


If anyone is in Chrlst, he 1s a new creatlon;
the 0ld has pasgsed away, behold, the new has
come. All this ig from God, who through
Christ reconclled us to himgelf and gave us
the ministry of reconcilliation; that is, God
wag in Chrlet reconciling the world to
himself, not counting thelr trespasses
against them, and entrusting to us the
meggage of reconciliation. S0 we are ambaas=-
adors for Christ, God making hls appeal
through us. We beseech Yyou on behalf of
Chriegt, be reconciled te God. For oursake
he made him to be sin who knew no ein, so
that in him wemight become the rilghteousness

of God.
2 Corinthiang 5:17-21
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matter of indifference; I feel that I have made use of
a certaln 'poetlc llcence', or may I eall 1t 'religlous
licence', when I have come in my clésing peagee te deal

with my own agpproach - for that T crave leave.

There are a variety of terms applie? to the different
theoriles of the atonem nt, and all thege naneg bear
signiflicance, for they recall some arpect of that theory.
Thus I have had at the outset to choose which terms I will
use: I have celected the name which I felt portrayed most
nealry the essentlial character of the theory, and which
at t!" . game time would bring out clearly the dliverjence
betseen the types. Thus I have named the three maln types
iioral Influence (for Subjective, Bxemplory etc.),
Satisfactory {for Substitutionary, Jjurldical, legal,
forensic, Latin etc.) and Dramatiec (for Classlc, Ransom,

Christus Victor ete.).

I should like to exXvreecs my thanks here for the
lectures given on 'The Atonem nt' to the theology clase(Rhodes’
vthieh I attended in 1954 by Professor W.H.G Roblneén; I
have been helped tremendously in thils theris by those
lectures. And flnally, my thankg go to Professor K.D.

Maxisell for help in the preparation of thls work, and
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SECTION TWO

"T HE ATONEMKERNT IN HISTORZX"®

(THE ATON®MENT: A BRIEF DISCUSSION)


















































































62.

1llustrate something cther than i1tself. This 1g not a mere
rlay cn words, for it 1ls fundamental to thls theory thet

the work of Christ shews us the love of God, thereby moving
ue to repentence. Christ ig not te be identifled with that
love, for He is an illustraticn of that love, at the most

He is an illistration which mast be the centre of our atten-
ticn; an illustration which may help us to an understanding
of God's love, even the supreme help to such an undersgtanding -
but we must ask the aquesticn: If Christ'e vork is an illugs
ration %n zive us noving linsight into the love of God, even
iT He 15 the supreme 1lllustration, sre we not at llberty,
once we have reachad such an insight, te disvenss with that
iliustration? Jusgt a3 we may be moved to an understanding
of friendship by scme concrete exemples, but having reached
guch &n undergtanding, we ray digpensce with the exanples,
their point having been grasped and thelr usefulnegc over.

Ve may dispens

97]

with the steps ve used to 21 md once We have

reachsd higher.

But auch an understending of the atonement ig to turn

"

I, }

much of the New Testamsny witnesgs into extravagant nonsense -

L
IS

b, ..zave in the

L]
H

oas of our Leord Jesus Chrigt, by whom the
worlé is cruciiied unto me, znd I unto the world...God wag
in Chriet, recenciling..." The tension +hich 1s set up
between God ané Chrigt Ty this thenry - for an 1llustration

muet alvways be kept in 1te rlace, and must not be allowed
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love who was at the centre, rather to the exelusion of
Christ. "It 1s at thls point, in the payment of the required
satisfaction, that the contlnulty of the divine operation

1g loat; for the satisfactlon is offered by Christ as man,

ag the slnless man on behalf of the slnners"l.

3 There 1s also in this theory what Aulen calls the
fecontinulty of the order of merlt and Justice® and by that
he means that man's poeltion is always understood in terms
of strict Justice both before and after atonement; for before
1t he 18 consldered worthy of great punishment according to
the legal order and after 1t he stands Justified because
the demande of the legal order have been satisfied by his
fellow-man Jesus, who hasg berne the full penalty that was
due. But 1n reality there l1s no such continulty of the legd
order &n the atonement: "There ig no s&tiefaction of God's
Justice, for the relation of man to God is viewed in the
light, not of merit and Jjuastice, but of grace“z. This word
'grace' introduces us to a higher, more ultimete order of
gspirit than 1t 1la possible to conceive under the category
of etrict ice. We are stressing in particular here the
fundamental point which we made in general in our first
criticism, viz., that the legrl order 1is not the ultimeate

order.

Canon Oliver Quick adds two criticlgms which appear to

be minor onea, not reaching to the heart of the matter. He
1. G. Aulen: Christug Victor; p. 163

2. 1Ikid; p.163.
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of God's love in Jesus Chrlet -~ which the moral theory
emphaslzena, though we muat remember that Hls work was a
revelation because at the same time 1t was more than a
revelatlon, it wag an act of love == this theory draws

ite foundation from a sphere which does not concern {though
at the same time does not necessarily exclude) love. The
reagon for thls fallure on the part of the satisfacticn
theory 1g not difficult to s=e: 1t 1s 1ts genulne concern
wlth the gerlousness of sin that brought this theory into
belng;,men who have been confronted by God in Chriet know
the de=p significance of Paul'e cry *I am the chlef of sin-
nerg!®, and shrink from the mrror of presenting God as an
indulgent and good-natured Father who regarded 1t as His
*business' to forgive sinners. What does not seem to be
grasped 1s that, instead of preserving the serlrusneseg of
gin, the theory minimises 1t; for it 1s surely an ap;arent
fact of eXperlence that a man does not know the moral serious-
ness, the sinfulnesa, of hlis sin, so much when he says ln hils
heart "I have sinned sgsinst Thy holy lsws" as when he says
HAgninst Thee only have I sinned'. We are nearer the concep
of gseriousness when we speak of the organised spurning of

God's love, then when we speakX of breaking His law.

Agaln, within the context of leaglity, thlis theory
geems to imyly rather that God is the One who needed to be

chan.;ed = God who needed to gettle with Himgelf this all-
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went, but 1t lacked a real oblective achlevenmsnt 1In the
atonement; the satisfaction thenry did indeed f1ll this neéd,
but we must say that the oblective achlevement whieh 1t
presenta lg an inadequate conceptlon of the atonement, and
must be discarded (it is abundantly clear that the satig#f
faction theory 1ls implled in much of the devotional 1ilfe
of the Church, and it 1is perhaps necessary to em haglge
that eriticlsm does not call into quertlon the genulne
falth whieh this theory expresses, but only the interpret-
ation of that faith). Let us now consider whather the
dranatic theory fulfille the need of oblective achievement,

and if so, whether 1t fulfills it adequately.

The objJectlvity of the dramatic theory hag already been
pointed out; accordling to thls theory God iln Christ does
achleve something oblective, & victory over the powers of
evil, liberating men and thus changing the whade situation
In which they stand before God. God has ~cted in Christ,
not according to His law, but according to grace, to overconme
evil, restoring men to Himgslf, not merel# illustrating Hilg
love In a moving appeal. We see in this theory then, one
which 18 oblJective and thus distinet from a mercly sublectlive
approach, but at the same tlme equslly dlstinct from the
objectlvity of the s#tisfaction theory. The dramatic theory
then, 1ls one which'might offer real promlee in constructling

a comprehensive and adequate account of the atonement.
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completely without reference to men; that 1a, they are not
to be thought of as a materlal yoke which can be actually
broken, for then we would have ignored thelr continued
prseence in the world in spilte of the atonement; on the
other hand, they must not be concleved individually go that
salvatlion 1a the turning of this individual and that from
the evlil to the good, for that is back at the subjectlve
aporoach. There 1g, in other words, what Amerlcan theolog-
lans would term 'polarity! in the concention, & polarity
which conglsts of cosmie, non-individual conelderations on
the one hand, but on the other hand 1z fully personal

and still in existence in spite of the atonement; 1if the
dranatlc theory is to express 1tself adequately, and at the
sane time avoid the errors of the other theories, then 1t
must reygersaent the accomplishment of the atonement as
gomething more than the overcoming of evil in thls man's
1ife or that man'e, but at the same time not as the complew®
destruction of evil externally to man's life. The powers of
evil must be understood as such that the work of Christ
defonted thelr ultimate power while not destroying them, so
that they continue to exlet, but not as ultimate, for a new
order or fellowshi- has arisen, of those who share 1n Chrilst's
work through the Holy Spirit, though His initial victory
over sin is not dependent upon thelr falth-unlon with Him.

It will be our task in sectlon threz to attempt to solve some














































































































































































