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Babıes and Bathwater?
A _ _ ä  en Recent Evangelical Crıtiques of Penal

Substitution the Light of Early Modern
Debates Concerning Justification

STCeVE Holmes
St Andrews, COLLaAN

SUMMARY
on DV al alone and early nineteenth century ebates

Penal substitutionary models of the atonement have about atonement chow that similar althougn
recently hbeen criticised for their lack of ethical CONMNSES- noTt ıdentical arguments WerTe eploye' all three dS5e$s

and suggest ] possible VeSPDONMNSCS TO the recentTt Criti-QUENCES This CXaNmNnıines such Criticısms the 1g|
of Ooman atholıc and Anabaptist Criticısms of jJustifica- CISTTT Aase‘ ONM the historical analogues

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
Debatten AUs$s dem frühen Jahrhunder ZUT unne-

Strafrechtliche Stellvertretermodelle VOo ne sind problematik Ich versuche ZU ZEISEN dass | allen drei
Urzlıc| ür ihren Mange! ethischer KONsequenZ kKri- Fällen annlıche wWenrn auch nicht identische Argumente
ISsıert worden | ieser Artikel untersucht diese Kritik henutzt wurden und ich Chlage CINISEC mögliche Ant-
|ichte Ömisch Katholischer und täuferischer Kritik der orten auf die UrzZiıc geädulserte Kritik VOT die auf den
Rechtfertigung allein AUuUs CGilauben und | ichte VOIN historischen Analogien basiererl/

KESUME
1a Justification Dar 1a tO1 seule UU dUX debats Au X IX

B comprehension de ’expiation C termes de SUPSEL- Siecle SUr expiation auteur fforce de MontTtrer JUEC des
(utıon nenale recCcemmen fait ’objet de CrUques HOUT arguments simılaires CS Crtbiques NS eur efire ıden-
5()  — NaNYUC de CONSCQUENCES ethiques | e present articlie Uques Ont efe AVances dans 1es IS ( d indique des
considere C 65 critiques el 1Es COomparant dUuxX Cruques des Dossibles dUuxX CrnUuques recCcenTtfes e Inspırant des
catholiques et des anabaptistes CoNCernant 1a doctrine de Har e

I1 the artıculus el cadentıs ecclesıne
By Way of Introduction A111 1S5C10OU1L15S5 that thıs could be A} rather infam-

Let! STAtEe AA thesis bluntlv ınd boldlv that IMAaTtOTrV thes1is ı111 the WIONS hands, SC() 111 SAaV
intend [ 111 thıs reEGcENT CYr1CE1C1S clearlv AAS5 possıble 1L1LOW that do 101 tor A MOMECNT
f penal substitutionarv 3EONE  Cn otfered DV OSC that penal substitutionarv ONemMEN IS

kvangelıcals wel]l ® others Iınes OT A  1 the artıcle bvV which the church stands CT falls; 11

IMECNLTL TSt advanced DV the Roman Church a  a do ’.1CCCPt that there ı15 A C ASE [O call tor rthose
the Reformatıon doctrine of Justiılcation sola ide who object LO penal substıtution CO be expelled (J)1I1

thıs CI stands then WC ıll be torced 3CCOMNF OT that reJECLION PCI S Irom kEvangelıcal
conclude that the Reformers OT sımply WTIONS bodies let alone trom the church have argued 111
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publıc ATAINST such 988 1Cde2 Defore; and TG afırm NeTe than ALLY partıcular closeness the doc-
that POSIT1ON )1OW. It SCCI11IS LO that NNOST CY1IL1- “n developed AL TIrent whıch C4 thıs POINLT CTE
SI115 of penal substitution misgulded 111 everal developed explicıtly denv the freeness of God’
WaVS central AMONS them the Tact that the {L1- Justiıfyıng aa lIo TACE the Iınes of CONLFOVC ISYV,
C4 aımed AT . CATICAHMNE rather than A clear 111 the relatıvelv settled thought of the
STEATETMNEN. of the doctrine As such generally confessions wıth onlv Occasıonal references back
ind mvself able ASICC entirelv wıth the C110 1NTIO NIStOrV,
(and hence regardıng ell MCANMINS detfenders of God treely Justiıfes the IT aınd s() the CC
Al ındefensı1ıble CArTICAaLite AS5 Mısgu1ded) Further 15 reconcıled wıth .od Ihıs ILLULY be the MOST
there valıd COM CVCIN wıth A well rormed basıc cla1ım of the Reformers (1t 15 COI]SCC]I.ICI]I (J)11
STATEMECNT Oof penal substıtution, and thıs A the claıms solı4s Christus and sola gratın) CIr CVCH
doctrine S() clearlv advanced 111 Scripture (even 111 perhaps the MNMNOST 1mportant (surelv solz Deo glorıa!)
Is 55) that rCJECTLION of 1T MUST entaı] expulsıon DV ut 1L became the Slgll;ltl.er claım In the ] utheran
Bıble belıeving Chrıstians that sa1d 1T SCCI1) LO symbols thıs PO1NT promoted 4A5 hıgh artıcle
11L1I1C that COIMNMON Iıne of CT1L1C187 perhaps the OT the Augsburg Confession wıth Tree ustıf1-
NMNOST theologically IS Cal be related Ref- CALt1iON and ımputed MghteoUsSNESS being stressed Ö

OrTrMAaTLIOT debates 111 lllt€f€Stll]g and worthwhile ndeed Melancthon’s Apology tor the contfes-
WUAYS Hence thıs s101/ describes the free oıft Of Justilcatiıon ASs  N the

chıief Oof Christian doctrine he “Smalcald
Artiıcles, WTrILLIeEN by Further. aınd 11s0 A part OT theReformation an Early Modern Book ofConcord, alıke ıNSIST ()1I1 the centralıtv ot thısAccounts of Reconcıliation doctrine: CJ thıs artıcle nothing be vielded OLr

he STOFY Of the Reformatıon beginning wıth surrendered |nor anythıng be granted OTr PCI-Martın Luther transtormatıve discovery that the mıtted the same | though NEe4VEN
1USTC1C1A IBIS| IS gıft 10L demand 15 tamılıar enough and earth and whatever 111 ıbıde should sınk
No doubt IT needs 11 OT qualifications u for LO u nd UDON thıs artıcle al chıngs dependLuther AL least the TIree and iıncomprehensıble oıft which WC teach and pra 1171 OPpPOSINON the
OT Justificatıon SIVCH DV God through ( hrıst and Pope the devıl aınd the whole | world 3i Nsur-
known onlv 111 the S55 15 absolutelv the heart of prisiıngly. then the Formula of Concord denounces
the doctrine of reconcılatıiıon and of all Christian ANV who belıeve
teachıng and Indeed AL OC PO1LNT and wıth
characterist1ic boldness, Luther ınnouNced that he D Jhat 111 the prophetic and apostolıc declara-

L101NS whıich ICa of the righteousness of faıthwould concede the Pope hıs claım authoriıtYv, the words Justify and be Justifiedıf only the Pope would contess the free Justifica- the d AS LO absolve and be absolved tromL10N ofSIM 111 Christ * Ihe slogan that up and obtaın VEINSSI1IO0ON of ut thatsuch A C111 for thıs partıcular belıef aıbout 1CC -
oncılıatıon 15 the IHSISTENCGCEC that Justificatıon 15 the WC throuch love ınfused bv the Holy Ghost
artıculus vel cadentıs ecclesiae Ihıs phrase 15 through the HG and through the works

which OW torth trom charıty, become 111 VCNO used DV L.uther. althouch sımılar phrases
cUrath suggests 1CS irst employment bv Alsted deed rghteous before GOod %

111 1618 and that the belıef expressed DY the phrase For the Lutheran ymbols reconcıllatıiıon
DV then general between human beings and God IN the central
have neither UACC CI knowledeoe LO TACE the TMAaLTe of Christianitv. aınd sS(C() necessarıly the vr

Iınes Of development (T dıspute between dıffer- tral of Chrıstian doctrine, aınd arı the heart
Reformers Clearlv. ar what är stake 15 of the locus 15 the confessionN Of free Justification

definıtions (So when MecGrath ATSLICS that Luther U1VCN SraC10USIy by God 111 Chrıst apprehended
stands closer LO the POSICION Oof the Councıl of DV alt and COMPDTSINS both PaSSIVC aınd AGCLIVE
Irent than venerallv realızed IL 15 111 CONNECLION rıghteousness
wıth Luther claım that Justificare 111 111 dıffer On the Reformed sıde virtuallv iıdentical POS1-

WAYS descr1ibe the beginniıng the CONLINULALION L101S (1 be ound he Second Helvetic Contes-
and the CONSLL  Makion of the ıte OT the SAa1NTS S1011 makes the PO1INT A length 111 ch which

that ] uther ıvoıldance of the language of beoins wıth 41 SULLIELLAL V, Justificare sıynıficat Apostolo
anctificatıon has 1} LO do wıtrh 31S CONSIFrUC- In dısputatione de Justificatione Peccata VEMLELEVE
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culpa el DEeNAa absolvere, ın gratiam VECLDETE, et Justum cıl INS1IStS: “*these satısfactory punıshments greatly
recall trom, and check 4S IT d  v wıth A bridle, andbronuncLare (SEC 1 and then expands the pomt

AL length in $$4-5 he Heıidelberg Catechism 1$ make penitents I1}] CAaut10USs and watchful for
briefter. ut sımılarly clear: “OQur Lord Jesus Chrıst. the future; they Ar C 3180 remedies tor the FeMAINS

of S1N, and DV ACTS of the opposıte vırtues, thev1$ treely o1ven UNTLO Uls tor complete redemption and
15Ö  righteousness’” have 110 wısh LO Iabour the POINt, F the 3abıts acquıred DV evıl] lıving

whıch cshould already be clear enough: AS5 Lutheran do 101 that ANY of thıs 15 L1ECWS ANLYV
and Reformed faıth W AS codıihed in the sixteenth reader of thıs Journal, f bear wıth TIG A lıttle, and
CENTUrY% the centrality and truth of the tree —>  oift of hope Its ımportance 111 become clear. Let
justification 1n Chrıst AS5 the Neart ot reconcıllatıon Arst! however, [[Urn the parallel dısputes between
WAaSs unıformly insısted UPOI]. the Reformed and Lutheran, ()1I1 the hand, and

he caretful Stg  >r  1Nts of the “ Decree 0)8! Justı- the Anabaptısts (J1I1 the other.
icatıon’ of the Councıl of Irent —  V devısed ({}  er tor visıble holıness AS NCCCSSALY CO

exclude thıs cClalm: partıcularly Canons IX aınd - 11 reconcılıatıon between humanıty and God 15 M1C

SC AD built UDOL the posıtıve teachıng of the of the CW CONSTLANT marks of the VarıoOus STOUDS
earher sect10ns concerning the doctrine of reconcıl- who made UPp sıxteenth-century Anabaptısm.
Lat1ON, notably ch VIL whıch S somethıing Miıchael Sattler’s basıc claım in the preface the
of A SUMIMNUL Y of the whole decree: “ ) Justification Schleitheim Artıiacles 15 that We have agrecd that

111 abıde 1n the 1ord obedient children of30d,’tself, whıch 15 10L reM1SSION of S1INS merely, ut
1lso the sanctificatiıon ınd renewal of the inward and thıs demand that reconcılıation iımplıes visıble
IMaAN, through the voluntary reception oft the TACC, obedience 1UL1115 through the artıcles A CONSLAaN

1X10M which drıves each Argument, Baptısm 1Sand of the oifts, whereby 11l f unjust becomes
Just, and of AA11 CA friend. that he IMNAaYy be 4A11 be gıven LO those “who have earned repC NTLANCC,
heır accordıng hope of ıte everlastıng ; ere ımendment of lıfe and faıth through the truth that
18, here: A three-fold dıvısıon 1n the HNAEUTe of JUS- theır SIN 3ASs been removed by Christ‘; the ban 15
tification: the rFeM1sSsSION of S1NS and sanctıfication; LO be “used agalnst all who have gıven themselves
contıinual renewal; and glorıficatıon which 1V1- CO the Lord and agrecd tollow 31S command-

and who nevertheless sOMetImMes slıp andSION be traced through the Decree. } Ihere AIC,
be „ other polemical pOoINtS about the doc- all Into CI  6 and SI® the artıcle ©0)8!| the breakıng

trine of reconcılatıiıon being made 1in thıs Decree of bread er repeatedly that the Lord’s table 15
tor the COoMMUNItY that has been “called otf the(notabiy: the continuatiıon of free 111 after the

fall the possibilıty f fallıng AWUAY trom A  a and world LO od separatıon 15 be made trom “all
who have submuıtted themselves CO the obedi-the impropriety of seekıng ASSUTANCE of salvatıon),

Dbut thıs single pomt, the question of whether JuS- ST  ( Of Taıth : and SN O1n .16
tiicatıon 1S A11 external declaratıon CT A11 internal Of COUTSC, A demand tor visıble holiness 1S
change, and the question ot whether there 1$ N0 ver  3} A den1a] of the treeness of Justificatıon 1n
ıumMman involvement 1n being reconcıled, Clearly Christ: Reconcıluation aln iımply obedience and
Gl the ASATTt of the 1Sssue. Reformatıon debates ımendment of ıte 1ın [WO e  ! It mıght be that

reconcılation, ıtself achieved through the freeness(JVCT Justificat1on essentially LUrn (J11 thıs questiOn:
for the ] utherans and Retformed, GOod reconcıles of 30d’s >  9 st1l] Necessarıly leads holıiness
USs sovere1gnly and freely, of NIS &—  T'  ’ ın CArıst, and obedience, and S() the ıbsence of holiness 15

adequate evidence that reconcılıatıon has 1nthrough faıth, tor Hıs glory; tor Roman Catholı1cs
10d grac10usly and sovereignly provıdes the POS fact, taken place. On the other handı, IT miıght be
sıbılıty of reconcıliation, certamly, ut the ACCONN- that obedience ınd vıisıble holıiness 15 pa of

reconcıliation, MCO. Just &' CONSCYUCHCC of fe. andplishment of reconcılıatıon requULrES 190g action and
cooperatiıon wıth Od’s MraCEi S S() reconcıliıatıon 10 longer be understood AS5

(One ot the argume NS otffered äT Irent ll the free gıift of 10d 1n Chrıst through taıth. he
Schleitheim artıcles do 10 notıce thıs dıstiıncti0on,become ımportant 1ın :3 MOMECNT 1n thıs PaPCI, S let

highlight ir he Councıl suggested 1ın VAr1OUs and S() do ısk the question; other sixteenth-
that M1 oft IfSs ÄCLE COMNMTIGETTIS about the “new” CCNLUFV Anabaptıst wrıitings do POSC the question,

Retormatıon doctrines of STACC W JS theır taılure and ILL, är Jleast: do ındeed denYy the treeness of
CO IVE ANLYV mMotıve ethıcal lıyıng. Concerning Justificat1on. Conrad Grebel, wrıting Müntzer,
the of ACtTS$s of PCHALICC, tor example, the ( O11 WASTES few words 1n condemnıng ] uther: “You
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have the Bıble (of whıich 1_uther Y3ad made bubel Hottman there Tühke Justiflcations Ihe irst 15 DV
and Babel) tOor VOUL detense the ıdolatrous faıth alone and STACC alone ınd A “**toretaste
SPaANINS Oof Luther A0 A1NST the deceıitful neglıgent OT the Kıngdom of od he second Justiıfcatıon
aLth:. AQuUNS theır preaching 111 whıch they do 10 CO(MNIGS aıbout through OWN etfforts and leads CO

teach hrıst AS thev should 317 Hans Denck’s On {T4HEe reconcılıation. In 71S Attempt CO synthesize
the Aa of 10 15 (after A brıief consıderation of the sıxteenth--CC Anabaptıist doctrine, Friedmann
MCANINS OT defeat 111 the DPeasant’s War) aılmost claıms that the dıstinctive Anabaptıst e3 of Sal-
entirely A 1 dıscussıon O1 thıs vCc p01nt PFCSSINS Vatıon 10L Justification the torensic declaratıon
the doctrine of reconcılıatıiıon wıth the QUECSLION of OT the COl AS righteous ut Al actual change Of
whether Justificatıon tree OL cpecnds 0)8! AumMman STACLIS and relatıonshıp whiıch he character1ı7es wıth
obedience and holıness wıth Denck repeatedly the word Fromm-Machung,”, A word Airst used DV
attackıne standard pOo INTS f Lutheran teachıng Hubmaiıer. As W1  A [O thıs p051t1011 he C1

Agaın Denck 111 hıs “Recantatıon teaches “Faıth Hans Hult Peter Rıedemann and Leupold Scharn-
LO obey 30d and 11 11S chrough Jesus schlager It SCC1I1]. CO 11L1C that FEriedmann t311s A lıttle
Chriıst Where there 10 such obedience the LrLLSE 11NLO the LTap of over-synthes1izıng, and 1ICW1INS the

71915 talse and deceptive Anabaptısts anı ndeed the Lutherans) MC TE S A
Balthasar Hubmaıer probably the MOST able dıstinct aınd coherent STOUPD than thev 111 fact -  U

theologıan AMONSZS the early Anabaptısts 15 ut the PCI'SPCCÜVC helpful
LO develop through ıs ıfe ()I1 thıs P()lllt Unsur- Ihe SAUaM1C DO1NT made by later CONfess1O0Ns 111

prisıngly, 111 31S or publıshed work, the “Achtzehn A sımılar tracıtion ıke tor HISES the iıfteen
Schlussreden’, he adopted A basıcallv Zwinglıan theologıical PrOopOS1IC1ONS which mMmake up the Apol-
p051t1011 OI JUStification, JSSCITIIIg straıghtfor- OT Robert Barclav, wıdely consıdered LO be the
wardlv that aıth alone makes LL rghteous before authorıitatıve STATEMENT of the teachıngs of
30OCIH) In later works thıs POS1ITON 15 10 longer the Socıety of Friends 111 the seventeenth CCNTULV,central: wıth A classıcallv Anabaptıst I111X of faıth, In pYOPOSIUOI] SCVCIN Concerning Justification
I'CPCI'It’.II]CC, baptısm and ©&g00d works being SI  U  JI  v arclay WTTIFES
Sar V reconcıliation, although there ı SOMELIMES As IHallıYy AS PeS1ST AOF thıs lıght ut thestill A SCI1ISC that faıth ılone Justifies, along wıth
} emphasıs that real taıth produces gxo0od AT 117 them produced 4A11 holvy. and

spırıtual bırth bringing torth holıness rıghte-works. 7] BvV the LimMe he WT1LC6S the FACTS of tree
DISN PUI'IÜY and ll those other blessed TUCS111 the place of works ı CVCH MC central: these

essentially ıdvance . theology of reconcılıatıon that which ME acceptable God by which holy
bırth LO Jesus Chrıst : ormed wıthın USs aındclaıms that Chrıist’s death has sufficıentlv healed

LL human Nature that 1T cho1ice whether [O workıng 31S works 111 L1S5 AS5 sanctihed

rcpCNL, belheve the gospel, and tollow the |aw (T
WC Justifıed 111 the sıght of God, accordıng
the apostle words “But VC ATC. washed ut VCIhe onlv straıghtforward 1SS  on that ıJ US-

ti1cCation ı J0 tree find, however, 1 111 Hub- AT sanctihed ut VYC Justified 111 the M! of
111  Wr Abologıa 253 where he beg1ins hıs Hrst artıcle the 1 ord Jesus and DV the Spırıt Of Ur G0od 29

wıth the claım ım Jjere taıth alone 15 C sutficıent In classıcal scholastıc language Barclay makes
FTOr salyvatıon I). and the second wıth the ASSECTTIC Justiıfcatıon COHSch1€HIT ON sanctiıficatıon FOrg1Ve-

W, Jınce TIG faıth sufNcıent for salvatıon tollows holiness reconcılıatıon 15 dependent
xo0od deeds NUST trulv be aıdded L[O the taıth he UDON obedience Ihıs 15 blunter and ess nuanced
Abologua WTIEL 111 PTIISON tends STrESS Hub- than the earher Anabaptıst ut rCCOSNIZ-
11 pomts Of ng'€€[l]€l]t wıth Roman Catholıc ablı 111 the ‘E tradıtion

We do need read vVC far 111 1 utherandoctrine 4A5 for 1NSTLar (J)1I1 the perpetual VIir' ll‘llty
of Marv. and er STACLS AS mother of God’ 26 ut and Retormed Wl‘ltlllg5 ind condemnatıons OT

m{ the DO1INT of MISFCPFESCHUNG 71S VICWS S() thıs LLOVC he Formula of Concord offers specıfic
he denıes the EXıISTENCE Oof DUrgatOorV (artıcle AIIL) condemnatıon OT EG Anabaptıst teachıngs
and the possıbilıty OT seckıng the 1iNLTercCesSs$iOnN Oof (nıne doctrinal Nve polıtıcal and three moral) he
the Sa1lnts (artıcle XAAILV) artıcles MI hardlv aır LO the VAarıetYy, (JI_ CC the

Melchıi0r Hotfman 15 perhaps ON the edoe OT the 1E Of OTaV1 Of Anabaptıst teachın despite
Anabaptıst IMOVEMECNLTL (lıke Denck) ut develops A the rather orudging acknowledgement Oof the PIC-
sımılar theology 111 A much MOTC complete WAaV. For am bble that there AL ILLALLY SECIS who AAA LAIN
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IMOTC OTr }  wer CITIOTS he or artıcle CTIt1C1ZES appeared the logıcal conclusıon of theır doctrine,
the dıistinctive Christology of Melchıio0or Hotffman and s that W aS the charge thev had [O face have
and eNNO Siımons, °° whıch W 4S hardly unıversal pressed thıs, acknowledge faırly ObvV1IOUS, PONt,
AMONSST the Anabaptısts; and the second, remark- AT such length because IT 15 basıc LO the

ot thıs APCL. Let 111C ILIOVE A lıttle torward 1nably, cooly suggests that Anabaptists dıd belıeve
1n the ME eIty of Christ. Ihe thırd, 11 Justifica- time, however, and d1iscuss what s been the PEl
t10N, CCS 38l veneral 1 application, Ar least 1in Mar Y Evangelıcal ACCOUNLTL ot how HICI and WOTNNCN

ItfSs first SCHNTENCE. [t]hat rıghteousness betore AT reconcıled CO God, the doctrine otf penal Subst1-
God (81= NOLT CONsIsSt 1n the merı1t oft Chrıst alone, tut1O0Nary ı1TONE  CII
ut ın renewal, and thus ın ULr upright-
1C55 1n whıch Walkı when 1T ZFOCS OI1 INsSIsSt Evangelıcal Debates about Penalthat e  thıs rıghteousness of the Anabaptısts CONSIStS

Substitution in Context1ın FCAaL part 1n a certaın arbıtrary and humanly
devısed sanctımonY, ınd 1ın truth 1S nothing else Penal doctrines of the JE  nNt AIC, of COUISC,
than 1CW QSCIT oft monkery’ WC MUST, thınk, COMMMLONN 1ın the Retformatıon symbols. Ihe He1-
dıscount the COMMECNL almost entirely.*‘ delberg Catechıism ollows Calvın’s ead ın readıng

On the Reformed sıde, whılst Anabaptıst beliefs the trial of Chrıst before Pılate s  S 11 iımage (T LYPC
concernıng baptısm aınd the MAaSIStFACY repe a of Christ’s sufferıng the punıshment that Hr ouilt
edly condemned, ( 11 ind 10 symbol that rejects deserved:; the Belgıc Contession reads the AL  e
theır belıefs about Justification Dy a he IMECNT 1n stra1ghtforwardly penal terms;  58 OC€Ss
MaATtTter of the teachıng 15 repeatedly condemned, the Scotch Contession:
however. Consıder, tor example, the bold claım of It behooved tarther the €Ess1As aınd Redemer LO
the Second Helvetıc Contession: We MNUST irst be be vCeLY God aınd vVC IMal, because he CO
Just before WC love GE do ANYV Just works.?>< Ihe underlıe the pun ischment 416 tor LL tr;111sgres—pomt 15 11so COMMMMONN enough 1n Retformed polem- S10UNS, and [O FCeSCHL hımselfe ıIn the PIrCSCH!  O  ra}iıcal lıterature. Fbor Galvın, need LO 10 LIOITIC than
reter CO Wıllem Balke’s Tre4EMICHT of the issuEeSs. ° of 1S Fathers Judgment, AS  S 1n 18889 LO

suftfer tor Ar transgression and ınobedience...
For A Iater controversıialıst, consıder Turretin’s ong (Art VÜl)aınd caretul controvers1ıial tOp1C 0)8!| justification.“* It SECHAIS LO that thıs adoption of penal the-Betore NMNOVC ‚0)81 please notıice A partıcular
:eature of the debate In measured (.,)1: iımmoderate Or1ıes of the A  At whıiılst required DV A

belief ın tree Justification (the ] utheran symbolsCONCS, whether ftrom Roman prelates OT Anabaptıst tend LO retaın the language of sacrıfice CT satısfac-radlicals. the complaınt agaınst the Lutheran and
Reformed doectrine of free Justification W U1S always t10N, rather than penal imagerYy), 1S COT  ONAaNT wıth

If. penal ACCCHHNE: of the ıtOoNe  CHE STrESSCS thethe AI IT led C[O carnal Christianıty, 51 cheap completeness and finalıty of Chriıst’s work: he has
FTACC, (I7 belief wıthout practice: Ihat 1S, the doc-
trıne of tree Justificatiıon W AS inadequate because 1T done all that 15 be done; there 15 nothing left We

reconcıled because otf what Chrıst has done, NO
W AsSs ethically inadequate. An ACCOUNLT of reconcılıa-
H10n that OC€Ss NOL, somehow, promote and demand because ot what do 'Ihıs doctrine thus coheres
holıness of lıte ;1mongst the reconcıled 1S ıssumed ell wıth A STrESS 0)8| the treeness of G(30d’s oıft ot

Justiıficatıon 1n Christ.tor that V ASOIN be deficıent. NOow, of course
the Retformed and 1 utherans BRIQ| ANSWCCIS thıs Thıs LICCCPCIHC€ of penal substitution Llfl'lOl'lgst
charge, albeıt dıfferent Lutheran teachıng maninlıne pY()ICSRII)ICS largely CcONtıNULES Into the

carly eighteenth centurYy, when the EvangelıcalINSIStS that taıth cshould bring torth good works,°
and that the oıft of “‘renovatıon o1ven DV the Spirıt NC  MC began. It 15 there 1n Quenstedt’s YEO-
CO 311 the justified cshould lead LO dauy gsrowth ın logıa Didacto-polemiuca (1685) cClearly A5 1n Aır

ret1in’s Insıtuti0 T heologıae Elencticae (1682):?7 111holıness;>° the Reformed rather HOE that gradual
sanctificatiıon and instant justificatıon both Howed Englısh-speakıng theology 1T 15 zssumed by e
trom the AHIC B the UN10N of the believer Sre at Bıshop Butler LO be normal and natural: COTI[-

respondıing LO the observable of the world.#49wıth Christ.>/ IThey WCIC alıke estrıdent 1n theır
Oopposıtion antınomı1anısm, suggest1on have argued elsewhere?! that penal ACCOUNFCS of
that free Justıficatıon removed ethıcal respons1ıbilıty IfOr1  1MNenN GIe [ Oftften assıımed than argued
trom WO ınd Ha ut LO theır detractors, that tor by Evangelıcals through the eighteenth century,
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ınd that SCLI10 T1  SINn Oof the dea beg1ins 111 the hold LO them iıncoherent wıthout actuallv solvıng,
nıneteenth cn  &' 10 both kvangelıcals problems and 111 claım that 21S preferred
kdward Irving; Ihomas Erskine OT Lainlathlen “Alıal NOTC helpful than ANYV tOorm of Jegal
and of GOLLLTSE John McLeod Campbell) and 11- he p011]t of ITF EST tor thıs how-
kvangelıcals (rather LOO 1IUMECTOUS MmMeNnNLION n ‚d  v  VT that qUCSthHS of moralıtv (r acceptabıilıtyIt perhaps useful CX AL SOMNIC of these CTY1C1- drıve the Cr1C1  1NS 111 large WE Ihıs also Of
C151115 111 A lıttle I1} detaıl UUTSC Irue Oof LLLALLY of the 110O11- Evangelıcal Cr1C1-

McLeod Campbell offers A dıscussıiıon of John 1115 of the penal theorv. Grensted, 111 the
(Iwen Jonathan Edwards and Ihomas Chalmers earlv twentieth ©  9 Offers tellıng example. In
CXPOIICHIIS of tradıtional Calyınısm argelv '°OCUSS- FCECOUNLIN the hıstory of the doectrine of the 1LONE-

(J1I1 the relatıonshıp between theır ACCOUNTS of he tells 1L Irom the Reformatıion On) AS5 A
ONeCIMMMEN and the doctrine OT ımıted election hıstory of the 115 aınd collapse of penal ıdeas he
When he [UrNSs LO Calyvyınısm RKecently Modı- collapse 15 repeatedly described the COMNS OT x
hed’.+ however he 1 CXADUNSIVC about 11S LNOTC human theology 49 1T He the tact that
cr1t1ques Oof penal CO[ICCPÜODS Of the ALONE  en It the COIICCPÜOH Of penal USTICE 1NUa1nSs repugnant
SCCHE he telt able dısmıi1ss the earher Triıters wıth Nan s moral S1156 „() the supposed ending of
the claım /t/hat he conceptwn 0f the the domınance of penal theories 15 the dawn Of e

of the ATONEMENET whıch ımplies that Christ dıed better age 5 { he “davs of the Penal theory
only for Un electıon from AMONY INEN 43 OWever he OVCT A tact obvıous LO ANYV student of doctrinal
beleves LMNOTC EGENT Calyvınısm hold that the hıstory. One qUCSUOD alone 141  A1115 | W | hether
ıLONe  P W JS ndeed tor 11 and SOM other AFSUL- the theory 15 capable OT moderatıng 1TS claıms

needed He SCCS several] other changes and S() OT SUFVIVIN 111 A SCIISC that OCSs repel11s0 chıft trom TOreNSsS1IC being A pberfection the moral SCIISC of mankınd ” Ihe CI 15
Of the dıvıne 3A7  e LO IT being v  S  D AS requıred DYy clear penal substitutionarv ıLONEMECNT LUlS5 A1)
310d’s moral VTOVErTNAaNCE A chıft TOm SCCHNLE Christ Al  1T of S  Ce  - and A doctrine of 30d that IS
AS sufferıng the PYACE penalty merıted bvV the morallv rCPUSNANT Reconcıiliation OI thıs ACCOUNLT
Of the saved hım AS5 undergoing suffer- IS ımmoral
INSS whıch WEeTC acceptable 310d moral BOV- For A second Evangelıcal WTrIEC trom the early
EINMENT 4A5 A substıitute Tor that punıshment aınd nıneteenth CCNTUCY, and A second although Iınked
A chıft trom definıte ALONEMECNT and election the Cr1701Gc18S f penal substıtution let L[urn
ALOT  men AS5 merely providing the possıbilıty OT Ihomas Erskine brskine also belıeved penal theo-
alyvatıon LO al 1L1CS Oof the ıLONEMECNT be morally unworthw.>>

thıs 15 indeed what W 25 being taught (Zafs ut pressed also the charge that penal substitution
V1IN1SIMN 111 the Kırk 1 the mıddle Of the nıneteenth had nothing SAaV ıbout the moral transformatıon
CCNTUCV, then ‚5W 15 SULFDIISINS riıcht *95 WTIONS, the of the belıever Ihıs 15 made vVC clear 111 Eirskine
VISIC of reconcılıation „‚ampbell describes 15 (Gro- "Introductorv ESSaV sSC0\) etters he publıshed.
127 and Armiıinıian Calyvınıstic OWeEever 1T 15 In that CSSUaV he AFSLICS that WC cshould belıeve ll
Campbell’s ASOMS for preferring the CW SVYSTCM people antecedentlv forgıven through Chrıist’s
that relevant LO I11V ;1rgumcnt. (n the HrsSt; [a death, rather than ALLV AGCOLULIMNTE oft election (T Justif1-
NECESSILV tor 411 ArONCMeEeENn Ar1ISII 11L of rectoral CA7T1IO0ON through taıth. Along the WUaV he claıms that
( )4. publıc C Z$ felt Iess vepulsıve than that tradıtional doctrines of the ıCO  CMr 11 LL1OT-

allv FOl L[WO On the hand whateverımplıes 4] demand ı111 the dıvıne NAatLire tor A GCertaın
AD Of sufferıng the punıshment tor A GENT INOLIVE thev provıde tor ACTI! 15 HIC selishness
1173 AMOUNT of S1111 4y As LO the second the belıeve that be saved of OVE for
INEN have vevolted from 111 the ıdea of the SOn Of God GoOod 1Lr of desıre tor salvatıon; and claıms
being achaally111 Hıs Father’s EVES AS  S A eriımınal Eirskine "kverv such rel191007 NUSL 117 the NaCur
through the 1mputat10n of mMman’ S1il11l 4X In both OT thıngs be false because 1CS 11  Sar V tendency
( 418658 the phrases have emphasısed iındıcate that IN [O pbroduce OVE ut selfishness aınd [O raın
I7 A SC1I  E Of revulsıon that drıves the objection LO the mınd 111 the VCGEV element Of rebellion 55 On
the trachtional penal scheme AL least 111 Campbell the other Erskine claıms (wıth 31S characteristic
mınd G  SC tor the Bıblical teachıng) that 311 the COM-

Campbell 111 SO ON ALTUL  e that these modıiıfi- mands of the epistles the readers already
CALIONS merelv render the “Calyvınısm OT those who know themselves LO be saved. 50
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Ihe pOlllt 15 pressed 111 another dırection 111 the Spırıt Of God 71ASs made thıs VICW of the 1TONE  Eent

Spll'lt and ıfe l souls aınd CL believerst OM the “Treeness OT the gospel‘ Erskine
DESINS that CSSaV wıth A 1 candıd acknowledgement that wıth truth 111 1T IT 15 A VECLIV detective

VICW. LO SaV the least Of 1T 64 FErskine irst Oobjec-that there ALC Ial y who OPPDOSC the doctrine Of
L10N CONCETUNS the of substitution whıiıch hejustıfication by adth. trom the honest CONVICLION

ı 58that ıIC the ISfpractical holiness). IMS wıth A SLTONS doctrine of the mvstıical bodv
Erskine confesses hımself ı111 SOMLIC sympathy wiıth of Chrıst C.Ihe whole 3A1LUHE M1C colossal

Mn of which Chrıst CONLINULUECS the head durıngsuch complaınts finallv concludıng that CANNOL

help thınkıng that thev borne LO A consıd- the whole accepted HMOS aınd dav OT salvatıon "65)
Hıs second objection LLIOTC relevant LO ALSU-erable EXTE DV the WUIUV 111 which that doctrine 15

VELV commonly stated 59 he e  2remMEelN ASSCTIES pıcks UD ASAM the demand that A doctrine of
the AıLONEMECNL cshould have C} moral OULGCGthat humanıty faces L[WO problems ouut and I®

*76 E Je dıd NOT suffer the punıshment Of SIM LOmu Pt1011 both Of whiıch YMISE be dealt wıth 11 WC

[O be reconcıled (Jf these bv tar the 11 SCT10OULUS dıspense wıth sufferıng of 1T ut change the

COI'I'LIPÜ()II Agaın WC ind the teachıng that 311 character of sufferıng, Itrom Al unsanctifhed
and unsanctifyıng sufferıng 110 A sanctihed andAFC. forgıven through Chrıiıst on ut that OCEes

3(011 Can that 311 wıll enzer 1NLO heaven “"Heaven anctifyıng SIMIELNS, Erskine’s ıdena that 11
15 the : tor A character contormed LO the 111 punıshment reformatorv. and S W chould
Of 10d al} LO CSCADC the punıshment tor LLL SIEL because/t]he ıdea therefore of havıng heaven
wıthout holıness 1ıke the ıdea Oof havıng health onlv that punıshment (F3 make Uls holv; NMUSEC

wıthout being ell A contradıction 111 CIMaSs be punıshed ı111 order be reconcıled. Kıght (L

WTONS, the OTC ot 15 complamnt, that penal Sub-Falith then TOr Eirskiıne becomes the DE HIS DYy
Stlfllthll;lt'}’ doctrines of the O  IMECNLT have 10whıch the pardon proclaumed treelv 11 becomes

morally effectiıve tor SOM1C “Ihe LISEe of taıth then moral CT ethical CONSCHLICHCEC 15 clear
All thıs background enables Ul CO p ut HCcE10 MOVCEC the penalty, C L[O make the pardon Evangelical debates 111 A DIıt LLIOTIC GCOMMEXT. In PCI-better TOr the penalty 15 removed and the bardon

15 proclaımed whether WC belıeve 1T (: NO ut haps the MNMNOSLT JUS Of the CCCr Evangelıcal
cr1t1ques S Joel Gireen and Mark Baker offer Hivethe pardon A moral infÄuence 61 In the

second CSSUaV, thıs p0111t pushed LO 1CS conclusıon "pressing quest10ns’ CONCCININS the doctrine of
wıth regard LO the ıdea of penal substitution whıch penal substitution: Scriptural ACCUHN J  V (18 I1T COL11SO-

1A07 wıth Bıblical teachmg? cultural condıtiıon-[Org1veneESS pardon AS the only s1gnıNcaNt
result of the AfOr  en Jays Eirskine (18 IT merely 3 product of modern culture?)

cultural relevance (11 S() 111 1L COM be helpW hılst pardon 15 conceived depend O1 faıth fl 111 A p05t modern culture?) miıissional relevance
and whıilst 1T 15 confounded wıth eternal ıte 1L (and wıll! 1L be helpful 111 Western cultures?)
15 VCLV dıtAhcult PICSS the WarCNıINSS and PIC- ınd ethıical SSLIC (1S the portrayal Oof USTICE 1-

and exhortatıiıons of the Bıble, the Bıble ingful, aınd IS the theory ethıicallv generatıve?)ıtself SCS them pardon and eternal ıte ARK= Obvıousivy, the 4ast Of these relates FO the QUESTIONSDYy faıth alone what the of obedience? And have been discussıng ıbove Let FTIIC then ook
Hhow the preacher 1L AS absolutely 1E6CCS$S$- AL Green and Baker CTITICISIMAS 111 thıs A1L1CA OC

ALY. wıthout SO INCONSISTENCV 111 11S plan Of arefullv.
115IC 62 As first stated the qUESTON ıbout USTICC and the
he salvatıon pictured DYy A penal doctrine OT NALULE of God directed Ba misunderstandıng[S|

the 1fOo  >INEANT becomes A purely VXIirINSIC MAalTiGr ınd Caricatürei S of penal substitution he VICW

A FTOreNSsS1IC change of QKTATC Irom technically ouLty OT the ANSTV Father V€ll[lllg H1s wrath ()11 the lovıng
before God LO technıcally rıghteous before 10d SOn and the NOTIC CXTEN  e language of “dıvıne

chıld abuse LO the tore NHere Bv the BLanie thewhıich have 110 moral CONSCYLCLICCS
In another book the Brazen Serpent Erskıne agenda ı summarısed, however, 1T s clear that

squarely FAıCcEes A penal substut1ionary doctrine of such CITITIEI1SMIS ıddress onlv M1S !'Cpl'€8€llt;lthlls of
the theorv: 1T aft the VELIV least 1INV1ILES LL1IOTC caretulthe 1LONE describing 38 15 FO{Ne A1L1S5W! that

would be PreLLY generally SIVCO |the QqUESTION f artıculatiıon 69 l ater ı111 the book, when the theme
whv Chrıiıst CTF TI 11NLO the world|’ 63 Erskıne “—O111- IC the CAUCON of the inıtıal STAaLer  SE

SCHCIOLLS u blunt belıeve that the lost completely After A TEVICW Of SOLMIIC rEGEN {1-
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11158 of ALONEMECNLT theology by fem1nısSt theolo- CYT1IC1C1SMS of penal substıitution and I1} recentlv
S1415 notablvy Rıta Nakashıma Brock Beverlv 111 Denney Weaver book he Nonvaolent Atone-
Harrıson ınd Carter Hevward the authors er NENET ' (n ll these tellıngs satısfactıon theorıes of
theır FCSPDONSC the ACON!  C11E AL least includıng, and SOMEeT1I

OWEVer WC mıicht an LO that 1LONE- paradıgmatıcaliy. penal substitutionarv theorıes
ead LO an llegıtımate ACCCPLANCE OT (Ttheology. either bıblically C: classıcallv

understood Mısappropriated and INISTICDIC- tOor violence S()

sented when (TE 11IO the popular mnold Of Green and Baker’s second ethıcal cr1t1que 15
10 the penal substıitutionarv theorıiesthe mode] OT penal substitution the TaCt Kesi  Aa11S8$

that | Var10Us Manıfestat1Oons of AÄAmerican Chris- IMPDPrODCI ethıcs ut that thev 311
tLanıty | Often rCPrEeSCHLT thıs mode] ASs nothing PTODCL ethıcs (1 ndeed ANV ethıcs AT 311 Propo-

of thıs theory Often leave lıttle J3nı tor theEsSs than the hıstorical teachıng OT the Christian
church such when CTTEICISIEN Oof thıs 1mportancc of ethıcal COITIPOITIT]CHI SIC Apart
WE raised do nothing EsSs than ıdmıt trom allowıng 1ALHE LO be moved LO the e®)

sıde of (G10d’s legal ledger what SISNINCANCEstraıghtforwardly that O bıblıcal and trachtio-
3a1 Trounds thıs CONTEMPOFAFY manıfestation has the CLUS OT Christ tor faıth and ıte accordıne
of UTTE theology 15 oth deficıent and d1sS- thıs view? 1 he P()lllt 15 expanded 111 the HE XT

paragraphturbing /  ()

Ir 11sO that thıs partıcular WUAY of DOTF-he CY1IL1CIS 1L1LO0W dırected straıghtforwardlyv
AL penal substitution PCI SC AL IMNSTICDIC- tl".lyl ng the sıgnıNcCANCE of the Jesus death has

Had lıttle VOICC 111 how WC relate anotherSCNTLALION 0)8 CATICAL1LEE
111 aınd outsıde Of the church (L 111 larger sOc1al1-Whuatr ı partıcularly ıINterCeSUNgG about thıs CY1C1-

(1a 111 Green and Baker’ hands ı that 1T N 110 ethıical S5S511C5 Ihat A central ([ENECGT of Ur faıth
longer primarıly A theologıcal cLeod mıght have lıttle 0)8 nothıng CO SaV about racıal

reconcıliıation tor example (I7 SS1LICS of wealthCampbell cared what W 1S being sa1ıd about the
doctrine of od ıtself Green Baker followıng aınd OVETITY. (Tr NT: relatiıonshıp the COSTI1N10S

the Tem1NıSt ( ALl tar OTrC about the eth1ı- 15 ıtself A startlıne realıtv. Ir 15 311 the LLIOTC dıs-
comforting, chough when 1T remembered31 CONSCHUCNCCS of what beine sa1d about the

doctrine OT God Ihıs doctrine rCPIESCHLES the that the death of Jesus W AS the CONSCOLICHCC of
sadomasochısm Of Chrıstian teachıng Q ICS NOST soc11a]| and polıitıcal 'actors AL ell AS5 theologı1cal

(DIIES A faıth grounded 111 the CTOSS of Chrıst 15transparent‘ 72 1L “Veoıtimates and pCrPCLUALECS aıbuse
111 human relatıonsh1ps advısıng the abused O A faıth that has profound and Tar-rcaching, th1is-
Partıcıpate 111 theır WI1 VICLHM1ZACION /3 he Can- worldly ımMplications
dal 15 what being sa1d about God but HS Jhat he torm Of thıs CrT1IC1 15 IMpOrTtant H 15
ALONGCMEN theologev mıght be placed 111 the SET1 MVAIGE J0 that penal substitution IC 1ASs been taught
Of ıbusıve behavıor and iındeed SCEMVMC provıde a happened 101 be applıed CO sOoc11al] ()1° ethical

/4the dıvıne IMPrıMaCUr tor that behavıor 1SSLICS, ut that the IV shape of the theory SPC-
f COUTSC thıs XITeNSION of the Cl‘ltl(.‘lll€ the cıfıcally denıes the possıbilıty of 1T havıng ALLV rel-

theoloe1cal iımplications of penal substitution [O such ı6 Salvatıon 0)8!| thıs A{  E i
ethıcal 15 NO LICW, although the lınk chıild argued nothing 1OTC than A change of legal
abuse mıght be Timothv Gorringe’s G0d”: Just STATLE 1T provıdes 10 IC MOLIVE and
Vengeance‘® argued tor A lınk between satısfactıon 110 tor LO Iıve 111 ALLV other VW than
theorjes of the 2EONEMEN IL generally. although have alwavs Iıved AS5 Eirskıine had argued An
NOST OT 71S examples WECEIC advocates OT A penal 3ACCONLINT Of the vertical dımensi0on OT reconcıllatiıon
theory. aınd eriımınal USLICES Rene Girard NUST have CONSCYLCHNCECS tor the horiızontal dımen-

1011 of reconcıliatıion f 1T OC€s that 61173ASs O1 ({8)] decades been advancıng A sophıistı-
cated theorv Oof SCAPCZOAUNS whıch INTCEFrPDPTrECLS the Üicıent evidence that 1T false
gospel Al QAGE of reconcılıatıon through Now OT SCS 1T IS rather obvıous and prob-
the undomgg of the prıimal violence of culture. ablv cshould have been LO v  O  @s aınd Baker that AL
{ hıs 31ASs passed 1NLO Christian dıscourse through MNNOST Of these EMaCc151 CM hold penal sub-
Walter Wınk dıscussıion of the mvth of redemp- STICUCILON Justines chıild ıbuse violence, and PUN1-
L1VE violence whıch phrase used regularly 117 penal polıcıes then 1E rather obvıouslv CANNOLT
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be doctrine that 15 structurally unable LO have ALLY wrıters have stressed, AMONSS other thıngs,
that the doctrine 15 inadequate because ITethıcal CONSCYLLCHCECS, For what It 15 worth, regard

the tormer position 11NOTC nearly right: Barth’s eiıther has 110 thıcal ımport, aınd o1VEeS 110

Christological ArgumeCnNt that CVCLIV doctrine 15 AT ımpetus LO holy lıving, (I7 It 714S unhelpful
the SE R time ın ethıc Just rıght, K@ I and ethıical ımport, 1n that IT CNCOUTASCS (IT legit1-
[O eriticıze A profound and far-reachıng STATCG INAaLGEs iımproper ACt10ONS.
of who God 15 and what he 4S done AS5 havıng 10 It SE IN then, that there 15 Al interesting
ethıcal ımpetus chows An intolerably modernıstıic comparıson 1n the doctrine of reconcılıatiıon CO be
VIEW of the 1ature of doectrine. he tem1nıst and drawn between Roman and Anabaptıst Critic1sms
post-colonial theologıans, schooled AS5 they 1n CONCEINNING justificatıon 1n the sıixteenth CCr
Al least OMNIC ;ISPCCtS of pbostmodernıity, rıght and I1] Al CYIt1CISMS oft penal substitution.
ın theır methods, ıf ın theır ;1rgumcnts: 9881 Let therefore 110e A number of conclusi0ons,
AIACCOUNLT of what God has done NeCcESSarıly cCONtaıns deliberately moderately stated, that mıght tollow
wıthın It Al ACCOUMIE of the wWay ıte 15 LO be lıved. trom thıs COmMparıson:
If dısagree rather fundamentally A LO what WUAY Ihe Comparıson Falses the quest1on, alreadyof lıfe 15 promoted by penal substıtution, raised 1ın passıng ADOVE. [O whether the
IT 1S because have A rather clearer VICW of what 15 ar guments CONCeErNINS the ack f thıcal
actually taught DYy that doctrine than MOST Amerı1- implicatıons of penal substıitution hold. Ihe

fem1nısts, (J)I1 whıiıch HH 1n A sixteenth-century debates OV Justiıficatıonhe pomt VE been tyiIng make thus far chow that IT 15 possıble CO SC() describe A doc-
15 tHhat. whereas 1ın the nıneteenth CCH 7 crıit1- triıne that IT ADPCAIS LO be ethically weak,
C1sms of penal substitut1ionary ideas, particularly whıiılst 19NONNS the detfences that Cal be
ıdeas about (10d, WCEIC A stake S EB least much mounted wıth A properly-ordered AGGOHIHTE
4A5 act10nNs, in the twenty-first C  5 ethıcs re1SNS of the doctrine 1ın relatıon LO other doectrines.

Ihıs doectrine 15 held CO be inadequate he tILE: Lutheran and Reformed defence
because FE 15 ethically inadequate. It I4 y be that agalnst charges f ANntınomıu1.aNısmM OTr cheap
A logıcal presentation could be Made. that had Al W 4S pomt LO A wıder Matrıx of teach-
adequate SC COLITIL of Just1ice, aınd dıd 101 dıstort the Ing cCoNcernıng reconcılıatıiıon wıthın whıch
character of God; IT INAaYy CVCI1 be that the Bıblical the doectrine ot free jJustification StOOd 4A5 A
"”OOTS ot the doctrine could be demonstrated the central and definıng p.1rt Its ethıcal ımport,
satısfactıon of al ut S() long AS5 the doctrine PLO- then, FE 10 ftrom A consıderatiıon of the

Ml least OC€Ss 30 A violence aınd doctrine ıtself 1n splendid isolatıon, ut trom
chıild ADUSE, ıt 1S be held CO A consıderatıion ot A more rounded theology

of whıch 1T W JS A NCCECSSALY and INFFrINSIC []1-

ONCNL. SUPPOSC, wıithout attempting [OComparıson and SOM conclusions demonstrate, that A sımılar detence could be
have far argued the followıng pomts: mnade tor the doctrine of penal substıitution

that the criti1c1sms agamst the doctrine wıthın kvangelıcal theology.
of tree Justification, the artıculus stantıs el Further, the sixteenth-century examples
cadentıs ecclesine, ftrom both Roman aınd Ana- include examples of pomting CO the faılıngs
baptıst O  on  S CCC EtMiIcAL: the doctrine 1n the Iıves of those who cla1m belıeve A

W JS inadequate because It either had 110 eth1- partıcular doctrine of atonement (as the Ana-
cal ımport, aınd ! 10 iımpetus holy baptısts repeatedly dıd OV Justiıficat1On) A

lıvıng, Or It had unhelpful ethıical ımport, 112 evidence tor IfSs ethıcal weakness; thıs 15 A COIT

that 1T encouraged the cCONtıNLVANCE of carnal P.1IT ot the ;ll'glll'l]€llt8 of Green and Baker, and
LVINg; of others, agalnst penal substıitution; o1ven
that, partıcularly 1n the Retormed conftes- thıs example, aınd others that could be drawn
S10NS, thıs doctrine W AS related closely LO A trom the NIStOrV of the Church, IT 15 N0 clear
penal substitut1Oonary Nunt of the AL  © LO Ha that IT 15 A helpful WAY of argung. (Ehe
MECNEL; regular Retormatıon PCSPOLISC [O Anabaptıst
that YCECNT Crit1c1sms of penal substitution- CTIt1CISMIS 11 thıs dıirection W US CO draw COM-

ALYy ACCOLULIMEFTS of the ALTONEMECNL DY Evangelıcal Darısons wıth Augustine’s detfences agalnst
EuroJTh 16:2 7107
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the Donatısts the doctrines of and AELI WC have SAaV that thev AL about the
AL onbelief 111 A mıxed and iımperfect visıble church

do LO belone together.) (Ihıs S complicated A Dıt Dy Chrıistology; the
These thıng saı1d 1101 dırect lesson CUA1) be Councıl decreed that there ACHAAIMN:! 111 the
drawn "OomM the sıxteenth LV dısputes [O INCATRALG On the ACLIVICV of the God
11C 1"  en debates wıthout OTG research aınd A Irue and PTODCI human ;1Cth1ty. Given thıs 1L
Ihat sımılar SOTITS of argume NS W used mıght SCCI1I that A theologically sophıstıcated torm

of the “dıvıne chıld abuse areu could be devel-OCSs 111CUL that the SATTAC Argume NtSs have
been used NEeNCE Y CAUFL! ıbout A O- opcd ıf AaLlV of 1CS Su  OrTtCrs actually understood

wıllineness [O condemn those Of the CTE STAMIMAF of Chrıistian theology 1 hıs IN 101
S of ( EMNIENT insofar AS  N the ıumMman HALure NUaıln-1ST' ınd brothers who object C[O penal sub-

STIEULCION 2 the besinnıine CUNINS 1CS OWNNN lllt€gl'lt}’ of COUTSC IN anhypostatic
TIhere 15 perhaps A need LO 1AW A vVCc sharp of ıtself, and enhypostatıic only 111 the hypostasıs
dıstinction between Anabaptıst infÄuenced Of the eternal log0s |that the ıumMaAanN nNnatuıre of

Christ has 10 independent EXISTEHNGCE apart trom theCYTIC1C1SMS of penal substitutiOnNary ACOTL  NL
dtuart Murrav-Wıllıams Denney Weaver) NCcarnatıon of the dıvıne Word| both ACLIVITIE. OT

the hypostatıc ULLL1L1O11 ACLIVICIES of the Secondand LLIOTC cveneral Evangelıcal CYT1E1C1SMS he
Person of the Irınıty, and S() there 15 10 L[OOIMNN LOOormer IAYV ellA 4A11 iıntellectual INTESTICY.

136 LO the coherence wıth the older Anabap CrEAFE the SCDAFATION of ‘.1Cth1f}’ 11  CSSaLV tOor the
°dıvıne chıild abuse ArSumenNt LO mMmake S LISE ItLIST WILNECSS the Reformatıon doctrine
would only work 1T WC accepted straıghtforwardof Justificatıon whıch (T be SIVCH the

latter As understand 1L NOST Anabaptıst- Nestori1anısm 111 Chrıstology.)
So ıf the ethıical IımMpOrt of 4A11 '.1CCCPÜII]CC of penalinfÄuenced Evangelıcals 111 FEecCen 1MM€es have

substıtutionary ATOMNEIHCHT 15 the legıtımatıon3C been ready JELLISON the NOTION of
Justıficatıon bv aıth rather holdıng LO A} Of domestic abuse what 1t? that there

L ethıical ramınlcations Oof the doctrine utmıddle WUAY that STTESSES the genumely 1TAansSs-
let 710e E, that have abouttormatıve HMALLire Oof TE Justiıfyıng faıth thıs before and that ALISWCTS another COIMMNMONweakens the pOlllt AT currentlv makıne ut charge AATAINST: penal doctrines Oof the ıLONECEMECNLE NO TEMNMOVC IL he TSE argument [UNS Iıke thıs of the

Let finısh DV outlınıng both why the stand- thıngs A penal ACCOUNLT OT the ALTONEMECNT claıms Sard ethıical C111  CISmM Of penal substitution O€es 10 that wrongdoming Ca be forgotten (1 hıdden
work and .8} of the ethıcal CONSCYUCHNCCS that but NUST be dealt wıth Ihıs IS  dr asserted [O be A Dartdo 111 tact tollow trom the POSICON In sımplest of the TA1UTE Of chıngs 0)8!| A penal tellıng Now
outlıne the standard CT1C1  m SZOCS lıke thıs penal TIC, OT the bıg S wıth SIM 111 JUr world the
doctrines Pıckure Al Father VeC ntmg 21S FAaSC abuse of LO hıde wrongdomg Whether IL
(J)11 Hıs Son who because OT Hıs love tOor hıman- 15 A polıtıcıan USINS the OT e CO hıde

bears the Father violence uncomplaimmıngly 21S COrFTUptON (L adulterv. (T A colon1al OPPTICSSOT
ProteCL 8n trom 1T he Son thus becomes the JUS- murderıng ın eNnLIire village eradıcate ll evidence
Ufying example tOor bused WOMICN wh become of A7S theft Cr A busınesswoman USINS brıbes and
complıcıt VICEI of theır p;ll‘tl]€ r violence 111 the threats of u nemployment COVCT ‚6A8 her
behlief that DV s() domg thev 111 PrOteCL the chıl- Propriate Ainancıal dealıngs the PDO1INT 15 the SAATTIC.
dren and SC (J)I1 Now let uls Irst OT al be taır (EEE let TYIC consıder ASaUIN chıld ıbuse Of the
have A all SCCG11 ITACTIS (Tr heard evangelıstıc enormouslv IMNIMMON teatures of chıild abuse
prcsent;mons which thıs Ca  AT remarkablv manıpulation bv the abuser USINS chame mechn-
ell ut let Uls HMeXT DO1INL Ü that 1T A CATICAFLITE the abused chıld trom revealıng
IT PE A} SCDArATION between Father ınd Son what 15 SOMS (J)11 We ll know trom dırect pastoralwhich 10 iıntormed Chrıistian theology could CVCT CAPCI1ICNCEC (T 'TOom the medi1a Oof C4SCS where such
COUNFENANCE indeed. ıf take seri10usly the claım sılencıng mechanısms have been effectıve tor dec-
ot classıcal EMN1CaANANISM, codıifıed bvV the sıxthı ıdes 1T ILLAY be that there Ianı V other ( N n
menı1cal councıl, that here 115 onlv MAC 111 where they have been effectiıve for Iıtetıimes which
the Godhead, WC CANNOF GVn Suav that the Father naturallı WC don know about penal ACCOUNT OT
and on engaged ı111 sımılar Or complementary the 1EONEMENT wıth A Stl'()llg tress (J)1 1 the realıty
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Commentarv ON Galatıians, ON 6)and ineradıcabilıty of oui1lt Maintaıms A WICENECSS that
CVCH the IMOST successful OPDPICSSOIL (T abuser 111 5 g7 A 1STO artıculo TANTeE STAaL Ecclesin,, A ruet

S  C  Jes1ia 11I1 352be held accountable tor hıs OTr her CI II TIES Thıs 15 Aın
Alıster McGirath Iustıitia Deiz Historyv theethıcal CONSCYUCNCC whıich 1 VCITIS speaks

VerY dırectly and helpfully LO C  Taln '.ISPCCtS of WLr Christian Doctrine Justification (2 vols) Pr u N ANl-

bridge (‚UP 19506) See 11 193 tor ste: ınd {{culture which 111C5 straıght UL OT A penal doc-
IIN of the ALOT  TNICHL

tor the generalıtv of the 1idea
MeGrath I1 18

Myv second Argume«e NL 15 A11 ANSWCTI LO the Item docent guod homines hossınt Justificarı / Verge-
COMMMON complaınt penal subst1- bung derunde und Gerechtigkeit erlangen ] LWU DIeO
LTUCION ut A AECOUNTE Oof the ORNeECMEGI which PVOPYULS VLIrıIOUS, MENTVILLLS AUT operibus, K  :ed /aus
PTCSUPPDOSCS the need tor OMNC SOTT of satısfactıon Gnaden ] Justificentur propter Christum per fıdem, LU

Ihe ;1I'g\lll\€l]t usually phrased ZOCS Iıke thıs WC eredunt IN GVralıam VECUN, ELV DECCATA VEMUALTTL pDropter
Christum, aul Un NUOVTE PVO NOSEV1S DECCATIS satısfecıt21a= commanded 111 the Gospels [Orgıve wıthout

condıtıons why then OC€Ss 10d IMDOSC AA condıtıon Hanc fıdem IMDUTAL Deus PVO JUSTCHA EW LDSO lext
the death OT Hıs Son 110 s before He 11l trom SC ıff

Included 112 the Book of Concordorgıve us” Ihe ANISV of 15 (HAIGCE AQYUMN LO Artıcle - of Pt I1
POlllt the fact that 1T 15 God Hımself who PTrO-
vides the ITE tor the sacrılıce Penal substitution- In diıctıis Propheticıs AB Abpostolacıs, ubı de Justificatione

fıder Agılur, vocabnula Just2 AaVve  A Br Yustificarı)
ACGOHNNIS OT AFCMIEMICH teach 111 TaCt that 10d ıdem, AL absolvere ET absolvı, ÄR VENLLS-

ICO ULLOS nothing of us HENCcE the CONNECLION wıth SL0ONEN] PECCATOYUM LONSEOU sed OS DEr CAVLÜATEM,
the Reformatıon doctrine Of sola fide Reconcıilıa- Sparıtau Sancto INfUSAM, PEr VDIVTALTES eU DEr OpEra

COM UlS AS tree -}  oft born of VFEAÄACE alone Earılate PFOMANANT VE1IDSA COVI Deo 1ustos fıerı brom
known 111 Scripture alone tound 111 Chrıst alone the Epıtome Antıthesıs 111 the Solıd Declaratıiıon

expands 111 ıke fermsapprehended through faıth alone and dırected LO
the glory Of God alone 10d O€es 10L ask L1s LO “Unser Herr Jesus Chrıstus der ZAUE vollkom-

IMNCNCN Erlösung und Gerechtigkeıt geschenkt 1STdo anythıng, precıisely because He Hımself and 18 Antwort
101 another remember the Irınıtarıan theology F1 1011 7 dixerıt sola fıde ımbıium Justificarı,ıbove He 1AS 111 and of Hımself done everything ıla UL ıntellıgat aılnl alıud VE  UT, guod ad JUuSsTI
LICCCSSUAL Y, And sS() the Gospel call O and do LL0MN1S gratsam consequendam COODEVETUN, PT nulla 3  T
Iıkewıise Understandıng the 1TONEMECNL 1A1 ACT Darte lLECESSE EUM SE voluntatıs MOM PVZPAVANI
Of penal substıitution teaches UlSs that [Org1veneSss 15 fll'q UE dıspont anathema SIE
10L tree and CUS V, 1L hard hard AS5 naıls and costlv. Aanon xx“ dıxerıt homines Justificartı, el sola
CVCHM UNtLOo death. And thus when WC AEC called LO zmputfltu)%ß JUSTLLEK Chrasta, el sola DE: CCATOrUM PEMLLS-

fOorgıve freelv called [O love AS5 God TrSt SIONE exclusa qratıin etf CAVLVÜALE, UK In cordıbaus EWUM

per Spirıtum Sanctum dıffundatur ATQUE ıllıs ınhereatloved UuS  5 CO SISLeEr O6 brother, er
the DA and the GCOSC ourselves, whatever 1L I1UV AUFt ETLAM Graliam, TUA JUstificamunr, FANTUuUmM

favorem De1 anathema COrDE  D' that thev IMaV ind ı111 being reconcıled (lexts from Schaft dn P dUuS, freelv for them, costly and paınful for UuS, HIC 12 Justificatio UU& EST sola PECCATOYUM VEIMLLSSTO, sedsmall echo of the WUAY God NAS antecedently TECOIN- PF sanctıficatio ET VENOVALL INTEVLOV1LS homiıinıs PEr vol-
cıled each of 8n LO Hımself through Chrıst tree UNLAV1LAM SUSCEDTLONEM GVaAlik et donorum, unde homo
wonderfully, astonıshıingly. amazınglvy. tree tor UlSs E INYUSTO fit USTUS, AA 6C IVLE ANLULCUS UL COr heres
cCOostlv and paınful tor Hım secundum SPDEM VILA, RALEVTNE

So MeGrath 6
Consıder turther thev. who bv W alıenated

Notes trom God ILLUV be 1SspOse through hıs quıickening
andassısting IA  C  C CONVEIT themselves theır{ hıs W 4S orıginally delıvered AT the 006

FEET conference 4112 oratefu tor the COMMECNTCS (I)WI1 Justification DV treelv ASSCHUNG [O and CO-

oper-.mng wıtrh that Sa1d TFÜCC @ V)received there, aınd partıcularly CO DProf Henrı1 Blo-
cher who offered FCESPONSC CO the that W ll 15 Decree ()I1 Satıstaction ılso Decree 0)8! Justific

[107N ch Va ch E® percept1ve IT W AS ZTFACIOUS
(Ince thıs has been establıished namelv that God 16 11l USINS the translatıon ound 88 Miıchael (G

avlor (ed &N tr.) The Radıcal Reformatıon aun -ılone Justiınes UuSs olelv bv Hıs STACC through Chrıst
WC ATIC willıng onlv bear the POPC aloft (II1 COUFTr bridge (WP 1991) 122 S8()
aands but ılso KISS hıs feet 26 99 (1553 From Step; Jr (ed:) AÄnabaptıs: Beginnings
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Sl  A 153.  Yr Sourcebook (Nıeuwkoop de G 1af. humanıtus EXCOMLLATA guadam SAMCcCLLMmOMNLA EL
P 35 VEVA nıl alıud EST AAA guudam monachatus

18 translatıon be tound 111 Bavlor PP 51 35 OS PVIMS JUSVOS GUAME dılıqamus AUTt fAacıamus
the attack Of 1 utheranısm beoıns (II1 134 e Opera Justa Ch KALS
carnal wısdom of thıs vorld Sa th ıL Chrıst has J Wıllem Balke, Calvyın and tIE  nabaptıs: Radıcals (tr
tulfilled the Iıaw 5( do NOT need CO Heynen) Grand Rapıds kerdm:ANS,

19 Estep, Inst. Elenc. Theol. JTopıc
2() 111 USIN& the Englısh RE iınslatıons from Warvne g\ Augsburg Confession WT1 VI

Pıpkın ohn Yoder (trs &N eds) Balthasar 1u0- 36 (In whıch S NOST convenıentlv the 3renNna of Q UO-
IU (CIAssıcs the Radıcal Reformatıon) Scottd ıle RIS(ONN 1 Schmuid’s Doctrinal Fe0L0Ay of the FEvan-

Herald Press LChe kıghteen Theses elıcal T utheran Church S45
-be tound 0)8| PP 31 the QUOL ıt1ON 1S thesıs See sımılarlı Ccppe Reformed Doqmatıcs ch DD

21 SO ‘4  T 111 Christian Catechism (Pıpkın Sr N01S5 CVOVONS IDıeu °Tant LIVES parfaıtement VLSEVTL-

PP 34() 695) Hans contesses th ır the I aw 1L10W COVdALEUN B7 VAAY/ LVES JUS ENVOVE Fils brendre Ia
Hulfilled 111 Christ, who h: paıd the debt of S1111 or NATLUVE EN laquelle la desobeıissance AVDaLt eTE CLOMLMILSE,
LLS aınd has alreadv anquıshed eat. devıl, aınd DOUV POVTENY, EN elle, Ia Dun 111077 du peche DAr LVES-
hell_.” (p 347/) Faıth ı sımply behlef ı111 thıs trutch (P VIYOUVEHSE EL DASSLION IDieu donc declare JUS-
348), although ıyıng faith” necessarılv produces LICE ENVDETS 07 Fıls, harge de ”O peECHEs, B3 repandu
the FrLES of the Spırıt ınd works through love (P bonte ET mIsErıcOVde Ur NOUS, coupables ET diqnes de
348) damnatıon

s  9 Grensted’s iıssertfi10nN that Jurretin ıllustrates thePıpkın 0N er PP 4726 ]
7 Pıpkın E PP 5725 62 U1NC IS V sef- CONSCIOUSNCSS of the later Penal theory

’ıpkın N Yoder 526 whıch “ılreadv (D)I1 the defensive NOT onlv ıe UNSTE

Pıpkın Yoder 527 the Cr1C1C1SM of ICS OPPONCNHES but ılso 19a1Ns T the
26 Pıpkın /oder PP oth ırticles ATC how- human INSCEINCTLCS of ICS SUPPO[TC rSs Grensted

K waß (]Ult€ rTeIULV WrıILcfen Hubm 11Cr contesses hıs Short Hıstorv of the Doctrine the Ätonement 11-
Dehef 111 the wrg1mty of Marv before durıng ınd chester 1920 245) [O h AVC
ıtter the 1r of hrıst but S] nothıng 11 eıither LNOTC do wıth Grensted’s feelıngs ıbout pen.
dırection CONCCITIUNE the -  gospel TEXTS ıbout Jesus theology  & th 88 Jurretin Cert unlv Jurretin WTIL-
brothers he does, however, condemn ‘Helvıdıans’; INS 111 elenctıc mode ınd wıth continual CO11-
Helvıdıus W S opposed DV St Jerome for FGachıng SCIOUSNCSS of the Argume NS th ıL h been ıdınced
that MALV 3:ıd other chıldren bvV Joseph after Jesus; 1QNS thıs theorv but SCC nothıng 1INCAUSV 1 hıs
whether Hubmaıler would have known the detaıls defence

4()of the debate 0)8 the standard torm of O1- Iln the daıulv ATSC of natural proviıdence 1T
demn ıL10N do NOT 10W Hıs confession of the ıppointed th ıL INNOCENLT people SNOU sufter tor the
3lessed Vırgın the mother of God straı1ght- faults of the outy” ınd th ıL VIC punısh-
torw ırd ICDC ıUn Of concılıar orthodoxv. condemn- nNeNT provıdential 1ppomtment of CVOLV. dav
y Nestorius Hence both iırticles ALC desıgned CAPCI1ICHCC Joseph Butler The Analoqay of Relıigion
ıppeal Rom 1A11 Catholı1c kıng, wıthout ctuallı LO the ( onstitution and (OUVSE Nature (London
conceding VEOLV much RIS PPD 224
NSee Klaus Depperm Melchitor Hoffmann Social 41 115 111 Ransomed He ılled
Unrest and Abocalyptic Vist0Ons IN the Äge cforma- ohn McLeod Campbell ”C Nature of the AÄAtone-

(tr M Wrenn) (Edınburgh A OET Ar'! NENT (wıth LICW ıntroduction DV James B Jlor-
PP 2729 for of Hottm doctrine rance) (Ekdınburgh ndsel Press
ON whıich ı11 reivine S& | 104 the ıL1ON the ch title

28 Robert Friedm The 1T heology of Anabaptısm An 45 Campbell L IT ılıcs orıginal
ılyınısm 1S recentlv modıhed dıffers from theIntepretation (Scottdale PA Herald Press ©

earher Calvınısm 11 these POIIICS Fırst the ref-
NT: of the ıLONEMENT whıich held LO h AVC beenTIhe Abpoloqy W US irst issued 1 Katın 111 h AVC

110 IC  A ILatın edıtıon Thıs Englısh for ıll IMCN ınd ftor the elect onlı. Campbell
trom chaft. who dates IT o the C192  1 Englısh edi1-
L[10N f 1765 Campbell
Ouod C hrıstas EAYNEM EF SANLYAUMMNEM VLOM 45  46 he Campbell q110t65 I'CPI'CSCÜF.IUVCS of
Marıa VIVTAINE ASSUMSEVILE sed celo attulerıt thıs LCW Calyınısm iınclude 10M Jenkvn (n
Onod Justibua NOSEVrAa EOWAN DEeo, IN solo Chriast: the Extent the Atonement IN IESs Relatıon LO G0d and
METLTO, sed. INn VENOVPALLONE ATQUE Adeo IN NOSTVra PVO- the Umnwerse Andrew Fuller Wıllıam Stroud Irea-

probitate, In TUA ambulemus, CONSISTALF. Fa LE 0N the Phnysical ( AUSE the Death Christ an.d Its
Änabaptıstarum C DAVteE electıitia ET Relatıon LO the Princıples and Practices Christian-
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IEV John Pve Smuith FOour I IISCOurSsE 0N the Sacrıfice 66 VAZEN Serpent 39
and Prıesthood of Jesus Christ Ralph Wardlaw II1S- Joel B Green ınd Mark 1) aker Recovering the
CO 0N the Ature and Fxtent the ÄAtonement Scandal the ( VOSS Ätonement IN New Testament and
Christ ınd IMMOST often George Pavyne On the Real- Contemporary (‚ontexts (Carlısle Paternoster
IV of the ÄAtonement Fuller noted solelv tor 1Ero- :
ducıng dıstinction whıich he dıd 11 fact USC Pve 68 Green Baker ()

69 Green N BakerSmuith does NOT tar R7} RA Mt Campbell
IC of modıfhed Calyınısm the other works ATC /Ü reecn aker 97 (ıtalıcs orıgınal)
unknown CO SE It possıble ıd 11f0 thıs Para-

4.'/ graph dıstınction between the popular/contem-Campbell 082 mnv ıtalıcs
48 Thıd ıtalıcs the STAUNUNALC of thıs sSsCHNtTENCE 15 OLaLY node]l of penal substıitution whıch ıtself

obscure (1 SUSPCCt that Ir chould begın Al CLE ıfure ınd SONMNI1C MOTEC scholarlv PI'CSCI‘II' ıCIiOoN

th ıL rather th ıll Al the I here 110 hınt th ıL (Green ınd B ıker do thıs how-aa but the bro ıd Sn  e

plaım enouch CVEL: ndeed Par ıgraph Iater there cle
49 Grensted 251 111 CONNECLION wıtrh the supposed STAFCTHENHT. of PTrOSTAMMUMNC rEJECLT penal substıtu-

ONAaTrV ıILONEMECNT (P I3)soften1ıng of PCH doctrines 111 Iater DProtest ıNT scho-
zZ Harrıson Hevward cıted bvV Green N Baker— ISTICISM

907„() Grensted 279 1 the of ın IrZuMECNL whv
Edw ırds ınd successhul] CV. ıngelısts who 10old [O /3 Green &N Baker 07

Sal O  e N er 972the penal theorv. ıIrCc NOSTC CONVINCINS when thev 75ıre | le 1ST CONSISFTENT Tımothy Gorringe God’s Just VENGEANCE TIME, V10:
51 Grensted 06 ON the of Grotianiısm Ience and the Rhetm IL Salvatıon ( ımbrıidge UP
„ Grensted PP 3172 /6 ınk ind whollv CONVINCINS SOC “Ransomed53 O  S  O The Brazen Serpent W: Life LOMLUMG throualh Death He ıled(Edinburgh Waugh & Innes 18531 DP 36 S Ulthough do CXCCPt Gorringe

Argume nt thAr the C AULSC trom theology [O culture,Fxtracts Letters LO Chrıistian Frıiend b Lady, wıth
JI hıs (rather quamntiy modernıst) attem pt WEg-AAan Introductorv Essav D Thomas Erskine (Greenock dıfferent socı1al Dr in the Iast ch:'.\pt€ TRA B ILusk RE55 P. Al
See, tor example, hıs Vıolence ınd the Sacred (tr

]ıv DPatrıck Gregory ıltımore ohn opkıns DPress
hıngs Hıdden SINCE the Foundatıon the57 IThomas Erskıine The Uncondıtional FYEeeNESss the OV Research undertaken In collaboratıon wıith

Gospel IN wvo0 ESSays (Edınburgh Waugh N Innes Jean Miıchel Oughourlian and UN Lefort er Stephen18514) Bann ınd Miıchael Metteer) Ondon ılone
Uncondıtional FYeeness Job Vıctım of hıs people (London th-

59 Umnconditional Freeness
6()

lone 198 /)Unconditional FYEECNESS J /8 Walter Wınk Engagıng the MWEVS Iiscernment and
61 Unconditional FTEeeNeESS, sewhere Erskine Resistance IN O Dommnatıon (Mınne ıpolıs

OMMECNTS / olthers h ılked dısp wragıngly Fortress PP 13
of holıness ınd obedience ınd have ELG ıted of faıth /9 Dennev We 1VCT The Nonvrolent Atonement (Gr ınd

ıf 8 WETC the ch iınne| of Justific ıC10N merelv 111 Rapıds Fkerdm IN NSee especıally 46 9
Virtue of ın ırbitrarv 1ppomtment of GOod ınd S() h noted before th ıf the pL11CC  C' of such
wıthout reference CO moral effect ()1I1 the ıde 111ÜO Chrıstian dıscourse SNOLL (9) have been
human character An HSSa O0H Faıth (Edınburgh CaAS IL ılrard NONEStTt that he onlv
Waugh Innes 827 —“ _ substantıate hıs claıms through straıghtforward

62 Unconditional FYreeness I& reJECTION of AL1OUS bıts of the e'l notablv the
3 Ihom Erskıne The VAZEN Serpent 0 Life Commng book of Hebrews, aınd 7481 ıdıosvncratic Chrıistology

through Death (Edınburgh Waugh N Innes 2 whıich denıes classıcal REr of the rue deıtv of
p. SO Chriıst.

64 Brazen Serpent 36 8}
65

Gireen N Baker
VAZEN Serpent m+ Green N 3aker _-
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