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•restament : li e is the Gr~ator And God li:J.msP.lf .f-34 

':Phe time of vl tneas to t he exoect,.n::t'?n of r~VP.1P.t1on is 

tbe time of ' :he Old 'I'est::noent, · and ·i;he t t me o f the Ee:11 Test­

ament 1s correspondingl y the time of the " Zeunni s der hrinncr ung 

der Offenbarunts. 1155 I n this formulation one ls struck" by the 

f act thi:, t, unlik~ t.he viev; ,:!h l ch ha~ been b-, f nr· the mo st 

common , the ti me of the 1~ew 'l' estament i t sel .f' :i.s not 0haractar­

ized as the time of fulfillment or as f ulfi l l ed t lme. arth 

<2:nphasize s t he onposlte, n '3.mel:v, t hat J c su;, ;:;:r.ri Gt as t he 

e'~oectod one l s actually manifest ed :in the Ol e! 'l AdtrurJ.ent as 

wel l . In thi s connecticn he menti ons Au.Q;ustl ne, Cel v :tn, 

Lut~1~,·r• " t h O th A t �~� h ~ ·t· 56 
i , ana even .u1.1. • eran r . ou.OX V' as sun·,or ior .1..s no~:i. 1.on. 

Vi. r koennen el ~o zur Begrut-)ndung des Sa t zes 9 da1tz :hn 
h l ten 'i 'este.ment Off ,1nb1-1r'.ln l7 , nae1r.l ich ech t e ::.rv,artur't~ 
der Offenbarung stattfinde, l etzli~h nnd gr u11ds&atzlich 
i:i ui' lfelne •rnder e In;-1tanz V'7r···11~l~Hm ,-,1:, :rnf rH~ Uf f P.nbarung 
sel bst~ d.h. aber auf Je3us Obrlst us selbar. s~1n 
Ar euzest od tewet&t; . d RSZ j ener Satz w.eh:r 1st, 1m d Gr 
bewcist es aurcn die Kr aft seiner Auf er~tehunq. Ist 
der ~atz ws.hr, a~nn 1st es darum ·v0il Jesus Gl1ristus ·.~ls 
der .Jirwartete tatsaechl1cl1 lrnch i rn ,U t'9n 'fe :Jt·-rn<.;nt of'fenbar 
:i.st.5'7 

I n this t
1li in veis" of t he Old 'l'est arnent t o the revelation, the 

true nature of the Ul d Tcsta~ent ls expres8~d. 

ln hi s interpr et ation of Genesis 1, rlarth cl f ims that 

fn&n can k now creation only i n t (?r ms of r ev,1l 1=ttio11 ln Jesus 

54Ksrl Barth, Uogreatik i .m Grundrisz, pp. 96-7. 

55K D I 2 11? • • • ' P• .... • 
56~~eber, 22• cit ., p . 44 . 

5'7,r . I 
J~. .l..i. • 2, p. 79 • 
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Christ. 'l'he point et l s s ue h e re i s not ,iust a noet'lc relation-

:-.lli :>. 'l 'h.e no et:l. c tnterconne ction bet1:-1eon J fl'3 U "3 Christ and 

creation hes it , ontolo~ic ol foundatlon i n the feet t hat tbe ' .. 

purpos e and rnean:ln8 of cre,9tion 13 the .formation of a plat­

form for the hi ):\t or-:i-1 of tl1e covenant which he.3 l t <J bFHi l nning , 

middle, a nd end in Chrl s-L . 58 Barth ·at tempt s to rema in 

consis t e ntly Ghristocentric in hi e AXA~esis of th e fir~t f ew 

chepters of Gene s i s . The christolo. i c a l nrinciul ~ raaulres 

us, ar ~ues £ arth 9 t o r el')lace the orth o dox. notion o f an 

lndepe11d ent human na ture onera.ting in orclina r y h i story . .,d th 

t h P ldea of man's narticlnation ln Jhrist i n real history, 

:ln Qe ~ch ich t e rather than ~1i storie. 

Barth claims tha t when the Bible 3ueal<a of ,;reation it 

toes not refer to hi story as 3uch . 0 Gesch1cht~, die wir 

nicb't. z u sl-3ben und zu begreifen ve r :rio ep;An, i-,t ~'bBI' jedenfalls 

keine hist orlsche Gesch:lchte. tt59 Creation i s a. nge schichtlich;3u 

reality and belongs to the succ~sa lon of time-filling ev~nts. 60 

I t is not, however, "hi stori sche Ge schicbte." ?hat i 3 , 1 t is 

out s ide the reach of all histor~cs l observa tion and reoort. 

The relationship that obtains between object and 1ub .ject in 

ordinary history does not obtain tn the G~nesi~ accoQnt. 

Therefore we have to .-i')e:3. tr of 1.mhistor:tce l hi s tor~r. " ~oen 

darum is s:le keine Historie und. kann es von :1.hr ·111ch ke:tne· 

58K. ~. IIl. 1, · p. 28. 

59!Jrui.~ P• 84. 

SOibid., p. 64. 
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lH.s torie gebr:m . i.!:b en de.rum k r-mn s 'l.0 nnr unhi s tor:l':3ch e 

Ge s chichte s ein , und kann e s von ·t h r n ur tlnhi stori Jc.he 

Geschichte Rchre lbung geb cm . 11 62 Bal"th t e r r::a .r:enesi s 1 a 

s ag a but not a my t h . 1Jv 'rnga h e me r-m G a :>oe t 't c ?.llv des15n e d 

picture o f a conc r e te onc e -for - all Dr e - h istorical Ga schich t s -
·'· --- - --

·.virklichk.!tl.!: s ub j ect to ter:1poral - s·p 9. t ial l lr'li t a t i ons. 63 t l7rth 

i s a me re h ist o r i cal · r e senta t i on of' no n- h istorle a l .:, )ecul ation . fJ4 

Saga , however, en~bl e s us t o p0n~trat ~ into the r 20icnl time 

of pr>ima l h i story . Re ~ FJ.rdln.~ the ere~t:1.on :;i c c onnt r1. J :)ure 

s ag a en ables us t o s ee i t in its true r el a t i on to the r ~ve-

l '3 t i on » t h e ,.vord o f God . Barth a f f i r m':> t n ~t crea t i on tBJ<e s 

nl s c e in t ime , ln true ~enuine hlstorv . iowever , our or d i nar y 
.. 

c a l endar ti!ne L-3 not t .t:"11e time. I t h a, v:tr t uall _,, become nr.:n-

0xi Jtent thr ough gr .see . 'l'h 1~o ugh gr a ce man b ecome s a na rt­

i cip ant l n tru e , creat ion t i me~ 65 

Ba r th I s a t titude t owar d the r el 8 t :!.on 3hi::, bet•vean t n e Ol d 

-:,:nd >..~ew ·r e sta.ment s i s a l ··rn e f i' ecte d b y h i ':> con c ')pt of tlme. 

a s wa. 3 '?r evious l y n~; t ed , barth cl a i ms t h a t the Ol d ':l:esta.rnent 

dee.r s wi th t be p romi se emcl the l~e w with t h e f ulr"'i l l ment. But 

t he d iff'f':r ence is not t o b e t a!rnn a .:S d ealing with c i.al enda,_... 

y ears . Th e fulnos A of t i me doe 3 not r efe ~ t o the pa.3d&~e of 

62I bid., P• 84. 

63:.Cbid., 1'). 88 . 

64I b1d., p. 91. 

05Ibid., P• 82. 
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centurie s . All n1story i s , ·) tr:i.ctlv ::! nealdng , no More tha.n 

a oromi t:!e o The auo .<:Jtles wer•,3 o ctu8lly no c loser t o the 

ful f illm~nt of r1~ve l !i! 'i:. ton than the nrophet s . 66 ThP. w1 tnes s es 

. 67 of t h e resurr ,=,c tion still d01:\l ·:rt t h r,he "!)Y'om1 30 !'3 onl v. 

'.l'rue witnes s alwe. va and r-n re rvwhere point3 t o a vi ew be~ond 

hlatory . A true f ai th ~111 not butld ita f aith upon the 

ouickssnd s of or c1 nary history.68 

Pl ac e of a Gvelation 

Onlv in the 0 r e1ne r> Ge gen wrart Gotteaa ha ::; reve l ation taken 

pl a ce, r eco r ding t o Borth . 'l'hi s d ivlne r e ve l:3.tlon i-5 the 

r~conclling r e v el ation of Je~ut Christ. Only in the uure 

cx:l J tence o.f Je sus Ghrlst c an r Avel eti.·)n occur. 69 Barth i.s 

consistently opno sea to .thG ldl?a of t he norrne.l it"'7 of tho 

rel l gloua ~ oriori as posed by Troelt s ch . Barth ' s fear that 

an t h ropology .mig..'1. t become an <:in trance for natural theology 

ex<S:cci scs a lar~e inf'lu,3nc e upon his c oncept.ton of God's 

revelation, Barth conti n~ally q ualifies r elig ion as ·unbelief. 

He poses the question: 

~farum a l so i st gerui:: e das , ,.va s hier Gotte.s OffAnbRPung 
gen~n..~ t w1rd, a~s Goschehen in der 2xistenz J csu ~hristi, 
in her,rorgehobener, :ln einmal:lger -~eise Off f-mbarung ·:'-­
Die a.llg eme ine Antwort auf diese i.< r :3ge ( n a.ch dcr 
0 P.b .1oluthei t " de ·~ Christentum".3 , 1'roel · tsch !) zuna e chst 
Zll geben 1st, lautet dahin: Es ist zuzugeben, •vir sind 
um~eben von we.ithin zwingenden und weithin mit Hc:tcht 

66K i 'l .L- l 2A5 "'• ""• • , n. '*'· • 
67 

Ibid., p. 2 47. 
68. 

Ibid., P• 237. 

69
K. ~ . I. 2, p. 127. 
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a ns·oruchvoll <m ander('>n :i uifenbarunr,en. i, · .. :tr ,.ve rden aber 
vom- christlJ.chen Glauben ... .: u ·1 ;;rn 61.esen 9ff. onba rungen 
sag en mues s en: e s r

7
1:ihl t i hnen "3ine l e tz t:.e, 3cnl 19ch thin 

b i n dende Autoriteet . O 

.,1.m c&n g 0 thrOtJgh t.hi :~ wo :-ld o f re ve latl :J S ! he c :3n be 

illu.rnlned her e a n d con vinced there ~mo o v er no·-"Je:r..,d :rn1:,.1; v1here 

e l s e . liowev(~r, r e ve l at:1.ons clo no t hiav8 the -::>o wer of t h e 

f':tr st. and l a s t thlng '.i'!h'ich wo1>.l d b :l n der man i'rom e nj()ying 

a nd b e:lng .lnto xi c a.ted b·q- ·-nrnh l"ev0lat:lons, ,,no t hen go:t ng 

f urther, li~e a man ~ho behol ds h i s f nce in a mirr or ~nd 

oasnes on and for_fets wirn.t he ha:;; seen . All the se r e v e -

1 0.tions are devoid o f a ny 1' 1n&l b'lndine force . 71 

Id cht da •um, "·'":11 :sie n.l cbt g e ws. l ti r:', n:t cht d e:rum, '?J1:dl 
s ie nicht sinnvoll u.nd ergr oif'end w~:;eren , 0bor ;·:e il e s 
.;; i ch in :lhn en all en--30 :.rerden ··dr ·vom chri stlichen 
Gl auben a u s b elrenn~n mues ~en--doch n ur um Of f' e nha run g 
der~ Groes ze , der Gue t a , de1" Schoenhei t dcr von Gott 
g escha.f' fenen ~r d e h 8n del t. iiie ~~r d e L~ voller wunder 
und Her r l i chkeit.72 

/..c cord:l.ng to Barth , t h e e sr t h •'!Oul d not l::e Goo.' s 

c r e c ture i f i t we r e not full or reve l a ti0n a . Philosophers, 

poe ts r~no mu sicians a r e all awa re of t h ese r c;VGl a t ion s , but 

t h ~se r evela.t ion s o i' t h e e8 r t i1. ·and the '98.rthl v ··rnir i t l ~ck 

t h e ;rnthoritv which binds man con clu3i vel·r . l :lnn ma""T p!Vi':l 

t h.ro ugh thl ~ e 9rth ·" i.tho n t :·rnln;} ultima tely bounc1 . Bu t 

the~ e could Gl so b e he~v enl y r e v e l ations of t h a t invi s i ble 

,,m d incon c ?.ivab l e rea l ltv of creotlon , ·:::t t h which we are 

'70Aarl Ber th, .1Jo 9:matlk .!m. Grundri s~ ~P. '1;;'7 ~ · -- ·' 

71 .Karl Bs rth, .Do mr.a.tlcs in outline, transl ated b,1 G. T. 
Thomson {~ew ·York: Ph i losophical ~ibrary), p . 83 . 

72.Karl Barth, DoQ;1n·1t i k .!!!! Grundrisz, p. 97. 
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surrounded. There are i ndeed occasions of wonder in the 

world. But the se heavenly r e vel a tions are in real1tv 

creat urel y revel a tions . The~ can ~olve ~o ul timate problems. 

~s kann uns b e ge gnen ~ie der Eo t e ei~e s groszen Ko~nig s, 
den wi r a l s g roszen und maecb t l gen Ma nn bea taunen moegen, 
dem gegenueber wir a.her doch ·Nisse n : es i st nicht der 
Koeni g s el ber, es ist nur se i ne Bote. So eind w1r a llen 
GeYlal ten d es Hlmmel. s und der J;rde u 11d alle n i b :ren 
0ff enba r ungen

7
iegenueber dr an. Wir ·Ni s :Hm e s g i c t noch 

e i n Hoeheres. v 

!te;rnrdl e s s h ow power ful t hese r evel C-t t:lo n s .may be , and e v en 

thought.hey a t tain the si ze of an at om bomb, t he v do not 

compel u s a nd cannot finall y impose upon u s. ~wenn der 

.i!.rdkr e i s zerbr ich t, s o \'Verden den unverza g t en nur di e 

Tr uemr.1er t r ef f en. 11 ifia.n ha s e:1q>el"i enced many f r•igbtful 

things dur ing th':i war, but man 1 s not brol{en b v the lords 

who a r e not the Lord. Int r epidly he 9asses t hrou~~ th~ 

rulns and a s s erts h i.YI1aelf a rsa inst the e a!"'t11ly po 1rie r s. 74 

Of f enbarung ~ Versoehnung 

God come s to Man in his Son through g r-ace a nd reconciliation. 

Berth claims that it is a denial of grace to assert ,that God 

is knovm outBide of fl i s rAve l a t i on in the Incarna t e Word. 

The Reconciler iaGod the Lord in man's f al len ·;,orld. The 

"{iork of tbe 1f1ord is God I s presence i n wh i ch he makes h imself 

known. Since it is a miraculous ossurrence in the midst of 

73Ibid.~ p. 98. 
74Ibid., ?• 96. 

.. 
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darkness, i t c an onlv be de ai5nat cd gs revAl ~t10n. Recon­

cil i atlon l s morelv anoth et' ·..rord f o r the s arr. '3 t h:tn;r . B:ar th 

a osert s t hat 1're velat:lon;1 ,.m d "reconc ili a tion'' are 8"7110nvmo us 

t e r ms , bu t he empha Jlze s t h .-3.t a c ~ordln'3 to t h e l,i e r, .L'e stament 

11 r e demptlo n " doe.J not coincide .;:tth 11 reve l ution11 a nd ureccm ­

cil:latton . i: "R0de:mpt ion H seen f r om t .h e , t i;:, nd?Jo int of r e ve ­

l e tlon or r Ac o nc i l ietlon , l s rat h er God ' s ~ c tion which · i a 
75 

still out st. r..:ndinp, , futur e, ·:1.nd t o b e C<)'fl '3wr .. rna t ..?d . 

Barth c o nt1.nua llv insi st:3 th.at r0v c,1l ,ltion i~ t o b e 

.-1-po 'ken o f a s f in-:1 ::}ornol ,~ t e ;:5r a c o ln t he world . '77 '£hrough 

t i1ir:: grnc e e n d r e concil iat :!.·)n God 0nconntax• s us in irncn a 

way tnet ·,Je c an un dn r s t ::;.nd l1im . 78 it l:J man' s r ejectio n o f 

frt~e e r ace \·,bich c ·-: us n hin'. t o a c cept na tural theology ~nd 

t o mini mize t h e meani ng of t he I ncBrna tion. 79 In hi 3 dis­

cus s i on of na tural theolOfY Barth s s~s why i t is t hat, in 

s~ite of all t he evidenc e s ga t nst natur Al t h eo l oav , it 

s till co ntinues t o per s i~t . 80 He concludes tha t natur a l 

tbeologv pers1 sts stmpl v bec ause o f msn' a na t ural enmi t"9' 

to1Jard f r ee gr ace . .i:~a t ur a l theology i :1 the una void 1-1ble 

/' 

76i···b. ' _.1.Q_.' p. 430. 

77 · n I K. "t • • 2 , '9 • 

781b1a;, .. 1p ~· ·4,3 . 

79ib1d. , p . 157 . 

41. 

80K. D. iI . 1 , p . 141 . 
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thAolo~ical expr as3ion f or t h e f~c t of me n' s r e j e c t~on of 

f r ee 3nd compl ete gracA . Lt beers wltn ess t o man ba in~ 

closed to grac e . I t a tt0st :, m::-,n ' s rel i[slo 1J.s sel f - -;uff t cien cy 

and enmi ty t o gr a ce. And 1, f t er a l l, Barth a ~sert"3, t h e r e 

i s no t hins remarl-rnb .LA about: that • 

.. 1er kwuerdig, ,,u nderl:lc h um'l e.rld a erun·g sbeduerf t i.g :ts t 
al so ni cht cl a s Phaenomen der rn.-.,.; u e r l ::.ch en Theol o;i:i e als 
s ol cher , so ndern da~ P.haenomen , da:. darin be s t eht, da .J z 
d:Le n a tuerliche '.i.'h eolog i e :t rn !bum der chrl ~tlic hen 
i\.lrche ( :Vie uebr i gs auch i rn 1faum. anrlerer Hcl i ~ion e n ) 
nun doch wenigstens s chelnbar eine Andere ThAolo~i a , 

8 eine theoloFie der Offonbarun~ , neben ~l ~h dul de n konn. l 

.:-- c cording to Ba r th , man I s netur a.l enmi t:v tc p;r ::ice c u ses h i m 

to ·,, bso r b r nd dome st l c ete rev<~l :? tion i t s elf . ''Der .1 s 

Jib .sorb :i..er ung und l.lomestizi erung der Uffenb 2.r ung b e s chrie.bern; 

'l1:r i 1.:tmph a,w na t uerl iehen 'i'hE"olog i e i m Raum der Kirche 1 st 

~Ahr s chl icht der Prosz e az der Verbue r 5 e rl i chun~ a~s 

.·,v~mgel iums . ,t82 

~Drth clai ms that n a tura l t h eology sta nds f o ~ the 

poss ibility o f knowin8 Go d i n s u .:!h a wav t h Pt the knowl P.dge 

o f his gr a c e •1n d mercy i 3 no t -sre t i nclud e d . Na tur a l th '3ology 

assumes the po ss i b ili t --v o f a cert~Jin Vorh ~rwiss e n ,-..,hich is 

not ye t t he k nowl 0d .!3e o f the merc i ful F'"!. t h ~r o f J e sus J h rist .­

h, ·in 1 s s in :ls h i s s el f -as s 0rtion ega:l.ns t Go rJ , b i s turn:i.n ~ 

swav f r om t h e d ivl ne g r a ce, h is ex ,;ltat:ton of the sel f i nto 

t he pl ace of God. Man' s t ru t h is di storted bee ·use h e 

idola trouslv e rect s his finite 9er apectiV8 into a univa r ~al 

81_.lb.ld., 15n p . r. . 

p . 157. 
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a nd lns i s t 3 th·,1 t Goa and man ought to Jt.?0 l .tf e ~hr?!J':h h i s 

eyes. Lut i n reality tt ts t m~o~ s lble for m~n to thln~ 

snyth.ln g tha t is .,J. e11sine to .Him . vur cr eatnrr->hood tm <: our 

s in mean th·:. t •vhen we r e ·H!On 8bout God, 0 11 r tho11 (fht i::1 

vi ti a.ted by nr"i. de ,, nd bv suh t l e nr,3ten.-;ton t ho -: b,;r its 

re ~:.-:oning 1.,ould con trol God a ncl u 3e rlim i':or 1.JUL" hur.1an 

ournos~s o To ott• ch r~li~ious v alu~ t o even o u r loft i est 

thin~ing s hout Go a i s A kln<l of i dol atry . In h ls dlscus ~­

ion of tbe relAtlons~iu ~etwcen free g race and na t ural 

tbeolo;:v b a.rth becQmes pa.1"ticule rly vehement i n h is oppo­

s l t ion to ri~tt~ral theology . 

1·.l1en a man L. occul')ied ··ii th gr:mu i n e t beolo~:v , he ·:;111 
~l wavs r e~ard the 90-C Al led natursl th0ol o p~ a1 an 
bysi . lf h ~ do~s not ugnt to f ,11 t n to it he ~111 

not ~o nc~r it . I n h.ori."Or 3nd lnd :1. gn ? 't:lon h e '.fi l l 
turn h i s b?.ctc on it :; ,:; t:1e g,reat tenmtat ion n d 
fountain of a rrors. He does not medale wi th it •••• 
~n the comnl ete repudia tion of na tural theolopv , one 
do 00 not fir ~t s t ~re a t a snake , in order ~o continue 
to ,i 't 9r e , unt i l he i hvnnotized a.no is r eal l y b itten 
b v it. ;1b(~n h e fl r s t see3 it he s8r.lltes :t t •Yi th ills 
~alkln g st i ck and strikes it dead.~ 

Bartl. contlnu11ll:f err1ph£h,i z es that the f ru.. t.11 bv ·.1h:tch 

oe receive t he 1,ord i3 not o ur own doins . .~e cJe.r e not be 

oroud of our f'ai th. a.u.rr.an pride i s ~o nersi stent , .,;o 

subtle, that 1 t must b0 left no ground on which to 1'.> t arni . 

~~ e c a n thinl{ only of God' R p:rr;tce 'lhen we say that Go d is 

kno·~e.ble. 

83z.arl Barth a nd ~mil Br.unn<n•, Natura l TheoloP.v ( London: 
Geoffrey Bl e s, The Centt'3narv i>res, , 1946), p. 1 3 . 

'. 
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\~ir gedenlrnn An Go tt e s Gnaae, wonn •,vir 3qg en: "}ott i st 
erl.cennb· ,r . {d r g0denJcen on Gottes Gnade, ,venn ·Ii1" 
uns ·1r ~anzec F rag en n ;~ ch Go ttns .i2,rkennbarkei t nu r a l s 
ein ~UJ·1.1 0ckkonimen f1u1' cH0 sH .'-rnhon pefall Ane r..nt ,,ch,J1dun g 
bezeichn;e.n 11.nd var s toh"}n. Denn 1<;.Jt ge::1chi0~t d 11rch 
Gott e s Gnade- - und r:;a nz 9ll e ln durch Gottcs Gnade --dGiez 
nott un s E~rkennb l:lr ist . • • • Got t 0s Offen b··,r 1..ma. 
steht nl cht in un3er e~ ~~cht una also nicht zu u~ a or0r 
Verfuegung . Go·i;tes Uf'f enharunr:; v~ 3chieht unter 1ms 
a nd fuer un s , im ,ljerelch unserer :!.rfahru n g und uns eres 
Denkens: ab0r nun rnu sz as ~rns t damit golten, ~a3z 
s i e .von Go tt her g~9chi eh t . 84 

Religion--A Denial of Gra ce 

.oarth def ine s r elig ion a ,3 an affa ir of the 3o dl o s :J man 

llnd 1:u ,mbt"~lie f l.1ecan s o in :l t m,~n is at t en-roti n:-,. -co find Goa 

for himsel f i n s t ead of s eeking Go d in h is revnl ation of the 

l ncarn?.t c •,iord. 85 · In r eligion an i ma g e of God ·::h i ch man ha s 

o~vi s e d :i.'or h imself t a kes the pl a ce of di vtne real i t.y . 86 In 

r ellg 1on man no lon ger continu e!:! in th<~ "n irit of 8runu0l who 

asked the .Lord to ::; )eel< t o h i m, but lr1 r el i g lo.1 ?1H"ln d emands 

tha t the J..:ord remain ~ilent, slnce man ·:Jil l no\·; do the soea lr­

l ng. In r elig ion man denie s free grace e n d a gai n attGmpts 

to j ustify himself, i')ut thi s i s precisP.ly ._.,hat God doe s not 

tol erate ln 1,evelation. 87 ln r elig ion man ts.l<es the in­

itiative, and the g r ~cious decision is made for u~ as a 

divine ap proach. 

84K .. . D. 1, () . 74 . 

85 
!{ . D. I . 2, p . 327 . 

86Ibid., P • 329 . 

87Ibid _., P• 338 . 



ln sein'?)m /;ohl r,ofRllen ist Gott Gott 1lnter ;1ns und fuer 
uns: in dern f,< enz ,;ille:ln von :lhrn 3usp;eh~11den 1md voll 
zo~M1en Ue bAl' ~r:lff, in 1'lelchem e.r• s :tch zu d ~m 1jnsrig en 
macht, In se·nem sobl~efallen 1st or uns of f 0n ln der 
Uff'.1nhe:i. t, l n der er 31ch s ,~lbs t o l'f •m l :1 t. .-;eln 
~•oh l gefallen i ~t d:t~ :Janrhel t, d i ll"'Ch i..;, ie ;v i r n.i e 
~9hrhait er kennen .BB · 

i he only wey t o ~n ow God l s t o be ~nown of God . ! n relig ion 

man canno t 1rnow God. Unl v bv !'eturni ng to t n e ~-'}n tra l 

posl tion of the rle f or,nat:ton ,·/ill rn ,~n 0 ve r kn ow Ood. ti ,, ir 

h ab~m l<e lnon ;.,eg , u.n s d 0r ~.rkennbarkei t Gott e s u nd ~l .;o 

e er Gewi s zhei t ~ns e r e r Gotte s 6r~enntni s zu var 3tcharn, der 

.gn der. Gnade und Bar mh e rz -l.s~kei t des go e t t liche n .iohl n;efall ,~ns 

vorb oifuehren wuer de .n89 

bert h is c on s istently o pnos~d to t be ides of t h e normal­

ity of t he r ellg tous ~ 12.riori as :?Osed by 'l'roel e t s ch . Ho 

con Jl ude s th a t t h e subjective pole of the d:!.v'ine- h uma.n 

rel e t ion ship i2- a con.di t :i on of lo.1 tnes ,3. He rth doe:l not ·,ant 

to t hlnk of the v ·,lue o.t' r1el:lgion f : ·om the vle ~F>o'int of roan 

and. espe cially not as the ex,res:1lon o f tne life •:m <l ,i c'cl vi ty 

of man on hi s wa7 to ward God. "Religionist alne 

Angel egenhei t, man musz gerariezu sagen: ,,!:lie An gelegenheit 

des gottlosen Mensohen.«90 

iach der prinzipi~llen Bedeutung des r ~lt~ lo J sen :~rg~~~ g 
neben den andern Lebensvorg aen~en h ·~b en ··1l r f!efrsr t, 
nach dem <;1nn der Relig ion , und als ;~rst e s ~efunden , 
dasz in der Religion die Suende zur 3kl a v en~ufstanrl des 

88K D . .. T 1 80 1 . ·. · • • .1. •• ' ' 'PP. ' - . 
89

Ibid., po. 81-2. 

9°K. D. I 2 7 • , p; 32 • 
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Men schon gep;en Gott_ zum anschaulichen A1rnbru.ch kor:vnt , 
und bedenken den :-;1nn der 1"re1he 1 t Gottes und unserer 
iireiheit--·v:te ale ,jen s f1i ts d~fser> Ge3<~b enhei t u n d 
An schaulichkait stattfindet . 

Ac cording to B9.rth, r eligion :ts noth i ng but the attr-:rnnt to 

know Goa bv way of men 1 s own a biltties. ~hare i s no 

continuous l i ne between r ellglon and revelat!on.92 ~ut in 

'Ghe context of true f e it.b, relig ion is no lon.;er a human 

di~ 90 ·1it .t.on , but a dlsavowal of a l l human capabili t y; it 

ls thus t rue religion in the event of the ~r a~e of Go d in 

Jesu a Chrlst . 93 Barth asserts that if man would bAlieve , 

n o •;:ou l d listen rather t han 'i:'.)ealc; he would l et sorne t n ing 

be ei ven :ni m :instead of in:=3i a ting on taking .1omet.hing . 

tt ·.'Jeil di e r elig ion dieses Greif en ist , darw.n i st c"!.ie 

Religion ~ider spruch gegen die Offenbarung , der konzentrier te 

Ausdruc~ aa a menscblichon Unglaubens. 94 

Analo1-;ia .c":nt is 

.i::iar t.h corncs to t erms vii th the Homan Ca tbol.i.r~ doc trtne 

of t he sn:llogia e n t ls . i\.c cordlng to thi s ductrine, there 

exists ~ome thinr~ in common between God and man. 95 By means 

of E.).nalogy it i t hou ght no :1s1ble t o a r rlve st the knowl edge 

91 ... tarl Barth , Der Roemerbrief ( I/luenc hen: l aiser 'l~rla g , 
1 9 24 ) , p . ?.28. 

9 2K. D. I. 2 , p. 329. 

9 3 :( " . j) . r •. 2 , p . 3 62 . 

94 A. 1' . .L. 2, i;> • 330. 

95.t( . D. II . 1, :> . 86. 
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of t he exist ence o f God, ~ithou t 7et ~no1rlng a nyth i n ~ of 

tbe g rac e and mere~ of God. Accordin g ~o 3ar th , ~he analogia 

~~. i nj ur es the un:t t v of God b e cause lt !~.bstr !lc'c :, ~h<':l b e l ng 

o spec t ln God from the fullnes ·~ of Go d 1 :; ac t:t~1:i. t y anrl thus 

comes to a n indG oenoent t heology of the first articl"!. :,; u c h 

a n attempt to reach a. certa i n end true knov,led:;;e of CT-od 

~lthout a ckno~ledg ing Go d ' s g r a ce, Barth r efe r ~ toss an 

wa 3aul t u pon the vhri s t ian conceryt of God . 

i i z lcussionlo s da r urn, woi l nie ja , wie unse r~ i\us ,'l i nan ders0t­
zung mlt de r roemisch- katb~l ischen Lehr e Bezeigt h at , nur 
moo~lich wer den kann auf Gr und eines Attent~t 3 ~ur chr13t­
lichen Gottesbegriff un d well es doc~ e 1gentlich ausg e schlo s­
sen sein sollter dasz die ~hrlstl1cbe Ootte.sl0nr-e und mi t 
ihr dl e liogrnat i k und al so d:le Fr age nach der r eincn Lehr e 
ml t diesem At tenta.t b eg innt . <::J 6 

·•hlle a ttacking the a na log ia. entis , B~:::>th em ... has izes 

t h at the church 3ho11 l d never a ttemnt t o prove t h G e:zist~n o e 

e n d knowe.bi litv o f Go d on g e neral ph i lo s o phic a l g r ounds . He 

a dmits t hat in his es.rl1er Do gmatic s he hsd been unable to 

cut hlmsel f loo:Je e.ltog ether f r om r.>hilosophica.l const1~uct i on. 

l•'or that r eas.on , he st:r:r ,J, men were able t o r ead . into J1is 

s ys tem a philo noohical system. That a Roman Catholic l :lke 

.crich Przywara could f i n d i n his theology a system o f cor­

relat.tonism, that Gog8.rten oot1ld think o f hi s theology a s 

even concer ned \?ith snthropolog:r , an d that o thers could 

relate . his t hinking t o the .ix i stenz ph i lo s o phers of that 

day, called hi s at tention t o a oo s:1 iblc laclt of c l arity 

on hi s own part. 
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Since tben Ba1"t h ha s s e t off hi s po s ! t 1on rnore sharpl y 

tha n e ver agains t tho na t ural theology and analoRia en t i s 

of t he Homan 0hurch , :tn a studv of t\nsel m' ::i met hod of nro-

- 97 c Baure. Contrar y t o po~ular opin i on, Bar th contends, 

£n sel m did not seek t o est abl ish t h e e xi s t ence of God by 

a n aorior:I. a r e;ument . Ii'i r s t Ans Al m b e l i e ves, a nd then he 

se ek s t o u nd ers t -=.n d . I hroup_;h o 11t h i a ,vo rk Gln ::ielrn ! s conc e rned 

only n:l t h 11 n e e e s J i t v of faith . J n aelm .JGP.~-rs f o'!' nroof 

bec au ue h e want s t o unde r stand, . and h e wants t o under 3t and 

b e caus e h A b el ievn J . 

Gl aub en hei s zt n a eml i ch b e i An s ql m nicht mir e in 
11instr eben d e s menscbl i-'.}hen l'iil l en $ 2:11 Gott h ·l.n , -;ondern 
e i n i ne i n s t reben des men schlichen J i llen 3 in Gott und 
Bl so s uc h e in wenn auch g escho e pflich begr en z te~ 
TE:i::. lneJ1n1en ·an de r Asei i:.ti.et , der Se l b 3t --und 
. l l elnher r lichke i t und also a n d e r Beduer f nlslo s i gkeit 
Got t e s . 'd8 

'l'heology t h en must no t att empt to :1rove the existe nc e o f God 

bu t simpl y t a ke God ' s existence f or ijranted. 99 Theologi ans 

should no t conc ern tharns el ves ·vi th any eff ort t o ,resen t 

t h eology as a sci ence . The postula t es of o r dinar y s 0 i qnc e 

shoul d no t i ntere s t the true theolos io.n . ,~ven the :rn t nirnUI::1 

97Ka.rl Darth, Fides \i.Ua e r en s Intell e ~turn : Ansel rns Beweis 
_der L!..Xisten&_ Gottes i !n ~usammenhan1:z s eines t h.eologlschen 
.Pro p.r a.mms l Zurich: Ve'rln .g de r r~v ::ing eli s ~h en .ouchhandl ung , 
1930}. 

~8 lbid., p. 6 . 

99K • .u. l . l, J) . 225. 
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reg~irement of dCience, freedom from contradiction, must 

b e . ignox•ad. Evang e l i c a l theolog y nre ~ents a God who dea ls 

and acts ln freedom.lOO 

~y :tnsistine; on :an ·:ib ~olute contrast bet·:.ieen b e in13 qnd 

con sciousne s s , Borth intend3 to x• ,;i a.ch a God ,vho i ~'J not il.ndar 

the control o f the h uman coni'lciousness . From t h e po i nt of 

view of thou ~ht, Barth ar (!.u.es, God 1 ,3 exl :. t enc e mu /9t be 

consid er ed en tirely impo s s i ble.101 

As t1"ansc endent, God i s man 1 -'l creator . He fre el v p:ives 

being to , or v.rl thholdJ i t f rom, a creature who 1 s "''holly 

dependent u non the -:,iill of Go d. As i mr:1m1ent, Go d maintains 

the creat ure H e h as mad e -,:holly \'J i th i n Hi ?nsel f . Go d i s 

nearer to the creRt urc than the cre a ture i s to i tself. God 

c1:m . t h erefore wholly hide Himself ~md wholly reveal Himself 

ln :,,i s creature. 

Gott 1st frei, seine Distanz e l s Gott ibr gegenueber 
zu wahren und ebenso frei, mit ihr i n s Buendni s zu 
treten, ja noch mehr: <lie Krea.tur selb:}t i m s-cr eng sten 
volHtommenst en Sinn in d1e ~in.."lriei t mi t seinem eiitenen 
goettlichen Sein, :i.n die ~ inhe i t mi t s ich sel b .st ··zu 
erhebeno Gott 1st frf'li, ueber die .ie1 t z u herrschen 
in vollkomraen , ter !'.~a.j e staet, aber eben•30 frei, in der 
','vel t zu dienen a.ls der ger5.nrste und schleohteste aller 
Knechte, frei auch dazu, der in der ·ae1 t und von der 
,'lel t Versto ss~n · und Ver 1·1orfene zu sein. • • • Gott 
ist f'rei, der K1•eatur l fil?.Z innerlioh und zu.a,l e ich a la 
.cr selbst aauszerl ioh zu s 00~: totus intra _!ll totus 
extra, und wohlverstandentl 

lOOK. D. I • 1, o . 7. 

101~., p. 24 . 

102.i( l) II 1 • • • , p. 354. 
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'l'broughout hi s ••1rttin~ l:l , Barth hg ·; consistently main­

tained that any knowl ed~e o f the bei ng of God a~ar t from 

.gr a c e i s ab:.:iol utel v i moossibl e o 'i"he unity of Go d would b~ 

oe3troyed , and earth clai:mci that tlli:, is pr~cisely ,1h :;t t The 

Homan Church ~ccomol l :;heel .vhi:m 1 t s n ol~~ of t h e kno·:vl edf?e of 

God a s Creator . Grac e becomes nature for ~oman Cat hol i cism. 

Goa's -:-. c t ivitv d:t s,!)u , ear s :ln ··•n d m:~r·g es ·v:l.th tile a c t ivity of 

men nho h ~ve exper i enced grace, and the oer~ona l a ct of 

Goo. changes iT"..i.media t ely i nto a constantl v nr esent relation­

!h i p . An snalo~ia entu_, ths t :ts, t he occ :.irre nce of a God­

like n(>s ::-: of the cr•eature ':l l ao ln the f .. ,llen °:mrld , 1.'I affirmed, 

a nd t i10rewlth the pos ·? ibility i s opened of usin3 the :)rofane 

0 ::3 g ibt 11 
h l~o w:1.tn reference to God and divine things t.-1.nd 

10.3 ~ 1e orlsis-charac ter of r evel ation end fai t h is deni ed . 

B~rt h b elieves tha t the Ch1.,i~tian .i.dea 0f God :1 s 3nli t 

up by t he anal o~ia entis . rle s ees in this concep t the 

es1ence o f n ntural th~ology. 'lhe i-•esul t of the analo '!i a 

"'nt1e i ~ that man does not ~ome i n.to contact :;1th the t rue 

God of revel e.tion but w:1 th an .Ar istotelian. concept of abst ract 

b e ing . According to Barth, t h e analogis. entis 1:s the cardinal 

doc t rine of the Roman vhu.rch and tbe i nvention of the ant1-

chr1st. 

I c an see no third 90 sa ibil l t-v bQtween pl av >.d th the 
analogia antis, . l~gi ~i:l!J.at e only on Homan 0e.tholio 
ground, bet1veen the greatnc .<Js and the miserv oi' a so­
called na tural knowledge of God in the ~ense of the 
Vaticsnum, and 9 Protestant theology self-nourished 

103.... J) 
l\,. • I. 1, p. 39. 



37 

at its own s ource, st0.ndin1 upon its o ·:m fe .,t, and 
finall y llber9ted froJT1 .;.,1c h sec,llrar mi sBrv •••• 
I regard the analogia anti$ as the invention of' 11nti­
chri s t, &nd think t hat because of it one can not become 
c~ t.holic. ,Vh Fj:reupon I a t t he r,aml;l tlme allow r,r~· ~lf 
to regard all other po s ·.:lble ri;asons for not becoming 
Catholic, a ;:1 short'3ie;hted e nd l acking in seriouan<?s~1 .104 

~he Imag~ of God 

Intimately associated wlth Bartn ' s opposition 

towar d s th0 analogia enti3 is hi s concept of the i ma~o Del. 

Barth aff :lrms that m9.n had once b e en created ad lmegine:m 

et s i militudem D~_i, but he hol dB that thi'3 irnen: e and like­

ness of Goa has been eo totallv defaced by ~he Fall 83 to 

l eave not a. trace b t'!hind. Nothing but a ·vhbll.1r new s et 

of creation 7;ill .:;uf f ice. Ma n still remain·:; hu.r.1an, but his 

hun ,.,ni ty ha ::, been s o totally corrupte d b v ··dn tl1a t hA is 

no l ong,3r sbl e to hear God's voice until, thro1~gh fal th in 

Ghri st , the image and s imllitada of God are created in him 

again.105 Barth orrnosed Brunner for making a distinction 

b e tween the formal and material 1.ma:zo ~ in man . Brunner 

clalrued that ln the f ormal sense man ls both a subject of 

experience and rasponsible, even though a ::dnner. In the 

fornml sense, aecordlng to Bru...'1.ner, the imagd of God :ts 

intact, v1hile in the material ,'3ense the lma .1e of God has 

104 
Ksrl Barth, '1'.he Uoc trine of 

by o. T. Thomson (Ne;-york: Oharle'!3 
the ~ord of Goo, translated 
scrlbner•;-sons, 1936), p . x. 

105 ,. B " "" Aarl arth, 1,ein, Antwort 
~xlstenz lieute, H~rt 14, ?• 25, 

o :·1 ~11 b ru:nncr, 11 'fheologi s che 


