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Mr. Thomas A. Kendall
URANTIA Foundation
533 Diversey Pzriway
Chicago, IL 60614

Deay Tom:

Enclosed is a copy of a short paper on the atonement doctrine.
Although this is not a problem with mainline ministers, some laymen
in nonfundamentalistic churches are still bothered by the atonement
doctrine. In response to a request by Cap Van Valkenburg for a
presentation explaining the deficlenclies of the atonement dactrine,
I composed this paper.

Une of the versions enclosed uses quotes from The URANTIA Boolk.
Although the number of words quoted are lese than the traditienal
A250 words" often cited as within the fair use aspect of the law,
1 thought you might prefer to give permission for the quote if I
should use this version.

From experience I know that people sometimes write asking sbout the
atonement doctrine; so, I'm sending a copy to John in case he should
wish to use it or ideas it might suggest in answer to these questions,

We send our best wishes to you and all of the folks at 533 Diversey
Porkway for a joyous and invigorating vear in 1981.

Cordially,

Meredith J. Sprunger
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A liteérel blood atonement doctrine has been abandoned and refuted by the
theologians and ministers of mainline Christisplity many years ago. Bub what
is taught in theclogical seminaries often takes pgeneratiouns to fllter down
tiv the avarage lavman.

THE ATONEHENT DOCTREIHE

Meredith J. Sprunger

The atonement doctripe which was held by orthodox Chriatians in the Middle Ages
atates that 1t was necessary for the Som of God to De sacrificed to satisfy a
righteous and holy God and thereby make it possible for him to accept and save
sinful man. Man, the doctrioe asserted, is justified by the bliod sacrifice of
Christ. Im nrder to give rational credence to this doctrine theologlans of the
Middle Ages dacleved that God's righteousness ond justica cutranks gnd dominates
his love and mercy.

This docirine hes ite seriptural basis Ia the conceptual language of S5t. Equl.
Paul coming out of the Jewlsh tradition and writing with Jewish psople in’ mind
used the oyEbolic ides of Chrise ss the "final Sacrifice” as & missionary
approsch which made sensé to those with a Jewish background,

Hew Testament scholars today recognize that Paul did not hold A God concept

which would be compatible with & literal blood atopement doctripe, He used
thia eacriflcial language because it waa tha only frema of r=féarence uht;ﬁ'“

would be scceptable to the Jews of his day. It was & misalonary attempt o
relare to the thought patterna of the Jews.

The peipla of the Middle Ages eccepred @ literal blood atonement doctrime .’ |
becamge it reflected their authoritarian, arbitrary value orlentation and Gbgj
concapt. 1t ia difficult for contemporary peopla to realize the callourness
and brutality of the ethical-political bahevior of even some church officiale
of this era, The legal courts sllowed the rich and powerful to escape
punistment for crlmss by permitting snother person (for hire or debt pavment)
to gsxve their semtences. This substitutiopary justice Teadily tronafercaed
in their religious thinking to & suhstitutionary atonsment doctrins.

The Repeipsence end Reformation Brought the fresh air of enhanced intellectual,
moral, and spirituel thinkipg. Tt was scon recognlired that aohatitutionsry i
legel fiatlce wan unacceptable and laws were chsnged. Ag the modern age evolwed
thunlngiaun alpo cbaerved that a literal bloocd atonement theory was dncompetibie
wicth Jesus' teaching sbout the pature of God tha Father, Tha astonement theory
flandara snd bruteiizes the attributes of God. It was further polnted out thet
God's love is not dominated by his righteouanees or holinessa.

Maipline Chxristian theologians for these and other sound philosophic and
sceripturael reasons have lomg since reje:had e literal blood atonsment doctrine.
I recall attending {he Indiape State Pastor's Conference some twenty yearz ago
when Dr. George A. Butterick, who taught at the Harvard Ddvinity School, was
epeaking. During one of the breaks in the program I asked Dr. Dutterick how
he responded to ministara who atill balieved in the doctrine of atonsmant.

He locked at me in bewilderment and with a smile sald, "I didn't know any were
in existence soymore."



©/The Bible commentary most widely used im Americs k¥oday im The Interpreter's
Bible published by Abingdon Press. In volume V111, p. 510-11, ths writer

in commenting on John 3:16 ssys, "Some of the past Enplanﬂtiana of the gospel
are not overhelpful to us oow. Most of us are pot at home in the Jewish
pacrificial aystem; and metaphors drawn from it cam be confusing rathar than
f1luminating. And some of the interpretations, popular in the Middle Ages,

are to us incredible, and even wmonstrous....So do many, with the Gospele in
their hands, sppear to see In them a lesser God giving himself to save us from
the ngiﬂ:Hu;E fury and resentment of the great God, elow and hard to be Eppanaaﬂ
_and damnni;ng bis poind of flesh froem someone. That is, hidegus he:el ; an
. the blasphemy of blasphemies, It waes in the eternal plan of Cod the P v fll’ll:
Jesys Christ lived out into fact: 'God was in Chriat, reconciling the L umto
himgelf' (II Cor. 5:19), not standing sullenly asidas, and uaading hlnatlf hn bn
raconcelled,"

Fioally, we sbould point gut that those who atfill accept a 11tar41 blood:;
atonement doctrine in our day probably do so cut of misumdarstanding nrdﬁjhnrﬂn:e;
To bqlinvu that God the Father camnot or will not love man until his

Son is brutally executed is a cruel distortiom of the loving nsture of Gﬁd.Jﬁﬁug
revaeled to men. Bven thinking fundamentalists shriok from such a demeaning
und@:atanding of our 1uv1ng Beavenly ¥ather. But, like all diatortions of ;ghtﬁ
aod dgnorance of fact and valus, it tekes time to outlive decadeat dnctﬂigtﬁ
and gea them for what thmy BIS.

“nﬂinifﬁ spiritual ualuﬂs ﬁaﬂaciatEﬂ with the atonement doctrine which n;q

presarved and sugnented by mainline Chrietianity and The UBANTIA Bock are uﬁa
foligwing:
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k. IE wap the Father's JiL that Jesus allow cha Jawlah ledders co d_ﬂpﬂaz
' oL him as Chey. ﬂ.5£n3¢ = aven 1% 'rhls resultad in his death. Jﬁﬂﬁﬂ -
o o Accepted the Fatnﬂr 8 will god of hig own wolition allowed tha uﬂp;uiiqﬁarv
~aftuacion to take 1ts coursse without the intervention of divine nrnwr.
The Father and the Hon alfow man to sheape his own destiny even if. thgy-
mugk suffer.

#s. Jesus' death on the croge deecnstrates his apd his Father's profoumd
iovae for map aven when they are torturing sod executing him. He psfused
to use his divios powsr tc save himaelf or punish thase misguided evil
dogras. ‘Thils great love is the most powarful saving sct the Pathsr and
the Son could do to seve self-willed man from his ignorance, evil), and

, 8ip and cauge man to recognize God's love and accept salvetion.

3. Salvation is scmathing which God in Christ makes possible for mam.
Man cenmot save himaelf although: through faith he may sccept this gift
of salvation, Christ is the way by which men goes to the Father.

Sase The UBRARTIA Book p. 60.
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