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On Beptember 19 of last year Karl Barth wrote a l&ﬁtmﬂ
to a Professor in Prague, a letter on which Reinhold Niebuhs
(Winter, 1938) cormented.

"Barth, the expoment of dialectical theology, has
proved himgelf to be not wff‘:miﬁmmy dialectical,

In all the years before thils crdsis hls 'no' to

the problem of culture and c¢lvilization was too

umwm:d, and in the howr of erisls his 'yes' ia
owe %wmmmwwm” {@mﬁ%@“ in ¥ . 'y Mardh, 1@3&3 .

to be found in the m@klw tranalated uader the title  Church

] L The booklet consists siuply of a paper - a very
long puper = read at a gathering in the town of Brugg of
Reformed clergy of Canton Argau ob the 20th of June 1938,

The date ls -m;mmmﬁ in view of the mbmc;m% disoussion of what
1a called Barth's new wamicm, and it ls unforiunate that in |
thig translation the date of the origimal paper is not glven.

| The circumstances too are interesting. Barth was the
Viuw of Safenwil in the Csnton of Avgau whm h@ wrote hils

Romer Thug Barth gave thm mpw tﬂ his own pwpla, |
mwiﬁaﬁ over by one wna had an Barth while m was m:w.
8 young mmmmr. .




Be

Further, Brugg is halfway between Busle, the Unlveralty
of Barthdsg influence, and Zurich, the Unlverslty of Bruﬂmarfaq
Baprth and Brunner had previcusly met in a village in Cnonton
Avgan to gee if they could agree on the question of thelir
attitude to Natural Theology, but melther had Deen sble to
yileld a point. Amongst those who heard thls peper and who
took part in the subasequent discussion ﬁh@r@ were disclples end
gollaboratorse of Brunmer. ALl these factors warn us against
supposing that Barth has veally gilven sway hls central positilon,
hawmvﬁr mugh in this paper he may appear to have done a@.

%mwta 8 concern in this pm@@r wag %@ mxymunﬂ th@
teaching of %ha ‘New Testament gonserning ﬁhﬁ hru@ nature wf
the state, The true stute is the heavenly Jerusalem, and of this
astate the Christisnsg are already citizens, They
gtrangers in any earthly state. Yet the earthly state derlves
its dignity from the heavenly Jerusalem. "The State as such,
belongs originelly end ultimately to Jeus Christ" (paB9)a
Ite tagk on earth is to administer justlce, Ho long as the
carthly state gives freedom teo the Chureh to proclaim the
Gospel ~ Ged's justification of man through Christ that state
‘.may be described in a ﬁarivﬁﬁiv& sense as a Just state. This
freedom the demccratic states do aceord to the Church. Bub
the state may become, and in this sinful world does becoms, tha,

are therafore

‘demonic' etates The 'demonle' state no lomger does Justlce,



e

no lomger pives freedem Lo the Church, Then the state is False
from its treue nature. "In this encounter of Pilate and Jesus
the 'demonie' State does not assert ltself too much but too
littley it de a State which at the decigive moment falls to be
true to 1bself.” (p.21),  Only the Church cen recall the
glate to Its true nature . Thils to recall the 'mm:,@ :Lés the
primary duty of the Church to the state. This duty is fulfilled
first by prayer for the state, and for those who exercise
authority. But the Christlan's duby cannot stop with prayers
1t st pm@ on to actiom, to politifal actlon, even to
revolutionary political action - "“we may have to ‘overthrow with
God' those relers who do not follow the lines laild down by
Christ” (p.80) even to defensive military action against the
unjust state -~ " we are right in seeking to defend our frontlers”
(pe76) s

But, though Barth gpeaks of & just stale, and reminds
the Christian of his duty to that, and every other kind of,
state, Barth never forgets that earth ls not heaven, not even
a minlature heaven, ,

Berth is always a preacher, consclous not only of him
responsibility to the Word of Gody but also of his obligation
to utber t}zm Word in the conerete human situation. The

piaf was utterad to the world of liberalism, a profound
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warning egainst e too facila equation of Christian and palit.mal
action, Its conseguence was that t}m Chrdot lan found ixmml‘ﬁ’

impotent to do anything because all action ls sinful. To this

man Barth has now spoken of the duty of actlom, yes of

- political actiom. Bui he has not forgotten that that political

action will still be sinful astion. He has simply stressed
the duby to nohe | |

J«0eCobham and Ernst L.H.Gordon.



