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Professor Karl Barth whom

- next week by conferrmg on him the degree’of D.D., is widely -
known on the Coutinent and in America, -
country groups of ministers meet to discuss his teaching and
many say that he has given them a new sense of respect and

' authonty as preachers.

This dynamic personality, who
compels men to take sides with him
or against him, was born at Bale in
1886, and educated at Bern, Berlin,
Titbingen, and Marburg, taking his
_deepest impressions * from Professor
‘Herrmann, of Marburg, “his unforget-
. table teacher.” He began as a country
minister at Safenvil, in Aargau, Swit-
zerland, and there in the agony of his
-efforts to find a message for his people
his own theologv had ‘its beginning.
He recognised that before ‘he- could

" speak he must first listen. -

" During the next.years he absorbed
the message of many teachers, includ-
ing ~Nietzsche, Dostojewski, and Kier-

kegaard, but his greatest teacher was.

the war, which he observed as a
neutral.. His whole former conception
of God and the world was rudely
shaken. Everything that counted for
anvthmg, culture, civilisation, science,
even morality, he saw under the
judgment of God. To this vision of
a2 world under judgment (crisis) we
are to trace the germ of the now
famous ¢ ‘Theology of Crisis” of Karl
Barth.,

When the war was approaching its
close the first edition of his Commen-
tary on “Romans’ appeared, to be
followed a .year later by a. second
edition in which not one stone was left
_standing upon another.” : A Roman
* Catholic theologian described it as a
‘bomb’” falluw upon the playground
~of the theoloman:. It brought him at
once into fame, and he was called -as
- Professor, first to Gottingen, in Ger-
many, then to Minster, and quite
recently to Bonn.

Those who know Karl+«Barth' per-
sonally ~say “that his outstanding

characteristics are undoubted genius,.

* sincerity, humility, and almost boister-
He complains ruefully

is punished by the existence of regular
“Barthians.” . Speaking of the noise
caused by his ”Romans,, ‘he compared
himself to a man climbing a dark
. tower at night, who put out. his hand
" to feel for _the bamster, and took hold
by mistake of the bell rope! He means
to be careful not to do thé same again.

Barth does not profess to offer a
““new’’ theology, and he will not accept
" the name of prophet.. He is-only a
. ““witness” to the. Word of. God. .Yet
many believe.that he and his friends,

by sin.
St

-reach him only brokenly, in the form

- Brunner, Gogarten, etc., are initiatingli
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In our own

a movement away from sub]ecthty,
and back to an objective authority in
religion which may be as epoch-making
as was that led by Schleiermacher a
hundred years age. Barth is a master
in the art of lecturing, and by means
of his trenchant addleases ‘he has
spread his views far and wide in
Switzerland, Holland, and Germany.
The only volume so far translated into |
English, “The Word of God and the
Word of Mean,” while it contains the
essential Barth, bardly represents his
views as they have developed during
the last seven years.

His challenge to 1ehorlon, to the |
Church, and to society remains. He
contmue» to be the foe of all com-
promise, especially the treacherous
compromise of the last century between |’
Christianity and civilisation. But he
1s  advancing to a more positive
position, as he rediscovers for himself,
and for us, ‘the treasures of Refmmed
theology. So keen is he on advancing
that he has often exposed himself to
the reproach of being inconsistent.
Bit it does not trouble him: Hé gaily
compares himself to a cruiser going
full steam into action, with the enemy
shells dropping hazmleaslv astern..

The general outline of this theology
of crisis, which many find difficult to
grasp, may be briefly sketched.

Barth starts from the fact of sin
which is to him a trémendous reality.
M, enslaved and blind, cannot save

for which is ‘“faith,” that God reveals

Himself to us. So long as we remain
speotator we are out51ders.
truths of science can be reached by
cofa and neutral fhml\mcr but
1t beoo
in wh1

ur Yery G.ZJZStEﬂCC is 1nvolved
e

Then wWe cease to be ¢ Spectafors,_and |

becoms actors.  This is what Barth
Calls Fexistential thinking,” on which
he lays great stress. “Exlstentlal
thinking” on the subjective side, and
the Word of God on the objective side,
are the two poles round which Barth’s
whole theology revolves.  Because
there was no way from here to_there,
God has flung ouf To us from the other
side a lof““moe whose name is

The|

a. ma.tte:.k_o Jlf&.a.nd._death B

Jesus 11st st. For “Barth Jesus Christ
is supremely the the Word of God, reach-
ing us as a person_ speﬁlmg-&mspace
and time, fo_persons.....

We can understand Jesus Christ also
only by existential thinking. _The

go-called historical Jesus is not ot as.such
‘the Son ot 6o The historian.can

neljﬁww,_dlmate..ihe-@u%h
of Christianity.  Religi xity

WIICh _iS. tﬁe bze'x mcr throufrh of _the
dngne Word, mto the sl)here of the
local and tempma] _ This Word of
God, "which “comes to us only in the
existential moment, has completed

itself in the Death and Resurrection of ||

Jesus, in which the nay of condemna-
tion pronounced on sin on the Cross is
met by the yea of Divine. forgiveness
in the Resurrection. But God’ “Yes
can only. be heard and ung ugde_].,stood.by
th& Soul that accepts Tis ‘‘No.”’. In
a¢cepting the divine ]udf'ment we are
saved.

The sinner is ,Md and_sanctified.
at “once in the moment of _decision,
according to Barth, but thg,s,cleclsmn

lumselt d_all attempts at finding a_
wag: from man to God, including the.
'Exrrh_q:guﬂwhtb of religion, are so many
) [God is the Altogether
Other, the Tmnscendent God. All
doctrines’ of Monism and Tmmanence
he rejects as bheing unchristian’ Be.
tween God m;d-maz;_;here is an mﬁmte
d1£fg;enc an infinite dxstance caused,
Sm hag meant the- closul_g,.Qf
many avenues of approach to (od.
Because man is a sxnnez, truth can

of a dialogue of yea and nay, of
pamdox and contzadxctmn, in which
God is the One who puts the questions
and man is compelled to  answer.

Hence Bazth’s theology is called ‘‘dia-
lectic.” ©  This kchalocrue between - God
and man we encounter in the Bible.

The Bible is.not the objectixe-Word-ef-
God,_but it becomes the Wm_cLoLGod

to the ﬁdw:dual | as its truth is_hro

has to be made again and again as he
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fates Torth on his st ange pllo'mmaue

never at rest, a sinner stxll dependmcr '

on the d1v1ne foro-weness A man
never is a Chrlstmn He is 1ot yet

rmThe kingdoii 6f-God-is_not
yet “come. We hve, according to

Barth, ““Between the Times,” to use
the titIe of the Magazine of the move-
ment, between the old age and the
new, the old which is under condemna-
tion, .and the mnew which is ever
breaking in, TFaith is thus a state of
tension, .

In this existenfial moment of de-
cision, when he encounters ' Jesus
Christ, the Word of God, the believer
dxscovers also_his nezglbb.aur_,._and—the
claim which he is commissioned of-God
to make on him, and he e must be ready

to, an%ﬂmtclmm in saenﬁcml}

servxce

“Karl ~Barth offers mno complete

home ‘to Rim by the Holy Spirit, an,d_  system buf a theology for the wayfarer,

he is forced 16 a  dacision. ~ It is only
in 71e e _moment of decxslon the name

and 1t is comma.ndmcr and stimulating,
and worthv of our attentmn




