 but In the 1g of the usSe of other instru-
QUTOVL hus Swarat Ca  — argue regardıng mental phrases, especılally whenever LTECON-

Kph Ar °Und das Miıttel der cıll1atıon 15 spoken of, the ınstrumental
Versöhnung ist das Kreuz, “das Iut LS Likely In Fhıs Instance ıf SDECL-
(Ohriısta (v 13) Wieder Iso iıst die fıes the PXAC. IMeans DYy whıich reconcılıatıon
Versöhnung als Versühnung verstanden: WAas effected, a  oug 1 15 ST1 vO be dıstin-
dıe zerbrochene Gemeinschaft der gulshed from the following phrase, Ö10 LOU
Suüunder mıt ott WI1Ird durch das 0avatou. “
Sühnopfer Christ] Kreuz seheunt .
However, 1sS thıs reference LO ALLO. at1l1 The preceding ontext of N! ’

Iso mentıons the work of ‚Jesus. ‚Jesuspresent In 16°? We reLurn LO the s1gNn1f1- has rescued from the of dark-of ALLLO below How 15 the confess1ion
QÜUTOC YÜp SGTLV Y ELONVN NLLOV of 14a 11esSs an transferred iınto the kıngdom
elated LO ö10 L  - of (ef. SV ö1 hıs beloved 50 SV EYOMEV IV

AMNOÄLTPOGLV AOECLIV L ALOPTLOV.ZPLOTO LINOOU. EV L ALULATI LO XPLOTOU In Does redemption an forgıiveness of SINS(jol KEph strongly indicates
sacrıfic1al understandıng of the death of 1mMply propıtıatıon an the sacrıficijal

death of Jesus? hıs LO be the CaseJesus, sSayıng that ‚Jesus DaVC himself Marshall concludes redemption:for u  , fragrant offering an sacrıfice LO
(G0d (EV © OGOPKT): cft Heh 9:26; Jesus thus 0es hat (30d alone Ca  > do* Christoph Stenschke *  Colossians 1 are also to be cited to this  Christ and his sacrificial death upon the  end, at least so far as mention is there  cross as the means for God’s reconciling ac-  made of peace, and reconciliation  tivity of ta xavıa. ... A sacrificial sense is  “through the blood of Christ” and  probably present in this reference to blood,  “through the blood of hıis cross” .4 The  reinforced by mention of the cross, alto-  references to the blood and death of Jesus  gether viewing the death of Christ as the  in Colossians 1 (v. 20: S10 TOv ALLATOG TOL  means of making peace.  120  GOTALPOV AUTOV; V. 22: &v TW GOHUATL TNCG  This sacrificial understanding is probably  SapKOoc AUTOV ö10 TOV a vartov) are directly  linked to reconciliation (cf. Rom 5:9f).  also indicated through the preposition ejn  Therefore we focus more on the occur-  of v. 22. Again Porter:  rences in Colossians than on the expres-  ... the use of &v, whether it is locative indi-  sion ö1a tTOv cTAvpOv of Eph 2:16.  catingthe place of death, or whether it is in-  However, references recalling Col  strumental indicating that the physical  1:20,22 occur in the preceding context of  body of Christ was the means of reconcilia-  Eph 2:16: ın v. 13: &v Xpiot® Incov.: &v  tion. Despite the locative use of &v in v 16,  T@O AlLATI TOL X pıctov; in v. 14: &v ın Sapkı  but in the light of the use of other instru-  aU0TtOV . Thus Swarat can argue regarding  mental phrases, especially whenever recon-  Eph 2:16:  ‘Und’ - das  Mittel  der  ciliation is spoken of, the instrumental  Versöhnung ist das Kreuz, “das Blut  sense Is more likely. In this instance it speci-  Christi” (v. 13). Wieder salso istaudie  fies the exact means by which reconciliation  Versöhnung als Versühnung verstanden;  was effected, although it is still to be distin-  die zerbrochene Gemeinschaft der  guished from the following phrase, S10 tov  Sünder. mit Gott «wird :durch das  Oavatov. “  Sühnopfer Christi am Kreuz geheilt’.'!®  However, is this reference to aiua still  2. The preceding context of Col 1:20,22  also mentions the work of Jesus. Jesus  present in v. 16? We return to the signifi-  has rescued us from the power of dark-  cance of aiuo. below. How is the confession  QUTOG Yap EOTLV N ElpNYN YlLL@v of v. 14a  ness and transferred us into the kingdom  related to ö10 tov otavpOvU of v. 16 (ecf. &v  of his beloved Son, &v ©® &X0ouUEV TNV  ÄMOALTPOOLV TNV ÄQMEGIV TOV AÄLAPTLOV.  XPLOTO INOOUL...EV TO ALLATI TOL XPLOTOVL IN  Does redemption and forgiveness of sins  Col 1:20)? Eph 5:2 strongly indicates a  sacrificial understanding of the death of  imply propitiation and the sacrificial  death of Jesus? This seems to be the case.  Jesus, saying that Jesus gave himself up  Marshall concludes on redemption:  for us, a fragrant offering and sacrifice to  God (£v cn oapkı); e£: Heb 19:26;  Jesus thus does what God alone can do ... by  10:12.14% Barn- 7:8.  giving his own life, and the use of the noun  1. The references in Col 1:20,22 to the  Iytron makes it quite clear that he gives his  death of Jesus and its manner are much  life in exchange for those whose lives are  more specific than the simple references  forfeit and thus sets them free. T’he death of  to Christ in 2 Corinthians. However, the  Jesus is thus conceived as the sacrifice  question remains: do the expressions of  through which we are set free from our sins  Col 1:20,22 necessarily indicate or imply  and their consequences, in other words  the sacrificial death of Jesus on the  through which we receive forgiveness (Col  cross?''® Some scholars have drawn this  114 Bph1: 7  conclusion from Paul’s reference to the  blood of Jesus in Rom 5:9 (&v t@ aliuartı  It is possible that the understanding of  aUTtOoV). ' This line of argument needs no  the work of Jesus indicated in v. 14 is also  present behind the different references to  repetition here. Porter suggests a similar  the death of Jesus in v. 20 and 22 (810. tov  understanding for Col 1:20:  AiUaTOG TOV OTALPOL AUTOL and &v tm  ... 1t 1s clear that the author does refer to  SOUATI INS CO.PKOG AUTOV 810 TOL 0a vaTtTOL)  what he believes is the historical work of  and thus also behind the concept of  146 EvuroJTh 9:2by10  K 4111 Barn. 91VINS hıs O0OW lıfe, an the use of the OUuUnN

Ü he references 1n (501 LO the Iytron makes it quıte clear that he o1ves hıs
death of Jesus an ıts INanlner AT’e much ıfe ıIn exchange for those whose Ives are
INOTe specıific than the sımple references ortfeit an thus SEets them free. T’he death of
LO Christ In Corinthians. However. the Jesus LS Fhus conceiwved the sacrıfıcequestion remaıns: do the express1ons of through I© Ar e set free from OUr SINS
Gol B: necessarıly indıicate ımply an theır OÖONSECHQUENCES, mn other words
the sacrı)ıcıal death of ‚Jesus the through 16 reCelve forg]ıveness Col
CrOsSs? 18 ome scholars ave drawn thıs P Kph L  S  15
conclusıon from Paul’s reference LO the
blood f ‚Jesus 1n Rom (Ev T ALLOTI IT 15 possıble that the understanding of
ABUTOL).E hıs lıne of argument needs the work of Jesus indiıcated ıIn 15 ISO

present behind the dıfferent references LOrepetıition ere Porter sSUuggests sımılar the death of . Jesus In an O10 LOUunderstandıng for Col 1292  O ALWLOTOC 149 O LTULOOUL QUTOVL an SV D* Christoph Stenschke *  Colossians 1 are also to be cited to this  Christ and his sacrificial death upon the  end, at least so far as mention is there  cross as the means for God’s reconciling ac-  made of peace, and reconciliation  tivity of ta xavıa. ... A sacrificial sense is  “through the blood of Christ” and  probably present in this reference to blood,  “through the blood of hıis cross” .4 The  reinforced by mention of the cross, alto-  references to the blood and death of Jesus  gether viewing the death of Christ as the  in Colossians 1 (v. 20: S10 TOv ALLATOG TOL  means of making peace.  120  GOTALPOV AUTOV; V. 22: &v TW GOHUATL TNCG  This sacrificial understanding is probably  SapKOoc AUTOV ö10 TOV a vartov) are directly  linked to reconciliation (cf. Rom 5:9f).  also indicated through the preposition ejn  Therefore we focus more on the occur-  of v. 22. Again Porter:  rences in Colossians than on the expres-  ... the use of &v, whether it is locative indi-  sion ö1a tTOv cTAvpOv of Eph 2:16.  catingthe place of death, or whether it is in-  However, references recalling Col  strumental indicating that the physical  1:20,22 occur in the preceding context of  body of Christ was the means of reconcilia-  Eph 2:16: ın v. 13: &v Xpiot® Incov.: &v  tion. Despite the locative use of &v in v 16,  T@O AlLATI TOL X pıctov; in v. 14: &v ın Sapkı  but in the light of the use of other instru-  aU0TtOV . Thus Swarat can argue regarding  mental phrases, especially whenever recon-  Eph 2:16:  ‘Und’ - das  Mittel  der  ciliation is spoken of, the instrumental  Versöhnung ist das Kreuz, “das Blut  sense Is more likely. In this instance it speci-  Christi” (v. 13). Wieder salso istaudie  fies the exact means by which reconciliation  Versöhnung als Versühnung verstanden;  was effected, although it is still to be distin-  die zerbrochene Gemeinschaft der  guished from the following phrase, S10 tov  Sünder. mit Gott «wird :durch das  Oavatov. “  Sühnopfer Christi am Kreuz geheilt’.'!®  However, is this reference to aiua still  2. The preceding context of Col 1:20,22  also mentions the work of Jesus. Jesus  present in v. 16? We return to the signifi-  has rescued us from the power of dark-  cance of aiuo. below. How is the confession  QUTOG Yap EOTLV N ElpNYN YlLL@v of v. 14a  ness and transferred us into the kingdom  related to ö10 tov otavpOvU of v. 16 (ecf. &v  of his beloved Son, &v ©® &X0ouUEV TNV  ÄMOALTPOOLV TNV ÄQMEGIV TOV AÄLAPTLOV.  XPLOTO INOOUL...EV TO ALLATI TOL XPLOTOVL IN  Does redemption and forgiveness of sins  Col 1:20)? Eph 5:2 strongly indicates a  sacrificial understanding of the death of  imply propitiation and the sacrificial  death of Jesus? This seems to be the case.  Jesus, saying that Jesus gave himself up  Marshall concludes on redemption:  for us, a fragrant offering and sacrifice to  God (£v cn oapkı); e£: Heb 19:26;  Jesus thus does what God alone can do ... by  10:12.14% Barn- 7:8.  giving his own life, and the use of the noun  1. The references in Col 1:20,22 to the  Iytron makes it quite clear that he gives his  death of Jesus and its manner are much  life in exchange for those whose lives are  more specific than the simple references  forfeit and thus sets them free. T’he death of  to Christ in 2 Corinthians. However, the  Jesus is thus conceived as the sacrifice  question remains: do the expressions of  through which we are set free from our sins  Col 1:20,22 necessarily indicate or imply  and their consequences, in other words  the sacrificial death of Jesus on the  through which we receive forgiveness (Col  cross?''® Some scholars have drawn this  114 Bph1: 7  conclusion from Paul’s reference to the  blood of Jesus in Rom 5:9 (&v t@ aliuartı  It is possible that the understanding of  aUTtOoV). ' This line of argument needs no  the work of Jesus indicated in v. 14 is also  present behind the different references to  repetition here. Porter suggests a similar  the death of Jesus in v. 20 and 22 (810. tov  understanding for Col 1:20:  AiUaTOG TOV OTALPOL AUTOL and &v tm  ... 1t 1s clear that the author does refer to  SOUATI INS CO.PKOG AUTOV 810 TOL 0a vaTtTOL)  what he believes is the historical work of  and thus also behind the concept of  146 EvuroJTh 9:21t. 15 clear that the author 0es refer LO OOUCTI LNC OUPKOC QUTOVL Ö10 TOU 00 VvaTtOU)
hat he believes 15 the hıstorical work of and thus Iso behind the oOnNncept of
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reconcıhllatıon. ome manuscr1ıpts indı- underlyıng understandıng of the death of
cate the close relatıonshıp of both Sets of ‚Jesus. The ONntext In Gol poınts LO the
references LO the work of ‚Jesus Dy addıng aacrıfice of ‚Jesus the basıs for
the words Ö10 TO ALLOATOC U TOV behind reconcıhation.
ANOÄLTPDOGLV of

Evaluationhus it 1s nNnOot SUrprısıng that Marshall
In hıis study of T° he Meanıng of
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interrelatiıonship deserves urther uniolde In hıs epıistles* Christoph Stenschke *  word group to refer to reconciliation  Paul used a familiar concept of his day  between God and people. For this usage,  and age, be it of Jewish or Graeco-  secular parallels are scarce. Thus the  Roman origin, to describe the effects of  question of how Paul fills this terminol-  the:work- of Christ :and filledit uin-his  ogy is crucial.  own way. His Christian audiences  How compelling is the alternative  understood what he meant and how  understanding developed by Stuhlmacher  what he meant was different from the  and others? Again: what does it explain,  common understanding. Whether he  where does it fall short? What is the basis  used the same concept in his evangelis-  of reconciliation and propitiation in their  tic proclamation we do not know.  understanding? What understanding of  What common concepts of the nascent  the death of Jesus is involved?  twenty-first century, either from politics  While the challengers present acute  and diplomacy, or from the sacred or  observations on the meaning of the  cultic of our age or from other areas, can  expressions of reconciliation, on their  be employed or perhaps be re-employed to  immediate contexts and also on state-  achieve the same goal today inside and  ments often referred to in order to eluci-  outside the church? If we follow Paul’s  date them, the question for the larger  example, how would these concepts need  biblical context of these statements can  to be redefined in order to do justice to the  not be neglected. Is their interpretation  death of Jesus and its significance? Do we  sustainable in this perspective? Does the  strife to be creative communicators of the  ‘cultic propitiation’ thesis fare better in  Gospel to our world as Paul was to his  this regard?  contemporaries in his use of KataAl0660,  These contributions also address fur-  ktll?l.'3()  ther issues: Do Isa 53 and other OT pas-  Perhaps we should start with a smaller  sages really speak of a substitutionary  task: do we sufficiently explain and illus-  death apart from the cult? How much  trate the NT concepts to our students and  credit is to be given to metaphorical lan-  congregations for them to fully under-  guage? How widespread was the cultic  stand and be shaped by them? Further-  notion of propitiation of Leviticus and the  more, what aspects of the contemporary  alleged non-cultic propitiation in early  connotations of e.g. the word ‘reconcilia-  Judaism? How is the impact of the daily  tion’ can be affirmed, which aspects need  functioning of the temple cult to be  to be redefined, repudiated or added?  weighed against the different situation in  The finals words belong to Ridderbos,  who introduced us to the issues at hand  the Jewish Diaspora and among Jewish  groups critical of the cult and/or those in  and whose words well summarise the  charge of ıt? Are the sources we have rep-  cause of the discussion we surveyed:  resentative?'*  Nor is one able to say that the doctrine of  It is striking how Paul combines rec-  reconciliation in the sense of the propitia-  onciliation with other ways of referring  tory sacrifice is deliberately or expressly  to the work of Jesus and its effects. This  interrelationship deserves further  unfolded in his epistles ... This is not to say  that for Paul the idea of propitiation does  attention. When occurring in the same  not occupy an important place. Materially  contexts, ıt ıs faır to assume thatıa  it 1s found so frequently that one must con-  sacrifical understanding behind one of  these other concepts is also behind  sider it as pertaining to the central content  reconciliation.  ofthe Pauline kerygma. But its significance  2: This diseussıon fosters our acaA-  is more often presupposed than expressly  brought up for discussion. ... But this does  demic understanding and appreciation  ofthe work of Christ in New Testament  not alter the fact that it is more characteris-  theology. However, it also should pro-  tic of the foundation than of the distinective  131  mote our reflection on how this work is  construction of Paul’s gospel.  to be explicated and proclaimed today.  148 EuroJTh 9:2This 1S noL LO SaV
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‘Breytenbach hat sıch* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion ®  283 Paul,190ycfRom 4:25; 8:32:  zusammengehören. Dies kann darum  24 Ridderbos, Paul, 189 with reference to H.  nicht  recht  überzeugen,  weıl  er  Lietzmann, An die Korinther, rev. by W.G.  Traditionsgeschichte  auf  Kümmel, 4. ed., HNT 9 (Tübingen: Mohr  begriffsgeschichtliche  Zusammenhänge  beschränkt und offenbar zuwenig den  Siebeck, 1949) on 2Cor 5:214; ‚c£. Stott,  Cross , 196-98 for God as the author of rec-  positiven Sinn des alttestamentlichen  onciliation. Ridderbos goes on to defend  Sühnekultes als ein Zu-Gott-Kommen  Paul’s understanding of the death of Jesus  veranschlagt’, italies CS. Cf. the far-reach-  as propitiatory (pp. 189-93).  ing  criticism  of  Breytenbach by  25 Paul; 190f; c£/Morris, Cross; 226, n. 43.  Stuhlmacher, ‘Breytenbach’, 345—47, who  26 Römer I, 192, italices CS; compare his de-  dismisses this Graeco-Roman background.  ‘“Sühne’  and  tailed discussion (pp. 190-92) and excursus  33  Swarat refers to Gese,  ‘Zum Verständnis der Sühne-Vorstellung”,  Janowski, Sühne (cf. the summary of  pp: 2383-483, esp. 241f; :ef. Stuhlmacher,  Janowski’s study by B. Lang, TAWAT IV,  Theologie I, 193f and J. Roloff, EWNT II,  309). On pp. 325f Swarat concludes:  455-57. Similarly Goppelt, ‘“Versöhnung’,  Hintergrund dieses Versöhnungsverständnisses  sind  die  alttestamentlichen  Sühne-  un  155: ‘Wenn jedoch, wie hier vorausgesetzt  ‚ühne  meint  wird, an Lev 16 gedacht ist, müssen  Sühnopferriten.  ‘Existenzstellvertretung’  (Gese),  Auslösung  LAAOTNPLOV  und  Ev  1Q QUTOV ALlUATI  verwirkten Lebens durch  eine den Sünder  verbunden werden. Der Gekreuzigte ist  einschließende stellvertretende Totalhingabe. Als  danmn mut  der  Stätte  der gnädigen  ein Zu-Gott-Kommen durch den Tod hindurch hat  die  alttestamentliche  Sühne  den Sinn der  Gegenwart Gottes verglichen, an der Gott  Versöhnung des Sünders mit Gott. Deshalb kann  das sühnende Blut entgegennimmt’, italics  Paulus  auch  den  hellenistischen  Begriff  S:  “Versöhnung”  vom Alten Testament her als  27  P. 196; cf. pp. 234-39.  ‘Versühnung’ interpretieren.  28 Römer I, 240, italics CS.  cf.  29  34  ‘Versöhnung,  31921  itahes 6S:  Cf. Römer I, 298: ‘In der Wiederholung des  Swarat’s summary on p. 326.  gleichen Schlusses V 10 steht an der Stelle  35  Kotailla060, 157, citing Martin, Reconcıil-  der Rechtfertigung durch das Blut Christi  iation, 147 and J.D.G. Dunn, Romans 1-8,  (V 9) die Versöhnung der Feinde Gottes  WBC 38 A (Dallas: Word, 1988), 257 in sup-  mit Gott durch den Tod eines Sohnes’.  ort.  30  Theologie I, 193f£, italics CS. On Lev 16 ef.  36 C  £. Romerul, : 240 294%, : 296£; ‚Swarat,  the description by Stuhlmacher on pp.  ‘Versöhnung’, 319. C.M. Tuckett, ‘Atone-  192f; J. Herrmann, TA7WNT II (300-24)  ment’, AncBD I,  (518-22)  521 notes  309 and B. Lang, ThWAT IV, 312f.  ‘“heavily cultic and forensic language in  31 EWNT II, (455-57) 456. Roloff briefly sur-  Rom 5:8-9’.  veys and rejects the interpretation of Rom  3:25 as ‘den hat Gott öffentlich als Sühne  37  “Reconciliation’, 162; cited according to  Porter, xatai\iacow, 157. While not ex-  (bzw. Sühnopfer) herausgestellt’ (so E.  cluding the idea of propitiation, Goppelt,  Käsemann, An die Römer, 3. ed., HNT 8a;  ‘Versöhnung”, 157 also observes on Rom  Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, 1974), 85; H.  508:  “Daß‘ das  Sterben Jesu Gottes  Schlier,  Der : Römerbrief, HIhK VI;  Liebeserweis nicht nur allgemein als seine  Freiburg: Herder, 1977, 102 and E. Lohse,  und  Gottesknecht:  Zuwendung zur Welt, sondern speziell als  Märtyrer  sühnende Tilgung der Sünde war (vgl. 2  Untersuchungen  Zur  urchristlichen  Kor  5,19b);  wird  ın  diesem  Verkündigung vom Sühntod Jesu Christi,  Vorstellungszusammenhang  nicht  2  ed.,  FRLANT  64;  Göttingen:  Vandenheock & Ruprecht, 1963, 149-54),  ausgeführt’.  38 Paul, 189. Cf. Wilckens, Römer I, 190-99;  also rejected by Wilckens, Römer I, 191f.  P. Stuhlmacher, ‘Zur neueren Exegese von  This understanding is close to Ridderbos’  Römer 3.24-26’, in Versöhnung, 117-35; F.  ‘means of propitiation’.  Büchsel,  ThWNT  HL,  321-24;  32  ‘Versöhnung’, 313, italics CS. For the com-  mon non-religious usage Swarat refers to  N al:  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 166—69; see our  Versöhnung.  Against  Breytenbach,  Breytenbach, NTS, 66f observes that  Breytenbach Swarat notes (p. 320, n. 8):  iAaotnpıOov occurs only once in what he  ‘Breytenbach hat sich ... zum Ziel gesetzt  considers a quotation of pre-Pauline tradi-  nachzuweisen,  daß Versöhnung und  tion and questions the significance of the  Sühne  traditionsgeschichtlich  nicht  statement:  EuroJTh 9:2 151DE Zaiel gesetzt consıders quotatıon of pre-Paulıne tradı-
nachzuwelsen, dalß Versöhnung un tıon and questions the sıgnıf1cance of the
ne traditionsgeschichtlich nıcht statement
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Christoph Stenschke S

Bıs auf diese ıne Stelle kommt Paulus hne che
Begriffe Sühne un! ‘suhnen‘’ AQus, WEn e} das NIS; 67 ıth reference LO Versnel,
Evangelıum, das el verkündıgt, en (+;gemeınden uln Athenis el Hıerosolymıs”
verdeutlicht. Es ist. angesichts des Fehlens der mıt Bemerkungen ber die erkun VO  }

FE1A00KEOOaı un! LÄQOLOC assoz1uerten Begr1- spekten des .  effectıve de In
ffhıcheit* Christoph Stenschke *  Bis auf diese eine Stelle kommt Paulus ohne die  Begriffe ‘Sühne’ und ‘sühnen’ aus, wenn er das  44 NTS, 67f with reference to H.S. Versnel,  Evangelium, das er verkündigt, den Gemeinden  ‘Quid  Athenis  et  Hierosolymis?  verdeutlicht. Es ist angesichts des Fehlens der mit  Bemerkungen über die Herkunft von  gE1Aa0xec0aı und IAaolLog assoziierten Begri-  Aspekten des “effective death”’, in J.W.  fflicheit ... eine sehr ernstzunehmende Frage, ob wir  bei der Explikation der Gedanken des Paulus einen  van Henten (ed.), Die Entstehung der  vorpaulinischen Begriff zur zentralen Kategorie  Jjüdischen Martyrologie, StPB (Leiden: E.J.  erheben sollten, auf den die paulinische Tradition  Brill, 1989), 162-96.  anscheinend verzichten konnte (similarly Schröter,  45  NTS;  68,  italics  C8S: On pp: - 68f  Versöhner, 314).  Breytenbach presents convincing reasons,  39 NTS, 78f with reference to Janowski,  why it is impossible to assume the direct in-  Sühne,  8352: Schröter;  Versöhner, 311  fluence of the LXX-Leviticus concept of  notes:  ‘propitiation for’ for the ürep of the death  formulae.  So ist der Schlußfolgerung von Stuhlmacher,  46  Wilckens und Janowski zuzustimmen, daß kul-  Marshall, ‘Meaning’, 259 observed in 1978:  tische Sühne im Sinne von Lev 16 hier nicht  ‘It is a remarkable fact that most discus-  gemeint sein kann. Gegen dieselben ist allerdings  sions of the concept have explored the  einzuwenden, daß das Sühneritual aus Lev 16 in  means of reconciliation, the effects of rec-  Röm 3 nicht als überboten und damit als Kult-  onciliation, and the question whether men  dern auch als Verstehenshorizont nicht im Blick ist.  handlung von nun an überflüssig erscheint, son-  are reconciled to God or vice versa, but lit-  40 Cf. Schröter, Versöhner, 311 with reference  tle has been said about the actual meaning  to  und  of the words involved’.  A. Deissmann,  ÜAOTNPLOG  47  Versöhnung, 45-83; cf. the summary by  ÜaoTNPLOV:  Eine lexikalische  Studie’,  in NS H62;  66.  On  ZNW 4, 1903, 193-212. Cf. the nuanced  Breytenbach  discussion of J. Herrmann, F. Büchsel,  Breytenbach cf. the extensive summary  ThWNT III, 319£, esp. 320.21-321.7.  and  eriticism  f  Stuhlmacher,  ‘Breytenbach’.  41 Versöhner, 312; cf. F. Büchsel, ThWNT III,  On Graeco-Roman  religious  usage  320.29-31, against Schröter compare lines  notes:  ‘Eine  relevante  33-—36:  ‘In der  LXX  isb. . ‚also  die  Breytenbach  ursprüngliche allgemeinde Bedeutung von  UÜbertragung der  Terminologie  auf  religiöse  Sachverhalte  ist /nach /Plato  iooınpıOov: das Sühnende noch deutlich  (Symp. 193B) —- die urchristliche Literatur  erkennbar.  Andererseits  ist  aber  und das griechisch schreibende Judentum  iAaotnpıOV in der LXX zum term techn für  die  khphrth geworden,  und _ dieser  ausgenommen — bislang nicht belegt.  Sprachgebrauch wirkt dann weiter’. On  Angesichts der Spärlichkeit der sowieso  sehr frühen Belege (sonst nur Soph-  Lev 16 cf. J. Herrmann, ThWNT III, 309.  okles Az: 744) ist dies auch nicht zu  This understanding of i\aoınpı0Vv is close  to that rejected by Roloff, EWNT II, 456, cf.  erwarten’; similarly F. Büchsel, TAWNT I,  ouTt.n. 31  (252-60)  254.16-19:  KataliatEIV und  42  Cf.‘ H. Patsch; EWNT. I 94851 H:  Katallatseo0saı spielt in der griechischen  und hellenistischen heidnischen Religion  Riesenfeld, T7hWNT VIII, 510-18; M. de  auch  in  ihren  Sühneriten  keine  Jonge, ‘Jesus’ Death for Others and the  Death of the Maccabean Martyrs’, in T.  wesentliche Rolle’. While there are many  Baarda, et al. (eds.), Text and Testimony.  occurrences in secular contexts, there are  but a few examples of the religious usage  Essays on New Testament and Apocryphal  which is prevalent in Paul; cf. the Goppelt,  Eiterature‘ ın Honour. öf , AF Klun  (Kampen: J.H. Kok, 1988), 142-51. I have  ‘Versöhnung’, 149.  not seen J.W. van Henten, The Maccabean  48  We follow the summary of Stuhlmacher,  Martyrs as Saviours of the Jewish People:  Theologie I, 318. An example of this diplo-  matic/political usage is found in the vari-  A Study of 2 and 4 Maccabees, Supple-  ant  of Codex  D  ın  Acts  1222  ments to the Journal for the Study of Juda-  ism 57 (Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1997).  KOTAAAOYEVTOG ÖE AUTOV TOLG TvupioLc Ö ÖE  43  The Atonement: A Study of the Origins of  ÖöNLOG ExEQWwVveEL; Cf. the severe criticism of  the Doctrine in the New Testament (Lon-  this  identification  by _ Stuhlmacher,  ‘Breytenbach’.  don: SCM, 1981), 51; summary following  49  Cf. Breytenbach’s summary, in NTS, 63f  Breytenbach, NTS, 67; cf. Versöhnung, 60,  197-202. On £E1ıA\a6Kouaı in the LXX see J.  and Schröter, Versöhner, passım (sum-  Herrmann, ThWNT III, 315.25-41 and  mary p. 319).  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 86-92.  152 EvuroJTh 9:2ıne sehr ernstzunehmende rage, ob WIT
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relıg1öse Sachverhalte ist. ach aLOLAQGTNPLOV: das Stuhnende och deutlich ymp dıe urchristliche Literaturerkennbar. Andererseıts ist ber und das griechisch schreibende udenLumLAOGOTNPLOV ıIn der Z erm techn für
dıe khphrth geworden, und dıeser usS$g!|  IIN bıslang nıcht elegt
Sprachgebrauch WIT dann weıter‘. On Angesichts der Spärlichkeit der SOW1eS0O

sehr frühen Belege (SONst 1Ur Soph-Lev 16 cf. Herrmann, T.AWNT LLL 309 es Aı (44) ist 1es uch nNnıcC'T’hıs understandıng of LAQOTNPLOV 1s close
LO that rejecte by Kolo{f, EWNTIT: 4506, cf. erwarten ; sımılarly Büchsel, *hWNT E
OUT AT 252460) 54.16—-19 KOTAAAOT ELV un

49 Ör Patsch, WN T I4 SÖ—01; KOAtTAaAlhatsEGÖsEAL spielt In der griechischen
und hellenıstischen heidnıschen Relıgı1onRıesenfeld, TAWNT VIIE 10-—18; de auch ın iıhren Sühneriten keiıneonge, “ Jesus’ ea for Others and the

ea of the Maccabean Martyrs’, In wesentliche Rolle’ ıle ere Are Nanı y
Baarda, et al e  s Text and L’'estımony. OC  es ın secular CONTLEeXTS, ere Ar e

but few examples of the rel1g10usESSays ON New Testament and Apoecryphal 1C 15 prevalent In Paul; cf. the (Goppelt,Lıterature ıUn Honour of SA ıun
mpen Kok, A ave ‘Versöhnung, 149
noOot SPEEIN Va Henten. T’he Maccabean 48 We follow the SUMMAFV of Stuhlmacher.
Martyrs (15 Savıours of the Jewıish People. Theologıe F 318 example of thıs dıplo-

matıc/polıtical 15 OUN:! 1ın the varı-Study of mn Maccabees, Supple- ant of Codex cts 1220mMents LO the Journal for the UudV of.Juda
1SM 57 Leiden T1 KATAAAOYEVTOC ÖE QUTOVL LO1C Tvup1i01C O ÖE

43 The Atonement: Study of the Origıins of WOC ETEQOVEL; ef. the SEVeEeTre er1ıt1ice1sm of
the Doectrine ıUn t*he New Testament Lon- thıs iıdentificatıon bDy Stuhlmacher,

‘Breytenbacdon SCM, OL; SUMMALV followıng (T Breytenba SUMMALVYV ın NTS., 631Breytenbach, NT, 675 cf. Versöhnung, 60,
1972072 On D  EELACQOKOUOL 1ın the SPE an! Schröter, Versöhner, Dassım Sum-
Herrmann, TAWNT LEL 515:025.41 an 319)
Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 86—-992
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.2 (GGoppelt, ‘Versöhnung, 149; F NT'S, 68, iıtalıcs CS cf. Versöhnung, 1 Da
Büchsel, 78 252-60) 258:283=35, 29, 155—59, 19839175
254 4—14 (secular usage), 54 1530 relı- 61 NTS, /0; Versöhnung, 60, 206Tf.
10US usage); MorrIı1s, Preaching, Au NTS, Support for thıs claım 15 yıven
ımıte LO 016  ITTEeENCES ıIn the L Rab- 68f; cf. (MitT an the extensıve de-
bınıc SOUTCES, osephus an ace); Mar- fence of thıs posıtıon ın Versöhnung, 205—
S,  a. ‘Meanıng’, 25992692 (detaıled 15
treatmen of theOCIn Macc Ö} 63 Paul, 190 er ıstıng Cor 5:14f
D12U: (48.:321,374: 8:29; cf. Macc 7:28Tf; other Goppelt, ‘Versöhnung‘ 153
WA2ZZ for diseussıon SEE below) COomMmMents ‘Dieses “ Für alle” edeute 1mM

51 Bekenntnis: esu Sterben WarPp 2376 However, Porter’s goal 15 nOot the
elucıdatıon of the conceptual background stellvertretende ne zugunsten a.  er  Ö
(as 1S the Case ıth Breytenbach’s hıstory of cf. Stuhlmacher, Gerechtigkeıit, 75 For
tradıtıon approach) but INQUIFY into and erıit1ic1sm of takıng UTEP indıcatıon of
classıfıcatıon of the srammatı of substitutionary propıtiatıon SEE ahove.

(1o (POSS; 199 ote hıs explanatıonthe word STOUD Porter Arsues Paul 18 the
first known wrıter LO uUuse KOTAAAOGOO ıIn the of both preposıtıons.
actıve volce In MC“ the OIfende!:! partT In ( rOSS: 199{
relatıonshiıp (ze 0d) (grammatıcal qSub- Cross, 202
ject takes the inıtlatıve In effecting reconcili- 67 Gott’, Similarly In ‘Erwägungen), 188
atıon between hımself and the OTITIende! (jottes Versöhnungstat qls Tilgung der

un somıt aqalspa back cover). “Übertretungen”
Versöhnung, 9Y; cf. 6, 89, 88—91 He Sühnegeschehen charakterisiert. (n W Z
summarıses the TrTee maın arguments for Hofius adds °Mıt dıesen Worten legt
thıs thesıs ın NT’S,; 60Of; cf. Iso 65 Paulus nunmehr explizıt dar., W as In
T’heologıe E 318 Stuhlmacher concedes the 19a.h bereıts anklang I)ıe Versöhnungstat

geschah 1m stellvertretenden uhnetLO0Ovalıdıty of the first quotatıion but Countiers
des süundlosen Christus’.aber die deutschen Worte Versöhnung

(Versühnung) un versöhnen (versühnen) In ‘'Erwägungen)’, 190) Hofius wrıtes:
drücken YTOLZdem sehr präzıs AdUS», OTrUumMn Das aber geschah dadurch, er ıe
es ach Paulus (und Kol 1,15—20) VO ott Übertretungen der Süunder dem sundlosen Christus
her be1l der Sendung esu ist un anrechnete un! ıhn stellvertetend für dıe

Schuldigen e Folge ıhrer Sünde, das Todesgerichtgeht dıe endzeıtlıche Neubegründung treffen 1eß em sıch e Unheilsmacht der Süunde
der ei]rhvnh zwıschen der Schöpfung un auf Christus konzentrierte un: ıhm auswirkte,
iıhrem chöpfier HT den Sühnetod un! wurden dıe Sünder ın e Heilssphäre der
dıe Auferweckung Christı 320) ÖIKALOGLVN EOU, der rettenden Heılsmacht Gottes,
N’T'S, 6l; cf. Versöhnung,D verseizt

( Paulus, der ote esu. FEıne DeutungNTS; 61£; cf. Versöhnung, 69f. For Varı0ous
renderıngs fRhphr cf. Herrmann, seıiıner Brıefe (LTL dıie Korinther, ed

TAWNT ELE 302.4-26 and Lang, (Stuttgart: Calwer, 1969), 566
FV 306 Gott’, For the ackground Hofius l’e-

N{IS, fers LO Gese, Sühne’ Goppelt,
/ ‘Versöhnung', 149, tahıcs Goppelt, ‘Versöhnung”, 1AL discusses the (jerman

erms involved. He COM MEeNTS Cor9-—53, discusses the brought OUu
by reconcıiılıatıon agaınst the background 5:21 °‘Das Gotteshandeln, das ihn ühnend
of ContempDorary (Graeco-Roman not1ons, un! stellvertreten: den Tod des Sünders
CS\p 139 cf. Breytenbach, Versöhnung, terben heß Sn
144f; Dınkler, ‘Frıiede’, RAC VIII, 4A54 ya Gott’, O: GE the lıterature C1LEe: Dy Hofius

Der urchristliche ın hıs 37 In 'Erwägungen)’, 4-—9 he905 ıdem, ELDN VI/.
Friedensgedanke, SHAW.PH (Heidelberg discusses and rejects Varıous proposals for

ınter, the orıgın of Paul’s cConcept of reconcılıa-
NT'S, 62; quoting examples 1lo, ıta fiıon and argues that Paul Was dependent
Mosıs 216068 .Jos As 11:16:; For secular Isa 1A3 (DD 196—99)

of amnesty cf. Breytenbach, AD On the notıon of exchange cf. o Cross,amples
Versöhnung, Dıodor 34.6), 5 / 200 ı0gn CXDTFEeSSCS thıs ıdea: ‘() SWEeE
(Appıan of Alexandreıa) exchange (ITNC YALKELVAC AvtaAiaynG)!
(T the T1Ie consıderatıon 1n Versöhnung, unsearchable operatıon! that the wıck-
134 merely four ınes)! edness of INa y should be hıd In sıngle
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Kıghteous ÖOne, an that the rıghteousness 3 025 anknüpft, u seınerseılts die ede
of One should ustıfy ManYy transgressors’; VO Tod Christi Aaus 14 aufnımmt un!
cf. AVTOAAOYUO In Matt 16:206; Mark 8377 fortführt? (: Breytenbach, Versöhnung,In |KATIAAAOUOOO 0—29, 197—-202 for etiaıle er1ıt1ic1sm.
(ex)change cf. OUT and Büchsel, 1nrall, Coriınthians, 435 NOtLes “< 15
TAWNT F 23206; through sınfulness that they ave become
Römer . 240, ıtalıcs On Rom 5:10 estranged and hostile and reconcılliatıon
ılckens refers LO Cor 5:21 'Denn dort MusSst entaıl the removal]l of thıs barriıer LO
wırd In 21 ausgeführt, worın die firıendly relatiıons. How thıs Was made DOS-
Versöhnung begründet ist 1MmM uhnetiL0 S1 learn from Z cf. 439 (
Christi mıt selner

cf. $()
Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 134f.

Rechtfertigungswirkung‘ 298); KATAAACHOOO, 1452 Porter refers LO
ılckens valuaDhle reflections cultie- Hooker, 'Interchange In Chrıst. JIHS
propıtiatory understanding of the ea of Z I971 349 ‘wh ranks it ıth Gal 3:13
Christ Oday, 2491 Paul’s LWO MmMOSLT dıfficult statements’. (n
T’heologıe T 296; cf. Iso 338 UTEP Porter NOtLesS ‘Whereas the
T’heologıe T} 195 Stuhlmacher continues: substıtutionary INAYV be present here,

Wıe In Röm 4,29 wırd uch In Kor .21 cdıe the of benefit, recogniısed by MOSLT
Entsühnung der Süunder durch dıe VOon .ott In: Commentators, 15 certaınly sufficient).
Werkzte stellvertretende Lebenshingabe esu Ür Corınthians, 449 TSueSs that
VO ‚Jes 93,9.11—12 her als Akt der seinsgründenden UTEP NLOV as OUr representatıve’,KRechtfertigung interpretiert: Die Sünder gewınnen
durch dıe VO (zottesknecht vollbrachte UOpfertat addıng In ote 44 15 rather INOTre than
eın 1NEUES Se1in, das S1e der Gerechtigkeit (Jottes “for OUT benefit” but ..  471 OUr place  29* Christoph Stenschke *  Righteous One, and that the righteousness  an 3.25 anknüpft, nun seinerseits die Rede  of One should justify many transgressors’;  vom Tod Christi aus V. 14 aufnimmt und  cf. ivtzailayuo in Matt 16:26; Mark 8:37.  fortführt’. Cf. Breytenbach, Versöhnung,  In some cases  [Kat]aAiaocow means  125-29, 197-202 for detailed ecritieism.  ‘(ex)change’; cf. our n. 8 and F. Büchsel,  79  Thrall, 2 Corinthians, 435 nobes: 'It 1s  ThWNT 1, 252.6, 254.8f.  through sinfulness that they have become  73 Römer I, 240, ıtales CS. On Rom 5:10  estranged and hostile ..., and reconciliation  Wilckens refers to 2 Cor 5:21: ‘Denn dort  must entail the removal of this barrier to  wird in V 21 ausgeführt, worin die  friendly relations. How this was made pos-  Versöhnung begründet ist: im Sühnetod  sible we learn from v. 21’; cf. p. 439. Cf.  Christi  mit  seiner  ei.  80  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 134f.  Rechtfertigungswirkung’  (p:+298);  KOtAAkaG6®, 142. Porter refers to M.D.  Wilckens’ valuable reflections on cultic-  Hooker, ‘Interchange in Christ’, JThS NS  propitiatory understanding of the death of  22, 1971, 349 ‘who ranks it with Gal 3:13 as  Christ today, pp. 242f.  Paul’s two most difficult statements’. On  74  Theologie I, 296; cf. also p. 338.  ÜnrEp  Porter  notes:  ‘Whereas  the  75  Theologie I, 195. Stuhlmacher continues:  substitutionary sense may be present here,  Wie in Röm 4,25 wird auch in 2 Kor 5,21 die  the sense of benefit, recognised by most  Entsühnung der Sünder durch die von Gott ins  commentators,  is certainly sufficient’.  Werk gesetzte stellvertretende Lebenshingabe Jesu  Thrall; 2* Corinthians, 442 argues’ that  von Jes 53,5.11-12 her als Akt der seinsgründenden  Ünsp YuLOv means ‘as our representative’,  Rechtfertigung interpretiert: Die Sünder gewinnen  durch die vom Gottesknecht vollbrachte Opfertat  adding in a note: ‘It is rather more than  ein neues Sein, das sie an der Gerechtigkeit Gottes  ‘“for‘our benefit” ..., but. in our place? ...  partizipieren läßt.  may be a little too strong, in view of the  Cf. his treatment of the passage on p. 296  navtEc An E0avov of v. 14’. For problems re-  and reference to K. Koch, TAWAT II, 867.  garding the verb &70110 8v see M.E. Thrall,  Cf. the discussion and criticism of Thrall, 2  ‘2 Cor 5.18-21: Reconeciliation with God’,  Corinthians,  440f  (quoted  below);  ET 93, 1981/82, 229f and the fierce discus-  Breytenbach,  Versöhnung,  203  and  sion between Stuhlmacher, Theologie I,  Stuhlmacher’s  meagre  response  ın  195 (“Breytenbach’, 345) and Breytenbach,  ‘Breytenbach’, 345 (not refuting B’s argu-  Versöhnung, 203.  81  ments); cf. also T.K. Abbott, ‘Has POIEIN  Guaptıa is interpreted as sin offering by:  in the New Testament a Sacrificial Mean-  Martin, Reconciliation, 157; J.D.G. Dunn,  ing?’, JBL 9, 1890, 136-52.  ‘“Paul’s Understanding of the Death of Je-  In his 1966 monograph Gerechtigkeit,  sus’, in R.J. Banks (ed.), Reconciliation  75, n. 1, Stuhlmacher wrote: ‘Daß &Quaptıa  and Hope: New Testament Essays on  Atonement and Eschatology. FS L.L. Mor-  hier nicht das Sündopfer bezeichnet,  haben mit Recht Bachmann und Windisch  ris (Grand Rapids: W.B. Eerdmans, 1974),  z. St. betont’. He argued that Paul used  (125—41), 131-33; Wilckens, Römer I, 240;  äuaptıc ‘um den Machtcharakter der  L. Sabourin, ‘“Christ Made “Sin” {2 Cor  Sünde zum Ausdruck zu bringen. ... Gott  5.21): Sacrifice and Redemption in the His-  selbst hat den Sündlosen der Sünde  tory of a Formula‘, ın' S: Eyonnet, L:  preisgegeben und zum Erweis der Sünde  Sabourin, (eds.), Sin, Redemption and Sac-  schlechthin gemacht‘’; cf. pp. 77f, n. 2.  rifice: A Biblical and Patristic ‘ Study,  76  Theologie I, 319f; cf. his definition on p. 338.  AnBib 48 (Rome: PBI, 1970), 187-296.  77  Theologie I, 196; cf. p. 193 for definition of  82  Cf. also Schröter, Versöhner, 310-14 who  ‘inkludierende Stellvertretung’, also pp.  also surveyes interpretations of Rom 3:25;  4:25:8:3:  death  337f. For Jesus’ own understanding of his  Ssee  83  For this identification see our n. 92.  Stuhlmacher,  ‘“Jesus  als  Versöhner ...’, Versöhnung, 9-26 and ‘Die  84 2 Corinthians, 440. We found these argu-  neue  Gerechtigkeit  in  der  Jesus-  ments  for  this  understanding  verkündigung’, Versöhnung, (43-65) 55-61.  Stuhlmacher; cf. the list of his contribu-  78 2 Corinthians, 409. Schröter, Versöhner,  tions toward this end in Breytenbach,  293 observes on the relation between v. 14  Versöhnung, 160, n. 89.  ‘  85  C£.  the  and  VS.  18-21:  €es  darf  somit  discussion  in Breytenbach,  geschlußfolgert werden,  daß das Sıa  Versöhnung, 159-66.  Xpıctov’, ebenso wie das ev Xpıcto, in 2  86  Breytenbach also observes that this inter-  Kor 5.18f in derselben Weise, wie Röm 5.10  pretation requires of the reader ‘beim  154 EvroJTh 9:2partızıpıeren 1äß:  — INAaY be hıttle LOO Strong, In 1eW of the

(1 hıs treatment of the Passage 206 HNUVIEC ÜAnsOavovV of 14 For problems
an reference LO Koch, IT} S67 gardıng the erh ENOLNGEV SeE r
SE the discussion and er1ıt1c1sm ofr Cor8 Reconciliation ıth ((Ü0d/’,
Corinthians, 440f (quoted below): 93, 198 1/82, 2929f an the fierce d1SCUS-
Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 203 and S10N between Stuhlmacher, T’heologıe L,
Stuhlmacher’s 195 (‘Breytenbach), 345) and Breytenbach,
‘Breytenbach)’, 345 NOoL refuting LU Versöhnung, 203

S 1ments); cf. Iso Abbott, °Has POILEIN AUOPTLO 15 interpreted SIN offerıng by
In the New T estament Sacrificia] Mean- Martın, Keconcılıation, ör 413 Dunn,
ing?', JS 9, 1890, 65 °Paul’s Understanding of the ea of Fe:

In hıs 1966 monograph Gerechtigkeıit, SusS’, 1ın an (ed.), Reconcılıation
3: L, Stuhlmacher WTOLEe ‘Da ß AUOAPTLO. an Hope. New Testament EiSSayS ONn

Atonement nd Eischatology. Mor-1er N1C das ündopfer bezeichnet,
en mıiıt ecC Bachmann un: 1NdA1SC 6S Tan! KRapıds kerdmans,

St betont’ He argue: that Paul/l sed (125—41), 1—33; iılckens, Römer F 240;
AUOPTLO um den Machtcharakter der Sabourın, °Christ Made “Sln” (2 Cor
un DA Ausdruck bringen ott .2 Sacrifice an edemption In the Hıs-
selhst hat den üundlosen der un: LOFYV of Formula’, 1n Lyonnet,
preisgegeben un A Erweis der un Sabourin, e  S Sin, Redemption and Sac-
schlechthin gemacht'; cf. (T, rıfıce: Bıblical and Patrıstic Study,
T’heologıe T 19f; cf. hıs definıtion 338 AnBıb 48 ome FBL 187-296.
Theologie 196; ef. 193 for definıtion of 8& GE a1sS0 Schröter, Versöhner, 021 who
' inkludierende Stellvertretung, a1IsS0 Iso interpretatiıons of Rom 8:20;

AZO
ea
3831 For ‚Jesus’ IW understandıng of hıs

SEE S3 For thıs ıdentification SEE Ouruhlmacher, “Jesus als
Versöhner Versöhnung, 9926 and ‘I ie Corınthians, 44() We Oun Eese aArgu-
(>18[> Gerechtigkeit In der ‚Jesus- mMents for thıs understandıng
verkündigung', Versöhnung, 43-0695) 5561 Stuhlmacher; cf. the 1st. of hıs contrıbu-

Corinthians, 409 Schröter, Versöhner, t1ons toward thıs end In Breytenbach,
293 observes the relatıon between 14 Versöhnung, 160, 8&

C (T theand 8 darf sSomıt discussion ıIn breytenbach,
geschlußfolgert werden, das Ö10 Versöhnung, 96
ÄPLOTOVU , ebenso W1e€e das EV ÄDLOTO, In S6 Breytenbach a IsS0 observes that thıs inter-
Kor 5.18f ın derselben Weıise, WI1e Röm 5} pretatıon requıres of the reader ‘heım
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Lesen VO  e} Kor 521 und Röm dem abstractum pPro CONCTreLO 1NSeTe Identiıtät aqals
Sünder, wurde ZUIN homo peccator.grıechıschen Wort ALOPTLO jeweıls eınen

verschiedenen 1nnn zuzuschreiben, ohne NTS 14 empelkultische Sühnetheorie
daß iırgendetwas dem Leser diesen Wechsel cf. Versöhnung, (199-202) 199
signalısıiert.* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion ®  Lesen von 2 Kor 5.21 und Röm 8.3 dem  abstractum pro concreto —- unsere Identität als  Sünder, wurde zum homo peccator.  griechischen Wort äuaptıa jeweils einen  verschiedenen Sinn zuzuschreiben, ohne  93 NTS, 74, a ‘tempelkultische Sühnetheorie’;  daß irgendetwas dem Leser diesen Wechsel  cf. Versöhnung, (199-202)199f.  signalisiert. ... Es ist viel natürlicher, dem  94 NTS, 75f, italics CS. J. Herrmann, ThWNT  Wort Guaptıo üÜberall denselben Sinn  IIT, (300-24) gives a general OT survey  “Sünde” zuzuschreiben’, NTS ‚, 73. Porter,  (302.4-303), one of cult related concepts of  Katallavssw,142 adds ‘... this view is gen-  propitiation (khphr in priestly traditions,  erally discredited ... because it requires a  306.3-311.20)  and  of  the  ‘micht  sense unparalleled in the NT’.  kulttechnischer Gebrauch von khphr’  87  Thrall refers to P. Bachmann, Der zweite  (304.1-306.2); cf. also B. Lang, T7AWAT IV,  Brief des Paulus an die Korinther, 4. ed.,  303-18 and Breytenbach’s survey  ın  KNT 8 (Leipzig: A. Deichert, 1922), 273,  Versöhnung, 199f.  but  apparently  1s  unaware  of  95 NTS, 77, italics, CS; ef. Versöhnung 205-  Stuhlmacher’s explanation; cf. our n. 75.  15. Breytenbach continues on p. 78 (NT5S):  88 2 Corinthians, 440£.  Die Vorstellung, daß der Gottessohn, der nicht  89 NTS;  138  ef.  Versöhnung,  159-65.  unter dem Fluch des Gesetzes war (Gal 4.4-5),  anstelle der Verfluchten zum Fluch wurde (Gal  Breytenbach, NTS, 74f rightly questions  3.13), ist dem Gedanken, daß einer der keine Sünde  whether Paul’s Jewish contemporaries  still  would  naturally  assume  the  kannte, anstelle der Sünder zu Sünder wurde (2 Kor  5.21) parallel. Der Eine starb als Gerechter (Röm  ‘theocentric concept of propitiation of the  5.18) anstelle der Gottlosen (Röm 5.6), d.h. anstelle  priestly tradition’ (p. 74) when later Jew-  aller (2 Kor 5.14).  ish sources also display different concepts.  96 Might 2 Sam 21:1-14 not be understood as  Such assumption requires demonstration;  an incident of substitutionary death? Com-  cf. Breytenbach’s n. 52!  instances  90 NZS , 75öymb. nı 58l  pare all ihe  Hsted..by J.  Herrmann, ThWNT III, 304.1-306.2.  91. Thrall, 2 Corinthians, 441, italies CS.  97 NTS, 78; cf.Versöhnung, 207-15. Isaiah 53  92 2 Corinthians, 441£. Porter, Kutailac60,  142 summarises:  well accounts for the removal of sin which  is constitutive of reconciliation for Paul  Most commentators ... see a sense in which either  (Schröter, Versöhner, 306, 308); cf. vs.  the abstract is used for the concrete or, on the basis  of the chiastic structure of the clause and the previ-  5f,8,10-12. In view of the abhorrence to-  ous sense of (uaptıav, ‘God is said to have identified  ward human sacrifice in the OT, it ıs not  Christ with man’s sin’ ... Whereas in the above hu-  mans were seen as sinners who did not have their  surprising that the substitutionary propi-  tiatory death of the Servant of God is pre-  transgressions counted against them, here it is  sented as an event independent of the  stated by Paul that Christ, who is depicted as know-  ing no sin, is said to have been made, appointed or  temple cult  (Breyienhach; NTS, 75;  designated sin, i.e. their transgressions are counted  Versöhnung, 200, without drawing conclu-  against him.  sions from his observation). Compare 4  Similarly Schröter, Versöhner, 315: *... daß  Macc 17:21f which interprets the not cult  die Sünde verurteilt wird, weil nur so  related death of the martyrs as follows: ...  TOU  E0vovc  Gerechtigkeit geschaffen werden kann.  ÜVTLYLXOV  YEYOVOTAG  NS  Deshalb wird Christus ... auch nicht zum  ÄÜLOAPTLAC. KAL ÖLC. TOU ALLO.TOG TOV EUGEBOWV  EKELIVOV Kl TOV LAGOTNPLOV TOV DAvVATOL  Sündopfer oder zum Sünder , sondern zur  Sünde schlechthin’ (further developed on  aUtov; note the introductory modification  pp. 315f). However, not all interpreters  wOonrep in v. 21; ef. the studies in our n. 42.  Despite this abhorrence, sacrifical lan-  take these different understandings to be  mutually exclusive. H. Merklein, ‘Paulus  guage occurs perhaps in Isa 53:5-7,10-12.  und die Sünde’, in H. Frankemölle (ed.),  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 212 denies any  cultic reference:  Sünde und Erlösung im Neuen Testament,  QD 161 (Freiburg: Herder, 1996), (123-63;  Nun geht es in Jes 52,13-53.12 LXX nicht um einen  further literature in n. 4!) 150 writes:  Sühnevollzug, der sich im Kult abspielt. Für den  hebräischen Text könnte man noch über das  Paulus nutzt geschickt die unterschiedlichen  (’shm)  einen kultischen Bezug  semantischen Nuancen des &uaptıO  -Begriffs.  herstellen. In der LXX aber bezieht sich die  Schuldopfer  Christus, der ‘die Sünde nicht kannte’, weil er nie  gesündigt hat, kein Sünder ist und daher auch nicht  Wendung av 00TtE TEL ÄLAPTIAS (53,10) nicht mehr  unter der Macht der Sünde steht: ihn hat Gott ‘für  auf den Gottesknecht. Ohnehin zeigen Ausdrücke  wie TANYN, LAACdKIO, TOPVOC, KAKOGIS UNd LOAOO,  uns zur Sünde gemacht‘’, d.h., indem er für uns zur  dai es sich hier um Misshandlung, Verwundung  Guaptıa, zum ‘Sündopfer’ (in Analogie zu Lev 4.1-  (tpavuatıleıv) und Peinigung (Ö8vvam) handelt.  5.13; 16) wurde, übernahm er - Guaptıa als  EuroJTh 9:2 155Es ist 1e] natürlıicher, dem NLS,; dOE, tahes Herrmann, WN'
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erally diseredited* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion ®  Lesen von 2 Kor 5.21 und Röm 8.3 dem  abstractum pro concreto —- unsere Identität als  Sünder, wurde zum homo peccator.  griechischen Wort äuaptıa jeweils einen  verschiedenen Sinn zuzuschreiben, ohne  93 NTS, 74, a ‘tempelkultische Sühnetheorie’;  daß irgendetwas dem Leser diesen Wechsel  cf. Versöhnung, (199-202)199f.  signalisiert. ... Es ist viel natürlicher, dem  94 NTS, 75f, italics CS. J. Herrmann, ThWNT  Wort Guaptıo üÜberall denselben Sinn  IIT, (300-24) gives a general OT survey  “Sünde” zuzuschreiben’, NTS ‚, 73. Porter,  (302.4-303), one of cult related concepts of  Katallavssw,142 adds ‘... this view is gen-  propitiation (khphr in priestly traditions,  erally discredited ... because it requires a  306.3-311.20)  and  of  the  ‘micht  sense unparalleled in the NT’.  kulttechnischer Gebrauch von khphr’  87  Thrall refers to P. Bachmann, Der zweite  (304.1-306.2); cf. also B. Lang, T7AWAT IV,  Brief des Paulus an die Korinther, 4. ed.,  303-18 and Breytenbach’s survey  ın  KNT 8 (Leipzig: A. Deichert, 1922), 273,  Versöhnung, 199f.  but  apparently  1s  unaware  of  95 NTS, 77, italics, CS; ef. Versöhnung 205-  Stuhlmacher’s explanation; cf. our n. 75.  15. Breytenbach continues on p. 78 (NT5S):  88 2 Corinthians, 440£.  Die Vorstellung, daß der Gottessohn, der nicht  89 NTS;  138  ef.  Versöhnung,  159-65.  unter dem Fluch des Gesetzes war (Gal 4.4-5),  anstelle der Verfluchten zum Fluch wurde (Gal  Breytenbach, NTS, 74f rightly questions  3.13), ist dem Gedanken, daß einer der keine Sünde  whether Paul’s Jewish contemporaries  still  would  naturally  assume  the  kannte, anstelle der Sünder zu Sünder wurde (2 Kor  5.21) parallel. Der Eine starb als Gerechter (Röm  ‘theocentric concept of propitiation of the  5.18) anstelle der Gottlosen (Röm 5.6), d.h. anstelle  priestly tradition’ (p. 74) when later Jew-  aller (2 Kor 5.14).  ish sources also display different concepts.  96 Might 2 Sam 21:1-14 not be understood as  Such assumption requires demonstration;  an incident of substitutionary death? Com-  cf. Breytenbach’s n. 52!  instances  90 NZS , 75öymb. nı 58l  pare all ihe  Hsted..by J.  Herrmann, ThWNT III, 304.1-306.2.  91. Thrall, 2 Corinthians, 441, italies CS.  97 NTS, 78; cf.Versöhnung, 207-15. Isaiah 53  92 2 Corinthians, 441£. Porter, Kutailac60,  142 summarises:  well accounts for the removal of sin which  is constitutive of reconciliation for Paul  Most commentators ... see a sense in which either  (Schröter, Versöhner, 306, 308); cf. vs.  the abstract is used for the concrete or, on the basis  of the chiastic structure of the clause and the previ-  5f,8,10-12. In view of the abhorrence to-  ous sense of (uaptıav, ‘God is said to have identified  ward human sacrifice in the OT, it ıs not  Christ with man’s sin’ ... Whereas in the above hu-  mans were seen as sinners who did not have their  surprising that the substitutionary propi-  tiatory death of the Servant of God is pre-  transgressions counted against them, here it is  sented as an event independent of the  stated by Paul that Christ, who is depicted as know-  ing no sin, is said to have been made, appointed or  temple cult  (Breyienhach; NTS, 75;  designated sin, i.e. their transgressions are counted  Versöhnung, 200, without drawing conclu-  against him.  sions from his observation). Compare 4  Similarly Schröter, Versöhner, 315: *... daß  Macc 17:21f which interprets the not cult  die Sünde verurteilt wird, weil nur so  related death of the martyrs as follows: ...  TOU  E0vovc  Gerechtigkeit geschaffen werden kann.  ÜVTLYLXOV  YEYOVOTAG  NS  Deshalb wird Christus ... auch nicht zum  ÄÜLOAPTLAC. KAL ÖLC. TOU ALLO.TOG TOV EUGEBOWV  EKELIVOV Kl TOV LAGOTNPLOV TOV DAvVATOL  Sündopfer oder zum Sünder , sondern zur  Sünde schlechthin’ (further developed on  aUtov; note the introductory modification  pp. 315f). However, not all interpreters  wOonrep in v. 21; ef. the studies in our n. 42.  Despite this abhorrence, sacrifical lan-  take these different understandings to be  mutually exclusive. H. Merklein, ‘Paulus  guage occurs perhaps in Isa 53:5-7,10-12.  und die Sünde’, in H. Frankemölle (ed.),  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 212 denies any  cultic reference:  Sünde und Erlösung im Neuen Testament,  QD 161 (Freiburg: Herder, 1996), (123-63;  Nun geht es in Jes 52,13-53.12 LXX nicht um einen  further literature in n. 4!) 150 writes:  Sühnevollzug, der sich im Kult abspielt. Für den  hebräischen Text könnte man noch über das  Paulus nutzt geschickt die unterschiedlichen  (’shm)  einen kultischen Bezug  semantischen Nuancen des &uaptıO  -Begriffs.  herstellen. In der LXX aber bezieht sich die  Schuldopfer  Christus, der ‘die Sünde nicht kannte’, weil er nie  gesündigt hat, kein Sünder ist und daher auch nicht  Wendung av 00TtE TEL ÄLAPTIAS (53,10) nicht mehr  unter der Macht der Sünde steht: ihn hat Gott ‘für  auf den Gottesknecht. Ohnehin zeigen Ausdrücke  wie TANYN, LAACdKIO, TOPVOC, KAKOGIS UNd LOAOO,  uns zur Sünde gemacht‘’, d.h., indem er für uns zur  dai es sich hier um Misshandlung, Verwundung  Guaptıa, zum ‘Sündopfer’ (in Analogie zu Lev 4.1-  (tpavuatıleıv) und Peinigung (Ö8vvam) handelt.  5.13; 16) wurde, übernahm er - Guaptıa als  EuroJTh 9:2 155because 1t. requıres 306:3=31414:20) and of the N1IC
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Most cCommMentators* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion ®  Lesen von 2 Kor 5.21 und Röm 8.3 dem  abstractum pro concreto —- unsere Identität als  Sünder, wurde zum homo peccator.  griechischen Wort äuaptıa jeweils einen  verschiedenen Sinn zuzuschreiben, ohne  93 NTS, 74, a ‘tempelkultische Sühnetheorie’;  daß irgendetwas dem Leser diesen Wechsel  cf. Versöhnung, (199-202)199f.  signalisiert. ... Es ist viel natürlicher, dem  94 NTS, 75f, italics CS. J. Herrmann, ThWNT  Wort Guaptıo üÜberall denselben Sinn  IIT, (300-24) gives a general OT survey  “Sünde” zuzuschreiben’, NTS ‚, 73. Porter,  (302.4-303), one of cult related concepts of  Katallavssw,142 adds ‘... this view is gen-  propitiation (khphr in priestly traditions,  erally discredited ... because it requires a  306.3-311.20)  and  of  the  ‘micht  sense unparalleled in the NT’.  kulttechnischer Gebrauch von khphr’  87  Thrall refers to P. Bachmann, Der zweite  (304.1-306.2); cf. also B. Lang, T7AWAT IV,  Brief des Paulus an die Korinther, 4. ed.,  303-18 and Breytenbach’s survey  ın  KNT 8 (Leipzig: A. Deichert, 1922), 273,  Versöhnung, 199f.  but  apparently  1s  unaware  of  95 NTS, 77, italics, CS; ef. Versöhnung 205-  Stuhlmacher’s explanation; cf. our n. 75.  15. Breytenbach continues on p. 78 (NT5S):  88 2 Corinthians, 440£.  Die Vorstellung, daß der Gottessohn, der nicht  89 NTS;  138  ef.  Versöhnung,  159-65.  unter dem Fluch des Gesetzes war (Gal 4.4-5),  anstelle der Verfluchten zum Fluch wurde (Gal  Breytenbach, NTS, 74f rightly questions  3.13), ist dem Gedanken, daß einer der keine Sünde  whether Paul’s Jewish contemporaries  still  would  naturally  assume  the  kannte, anstelle der Sünder zu Sünder wurde (2 Kor  5.21) parallel. Der Eine starb als Gerechter (Röm  ‘theocentric concept of propitiation of the  5.18) anstelle der Gottlosen (Röm 5.6), d.h. anstelle  priestly tradition’ (p. 74) when later Jew-  aller (2 Kor 5.14).  ish sources also display different concepts.  96 Might 2 Sam 21:1-14 not be understood as  Such assumption requires demonstration;  an incident of substitutionary death? Com-  cf. Breytenbach’s n. 52!  instances  90 NZS , 75öymb. nı 58l  pare all ihe  Hsted..by J.  Herrmann, ThWNT III, 304.1-306.2.  91. Thrall, 2 Corinthians, 441, italies CS.  97 NTS, 78; cf.Versöhnung, 207-15. Isaiah 53  92 2 Corinthians, 441£. Porter, Kutailac60,  142 summarises:  well accounts for the removal of sin which  is constitutive of reconciliation for Paul  Most commentators ... see a sense in which either  (Schröter, Versöhner, 306, 308); cf. vs.  the abstract is used for the concrete or, on the basis  of the chiastic structure of the clause and the previ-  5f,8,10-12. In view of the abhorrence to-  ous sense of (uaptıav, ‘God is said to have identified  ward human sacrifice in the OT, it ıs not  Christ with man’s sin’ ... Whereas in the above hu-  mans were seen as sinners who did not have their  surprising that the substitutionary propi-  tiatory death of the Servant of God is pre-  transgressions counted against them, here it is  sented as an event independent of the  stated by Paul that Christ, who is depicted as know-  ing no sin, is said to have been made, appointed or  temple cult  (Breyienhach; NTS, 75;  designated sin, i.e. their transgressions are counted  Versöhnung, 200, without drawing conclu-  against him.  sions from his observation). Compare 4  Similarly Schröter, Versöhner, 315: *... daß  Macc 17:21f which interprets the not cult  die Sünde verurteilt wird, weil nur so  related death of the martyrs as follows: ...  TOU  E0vovc  Gerechtigkeit geschaffen werden kann.  ÜVTLYLXOV  YEYOVOTAG  NS  Deshalb wird Christus ... auch nicht zum  ÄÜLOAPTLAC. KAL ÖLC. TOU ALLO.TOG TOV EUGEBOWV  EKELIVOV Kl TOV LAGOTNPLOV TOV DAvVATOL  Sündopfer oder zum Sünder , sondern zur  Sünde schlechthin’ (further developed on  aUtov; note the introductory modification  pp. 315f). However, not all interpreters  wOonrep in v. 21; ef. the studies in our n. 42.  Despite this abhorrence, sacrifical lan-  take these different understandings to be  mutually exclusive. H. Merklein, ‘Paulus  guage occurs perhaps in Isa 53:5-7,10-12.  und die Sünde’, in H. Frankemölle (ed.),  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 212 denies any  cultic reference:  Sünde und Erlösung im Neuen Testament,  QD 161 (Freiburg: Herder, 1996), (123-63;  Nun geht es in Jes 52,13-53.12 LXX nicht um einen  further literature in n. 4!) 150 writes:  Sühnevollzug, der sich im Kult abspielt. Für den  hebräischen Text könnte man noch über das  Paulus nutzt geschickt die unterschiedlichen  (’shm)  einen kultischen Bezug  semantischen Nuancen des &uaptıO  -Begriffs.  herstellen. In der LXX aber bezieht sich die  Schuldopfer  Christus, der ‘die Sünde nicht kannte’, weil er nie  gesündigt hat, kein Sünder ist und daher auch nicht  Wendung av 00TtE TEL ÄLAPTIAS (53,10) nicht mehr  unter der Macht der Sünde steht: ihn hat Gott ‘für  auf den Gottesknecht. Ohnehin zeigen Ausdrücke  wie TANYN, LAACdKIO, TOPVOC, KAKOGIS UNd LOAOO,  uns zur Sünde gemacht‘’, d.h., indem er für uns zur  dai es sich hier um Misshandlung, Verwundung  Guaptıa, zum ‘Sündopfer’ (in Analogie zu Lev 4.1-  (tpavuatıleıv) und Peinigung (Ö8vvam) handelt.  5.13; 16) wurde, übernahm er - Guaptıa als  EuroJTh 9:2 155SEeEE In which either (Schröter. Versöhner, 306, J08); ef.
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dıe un! verurteilt wırd, weıl 1Ur elated ea of the martyrs ollows* The Death of Jesus and the New Testament Doctrine of Reconciliation in Recent Discussion ®  Lesen von 2 Kor 5.21 und Röm 8.3 dem  abstractum pro concreto —- unsere Identität als  Sünder, wurde zum homo peccator.  griechischen Wort äuaptıa jeweils einen  verschiedenen Sinn zuzuschreiben, ohne  93 NTS, 74, a ‘tempelkultische Sühnetheorie’;  daß irgendetwas dem Leser diesen Wechsel  cf. Versöhnung, (199-202)199f.  signalisiert. ... Es ist viel natürlicher, dem  94 NTS, 75f, italics CS. J. Herrmann, ThWNT  Wort Guaptıo üÜberall denselben Sinn  IIT, (300-24) gives a general OT survey  “Sünde” zuzuschreiben’, NTS ‚, 73. Porter,  (302.4-303), one of cult related concepts of  Katallavssw,142 adds ‘... this view is gen-  propitiation (khphr in priestly traditions,  erally discredited ... because it requires a  306.3-311.20)  and  of  the  ‘micht  sense unparalleled in the NT’.  kulttechnischer Gebrauch von khphr’  87  Thrall refers to P. Bachmann, Der zweite  (304.1-306.2); cf. also B. Lang, T7AWAT IV,  Brief des Paulus an die Korinther, 4. ed.,  303-18 and Breytenbach’s survey  ın  KNT 8 (Leipzig: A. Deichert, 1922), 273,  Versöhnung, 199f.  but  apparently  1s  unaware  of  95 NTS, 77, italics, CS; ef. Versöhnung 205-  Stuhlmacher’s explanation; cf. our n. 75.  15. Breytenbach continues on p. 78 (NT5S):  88 2 Corinthians, 440£.  Die Vorstellung, daß der Gottessohn, der nicht  89 NTS;  138  ef.  Versöhnung,  159-65.  unter dem Fluch des Gesetzes war (Gal 4.4-5),  anstelle der Verfluchten zum Fluch wurde (Gal  Breytenbach, NTS, 74f rightly questions  3.13), ist dem Gedanken, daß einer der keine Sünde  whether Paul’s Jewish contemporaries  still  would  naturally  assume  the  kannte, anstelle der Sünder zu Sünder wurde (2 Kor  5.21) parallel. Der Eine starb als Gerechter (Röm  ‘theocentric concept of propitiation of the  5.18) anstelle der Gottlosen (Röm 5.6), d.h. anstelle  priestly tradition’ (p. 74) when later Jew-  aller (2 Kor 5.14).  ish sources also display different concepts.  96 Might 2 Sam 21:1-14 not be understood as  Such assumption requires demonstration;  an incident of substitutionary death? Com-  cf. Breytenbach’s n. 52!  instances  90 NZS , 75öymb. nı 58l  pare all ihe  Hsted..by J.  Herrmann, ThWNT III, 304.1-306.2.  91. Thrall, 2 Corinthians, 441, italies CS.  97 NTS, 78; cf.Versöhnung, 207-15. Isaiah 53  92 2 Corinthians, 441£. Porter, Kutailac60,  142 summarises:  well accounts for the removal of sin which  is constitutive of reconciliation for Paul  Most commentators ... see a sense in which either  (Schröter, Versöhner, 306, 308); cf. vs.  the abstract is used for the concrete or, on the basis  of the chiastic structure of the clause and the previ-  5f,8,10-12. In view of the abhorrence to-  ous sense of (uaptıav, ‘God is said to have identified  ward human sacrifice in the OT, it ıs not  Christ with man’s sin’ ... Whereas in the above hu-  mans were seen as sinners who did not have their  surprising that the substitutionary propi-  tiatory death of the Servant of God is pre-  transgressions counted against them, here it is  sented as an event independent of the  stated by Paul that Christ, who is depicted as know-  ing no sin, is said to have been made, appointed or  temple cult  (Breyienhach; NTS, 75;  designated sin, i.e. their transgressions are counted  Versöhnung, 200, without drawing conclu-  against him.  sions from his observation). Compare 4  Similarly Schröter, Versöhner, 315: *... daß  Macc 17:21f which interprets the not cult  die Sünde verurteilt wird, weil nur so  related death of the martyrs as follows: ...  TOU  E0vovc  Gerechtigkeit geschaffen werden kann.  ÜVTLYLXOV  YEYOVOTAG  NS  Deshalb wird Christus ... auch nicht zum  ÄÜLOAPTLAC. KAL ÖLC. TOU ALLO.TOG TOV EUGEBOWV  EKELIVOV Kl TOV LAGOTNPLOV TOV DAvVATOL  Sündopfer oder zum Sünder , sondern zur  Sünde schlechthin’ (further developed on  aUtov; note the introductory modification  pp. 315f). However, not all interpreters  wOonrep in v. 21; ef. the studies in our n. 42.  Despite this abhorrence, sacrifical lan-  take these different understandings to be  mutually exclusive. H. Merklein, ‘Paulus  guage occurs perhaps in Isa 53:5-7,10-12.  und die Sünde’, in H. Frankemölle (ed.),  Breytenbach, Versöhnung, 212 denies any  cultic reference:  Sünde und Erlösung im Neuen Testament,  QD 161 (Freiburg: Herder, 1996), (123-63;  Nun geht es in Jes 52,13-53.12 LXX nicht um einen  further literature in n. 4!) 150 writes:  Sühnevollzug, der sich im Kult abspielt. Für den  hebräischen Text könnte man noch über das  Paulus nutzt geschickt die unterschiedlichen  (’shm)  einen kultischen Bezug  semantischen Nuancen des &uaptıO  -Begriffs.  herstellen. In der LXX aber bezieht sich die  Schuldopfer  Christus, der ‘die Sünde nicht kannte’, weil er nie  gesündigt hat, kein Sünder ist und daher auch nicht  Wendung av 00TtE TEL ÄLAPTIAS (53,10) nicht mehr  unter der Macht der Sünde steht: ihn hat Gott ‘für  auf den Gottesknecht. Ohnehin zeigen Ausdrücke  wie TANYN, LAACdKIO, TOPVOC, KAKOGIS UNd LOAOO,  uns zur Sünde gemacht‘’, d.h., indem er für uns zur  dai es sich hier um Misshandlung, Verwundung  Guaptıa, zum ‘Sündopfer’ (in Analogie zu Lev 4.1-  (tpavuatıleıv) und Peinigung (Ö8vvam) handelt.  5.13; 16) wurde, übernahm er - Guaptıa als  EuroJTh 9:2 155TOU 0 VOovCGerechtigke1i geschaffen werden anı AVTLWVOYOV „YOVOTUC NC
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EVA, 298305 and Zahn, ness’, DELE SN and Martın,
Einleitung ıUn das Neue T estament, ed °‘Reconcılhatıion and Forgıveness
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Colossians’, 1n Banks (ed.), Reconcılıa- Aassume hat 1S sa1d Jearly by ON author
Hon anı Hope. New Testament E'ssays ONn In ONM passage a ISO for er wrıtıngs of
Atonement ndEischatology Morris the sa[mne author? 'T’0 hat extent Ca  }
ran! Rapıds kKerdmans, certaın CONCEDL hbe assıımed wıthout the

193 (F NT'G, DA ed., 524
128

OCCUu  NCe of the specıfic term1nology 1N-
261 iıtalıcs Compare the sımılar dicatıve of it? Can StEUudents venture

conclusıon by Porter, KOATAAAOGOO, 179 beyond assumptıions? What 15 the rela-
and hıs Oroug. treatment of Col 1onshı1ıp between author’s underlyıng

085 See Iso se, Die conceptual framework an hıs concret:
Brıefe mn dıe Kolosser Un mn Phılemon , statements? How Ca  — conclusions be

drawn from the latter LO the former 1ınKEK 1 X99 (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck
uprecht, 102: reilecte: an legitimate manner? (1 the

1253 Lehrbuch, 304 Weiılss observes: ‘Wiıe das stimulatıng consıderations ıIn
VeErSüssCcCHNE Blut des Tieres das Zeichen on  sSon, aul an the entiılLes Re-
se1ıner gewaltsamen, des Opfers wiıllen mappıng the ‚nostle  S Convıiectional World
vollzogenen Tötung Waäal, War das Blut (Minneapolıs WFortress, 1997; cf.
Christiı das Zeichen des gewaltsamen 1eW ıIn CB& BL: 1999, 1514539
odes, den der un! willen 130 Paul apparently Was the first LO use the
erhıtten hatte’ Gnilka, Der erh ANOKATAALAGGO and hıs usSe of DreVvI1-
Kolosseröbrief, "'hK (Freiburg ously known words of the reconcılıatiıon
Herder, 76 notes ‘ Der USarucC word STOUD W as liıkewise unıque.
Blut en dıie Aufmerksamkeit auf das 151 Paul. 1992 (: Schröter, Versöhner, 309
gewaltsam SCHNOMMEN en un deutet. Denn WE der unmiıttelbare Kontext nıcht auf den
die Sühnkraft der Lebenshingabe Als Aspekt “Sühne‘’ schließen läßt, waäare der Beweils
Deutung des es esu wurzelt er anzutreten, daß dieser als e1in Grundmuster der
letzthıch In der Abendmahlsüberlieferung paulınıschen Christologie funglert un! cie

verschıedenen Aussagen (0)8! Paulus über en Tod

126
14,24 parr Christi deshalb letztlich alle auf den

Böcher, E WN 'T E (8S8—-93) 1 refers LO Sühnegedanken zurückzuführen sind
Matt 35/Luke 11:50:; Mark 14:24:; ets
Z2:20; Rom 3: 10: Rev 16:6; a |S0 Matt Helpful discussı0on of OUTr ubject 1S ffered by
21:6.6 (ef. 4); cts E: Heh 19  S the Tübingen ‘KEvangelicals’ 1n Gäckle

1D GE Light{foot, Colossıians, L62Z Gnilka, (ed.), Warum das Kreuz: Die rage nach der
esKolosserbrief, 90f{f. Bedeutung des Jesu ‚TVG

1285 However, se, Kolosser, 107f and Orientierung (Wuppertal: ockhaus,
O’Brien, Colossians, 68 argue for legal SC E Schmid, 'l dhie Möglichkeıt der
rather than cultıc categorIı1es. ne ach dem (zesetz des Mose’:

129 Thıs debate Iso ralses interesting eth- Albrecht, Sühne ın Jesaja 53° Gäckle,
odologıical 1SSUeS: How legitimate 15 17 LO Sühne un Versöhnung be]l Paulus
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