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‘Kicking the Daylights Out of the Devıil?: The
Vıctory Motif iın Ome Recent Atonement

Theology
Ben Pugh

SUMMARY
In these 1E ContextTs the Kansom Satan

In 1930 the wedish theologian (‚ustav Aul  en  f began idea IS appropriate wholesale. Rather, adapta-
ring hack into the patrıstic notion of TISUS t10Nns of the Datrıstic mode!| Adre eing formulated within

riumph OVelT demonic DOWETS (Christus Victor) There the CONTEeXT of desire INOVE dWdY fram submissive,
have been further re-appropriations of his theme In the defeatist OT austere styles of religion In favour of SOTNE-
‘Word of Faith’ heology Kenneth HMagın, Kenneth Cope- ing IMOTe muscular and less individualistic. The present
land), feminist theology and DV the merging Church article analyses his Ne'  S trend

y q  5 e .<  Dr

RESUME
de ’Eglise emergente. ans C655 nouvelles approches, Ia

Fn 1930 e theologien SUGdois (justav Aul  en  Z rem1s notiıon de FaNncOTI versee Satan est Jamaıs reprise telle
Ia conception patrıstique de Ia Victoilre de Christ quelle. ( e scheme patrıstique subit plutöt des adapta-

SUr les Pulssances demoniaques rIStUS Vıctor) Cela tOoNs dans ( @5 Contextes OU rencontre le
donne lleu DaT Ia sulte plusieurs re-appropriations de desir d’abandonner style de religion Caracterise Dar

theme, notlammen dans Ia theologie de 1a Parole I9 SOUMISSION, le defaitisme eTt |’austerite DOUT aller elrs
de FOI > chez Kenneth Magın, Kenneth Copeland), dans uelque chose de plus mMmuscle et MOINS individualiste. L e
I9a theologie feministe ENCOTe sern du MmMmOUuvemen present article analyse Ceite nouvelle tendance.

e y.q  e S e  pa

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG („Gemeinde In Entwicklung“) angeelgnet. In solch eınem
Kontext hat [Nan\n sich nicht die These eıner

Im ahr 1930 begann der schwedische eologe (‚ustav Lösegeldzahlung Satan als solche angeelgnet. Man
Aulen  - den patristischen Begriff Vo Triumph Chrristi nımm eher Anpassungen das patristische Model|
über die dämonischen Mächte FNISstUS Vıctor) wieder VOT Im Zusammenhang mit dem Wunsch, sich VON/Nn

opulär machen. eitdem hat [Nan sich dieses eıner untertänigen, defätistischen oder streng religiösen
Motiv erneut In der „VWort des Glaubens“ Theologie Sichtweise abzuwenden zugunsten eıner eher kraftvollen
enne Magın, Kenneth Copeland), In der feministi- un weniger ndividualistischen Perspektive. UDer vorlie-
schen Theologie un der „Emerging Churc ewegung gende Artikel analysiert diese 11IECUE Tendenz.

y q i  o

Introduction the hands of Origen an Gregory of VSSa, CalMlc
The subject of thıs artıiıcle 11 be those eorles be dominated Dy NnOotlIons of aNSOM pald
of the atonemen that, 1n Varlous WdVS5, emphasise the devil, before finally transmutıing, AT the hands
that the death of Christ W ds VICtOrYy Ver evil. of Augustine and Gregory the Grreat, INnto ega
Normally classed 4S single theory of the e- theory, antıcıpatıng Anselm * hıs patrıstic COIN-
MeEeENT wıth number of subdivisions,’ thıs 1$ the CCDL 1S ( that has, perhaps surprisingly, been
classıcal patrıstic V1ECW of the 41EONEINEN which, AT 4S especlally attractıve option for those seeking
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theory of the AtONEMENT that pictures God AS narıly dramatiıc and, AL tiımes, SrOLtesqUC VICW of
havıng dealt in VeLrYy deCcIs1ve, COSMIC an GE the ALrONEMENT that utilised the patrıstic belief in
natural WdY wıth the problem of evil. Especılally descent Into Hades 4A5 key COMpONCHN 1ın the defeat
notable 15 the WaY ıIn which thıs particular theory of Satan.!/ The Chrıstus Vıctor VIEW also spoke
of the atonemen 1S eing busıly re-invented NOLT lıberation heology better than other models of
Just wıthın the academıies but, AS shall SCC, Ai the atonement.'®$ Darby Kathleen Ray- takıng her
popular level leading MINIStrYy practition- Cu from Paul Fiddes;® adapted an emytholo-
CIS AISE the Ransom Satan for the femiıniıst ArSU-

She W as tollowed Dy ennYy Weaver, who,Ser10us theological reflection OI1 the patrıstic
doctrine ofthe atonemen dates back the OrNgINSs durıng the S, began reCOgNISE the 1O11-

of the discıplıne of historical theology itself, wıth violent appeal of the model He applied simıiılar
number of historical theologians including signif1- re-approprlation black an womanıst„
CAaNLi discussion of the ONSINS and development of culmıinatıng ıIn his The Nonvıolent Atonement.*‘
the Ransom Satan;? culminatıng in 1919 wiıth Euegene TeSele, ın short but significant work,
Hastıngs shdall wrıiting OLLC Ör the MOST scath- also retrieved the model iın the interests of soc1al
ng TIreatmenNts of the Ransom Satan eOrY an political justice.““ More recently still, the
that would EVYc:. be written.? Complementing the merging Church favours transıtiıon
offerings of the historical heology tradıtion CAFIG from penal substitution Chrıstus Vıctor AS the

er10us iIire2iment of the patrıstic COrY from the preferred model.* er Evangelıcal FCSDOMNSCS
Anglıcan Nathanıel Dimock > Ihe three British RT also continued flow steadily.““
hıstorlans of the AaCtONCMECNL, Franks,° Grensted’ It 15 the ISt AaDPCAPANCC of thiıs CW paradıgm
and (much later) McDonald,® helpfully summarıse 1ın modern theology that ll 110 turn in LNOTC

the indings of the earlıer Continental hıstorlans of detaıl
ogma without addıng anythıng 11C the discus-
SION. Ihe contributions of the late nıneteenth and
early twentieth centurılies WCEIC ımportant ın PDIO- Re-appropriations Mid-twentieth-
ducing body of critical reflection the history century forays
of the theory sufhcient bring It the attention

Z Aulen’s Christus Vıctorof 11CW generatiıon of theologians Aat mi1id-century.
Not ntil bishop Gustav Aulen’s Olaus Pertrı1 By the S, whıile Europe W ds recovering from

Lectures of Wadas there er10us aLttcmpt unprecedented military bloodshed a! careering
Into unknown Hc worlds fashıoned Dy iIncreas-A CONtEMPOFarCY re-approprliation of the dOC-

trıne. Until hım, the Ransom Satan Was treated ingly powerful dictators an theır ideologies, the
entirely 4S hıistorıical CUr10SItY. Further simıilar patrıstic WdVYVS of lookıng Al the of Christ
Lreatments of the doctrine ould VCEt appear‘” took OIl 1CW alue the Swedish professor an
Dut IT that there W as 110 go1INng back from bishop Giustav Aulen (  )25 Ihe decline
this pomt. Wıiıthin few decades, discussions of of Enlightenment naturalism 15 also named, an
the Chriıstus Vıctor MO from varıety of VCLY plausibly, 4S factor that allowed FCSUTSCIICC

of interest ın and belief In the existence of CI-perspectives appeared in articles, “ especlally after
the American edition of the book Went natural evil DOWCIS at work in the world today an
1ın 1951 .12 In }1953. Dıillistone!® persuasıvely probably tor the increasıng popularıty of
added hıs advocacy of Chriıstus Viıctor approach the Aulen paradıgm VvVer the Past vears.“

Aulen essentlally FrEeEWTOTE church history 1ınAS the ONC MOST ıIn lıne wıth the general tenor of
salvatıon history 1ın both Old anı New lestament. favour of hıs VIEW, claımiıng that 1t always WaS the
John Macquarrıe also lent hıs weight. ** Volume °classıc’ VIECW of the ıtOoNemMeEN TIo that thıs

of Paul Tillich’s Systematıc Theology, appearıng WasSs the from the Fathers W aS straightforward
in 19577 broke NCW ground in re-appropriating enough. But CL around the overtly penal VIEWS
Christus Vıctor Categories ın the ervıice of hıs of the atonemMeNnNtT held during the Reformation, he
existentlalist VISION of the Christian faıth.> (Iscar had claım that Luther hımself held the Chriıstus
Cullmann also DaVC SOIINNC Support:” Vıctor VIEW of Christ’s death 4S VICtOrYy VCI

NEeXE 1n isolatıon from the still STOW- Satan, an that thıs had een ignored by subse-
Ing Christus Vıctor debate, there AT OSC wiıithıin the advocates of penal substitution, beginning
Neo-Pentecostalism of the extraordi- wıth Luther’s SUCCCSSOUT, Melanchthon Aulen,
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NOT surprisingly, calls Nto question subsequent t10Nn of the patrıstic model hıs W as NOT 5Sd V that
scholarship, urgıng reLurn the classıc VICW of he Was especlally favourable the patrıstic dOC-
the Fathers an Luther. Here 15 definitive DPASSAaHC trıne In Its original forms; he describes Origen’s
trom Aulen depictions 4S ‘“almost COMedy - He understood

the world of early Christianity be steeped ın fearhıs LYPC of view IMaYy be described provisionally
AS the “dramatıc). Its central theme 1S the idea of of demoniıc DOWCLIS from which people WEeEIC ın
the Atonement d Divıne conflict and VICtOrY; eed of ıberation. Life W as filled wıth fear that he
YIST Chrıstus Vıctor — nghts agalınst an tr1ı- describes 4S exıistential CSLTANSCMENL: “Wıthout the

experience of the of existential CSLrANSC-umphs Ver the eviıl DOWCIS of the WOT. the
“tyrants’ under which mankınd 1S in bondage MECNL, the Chrıstus Vıctor symbol IICVCL could aVe
and suffering, an In Hım reconcıles the world arısen either ın Paul OTr ın Omnsen.

Himselt */ Tillich’s analysıs of Chriıstus Vıctor 45 part of
CONversatıon between the questiOons of philoso-As SaW, WAaVC of FESDONSCS followed the

Amerıcan edition of the book In 1951 Some of phy an the ALISWCECTIS of theology antıcıpates the
these WCIC er10us evaluatıons ıle others SCCI1I

TeCeNTt efforts the Dart of merging Church
advocates re-contextualise the model wıthıin

UuSCcC the term Chrıstus Vıctor AS A trendy slogan Postmodernity.elated only 1ın the MOST general WdYVY the Aulen
paradigm.“® Olın Gunton’s biıblical critique 1S

the IMOTC er10us treatments ** Hıs Re-appropriations 'CThe late twentieth
maın (AMAIEGCFEIIS arC, fırstly, that Aulen’s 1Ce W needs cCenturybe extended from mythology of Past
Into something of ONgOINS significance. Paul .1 Word of Faıith Chriıstus Viıctor
speaks of ONgOINg ıfe Of vicCtory that 1S avaılable Fundamental Word of QIif theology 1S thebelievers (Rom 8:37) but Aulen
wıth INEIC "StOrYy gods..?* Aulen claims that belief that humanıty C(CATIIC under the authority
hıs DULDOSC ın wrıiting the book WaSs NOT c  apolo- of Satan al the Fall Salvatıon therefore had

iınvolve decisive blow Satan’s dominion. Theget1ic but ‘historical? * He AI UCS that hıs primary CONSCQUCNL re-titling of humanity wıth renewedintention W as NOLT advance the theory 4S SOINC-

thing that should inform CONLEMPOFAr Y praxI1s, authority Ver creation an VCLI Satan himself
15 commonly appropriated V1a Varlı0us spirıtualOUg he clearly believed that IT should; an he warfare strategies.*° However, the Word ÖfIconcludes: theory of the atonement ZOCS signıfıcantly beyondpersuaded that NO ftorm of Christian teach- thıs basıc understandıng an ENVISAYES hıghlyIng has AI1Yy future before IT CXCCDLT such AS ( A dramatıc showdown between Jesus and the deviıl

keep steadıly In VICW the realıty of evil ıIn the 1n hell
wWOTr. and MG the eviıl wıth battle- Wılliam Atkinson’s dissertation Was the rSt
SOMNS ör triıumph. ILherefore believe that the maJor analysıs of the ALTONEMENT In Word O Faıcth
classıc idea ofthe Atonement and ofChristianity teaching.° Like all ther aASPCCLS of Word of Faıith
15 COomIng back that 15 5SdV, the geENUMNE, teaching,® the genealogy of the Word of alt
authentic Christian faıtcth.°® 1eW of the atonemen 15 traceable the nıne-
Secondly, according Gunton, Aulen 15 LOO teenth-century New England preacher an DIO-

triıumphalistic, NOT takıng Into AGOOU °the human iıfic wriıter, Kenyon.“” He ın turn ADPDCAIS
an CVEnNn tragıc elements in the StOrV > P A CCn influenced ar least Dy Irenaeus an POS-

observatıions, namely, that the model 15 LOO sıbly Dy ther patrıstic writings.“” rom Kenyon,
dualıstic and mythological and, arısıng ut of thıs Kenneth Hagın“" an then Kenneth Copeland“*
vVCLY other-worldliness of the theory, that IT faıls derive all theır leading iıdeas. At the heart of the

acknowledge tragedy and suffering both ıIn the Word of Faıith CONCCDL of the AatOonemen 15 the
Gospel narratıve ıtself an in human lıfe, generally “Jesus 1ed Spirıtually” idea, doctrine CONLrOo-

In the CrMtIquUES surrounding Chriıstus Vıctor. versial 4S ave aroused SOMNNC Oopposition from
wıthin the Word of Faıith itself.* On

Tillich’s Chriıstus Viıctor thıs VIEW, the substitutionary NAarHre of Christ’s
eat 15 taken dramatiıc IThe notion 1SPaul Tillıch 1S those who, m1d-century,

made SOTIIC preliminary forays Into re-approprIia- introduced that, if the sinful Nature of humanıity 15
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al ItS CU0MIE Ssatanıc, Christ ave taken hım- 16 W aM this 15 especlally noticeable In Irenaeus
self Satanıc Nature the cross.44 hıs Was whart whom che refers ften God demonstrates
caused hım die spirıtually, that 1S, be CutTt off the ultimate nonviolent resistance of evil us

from God ut NOT only Was he GE off from God, ven though God 15 almıghty, he chooses, Narnıa
he descended into hell where, AS the bearer 110 of Style;: nNto negotlations wıth the

24sSatanıc NaLtUure, he WaS requıired “serve tiım: Al Set humankind free from the W of eviıl
Satan mistakenly thought he had the Son of God by observing the rights ceded IT Dy uman SIN
1n hıs 1l let agın tell the FreSsSt ven the later developments of the [ansOM

theory from Origen Al Gregory f yssaI1’m certaın that all the devils of hell raced up
an OWN the back alleys of hell reJO1CINg, onwards, 1ın which the deception of Satan 15

overtly ncluded, SCCH NOT PresChHLt A stumbling“We ’ ’ve OL the Son of God ın COUTr hands! We’ve
defeated 0d’s purpose!’ But OM that thırd OC Ray. Regarding the balt, an

SL1Aarc metaphors esplse DYy Rashdall,>“ chemornıing, the God who 15 LNOTC than enough claims that, WCCIC metaphoricalsald, Hr 15 enough! He has satıshed the claıms
Of Justice: * CADICSS the CONVICtTtON that the DOWCTIS of eviıl WCIC

defeated at the MOMENT of their VICtOTY,Copeland 15 stil] TMOTIC theatrical A he describes the
climactıc MOMENT

Al that, paradoxically, Christ W ds triıumphant 1:
the OINENT of hıs defeat the cross.?>3

the of the Almighty God began Ray’s crucıal ILNOVE d she retrieve the
STIreamM OWN from heaven a! reca the OC patrıstic theory 15 demythologise and broaden
off the of hell Jesus began stir. The the CONCCDL of LansOoOmMm pald the devil nNto

of heaven penetrated a! re-created Hıs LalnısOMl pald eviıl She takes her CLE from Paul
spırıt. He LOSC UD anı In MOMENT of Fiddes’ work, PDast FEvent and Present Salvation.°*

Fiddes wrestles wıth the question of Just NOW,CONQqUECSL, He kicked the daylights OUuTL of the
evV+r an all those who A o1ng hıs WOrK... in the face of much present-day evil, Ca  ;

hen Jesus CR UD OUuUtT of that place of LOFr- claım that comprehensive VICtOLY has een WOIN,
MmMent ıIn triıumph, WENLTL back through the tomb, OTr CVCMN that turnıng point 1ın the Walr has GG
Into Hıs body, and walked OuTt of there.*/ reacCHed: AN had been Aulen’s claım. He begins

4ANSWEeET this Dy INOTC clearly identifying the “tyrants’hıs version of EVENTS clearly falls wıthın the that held humankiınd that then understandChrıstus Vıctor tradıtion but what eXTIENt! It ın what realm, from vliewpOIlnNt, this VICtOrYresembles the patrıstic Ransom Satan eorles 15 AVe een WO For Fiddes, there AdIChas eecn the subject of debate $ Ihe dissimıilarıi- three LYyrants, all taken from Paul’s letters: SIN, thet1es, according Atkinson, AIC these: law an eat It 15 thıs INOVC away from VICtOrYyNowhere In these wrıtıngs 15 the ATONEMENT VCT demons Into theory resting VICtOrYreferred A L[allsom Gre 15 CONCCDL that VCT ese mythological an TMOTC specific evıls that
anything W as pald the evVI Instead, AS SAa  S aVE caught Ray’s CVCfrom the CXWLACIS; It 15 Justice that 15 atıshed However, her broadening of the CONCCDL Into
In penal substitutionary ashion. general eviıl threatens ead her Into COLHET

The Ocation of Christ’s ViCtory VEr the devil where che could be accused, 1ın dAYC rampant15 hell In the patrıstic theories, there 15 descent wıth evil, of describing fictitious VICtOrY. hıs che
nNto heil: which 15 understood be plundered Dy antıcıpates Dy emphasisıng the volıtiıonal element.
Jesus, yeLr the MOMENT of ViCtorYy OCCUFTFS the We 4VE all gıven evil perm1ssiıon reign whenever

itself.*? faıled resIisSt It In the CdsSC of„ this 15
the allure ASSErT oneself, which 15 understood

Feminist COChrıstus Vıctor: Darby Kathleen be Just d Ser1lOus SIN 4S the [NOTC masculine
Ray SIN of pride that tradıtional depictions f the

The fact that such triumphalistic V1EW ofthe AI C intended ddress It 15 NOT ack of humility,has recently begun appeal feminism has COI Ray ArguCcS, that needs atonıng for In AL
AS huge surprIise. Darby Kathleen Ray has een least NOT typically. It 15 ack of self-assertion. She
the advocate of thıs feminist re-approprIi- cıtes Methodist SECET PIaycr that emphasises obe-
atıon of the patrıstic 1eEW of the atonement.>® Its dience, sayıng, “Prayvers such 4S thıs ONC, though
attractıon her ADDCAaISs be the fact that; ON thıs seemingly INNOCUOUS, inscribe their petitioners
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wıth deology of quietude that EFGAatSs resistance t1ve Christus Vıctor ıs “Che historical framework of
authorıity 4S cshameftul transgression. ”° SINg an the ofchurch confronting

thıs ftemale kınd of SIN the E hand and the empire‘.®  / He tfurther claıms that the Gospels Ht
male kınd of S1IN, the unjust CLr AVAarıCI1OuUs UuSC of Revelatıon ın thıs regard, reinforcing this “unıver-
DOower , ON the ther AS definitive of evil, che 15 sal an COSMIC of the confrontation of reign
ıIn posıtion dısable the maın objection the of God an: rule of Satan’.°©$

Narratıve Chrıistus Vıctor 1s indeed AaTONEMENT ifRansom Satan theory, namely that IT PIrCSUPD-
that the EV1 has rights. In her vers10n, there 8i = 111Ca1lls in which the death an-

1S EV1 and there A G 110O rights bestow tiıon of Jesus definitively reveal the Dbasıs of
hım Evıl, however, has been g1ven Dy 1ın the unıverse, that the iInvıtatıon from God
both IHNECMN and„ such that It °seems take partiıcıpate In hıs rule VEITCOMNI1CS the forces of SIN

and reconcıles iınners God.®ıfe of IfSs OWN  > 97 We aVeC given eviıl rights
Dy NOT resisting It Evıl 1S thus depersonalised, ut Weaver understands that the deviıl 15 NOT E
then begins be re-personified 4S Wthat, eral PDCISOM but Al accumulatıon Ör evıl wıthın

Irenaeus, "transgresses boundaries’.>°$ Her human Institut1Ons, Organısations an cultures.
ideas dI€C summed UD ın the following appraisal of ese the “principalities an pDowers’ of which
Irenaeus. She ASICCS wıth hıs CONVICtTION that Paul speaks Chief of these Was the accumulatıon

in the DCISON of Jesus, God has acted NOL of eviıls that conspired kıl] Jesus. Christ’s
only reveal the FG of evil but also violent resistance these abusıve DOWCLIS 15 g00d
decenter an delegitimate ItSs authority Dy lurıng CWS for victims of abuse today
It Into eXpOSINS IfSs WI1 moral bankruptcy and When Jesus confronts the rule of eviıl* BEN PUucH ®  with an ideology of quietude that treats resistance  tive Christus Victor is “The historical framework of  to authority as a shamefüul transgression.’®° Using  emperors and the construct of church confronting  this female kind of sin on the one hand and the  empire’.°” He further claims that the Gospels fit  male kind of sin, ‘...the unjust or avaricious use of  Revelation in this regard, reinforcing this ‘univer-  power”,° on the other as definitive of evil, she is  sal and cosmic story of the confrontation of reign  in a position to disable the main objection to the  of God and rule of Satan’.®  Narrative Christus Victor is indeed atonement if  Ransom to Satan theory, namely that it presup-  poses that the devil has rights. In her version, there  one means a story in which the death and resurrec-  is no devil and there are no rights to bestow upon  tion of Jesus definitively reveal the basis of power  him. Evil, however, has been given great power by  in the universe, so that the invitation from God to  both men and women, such that it ‘seems to take  participate in his rule overcomes the forces of sin  and reconciles sinners to God.®  on a life of its own’.”” We have given evil rights  by not resisting it. Evil is thus depersonalised, but  Weaver understands that the devil is not a lit-  then begins to be re-personified as a power that, to  eral person but an accumulation of evil within  quote Irenaeus, ‘transgresses all boundaries’.° Her  human institutions, organisations and cultures.  ideas are summed up in the following appraisal of  These are the “principalities and powers’ of which  Irenaeus. She agrees with his conviction that:  Paul speaks. Chief of these was the accumulation  in the person of Jesus, God has acted not  of evils that conspired to kill Jesus. Christ’s non-  only to reveal the true nature of evil but also to  violent resistance to these abusive powers is good  decenter and delegitimate its authority by luring  news for victims of abuse today:  it into exposing its own moral bankruptcy and  When Jesus confronts the rule of evil ... there is  thus defeating itself; hence opening up the pos-  no longer the difficulty of a problematic image  sibility for human beings to escape enslavement  for victims of abuse. Jesus depicted in narrative  to evil.”  Christus Victor is no passive victim. He is an  active participant in confronting evil...”°  She identifies the following weaknesses of the  patristic view: firstly, it is too dualistic, by which she  means that it implies a moral, over-simplistic, self-  justifying dualism that demonises certain groups.  4. Re-appropriations 3: Emerging  Christus Victor  Definitions of good and evil are too clear-cut.®  Though anticipated by earlier movements else-  Secondly, it is too cosmic. Humans are passive  and irresponsible. It is susceptible of a comic-book  where in the English-speaking world,’* from the  late 1990s in America there arose a scattered  superhero interpretation.®! Lastly, it is too trium-  phalistic. The patristic view portrays the victory as  movement that sought to deconstruct modern-  a done deal, whereas ‘the suggestion that good has  ist ways of being church in favour of a wholesale  defeated evil, even from an eschatological perspec-  adoption of postmodernism by the Church.” A  tive, seems impossible to confirm’.®  leading light has been Brian McLaren whose inter-  est mostly lies in deconstructing North American  3.3 Broadening the appeal: J. Denny Weaver  Evangelical churchmanship. A typical effect of  Another writer who is attracted to the notion of  this style of deconstruction on atonement theol-  nonviolent resistance in the patristic model is the  ogy has been what has recently been termed the  Mennonite, J. Denny Weaver.® He takes up the  kaleidoscopic view of the atonement”* — a commit-  cause not only of feminists but also of black theo-  ment-free embrace of all ways of looking at the  atonement.  logians generally,°** and womanist theologians spe-  cifically. He also sides clearly with the primitivism  Leading the way in theological reflection on  of Anabaptist churchmanship by drawing parallels  behalf of the Emerging Church movement has  between the post-Christian West and the pre-Con-  been Gregory Boyd. He is distinct in his attempt  stantine Church in which Christus Victor views of  to offer some positive alternatives to traditional  atonement held sway.°  Evangelicalism. While McLaren is known more  His particular theory is “‘narrative Christus  for his relentless and provocative criticism of  Victor, by which he means, ‘Christus Victor  Evangelical orthodoxy, Boyd attempts something  depicted in the realm of history’.® Reflecting on  more constructive. He insists that, while diversity  the Book of Revelation, he explains that narra-  in atonement theology should be celebrated, there  36° EIL 231there 15
thus efeating itself, hence opening the DOS longer the dıfhculty of problematic iımage
sıbilıty tor human beings CSCAPDC enslavement for victims of abuse. Jesus depicted ın narratıve

evil.>” Christus Vıctor 15 110 passıve victiım. He 15
actıve partıcıpant ıIn confronting eviıl...”®She iıdentihes the tollowing weaknesses of the

patrıstic VICW tırstly, IT 15 LOO dualistic, by which che
that 1T iımplıes moral, over-simplistic, self-

Justifying dualısm that demonises certaın SrOUDS Re-appropriations merging
Chriıstus VıctorDefinitions of xo0od and evıl AL LOO clear-cut.°®

Though anticıpated by earlıer MOVEMENTS else-econdly, IT 15 LOO COSMIC. Humans A DassSIVve
and iırresponsible. It 15 susceptible Of. comic-book where ıIn the English-speaking WOrld;/‘ from the

late In America there scatteredsuperhero interpretation.® Lastly, It 1S LOO triıum-
phalistic. IThe patrıstic VIEW the VICtOrYy AS that sought deconstruct modern-
one deal, whereas °the suggestion that g0o0d has 1St WdVYVS of being church In favour of wholesale

defeated evil, from eschatological PCISDC adoption of postmodernism by the Church /*
tıve, impossible confirm) .° leading 1ght has een Brıan McLaren whose inter-

ST moOstly hes in deconstructing North American
Broadening the appeal: enny Weaver Evangelıcal churchmanship. typical effect of

Another wriıter who 15 attracted the notion of thıs style of deconstruction ACONEMENT theol-
nonviolent resistance In the patrıstic model 15 the has een what has recently been termed the
Mennonıite, enNNYy Weaver.®® He takes uD the kale1doscopic V1CW of the atonement/® COMMIF-

NOT only of feminists but also of black theo- ment-free embrace of WaVS of looking Aat the
ATONEMENTloglans generally,° an Wwomanıst theologians SPC-

cifically. He also sıdes clearly wıth the primıtıviısm Leading the WdYy ıIn theological reflection OIl
of Anabaptist churchmanship Dy drawıng parallels behalf of the merging Church has
between the post-Christian West an the pre-Con- en Gregory Boyd He 15 distinct In hıs attempt
stantıne Church In which Chrıstus Vıctor VIEWS of offer SOMIC posıtıve alternatıives tradıtional
AUONECHICHE held SWay.©° Evangelicalısm. Whıle McLaren 15 known IMOTC

Hıs particular theory 15 *narratıve Chrıstus for hıs relentless an provocatıve eriticısm of
Vıctor, by 16 he 9 °Chrıstus Vıctor Evangelical Orthodoxy, Boyd something
epicte 1n the realm of Mistory . eflecting IMOTC constructive. He INSISts that, whıiıle diversity
the Book Ot. Revelation, he explains that artfa- In atonemen theology should be celebrated, there
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1S A underlyıng and unıllıed reality It that FCDaAVYS approach the patrıstic theory, that takes
caretul Steudy: - He CONVINCINS CdSC for of the WdY ıIn which the EV1 15 1ın the
the fundamentally COSMIC an demonological LAansSsOTMN theory. He 15 NOT by force,
CONHGX: ın which salvatıon 1S understood 1ın both CVCGI though IT lies wıthın .Od’s do
Testaments.”> In A nuanced WAdY, he 15 ECVEN able God instead SLOOPS I1CO the devil’s

SuppOrt from Scripture the patrıstic nOotlIons hold OM humankınd ın nonviolent WaY that
of God deceiving the deviıl an he successfully honours claıms made Dy the devil, however
retrieves the notion from ItSs NOtOr10uUSs crüdity./® legitimate OTr otherwise these Ar hıs amplıfıes
He O€s thıs Dy ingen10usly appealing the fact the element identihed above of evıl defeating

iıtself.that, whıle demons clearly understood wh: Jesus
WAdS5, they WEeIC seemingly NOT (as 1n ( Ör a  ng W from It hıs 15 the Word of Faıth
20) of why he dIiNlc SINCE theır eviıl blinded them understandıing, which chares the fundamental

the sacrıfıcıal love that had SCHNLT the on Into patrıstic startıng pomnt, namely, that humans SU1Ir-

their realm. rendered their authority the devil AT the fall
Vıa the merg1ing Church, the Chrıistus Vıctor rom that time the EeEV1 has held legal right

approach promıises speak L1ECW generation of VEr humanıity an VCLr whart WaSs intended AdS

man ’’s domain, creation. Wırth thıs understand-church-goers wh ArCc CONSCIOUS AS before of
PErNICIOUS xlobal eviıls which INOTC individualis- INg of the problem, the AIl resurrection
C versions of the gospel INCSSaZC SCCI1I ave few ATE construed AN) dethroning of the devıl an
ANSWCIS However, IT 15 significant that the ead enthronement of born-agaın humans.
CIS of the merging Church AI C classıc number OF things worked together bring the
members of “Generation people orn between VICtOrYy motif ın from the cold wıthın Christian
1960 aM 1980), which 15 characterised Dy dis- reflection both Ar academic an practitioner
Irust of authorıty an established socıal level Fiırstly, the existence of SyStem1C eviıl attach-
The generation succeeding them, ften termed Ing iıtself ideologies an OVErNMECNLIS the
the “Miıllennials’? because they WCIC orn wıthın pomnt of bringing about world WAars has made
the decades before the VYCal ATC much COSMIC understandıng of eviıl much INOTC imagl-
less deconstruction an much LNOTC COMN- nable than IT could AVC. been before the twentieth
cerned wıth connectedness. It remaıns be CENLUFY. econdly, advances ın bıblical heology
whether the other maJor facet patrıstic E- avVe allowed usSs SCC that the Bıble itself Was all

theology the partıcıpation ın Christ 11 along infused wiıth thıs kınd ofworld VICW, that
popular AMONSSL them.”” whatever WC understand salvatıon DYy the

DE 1T MUST Ht in wıth this tramework 1n order

Summary and evaluatıon be exegetically credible, before 6C VEn egıin
appI1y such insights the Church the ife

The VIEWS considered 1n this artıicle Can be summed of faıth Thiırdly, the FEITEGaT of Christianity from
upD by Sayıng that the 15 4S VICtOrYy VCL public ıte an sOC10-polıtical privileges has INEeVI-
evil, ften either personified AN) the deviıl ( d tably spawned relig10uUs radıicalısm such 4S that
other equally personal DOWCLIS that ATC iın perpetual found wıthın the Word of Faıith MOVvVveEMENT
antıpathy towards God an Hıs rule. hıs evil 15 gospel that alıgns itself wiıth the VICtOrYy of Christ
dealt wıth iın (MIC of three WaYyS VCTL eviıl DOWCLIS inds ready audıence amMONSST

Undoing ItSs basıs. TIhe patrıstic theorlies under- those whose faıth claıms AIC newly marginalısed Dy
stand humanıity 4S havıng COMNHE under the pluralist, relatıvist an radically secular SOCIETY.
authority of the devil 0)8 under the control of By WdY of evaluatıon, the least credıDie of the
corruptibility. [AanlSOIMNN 15 pald buy off the Varl0ous AF retrieving the L[alnlsSsOIMNl theory
devil’s claims. TIhe merging Church retrieval would be the Word of Faıith version
makes UuSsCc of thıs orıginal patrıstic understand- because IT miısunderstands the crucı1al inner logic
ing that evil somehow iımplodes an defeats of the theory. In the CONTEXT of the SySteEmI1C evil
ıtself AT the Evıl, rough Its 1gNOranCce of Rome, the persecuted church of Irenaeus’ CI
of the Son’s M1SS1ON, OVCISLCDS the mark an 1S Was comforted DYy the idea of God who did
forced relinquish ItSs claıms. NOT the level of the brutally Oppressive,
Non-violently resisting It hıs 15 the feminiıst Satanıc methods of the empıre but subverted an
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dismantled theır W ın A nonviolent WAaY-.  /8 untapped riches wıthin the INa facets of thıs
model that could be received a! understood 4A5Se1zıng UuDONM the dramatıc flavour of Chrıstus

Victor, agın an Copeland (however they CALNLIC truly xo0d by people caught AT personal,
sOc1a| ©)8 political level ın the terrible of evil.Dy thıs model) instead en UD distorting the

model Into something intensely violent in which
Christ kıicks the lıving daylights OUuUT of the deviıl). Dr Ben Pugh 15 lecturer 1ın Theology AaTt
For sımılar„ the SLrONSCSL of the retrievals College, England.
would be that of Darby thleen Ray. She eper
sonalıises Irenaeus’ deviıl an pictures humankınd Endnotes
4S needing liıberatıon from the W öf. Systemi1Cc
evil, which humans VE ceded their authority. In 1949, H_.E Iurner SAVC hıs Passıon Week lec-

[ures d title ıIn the singular; they WEeEeIC later publishedhıs hubristic eviıl 15 made ımplode Dy Chrıist The Patrıstıic Doctrine ÄAtonement London:drawıng Ifs sSUNg, concentrating al Its PDPOWCIS 0)8!

achieving the eat of the Son of God, only Mowbray, 19527 More FeCEMH taxONOMIES have,
ind that eat could NOT hold hım hıs retaıns Dart of trend that 15 110 famılıar, emphasised

the multifarıous na  u of Datrıstic approachesthe spırıt of Irenaeus’ original VICW, hıch W dSs the atONCMCNL; TeSele: has three varı-
dominated Dy the thought that divine INngeNUlLty AaNts FansONMN, abuse of L9) an the Overcomıng
proved MOTC powertul than brute fOorce, ar the of ca SC Teselle, “Che (Ciross Ransom’,
Sanıc time 4S rnngINS us back what Boyd COI - Journal of Early Christian tTudies 14/

154, ıle helton also ivides patrıstic AatfONEMENTrectly observed Wa the biblical 4S well AS the early
church worldview of COSM OS locked In combat79 theory Into three but nas recapıtulation, [ allSOIll

nd Christus Vıctor, usıng “dramatıc’ the UnN1-
fyıng epithet: helton, ( voOss and Covenant:
Interpreting the Ätonement forD Century Maissıo0nApplication

Whart AlCc do In lıght of this VICtOrYy f IT 1S Milton Keynes: Paternoster, 1591 /
See Finlan, VOOLEMS wıth AÄAtonement

AMOUNT TMOTC than d mythic Hiction? arby (Collegeville: Liturgical Press, 67-69 Aulen
Ray’s AI perhaps lıttle LOO exemplarıst understood judicıa categories be already poised
for (MX lıking, though surely worth reproducing for takeover early Tertullian nd Cyprıian:
err ulen, Chrıistus Vıctor: An Hıstorical UANY of the

Three Maın yDes Idea of Atonement LondonHıs | Christ’s | USCc of COULASC, creativIity, an SPCK. 1951 97-99the of truth and disrupt the
egemOnY of power-as-control becomes DIO- Seeberg, EHNTVYOUC! der Dogmengeschichte Vol

(originally Englısh translation: Text-Book of
TLYy for turther strategles and action. the Hıstory ıf Dogma (Grand p1ds Baker,

Ihus, al the S  „ A shown what IT looks ike VO Harnack, Hıstory of ogma Vol I, transl.
for ‘power-as-control’ be replaced by “pDOWwer- from 3rd erman ed (Boston: Little Brown, 1901
as-Compassion’.* But be Irenaeus (and 36/-368; Loofs, Leıtfaden u Studien der

Dogmengeschichtea Max Nıemayer, 1906);the ıble), something TMOTC than thıs 1S needed, Rıviere, Le dogme de Ia Redemption (Parıs: Laibrairıeand Irenaeus supplies it: Ihe other halfof Irenaeus’
theory Was hıis “recapıtulation’ MO COhrist’s DaL-

Vıctor LECOLNTE. 1914).
shdall, The Chrıstian Idea of Atonement

tıcıpatiıon In aSPCCL of the human, which Was on Macmillan, 1919always coupled wıth what would later be called Dımock, The Doctrine of the Death of Chrıst
theosis: OUrTr partakıng of the dıvıne NAEHFe ° Chrıst on OC 1903
became | whart ar’ that He might NNg us Franks, Hıstory of the Work of Chriıst
be EVCN what He 1S Hımself.?+* Our actual partıcı- Iın LEs Ecclestastical Development Vol 1918 |

(Edinburgh: IThomas Nelson, 1962patıon bDy faıth ıIn the riısen ife of the Vıctori1o0us
Christ us lıve In the gz0o0d of that ‚r en Grensted, 07 Hıistory Doctrine

Atonement (Manchester: University of ManchesterLOr Y 4S part of the ansWwWer C longer part of the Press, 1920problem of, satanıcally-ınspired human eviıl cD’OoNa The ÄAtonement of the Death ofthis MO of the work of Christ hrıst (Grand p1ds a  CI 1985worthy f continued attention from those who Originally entitled Den krıstna försonıngstankenseeck culturally relevant WdYS of communıcatıng (Ihe Christian Idea of the Atonement). Thıs Was

publiıshed ıIn 1930 following hıs serl1es of ecturesthe Christian gospel. There remaln, believe,
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that —  v deliıvered ın Uppsala that SAaMllc VCAL., The of Christus Viıctor: Kate Eisenbise, “Resurrection
Englısh translatıon appeare in 1931 cf. NOTE Victory? Ihe eschatological implications of
Most notably, Jurner: Patrıstıc Doctrine of the Denny Weaver’s “Narratıve Christus Viıctor” MO
Atonement. of the atonement’, Brethren Life an ought 53 .3

11 Fiırst, NOT surprisıngly gıven Aulen’s adıcal reiIN- 2008) 9-72  D
terpretation of Euther. there AaMNıc Lutheran ulen, Christus Viıctor: UNAN of the Three

George Evenson, OUritique of Maın ypes of the Idea of Atonement, (New York
Aulen’s Christus Vıctor”, Concordia Theological Macmıllan, OoOersma ZOCS far 5SaV
Monthly 28..40) 1957) /385-/49 later Ted Feters: that the ‘earlier publication of Aulen’s work In
“T’he Atonement In selm nd Luther: Second 1931 W d all isolated OCccCcurrence’: Boersma,
oughts Out Aulen’s Christus Victor”, Lutheran Violence, Hospitalıty an the Cross: KReappropriating
Onarterly 24 3 1972 301-314 then, from A the Atonement Tradıtion (Gran p1ds er
Anglo-Catholic perspective, Eugene Faırweather, Academic, 2004 194 yI
“Incarnatıon nd Atonement: Anselmıian 13 Dıllıstone, 1DI1Ca and Hıstorical Appraisal
Response Aulen’s Chrıstus Vıctor), Canadıan of Theories of the Atonement’, Theology Today
Journal of Theology 73 1961) 167175 GTre 1953) 185-195
appeare study around Christus Vıctor and MacquarrıIe, "Demonology and the Classıc dea
Bach Charles Naylor, “Bach’s Interpretation Atonement’, ExXpDOSLtOrYy Times 68 1956) 5‘7

60-63of the Cross’, Theology 78 397-404, fol-
OWE: by Calvın Stapert, °“COhrıstus Viıctor: Bach’s 15 Tillıch, Systematıc Theology Vol I1 (London
St John FassıON.. EfOrME: Journal 1989) James Nısbet, 1957 19/-198
L/2Z3: then Chrıstus Vıctor nd youth work ullmann, COChrıstus UN dıe ZEe1t; Englısh Chriıst
Edwin ESDY, °In Celebration of Amsterdam an Time London: SCGM, 1962), especılally hıs dis-
Journal of Eeumenıucal tudies 1-212 CUSSION of Psalm 110:1 OIl DaAYC 193
10 Roman Catholic FCSPDONSC:! ark eat. Z Analysed MOST recently Dy 1llıam Atkınson, ‘A
‘“Salvatiıon: Roman atholıc Perspective:, Revıew Theologica Appraisal of the Doectrine that Jesus

Exposttor /9.72 1982) S: 278! an from 209ı 1ed Spirıtually, Taught Dy Kenyon, Hagın
Anglıcan perspective aAlllc Wılliam Loewe, and Copeland’ (Unpublished PhD Nıssertation,
“Irenaeus’ Soter10logy: Christus Viıctor Revisıted’, Edinburgh UnıiversıIıty,
nglıcan Theological EVDLEW 67/ 1 1985) 1+15: 18 Maımela, “Ihe Atonement In the Context of
an IO recently, Michael Uvey, “Approprlating Liberation Theology’, Journal of Theology fOrAulen? Employıng Christus Vıctor models of the Southern LfriCH 39 45-54
atonement’, hurchman 1044 2010) 297-330 Ray, Deceiving the eVD1 ÄAtonement, abuse
Colıin Gunton engaged wıth the MO ın °“Chriıstus an VAaNnsSom (Cleveland: Pılgrım Press. SIM1-
Vıctor Revisıted: study ın etaphor nd the arly Megill-Cobbler, °A Feminiıst Rethinking of
I ranstftormatıion of Meanıng’, Journal of Iheologica Puniıshment Imagery ın Atonement)’, Dialog 35 1
Studies 36.1 1985) 129-145 an 1ın The ctualı (1996)14-20.
of Atonement: study of metaphor, ratıonality an Fıddes, SE Event an Present Salyatıon: The
the Chrıstian tradıtion (Edinburgh: ar| COChrıstian ıdea of ALONEMENE London Darton,
1988 CSD 57-58 er INOTC recently CaInec Longman Todd.
serl1es of Mennonıiıte ICSPONSCS: Denny Weaver, A} VWeaver, The Nonvıolent Atonement Grand
°Ohrıstus Victor, Ecclesiology and T1ISCOILIO p1ds Eerdmans, N Iso hıs “Narratıve

Chrıstus Vıctor: Ihe AnswerThe Mennonıiıte Onarterly Revıew 68.3 433- Anselmian
576  5 and ıdem, “Some Theological Implications of Atonement Violence) In John Sanders (Cd);Christus Viıctor’, The Mennonıte Onarterly Revıew ÄAtonement and Vıolence: A Theological CoNnversation
/0 1996 483-499; Mennonıite (Nashville: ingdon, 2006 1-3

DWeaver 1S Thomas Fınger, °“COhriıstus Victor and TeSele; “Che Cross d! Ransom’, Journal of Earlythe Creeds Some Hıiıstorical Considerations’, The Christian Studies 47 142170
Mennonite Onarterly Revıew F 1998)) 31-51 23 Greg Boyd, popular wıthın the Emerging Church
and his, ilgram Marpeck and the Christus Vıctor MOVEMENL, 15 co-author of Boyd, Green,
otı The Mennonaıte Onarterliy EVDLEW 78 Reichenbach and Schreiner, The Ature
533-77 later Ihomas Finger, Contemporary of the Ätonement: OUV Vıews (Nottingham: 1
AÄnabaptist Theology (Downers Grove: [ 2004 and God AL War The an Spirıtnal331-365 From Nazarene perspective ıllıam Conflıct (Downer’s Grove: E997 He has
Greathouse, “Sanctfication and the Christus Viıctor also named hıs MINIStLY ° CO hrıstus Vıctor Mıiınıistries’.
Of1 In Wesleyan Theology’, esleyan Theological See number of recenNnt studies of Chrıstus Vıctor 1n
Journal 38.2 21.752720 ere 15 also A TEGCCGRHE dialogue wıth CONLEMPOFArY culture, In particularBrethren Weaver’s partıcular version Brad arper, °“ Christus Vıctor, Postmodernism and
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the Shapıng of Atonement Theology’, ULEUVOA. Cambridge Universıity Press, 198 1: Wınk,
Encounters 2 .1 2005 57251 and Charles Brown, Namıng the OWENS: The ANgUAgE of Power ın the
“Che Atonement: Healing In Postmodern SOCIetLY. , New Testament (Phiıladelphia: Fortress, 1984);
Interpretation 53 (1999) 34-43 alker. NEMY Lerrıtory: The Christian Struggle
Youssouf Dembele, ‘Salvatıon Victory: for the OT London Hodder Stoughton,
Reconsideration of the Concept of Salvation ıIn 1967); right, The A1LV Face of Evıl London
the ight of Jesus Christ’s ıfe and Work Viewed arsha Pickering, 1989): Guelich, “Spirıtual

Irıumph Over the Personal Powers of ‚V1 Warfare: Jesus, Paul and Peretti , Pneuma 132
(PhD Dissertation, Trmity Evangelıical Dıvinıty 1991 33-64; NO Powers of Darkaness:
School, Henrı Blocher, Agnus Vıctor: Ihe PrincıpalıitiesanPowers In Panyl  2  s Letters W an Oowner’s
Atonement Vıctory and Vıcarıous Punıiıshment) Grove: 1992) Hiebert, Anthropological
in Stackhouse (ed), What Does AR Mean be Reflections Misstological Issues (Gran p1ds
Saved? Broadening Evangelıca. Hor1zons (Grand Baker, 203:215: TEW er “The
p1ds Baker,

25
Devil You TIhınk Oou Know Demonology and the

Reflecting ON the 1951 edition: in the wake of Charısmatic Movement’ In maıl, alker
Auschwitz nd Hıroshıma the notion that malev- and Wrıight (eds‘): Charısmatic Renewal
olent forces *WIST nd pervert relatıons AINONS on SPEK, 6- nold,
natıons aN! PCISONS, spawnıng countless forms of Orucial Onestions about Spırıtnal Warfare (Grand
SIN, egan sound strangely plausıble.” Fıinger, p1ds Baker, 1S, Raısıng the Dewvaıl.
“Pilgram Marpeck and the Christus Vıctor Motif”, Satanısm, New Reli410us Movements, and the Mediıa

(Lexington: Universıty Press of Kentucky,
Boersma, Vzolence, Hospitality and he CLrOSS, 193 Atkınson, ‘ T’heologica Appraisal’; It 1S also avaıl-
194, who CItes In ulen Chrıistus Viıctor able A book The Death f Jesus. Pentecostal

edn) /-15, Boyd, God AF War, 6172 and Investigation (Leiden Brill earlier VCI-

Dembele ‘Salvatıon VAGtOTY., Weaver SION of Dart of the work appeare d! aln artıcle:
that COSMIC and demonic imagerYy had been ıllıam Atkinson, “T’he Nature of the TÜUCHIE

Incompatıble wıth modern WOT'|! 16 W Christ ın Word-Faith Teaching’, Evangelıca EVDLEW
Weaver, “‘Atonement for the NonConstantıinıian of Lheologya 169-184

ChAhurch’, Modern Theology 6.4 1990) 307 See “What the Faıth Teachers Mean by “ Faılıth”
ulen, Chrıstus Viıctor, 20 An evaluatıon of the Faıth Teachers’ CONCCDL of
E,g Stapert, °Chrıstus Viıctor: Bach’s St John alt In the ight of Hebrews 1:1 an Mark 11 22-
Passıon’, Dassım and ESDY et al, °In Celebration of 20 (Unpublished dissertation, Manchester,
Amsterdam Dassım. for aln analysıs of the rıt) CONCEPL.
Gunton, ctualı of Atonement, CSD 57-58 39

3()
TeC6 O0 of hıs AIC signıficant: Kenyon,Gunton, ctnalı of Atonement, hat a  ENE from the (vOSS EO the Throne

31 Aulen’s closing Caveat does NOT ADPDCAaL have (Lynnwood: Kenyon’s Gospel Publishing Socılety,been DeErsuasıve for MOST reviewers, however, 1989 1945 ]) Identification: OMANCE In
OoOersma: SEr 15 clear that Aulen feels that WC need Redembption (Lynnwood: Kenyon’s Gospel

refurn the Chrıstus Vıctor theme Boersma, Publishing Socılety, 1986); and The WonderfulViolence, Hospitalıty and the CrOoSS, 182,;, fact that Name of Jesus (Lynnwood: Kenyon’s GospelOoersma clearly AQICCS wıth Boersma, Violence, Publishing SocIlety, Iirst published 1927Hospitality and the CroSS, 1831132
4 ]

Atkinson, ‘ Theologica Appraisal’, VE
ulen, COChrıstus Viıctor, 176 See hıs The Name f Jesus ( Tulsa Faıth Library,Gunton, ctualı 0 Ätonement, 58 He 15 S1M1- 979 ); uthorı Belıever ( Tulsa Faıith Library,larly accused of eing LOO "monergistic’, makiıng L967 ; an haddaı ( F’ulsa Faıith Lıbrary,salvation INnto the work of God alone the pomnt Especılally hıs Jesus Died Spiırıtnally (Fort 'orth
of effectively denying the full humanıity of Christ KOCM, n.d and N1Ss Jesus In Hell (Fort Oort
ın docetic ashıon Boersma, Vziolence, Hospitality KCM, n.d
and the CLrOSS, 185 who also cCıtes Faırweather, 43 Freeman, DDıid Jesus Die Speırıtnally? XDOSING"Incarnatıon and Atonement’, 161-175, and the J/DS Heresy ( Warsaw: Faıith Miınıiıstrıies
Dembele, “Salvatıon Victory’, 65-66 In SUPPOTT. Publications, n.d
Boersma also calls for INOTC partıcıpatory element Humanıty Ul apparently partake eiıther of

Aulen’s MO Boersma, Violence, Hospitality ature of Satan’s nature’, SCC Kenyon,and the VOSS, The In the 1 of Onur Redemption 2nd ed
34 Tillıch, Systematic eol0gy } 198 (Lynnwood: Kenyon Gospel Publishing Socılety,35 Tillich, Systematiıc Theology I: 198 1969 2ö° SC also Dan McConnell’s appraisal:Scholarly works relating spırıtual warfare nclude “Spiırıtual Cal 15 thus .. nature” cading c  NECW

Cart: Angels an Princıpalıities Cambridge: Satanıc creation ”” ın McConnell, The YOMASE
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of ealth an Wealth Hıstorical AaAn 10L11C0 Latın American lıberatiıon 1SSUES: ‘Together
Evaluatıon odern A”a1 Movement London: rıst CONquerıng and conquered |, these LW
Hodder Stoughton, 1990 BL6: CIting siıdes of the SAd”dI1lle Christological (0)18| teed the VIO-
Kenyon, The In the 1} of 0M  - Redemption, lence of the few and the passıvıity of the Many. Ray,

Likewise agın “Spiriıtual eat| NCcCans havıng Deceiving the Devıl,
Satan’s nature.’ Hagın, Redembption ( Tulsa Faıith 51 See Charles Talıaferro, Narnıan T’heory of the
Library, Atonement’, cCottıish Journal of Theology &13

45 Fred Price; wrıting ın hıs DET Increasıng Faıth 1988) AD
Messenger. The MOSLT re11aDle cıtatıon of this 52 Rashdall, Idea of Atonement IN COChrıstian Theology,

be that 1T WAaS June 1980 page Z) quoted ın 241-310
53McConnell, YOMALSE of ealth AN: ealth, 120 Ray, Deceiving the Deyvaıl,

Original SOUTCC NOTL Oun: IThe sayıng attrıbuted Fıddes, Past FEvent an Present Salvatıon, especlally
hım 1S thıs ‘I )Do VYOU 1ın that the punishment for k 1 54L Z
OUTr SIN WasSs die ON Cross” Ir that WCCIC the CAaASC, 55 Ray, Deceiving the Devıl, 25 Storkey u
the thieves CQOuN. have pald OUrLr price. No, the the VIECW of INManYy femiıiniıist theologians In sayıng
puniıshment W aS Into hell iıtself and that all that 15 involved wıth Christ eing SAC -
time In hel separated TOM GOod..? Of SOIINNC inter- ıfıcıal victım ‘“eaves OMCN anchored iın their
ESsTt thıs ubject 15 Wayne Grudem, “He Did Not OW. victım TAatLus which 15 ustified nd romantı-
Descend nNto ell Plea for Following Scripture cised identificatiıon wıth the Savıour’; Storkey,
Instead of the postle’s ( recd. , Journal of the ‘“Atonement and Femunısm , 231 In simılar veın
Evangelıica Socıety 24 ] 103-1153 15 Rıta Nakashıma Brock “Ihe cshadow of the Dun1-
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