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UMMARY poInNts OUut that reconciliation IS noTt only mutual but also
dual ın the that t IS reconciliation between [alr

In his article the author EexXxamınes vertical and horizon- and (Gi0od and reconciliation hetween MNan and INa  >
tal dimensions of the doctrine of reconciliation. Starting Thus the divine gift of reconciliation becomes the human
ith Current self-understanding of 'estern culture of her responsibility he reconciled hoth with CO and ith
need hetter lack of need be reconciled ith God, other people. The article concludes ith evera|l practical
he 0CC the relevance of his doctrine. examples of reconciliation In DOSL-War and OSt-COMMU-

nıst uropean cContextsMaintalning the NMaCY of the vertical dimension, he

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG heraus, Adass Versöhnung nicht 11UT gegenseıltig ıst sondern
H auch eıne oppelte ene hat Versöhnung zwischenDn — / 1 diesem Artikel untersucht der Autor vertikale und hori- Mensch und (‚0tt und Versöhnung zwischen Mensch und

zontale |)ımensionen der re VON/Nn der Versöhnung. Mensch. [ )amlıt ird das göttliche eschen der Versöh-
Startpunkt ıst das gegenwärtige Selbstverständnis der NUuNs ZUrT menschlichen Verantwortung, sowoh| mit € ‚Oft
westlichen Kultur In ezug auf ihre gefü  e Notwenigkeit als auch mit anderen Menschen versöhnt serin. |)Der
er hesser die gefü  e Abwesenheit der Notwendigkeit) Artikel schlıe mMıt mehreren praktischen Beispielen für
der Versöhnung mıit (jott. Von da dUus$s schreitet der Autor Versöhnung In europäischen Kontexten der Nachkriegs-
FÄR LErweIls der großen Relevanz dieser Lehre Obwohl zeıt und der eıt nach dem KommunIsmMUS.
er das Primat der vertikalen ULDimension beibehält, stellt er

RESUME SNEC UUE Ia reconciliation est Das seulement mutuelle,
maıls qu’elle Comporte AaUSS! deux/ Ia reConcI-

ans cCelt article, ”’auteur traıte de Ia doctrine de Ia reCcon- jation I’homme et 1eu et Ia reconciliation
ciliation AVEC dimension verticale et dimension humains. INsI, le don Ivın de P reconciliation devient
horizontale. yan eXpose de quelle acon Ia culture Ge- Ia responsabilite humaine d’entrer reconciliation AVEC
dentale actuelle considere SOM hesoin de reconciliation Jeu et AVEC d’autres hommes. |’auteur donne ensulte
AVEC Jeu (OU plutöt ’absence de esoin), } s’efforce quelques exemples de reconciliation dans le XT
de montrer Ia pertinence de doctrine. JTout maın- europeen Dost-communiste d’apres guerTE.
tenant JUE Ia dimension verticale est premiere, souli-

TIhe FEET conference hosted DY the International them 1n _  ’ and people ATC reconcıled God
Baptist Theological emınary in rague compelled 4S they lay asıde theır waywardness AN! turn God

other thıngs A4SsSE In contrıbu- in obedience. hen thıs PTrOCCSS 15 be translated
t10on the works of Arthur Grabitree:: tormer from the vertical perspective of the broken A
professor of IBIS an Jan Miılic Lochman,“* former restored relatıonshıp between God AaN! people Into
professor of EBFE in rague, both of whom made the horızontal perspective of relatıonshıp

excellent contribution OUr theme people hıs transformation of relatiıonsh1ıp takes
Reconcılıation 15 mutua|l affaır. God 15 11- place Dy the inıtl1atıve of the offended Darty AN! DY

cıled people 4A5 he lays asıde hıs wrath aM LUrns the appropriate of the offender. Now
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change of relatıonshıp ımplıes three thıngs: old He S  2 OQWTI). It pride rather than humıl-
relatıonshıp, HG  S relatiıonshıp, aM the transfor- ItY, dısobedience rather than obedience:Y
matıon of the OIC into the ther whıich in thıs Casec rather than theonomYy, reedom from God instead
15 called reconcıhatıion. of freedom for God

Thıs turnıng AWAY from God CANNOLT remaın
wıthout ItSs CONSCYUCNCCS, It alıenates us from God'The Old Relationship As 1T alıenates us from hım, IT alıenates hım from

'Ihe old relatıonshıp 15 condıtıiıoned DY SIN KT us, °hbut 1T also alıenates us trom Ur tellow INCIL,
Ur maJor dıfficulty. Apologiısts, evangelısts, turnıng famılıes 1Into feuds, riends Into foes, COIMN-

counsellors and SOCIOLOg1Sts AIC confirmıng that cord Into conflıct, amıty 1nto eNmItY. ın thıs
UrTtSs 15 sınless SOCIETY. Ihe hardest thıng today 15 alıenatıon from God AaN! from OMI another, find
NOL the existence ofGod, the deı1ty of Jesus ourselves alıenated from ourselves_ ” Nıetzsche,
Christ aM other maJor Chrıistian doctrines, but the Sartre aAM ( amus knew thıs alıenatıon only LOO
sınfulness ofpeople. Meıc Pearse in hıs penetratıng well For Heidegger ıT 15 EIN ZU) Ode but tor
evaluatıon of CSTern culture speaks of "corporate the apostle DPaul 1t WAasSs lıving death.19 he also
ouut but ‘personal sinlessness.” “Human rıghts ATC NECW ItSs SIN  11 According Atkınson:
NOL the correlatıve of oblıgatıons, AS Its defenders “Ihe human S1ıtuatıon 15 lıke that of I1a  - trapped
miıght cClaım . but the> instead of being, iın bog unless somebody along g1Vve
mirror-ımage WaY of EXpPressINg, dutıes, ıIT 15 in Its aAM leverage from Aase firmer than h1S, he
cumulatıve effects, CVENnN ıf NOT explıcıtly den1al 111 under. ® Ihe ultımate OUTCOME of thıs old
of them hus Sayıng . Aa rıght tOo 15 Just relatıonshıp for us 15 being punıshed wıth everlast-

for 1 Want to But wıth of Ing destruction anı shut OULT ftrom the of
oblıgatıons people aVNC lost theır of personal the ord an from the MaJesty of hıs POWeL. * Ihe
SIN "Human beings ave RCn duckıng responsı1bil- old relatıonshıp MaYy be explaıned partly AS pollu-
Ity SINCE Eden; IT 15 only C(QUT z generatiıon that t10N, partly 4S the breakıng of the law an slavery
has had the ıngenulty reject 1T A CaLtCSOTY. We evıl. 1*
aVEC eed of Savıour; in OUrTr z mınds, ar Wıthout clear understandıng of ultımate ser1-
least, ATC already perfect.”? Responsıbiulıty W aS OUSI1C55S of thıs old relationshıp the gospel 15 NOT
handed VeCer COI’.'pOI'&tC instıtutions rsSt of all ultımately good CWS5 aM the eed of reconcılıa-
the OVCErINMCNLE aAM prıvate ıfe has assumed t10N 15 NOL 1NCCCSSAT Y. Thıs old relatiıonshıp of 1L1all
the unencumbered rıght iındıyıdual Y. AN! God (vertical), AN! I11all an 11L1all (horızontal)
Davıd Wells 15 rıght in hıs warnıng that ıf aban- 15 changed Dy the SaVINS action of God through
don OUr mora|l oblıgations aM iındulge OUrTr "neht Christ an the Spirıt.

do AN! Sa y whatever WAantT, wıll aVe
lıyve iın soclety that 15 trıvialızed, emptied OUL, aAM
increasıngly TMOTC dangerous anı iınhospitable.”® The New Relationship

he D0CS pomnt OUuUrTt that °thıs 15 the rst Man in CONversıi0N (metano1a) 15 turned toward
God iınstead of AWAY from God He 110 lookstiıme that cıyılızatıon has ex1isted that, S1S-

nıfıcant CXTEAL, O€es NOL belıeve ıIn objective rıght toward God iınstead of AWAY trom hım,
aAN! We AIC travellıng blınd, strıpped of OUrTr toward God iınstead of AWAY trom hım Hıs ıfe
moral compass.” 2 be SUTC, continue SIN becomes theocentric rather than egocentrIic. hıs
also 1n the 21st What has disappeared 15 brings 11C reedom (eleuther14 ) whıich 15 free-

stand It
NOL SIN ıtself but CIUT cultural Capacıty under- dom for God rather than reedom from God It 15

reedom from the ouut an of S1N, from
On thıs backgreund eed provıde SCH wrath an condemnatıon of God, from bondage

eral; non-techniıcal but comprehensıve definıtiıon of the devıl, trom dread AN! fear and despaıir, from
SIN We INay adopt Corneluus Plantinga’s definıtion emptiness anı meanınglessness, from death an
whiıch polNts the CONTEXT of OUr subject of TCC- hell It 15 reedom for Od’s Ar glory, h1s
oncıhatıon. OM then, 15 aV agental evıl for whıch pardon AN! > hıs aMı SerVICE. It 15
SOMMIC PCISON (Or of persons) 15 aMIEe In the lıberty of the children of God hıs 15 nothıng
short, SIN 15 culpable shalom-breakıng.”® In ecolog- less than adoption (hwuwothesia anı regeneration
ıcal SIN M1SSINS the mark DYy turnıng (palıngenesıia ) children of God Once LIMNOTC

from .Od’s aN! glory, turnıng from hıs WdY5S belong, the famıly of God, hıch 1S the kıng-
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dom of God (basıle1a LOU e0U) Ihe kıngdom of hıs 1n the home, hıs in Dus1ıness, hıs iın SOCIELY, hıs
God 15 the rıghteousness of God (dikavosune e0Ou) in culture.?22 Bonar puts thıs truth 1in beautiful
Ihe relatiıonshıp of God AN! INan 15 SCT rıght agaın rhyme
A4AS Lrust God d Father AN! SET1 V, hım 4S Kıng. So chall part of day OT nıghtThıs right relatiıonshıp 15 the work of God anı the TOM sacredness be free;gift of God. Ihe bıblıcal COI'ICCPt of justification ut all Lıfe, in CVCLY StCD,(dikavosune COU) cshould be understood in forensi1ic Be fellowshıp wıth hee
sense. 16 McGrath points OL  m+ “CThe CONCEDT of
Justification AaN! the doctrine of Justification MUST be
carefully dıstınguıished. Ihe church has chosen The TIransformation of the Relationshipsubsume ItSs dıscussıon of the reconcılıatıon of INan

God under the acg1s of Justification, thereby We chall consıder 110 hOow 15 OUTr relatıonshıp
changed from the old the ‚ü It 15 bDy the initia-S1VvINg the COHCCPt emphasıs quıte absent from t1Vve of God in 288l the of Ial ınthe New Testament.  ILLE 'Ihe doctrinal evelopment faıth Ihe dıivine 15 always both pardonıinghas taken dynamıc hus CVCINN for

the Reformed theologıan eber, 15 Jjustificatiıon and transformıng. Motyer concludes hıs study of

Zuspruch of forgıveness 4S well 45 .‚Od’s Rıghteousness Faıth In the New Testament sayıng
that as LLIC  = AdIC grasped DYy It |God’s r1ghteous-SLrONg Anspruch OUrTr whole lıfe 18 ness |, “nustihed” A made acceptable God,lo be brought iınto rıght relatıonshıp wıth God they dIC stamped wıth the ımage of theır rıghteous15 be reconcıled wıth GO0od (katallage). for-

merly hostiıle, straıned and dıscordant relatıonshıp Savıour, an ummOoNed Iıve 1in imıtatıon of hım
AS hıs people. “ Rıghteousness” thus becomesbecomes 11O frıiendly, relaxed AaN! harmon10us. of human character an behavıour. >® IheGod AN! I[Nan ATC 110 AT O' IThere 1S, however, dıyıne inıtl1atıve 15 the ACT of the Father, the Son anequalıty between them hıs reconcıllatıon 15

mutual 1ın the that God 15 reconcıled INan
the Holy Spirıt. “Che work of the Father 15 that GE

an I11all 15 reconcıled God God Jays asıde hıs COMMISS1ION: COomMm1ss1ONING the Son AI Spirıt
torth seek an SAaVC that which W as lostwrath an turns INan in 24  ’ an INa lays The work of the Son AN! Spirıt 15 that of M1SSION:asıde hıs waywardness of unfaıth AN! LUurns God

in the obedience of faıth go1Ing torth Ar the bıddıng of the Father seek
Reconcıliation 15 NOL only mutual but also dual aM SAVC that whiıch W as lost an restore It

in the that 1T 15 reconcılation between God.’+44
Ihe work of Christ in restorıng us God 15 hıs

INa aM God and reconcılatıiıon between [1all
An INa  S Ihe SAdILIC thıng (reconcılıatıon) has whole redeemıng work. Evangelıcals sometımes
dimens1ıo0ns vertical an horızontal. D CANMNOT be make the miıstake of locatıng 1t solely 1n the cross.4>

Ihe 15 ındeed the tocal poımnt of thıs eSTOrAa-
ONC wıthout being the ther. T hıs that t10N of I11all God, “tor Chriıst dıed toar S1INS HACE
Can be reconcıled God only 4S dIC reconcıled

(QUT. tellow IC  3 hat 15 Why Jesus teaches us tor all, the rıghteous for the unrıghteous, bring
DIraV Forgıve us OUTr debts, AS also aVEC fOr- vYOU But the 15 only Dart of the

work of Chrıst for COQUT restoration Godgıven OUTr debtors !” We AIC forg1ve ONC another
Ihe whole embraces hıs incarnatıon, in hıch heJust 4S God forgave us;  2U

But God fOrZ1VES us 4S forg1ıve 0)8( another.?! became INan for us LLICITH) anı tor C(JUT salvatıon;
We A1€ reconcıled (DI1C another AS dA1C 0O11- hıs baptısm, 1n whiıich he ıdentifed hımselfwıth
cıled God, but ATC reconcıled God only A the ınners he CTE SaVC; hıs temptatıon 1n

Aı reconcıled ONC another. which he resisted all attempts S”A”dVC them apart
When AT reconcıled wıth God We belong from thıs ıdentification; hıs MINISTTY, in hıch

hım 4S Father AaN! AS Kıng We A longer OUrTr he both pardoned S1NSs ST transtormed the S1IN-
OW.  y 1E the Lord’s 4ASs Frust God 4S chıl- NCIS; hıs death, in hıch he Ore the penalty of

SIN for I8N (on OUr behalf ıN! in OUrTr stead); hısen a! SCIVC hım A4AS ubjects that 15 SAaNlc-
tificatıon (hagıasmos). Let only remember that resurrect1on, in whiıch he FOSC Just1ıfy us (Rom
God 15 eiıther ord of all NOL äT all “We ATICc hı1s, 23); hH1s ascensi0NnN an exaltatıon, in whıch he
ıf AIC hıs AT all; ın CVCLY realm an relatıonshıp re1gns VEr hıs z AN! continued intercessionN

for us AN| hıs ö iın whıch he wıll nnallyof lıfe; hıs 1n solıtude aMn SOCIELY, hıs in work aM
vindıcate us and dwell wıth us for CVCTI in theworshıp, hıs 1n duty AaN! leisure, hıs ın the church,
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t1ıon  235 Lochman 15 IIC of few dogmatıcıansJOV aM glory of the kıngdom. Hıs work 15 IC

integral whole, Past, PI'CSCI'III aN! future It 15 payıng attention the ethical dımensıon of the
doctrine of reconciıliation.** He takes reconcılı1atıononly LIrul Sa y that he whı has saved us 15 st1l11

SaVINng Uus, an 111 continue SAaVC us 45 long 45 priority trom Jesus’ admoniıtion: “herefore,
4S let ourselves be saved.?” VYOU ATC offerıng, VOUL gıft AT the altar an there

remember that yOUL brother has somethıing agalnstSımularly, the work of the Spirıt 1n restorıng us

GOod 15 hıs whole work: the work of the Spirıt YOU, leave VOUTr gıft there in front of the altar. First
aAM be reconcıled VOUr brother; then COMın baptısm aN! MiNIStrYy of the Lord, the work of

the Spirıt 1ın mediatıng Chrıst uUusSs through the aAM offer VOUTC Siftr ven Al the MOST solemn
MOMENET the neCceESSILY for reconcıllatiıon takes pri0r-outward WI1tnNess of the church in her MINIStEY of

word aAM Sacraments, AN! through the ınward WIT- ItYy. In thıs CONTEXT Jesus SayS that fulAll the sıxth
commandment 15 NOL enough a1vo1d 2881

6s5 of the Spirıt, test1fyVing, wıth OUTr spırıt that
ATC .Od’s children. cursıng. “IThe radıcal 111 ofGod 15 satısfıed only DYy

“reconcıliation”. Ihe Amurderer . therefore, 15 NOLCrabtree’s emphasıs Od’s pardonıng and
transformıng 15 ımportant also for us Just ON wh. cOmMmMı1ts murder L1LOT ECVCN ONNC who 15

aANSTV, but also the ONC who neglects AN! despisesATC keep the PIODCI balance ‘T the Augustinian-
Catholıc tradıtıon has erred in partıally obscurıng opportunıitlies of reconcılıatıon aM who, DYy that

V faılure, 15 already under SUSPICION of murderthe pardonıing 35P6Ct of S  9 the 1 utheran-Prot- AN! accused of murder. >6 Because reconcılatıiıon 15
estant tradıtıon has equally erred 1n partıally 4S creatıve. 45 murder 15 destructive, the Christianobscurıng the transformıng aspect of God ethıc 15 ethıc of reconcılhatıion.rectifies the relationship of the sinner hiımself Reconcılation recCe1IVves hıs bındıng fteatures tromboth Dy pardonıng the SIN aAN! bDy transformıng the
sinner. 28 the Chrıst G  ' therefore it CAaNNOT be extended AT

wıll and there 15 place tor ap CasCMCNL, SPU-How do recCel1ve thıs grace‘ oug faıth, F10US which aVvOo1ds conflıcts and concealsobvıously. But only through lıyving faıth that real tens10Ns. Bıblıcal MINIStLY of reconcıllatıon 15belıeves the gospel, ın Chrıiıst and obeys
hıs wıll For the faıth that beheves but (07 NOTLT alert the demoniı1c strategıes of the princıpalıties

aM POWCIS AN! refuses capıtulate them. A
LrUST AN! obey 15 taıth of demons.?? taıth that genumne Chrıistian minıstry of reconcılıatıon wıllbelıeves AN! but faıls obey 15 the taıth of be characterized DYy hopeful aN! inventıve real-prattiers.” We reCE1VEe the dıyıne of reconcılı- 1sm .37at10N exclusıvely Dy faıth expressing ıtself through
love.*} Thıs faıth alone Justifies us 1ın the sıght of Whıle the MINISELY of reconcıllatiıon 1S personal,

IT 15 also concerned wıth condıtions anı SYStCITIS .God AaN! transforms OUTr whole relatiıonshıp God
an OUrTr ne1ghbour. hus Crabtree rightly New lestament epistles demonstrate that 11-

cılıatıon between ındıvıduals AN! SrFOUPS 15 ımpor-us ' agalnst the careless UusSCc of the phrase “ustifica- (ant Reconcılıation bestowed in Chrıst has dırectt10N alone.””?>7 Yes, ATITC justiıfed Dy faıth ımplıcatıons 1n personal relatıonsh1ps an ıf the ıfealone but that faıth 15 NEVCT alone. 'hıs 15 the only of the Church. C armen Christz>® 15 SCNLT Into thetaıth that NNSs us Into rıght relatıonshıp wıth
CONTEXT of tens10ns wıthın the Chrıstian Uu-God, wıth others aın wıth ourselves. Therefore Nıty AT Philıppi.OUTr Praycer rFeMaAalNSs:; ord increase OUrTr faıth that

works through love! TIhe lıght of reconcılı1atıon shınes 1n the
human only LOO human ıfe of the COIN-

gregations AaN! 15 OpCratc there wıth
Commıissıon 1ssıon of transformıng, renew1ing and, fACct. reconcılıng

reconcıliation In the long, the Church of Chrıst
Can be establısh ıtself 4A5 PCI-We aV already sa1d that the work of God the

Father reconcılıatıon W as that of commıssıon manently structured AN! self-enclosed entity
based the dıyvısıons of LACC, natıonalıty, cul-sendın hıs Son AN! Spirıt search AaN! SaVC

that hıch has een lost °he work of the Son THre an BK I 15 the Body of Chrıst, Organıc
unıty composed of INally memberS39aM Spirıt W as that of 1ss10n. Ihe SaiLlEc P attern

applıes us “God, whi reconcıled us hımself We 4S evangelıcals cshould especlally heed Loch:-
man’s call for “ecumeniıcal order of reconcılıatiıon’through Christ, DSaAVC us the MINIStFY of reconcılıa-
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AN! consıder what OC€s thıs 111CAN ftor ur dıvided of releasıng the debtor the transgressor from
Chrıistendom, (L warrıng denomiınatıons, OUur the debt Chrıiıstian peacemakers ATIC called seek

reconcılı1atıon ın S1ITUAtIONS of conflict wıthout sOf-hate-filled Christians, OUTr segregated churches?
However, OUur minıstry of reconcılatıiıon CANNOT tenıng theır opposıtıon the INJUStICES that eXISt.

be confined the ınner lıfe of the Church hat We motivated DYy OUr Christian faıth and bıblı-
1ssıon 15 for the world includıng the world of cal V1IS1ON, but thıs Oces NOT [11Call that CANNOT

polıtıcs AT eCONOMICS. T’hankfully, the Church work wıth those from dıfferent faıths (JIT OLLC AT all
O€s NOT ack posıtıve examples in her past (Men- all humanıty 15 created ın the ımage of God
nonıtes, Quakers, Brethren Church). Ihe Barmen Call CXPCCt chare COINMON poılnts of ethıical COIl-
Declaratıon from the Nazı GermanYy aM CEFT1} wıth those from dıfferent aıth-communıities.
107 Suhnezeichen from the POSt-W3Y Germany AS Moreover, 1ın the Christian understandıng, of GOod
well 4A5 the Fellowshıp of Reconcıilation oforth- 4S Irınıty, the call reconcılıatıon 15 authorızed DY
CF Ireland AT Just few examples ftrom the TMNOTC Father. carrıed OUL Dy the Son AN! empowered DYy
recCenNTt historYy. the Spirıt. respond the SaJIllEe cOomm1ssıON

1lo close let offer insıght Into INAaYy CXPCCIC that Ur actıon an relatiıonshıps
OUr post-Communıist experience from Czech AN! 111 be empowered DYy the Holy Spirıt, LO  © hıs
Slovak Republıcs. Ihe non-vıolent WaV ofV- NOLT only provıdes motivatıon tor reconcıl1ation but
Ing the totalıtarıan regıme W ds wiıdely also provıdes the Dasıs for cCONstructıve actıon ın
appreclated AaN! thus named 45 “Velvet Revolu- the world created: redeemed anı being moved
t101.7 However, relatıng the PFrOCCSS the above ItSs final glory DYy the trıune God
outlıned doctrine of reconcılı1atıon an reflecting
O the results of the past VCALS, should aVe
earned apply Consequently maJor dynam- Notes
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the victıms (churches aM dıssıdents) and aban- ıngsgate Press, 19653
OC  an, Reconcılıation and Liberatuvon; 'hal-donment of innOocence DYy the per petrators lenging One-Dimensuon: Vıew Salyatıon, 1la-munısts). Second 15 the proviısıon of CONMMEXTE of
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wıth SOLIIL1IC of the above mentioned xoals 15 StCp I3 Atkınson, ‘Justification Dy alt Iruth for (QQur
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