Atonement and Shame
Different historical or theological communities have understood the word ‘atonement’ in highly various ways. In this paper, I will use the word in what I hope is its broadest and most general sense, to mean whatever is accomplished by the passion and death of Christ, or by the life, passion, death, and resurrection of Christ. At some times, and in some circles, it has been customary to understand the atonement just in Anselmian terms. In those terms, what Christ’s passion and death accomplish is satisfying God’s justice so that God can justly forgive human beings the debt they owe God in consequence of their moral wrongdoing. Elsewhere, I have argued in detail against this understanding of atonement. Here I will simply leave the Anselmian account to one side in order to concentrate on a problem relevant to atonement that Anselm did not consider, namely, the problem of shame. I will examine the problem of shame and ask whether anything in the atonement can constitute a remedy for this problem.  Since the atonement is traditionally supposed to have constituted a reversal of the bad effects of the Fall, it is worth considering whether it can yield a remedy for the problem of shame.
