Dear’ Sire: - BG4S

Professor Miehbhr!s article "Barth's East German Letter" (Christien Centmmy,

Februarj 11, 1959) is relevant,

It ls felevent because it once agaﬂn raises the questlons wnether 3 Chrlstlan's
witness can be expressed in any other way than in what Niebhur calls "Harzardous
poliiical judgments! which ohe feels one must meke in order to ‘be morally responsiblé.
By characterizing Berth's adyice as "above the batlLe" and therefore:"irrelevanﬁ"‘
because it conteins too many evidences of Barth's trobust humanity!, Niebuhr gives
the western ehurch'the.ppportuﬁity to ask itself what the.alfernatives are‘te 2 wite
ness which attempts to s;eeal&. first from the faith it sheres with Christians behind
the Ifon:Cuftain, and‘seconély} from»its political ar-meral Judgments concerning
Communism, Is there any edvantage in being-an American Christian over against beiﬁg
a neutral Swiss Christien in the guestion of insufing thot our witness is more rele-
vant er true in this divided world?

Niebuhr!s article is ”eWevanu becausge it voﬂces the concern of the weetern world
in finding th 2t Pro;eqsor Barth distrusts the limerican lway of life! as mﬁch es*the
‘Communlcu way's. Berth writes %o the East Germen pasbor thet he c can &s l’uul eprove
of the Communist regimels meuh ds and practices as ‘the powers and QULNO”ltleS of the
West. Rather then dismissing this as pol ticel or morsl irelevency, could it bether
be asked if this is not the insight Qf any Christian who sees that the free world has
been forced to shere in the ssme desperate power struggle thet characterized the
materialistic Faste Does this ssme insight not only waern the Christisns of the world
that all 'woys of life! are humen weys and thus subject to the criticism of their
falth, but also that even the best 'way of life! can not be even’distantly equated
ﬁith the Christian witness? Niebuhr is in agreement with Borth thet the wiight
sin for the present world conflict must rest on both the East and the West, and
both sides sre guilty in God's sight. This, Niebuhr thinks, is correct because
mitigates Mthe self-rightecus fury to which the 'Christian! world is tempted in
ing with tatheistic materislism? ", But he feels thst Barthls concrete Judgmente
drewn from this belief are irrelevent because they reveal a politicsl bisas which is

confused with the divine pronouncement. Professor Berth has not fingled our the

Mimericerr vay of life® from any personal "fanimus", for he lknows as well as any wvestern

European its materisl benefiisy but he has rejected it as a source of ¥ religious
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secﬁrity which.cam be.confused or compared with the Christiasn faith, It is not in
the hope that Germeny will oﬁe day be united and that Fast Germeny cen share in the
"economic miracle" of West Germany, or even in the religious-freedaﬁ of the western
‘world that a_Ghristién should decide to remaln in a satellite country, advises Barth.
Rather, it is in the hope of the riches and liberty that the Christisn's faith can
stilil provide anywhere; Must all Christians in the world aline themselves freely or
bf necessity to the 'American way of life! in order to discharge their Christian
responsibilities?

Wiebuhr!s srticle 1s relevant because it forces the reader to ask what Professor

Niebuhr himself would write to a fellow Christian behind the Iron Curtain. What would

be his advice as one who has acknowledged that there is no possibility of opposition

in a Cammunist state to the Eest German minister who asked if it is not necessary for
the Church to défend her position to preach? Even though Nlebuhr insists that his
political judgments are only the means of expressing his moral responsibilities, can
it not bé asked if there is not danger that these judgments will pre-judge or pre-
shape the relevance of the Christian mesaagef Could Niebuhr'!s advice have any more
relevance for East Germen Christians, speaking the position of his political

K

judgments, then the Lrchbishop of Moscow could heve for Christiens in Winters, Texas?
Nisbuhr‘s—article is relevent alsc because it raises the guestion of Barthls

objectivity or neutrality concerning the cold wer conflict, Barth does not fit iﬁio

Tiebuhrts mold of e prophet. Berth is not objective., He is not neutral. HPerth is

vitally concerned thet the " Church be the Church"™ in both the Ezst and the West,

and thet neigher the pride of western freedom or the dogmatism of eastern materialism

should confuse or hinder this task, He does not abandom the Ghurch behind the Iron

Curtein nor force it to suffer the condemnation of western politifel judgments

‘because of %béis‘political or moral surrcundings, He does not wish the Church there
or the Church here to suffer because of the accusation that its members seek first
the comforts of the West before the Kingdom of God,

Niebuhrt!s hopes are relevent thet a translaticn of Barth's letter may soon be
avaiiable:to the English-spegking world, for it would correct the impression given -
by him_that the eight questions dealt:with’by Barth are "guestions that he himself
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poses, thinking they are the kind that Christiens in Bast Germeny might heve put ot himf,
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These questions are the actual inquiries of the unnamed pastor and may include those
. of his colleagues. An English translation would reveel that any of Berth's wealk-
nesses do not come from his "desperation' to be relevant, but rather as Wiebuhr has

said "from his robust humenity®.

4 letter recgived in Basel, dated February 13, 1959, from another Eost German

vastor, gives some evidence thet the questions and answers .in Barthls letter were

relevant i‘,_o their si'tl,létion. He seys “m“:t:ér conversé’bions&ﬁth meny of my friends
vwho are ministers and feachérs s L would‘ likeb %0 give you, our fati;erly adviser" and
friend, a hearty word-of thanks. You heve cons-oled;_ comfoiv‘t’ed and aémom'.sheci Vus,
and werned us of every abyss, ilji order thet we might fight well the batile of faith,

and hold on until the victory has been secured.,!




