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LAST LESSON: Nature of the Atonement, part 1

Multiple theories of Christ’s Atonement—i.e., how his death actually saves us—have been floated in history.
Most seize on one truth (victory, moral impact, God’s vindication, etc.) but not the fundamental explanation.
St. Anselm realized that sin’s weightiness, God’s demands, and Christ’s incarnation all point us to substitution.

THIS LESSON: Nature of the Atonement, part 2
I. Substitution: The key insight
A. substitution is biblical
1. many deny this; it doesn’t help that Anselm inferred it logically not scripturally
2. it's key to the preparatory system of sacrifices and mediation (Leviticus; cf. Genesis 22:13)
3. some specific passages (Isaiah 53:4-6, 10-12; Galatians 3:13; 1 Peter 2:24; 3:18)
B. substitution is just
1. many deny this, because it seems unjust to punish the innocent in place of the guilty
2. but here: God’s justice, Christ’s willingness, covenant representation, spiritual union

II. Obedience: What gets substituted
A. most fundamental category for the work of Christ
1. obedience to God is the basis of “righteousness” (Romans 5:19)
2. obedience is mankind’s most basic obligation since Eden—and problem, ever since
3. righteousness-concepts (law, sin, justify, etc.) are pervasive and elemental in Scripture
B. Christ’s personal obedience
1. he kept God’s law in his human nature (Galatians 4:4; Hebrews 10:5-7)
2. he learned obedience experientially, and was tested in it (Hebrews 2:10; 5:8)
3. thorough, personal, not merely formal: “disposition, will, determination, and volition”
4. cf. servant role (Isaiah 42:1; Philippians 2:5-8) and submission to Father’s will (John 6:38)
C. active and passive obedience
1. corresponds to the twofold demand of the law—note the importance of each
2. Christ’s “active” obedience: doing what's commanded
...hote, this isn’t chronologically separated from passive (e.g., John 19:26-27)
3. Christ’s “passive” obedience: suffering the consequences
..note, this isn’t involuntary or inactive (Luke 23:46; John 10:17-18)
4. we benefit from, and partake in, Christ’s obedience through union with him

III. Biblical categories for the Atonement
A. sacrifice

1. Old Testament precedent shapes New Testament understanding
a. blood-purification and guilt-removal symbolized (Hebrews 9:14, 22; 10:4, 11)
b. guilt-transfer and death-substitution symbolized (Leviticus 1:4; 2 Corinthians 5:21)
c. specific categories (sin-offering, guilt-offering) and occasions (Day of Atonement)

2. expiation: the solution to GUILT

3. Christ represented by the priest as well as sacrificial animal (Psalm 110:4; Hebrews 7:27)



B. propitiation: the solution to WRATH
1. God is made favorable to sinners; retributive justice is shielded/appeased/extinguished
2. New Testament texts: Romans 3:25; Hebrews 2:17; 1 John 2:2; 4:10
3. 0ld Testament illustrations: Passover Lamb, Numbers 16, “soothing aroma”

4. some caricature it as barbaric—but God’s justice, truthfulness, glory, and love require it
C. reconciliation: the solution to ALIENATION

1. restoring a relationship ruptured by sin (Isaiah 59:2; Colossians 1:22-23)

2. we are “hostile” but objectively, God is alienated (Romans 5:8-11; 2 Corinthians 5:18-21)
D. redemption: the solution to SLAVERY

1. narrowly: release by paying a purchase price (a “ransom,” cf. Mark 10:45)
2. in the Old Testament, redemption usually recovers lost property, slaves, or devoted things
3. what kinds of slavery are we redeemed from?
a. the Law’s curse (Galatians 3:13), ceremonies (4:4-5), and conditionality
b. sin’s guilt (Ephesians 1:7), power (Titus 2:14), and ultimately its presence
c. Satan’s temptations, deceptions, accusations, and fear (Hebrews 2:14-15)
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