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1984). p.11.

2 e a9 A, AAZEAL A 34 2% 7AdA e 2ol Bejx
t} "Now we shall possess a right definition of faith if we call it a firm
and certain knowledge of God's benevolence toward us, founded upon the
truth of the freely given promise in Christ, both revealed to our minds and
sealed upon our hearts through the Holy Spirit(e]A] $-gl&= W&o o vt &
A & 4 ok U2 e dig shvide] AsAE A = #FAshA of
T AAolH, o] AL g|AxgtelA o] FAl ke AAAHE ZAHZ A2
Aold, AFE A 29 A4 AAEH £ wlLof oA wvir} =)




9] (Christomonoism)d o] gt=1 = A ZkAd o] QT3

SESAE TEE ZWe AHES WM E 19 AFFAHL wzx
BEth 2 AL 92 fYrt R aA s AdgEd vey dd
A A #AdE R VISAA JEd A3 dR8E A7 2y

Ag FES me"2AT AZeA HAR 2o Asto] AAHolAdE Ao
2y Pox 4tk Ay Aude FH402 $EY 2L 43E =Ese

3 A3l ibid, pl7. 9714 o2& LEASY] EAANE g3 o] FHF
ot ‘Tl 2o AL "Shud A e AZE A =3 oupzbd AR
g EEe A "EEYY] dYEd wWXA F& § glon, 4YIdAEd Yol
Abdl 2] 9 —-’F«M] w3z, AAE A EV‘E‘:‘" 2 & “(Christomonoism) %
W E, F&EE oA "FEH *é'gr\_-r/l ‘(redemptive incarnationalism)e} ®]d
g oy, "”ﬂioﬂ AAM AHHo FHAIE ZA9 njdE wE Aol © I I
deld A 7idggdn 2o, a8z ”LE°ﬂ AojA] "ol AAA o9
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4 Corneilus Van Til, Has Karl Barth Become Orthodox? (Philadelphia:
The Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing Company, 1971). o] #& 3z
2 wEe sudd 2 A%l F st 3tk
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AL AARSAME HEQ A%E dtido Ao A (Decretum Absolutum)

Berkouwers] T2ENSI glolMy eZo %2 (The Triumph of Grace in
the Theology of Karl Barth);, 23 & 4 A& Aot} LERALE 9] ulm
ol 7 A&z AR Ayl A FAFELE 2AYdT JF PGS
Southern Baptist Theological Seminary2] William A. Muller® “X27}% &
4" 2E AFAH Jked ME 58 H(one of the finest and most
informing books on Karl Barth ever published... a classic in the theological
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A9 dRAM 2ES £4F &2+ C Van Tilolzgtz st o2&
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32

interpretation)”°o] k3 A &3 u}

28 # "The New Modernism: Appraisal of the Theology of Barth and

Brunner(2t U &: LES BFU Y gt dig B, o4 TES e A

5 Eberhard Busch, Karl Barth: His Life from Letters and Autobiographical
Texts. .trans. John Bowden (Philadelphia: Fortress, 1976), p. 381. W ES9 gd =
99 Busche ©] #Ho|A 2E7} BerkouwerE “a great deal to think about
because of its acute analysis and the questions it raised.”e] E3d o2 Z 33 n}
ki A7) gkc)

6 David Muller L, Kar! Barth (Waco: Word, 1972), p. 34.
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$29)(Orthodoxy)el T¥sts A2g RUUZoz FRUG o7]e weo
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3 & Raymond BrownZ 47} 1t

§r2] 5 ¢l (Theological Irrationalism)Z ¢l Aoz E &xE9 John Gerstners+

Sproul 28 2 Geisler 7} it}

ox.

John Gerstner® 29 AA “God’s Inerrant Word"olA wES A{E

ol dzste AB=9] 4ZBH HweHuY, R. C. Sproul LES ZHs

e

ANGFo(fideism)e] €FANA 2 LHFE FTIAGY 3, Norman Geislers

k-
=

il

7b A1 %F 2 (Neo-Orthodoxy)®] £& UARA T Soren Kierkegaarde] Al

7g Yeigthn AF Pk

e

7 Bernald Ramm, A Handbook of Contemporary Theology (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1966), p.53.

8 John Gerstner, "Warfield’s Case for Biblical Inerrancy,” in God’s Inerrant
Word: An International Symposium on the Truthworthiness of Scripture, ed.
John Warwick Montgomery (Minneapolis: Bethany Fellowship, 1974), p. 128.

9 R. C. Sproul, "The Case for Inerrancy: A Methodological Analysis,” in
God’s Inerrant Word, p. 256.

10 Norman Geisler, A General Introduction to the Bible (Chicago: Moody,
1968), p. 40, n.7. ‘




Clark H. Pinnocke A1FF99 dHFeetels wES Qabe “Mujzo

(mysticism)” R “EE£3 & F8F 9 (chaotic subjectivity)” &, Uo}7p “BE o g

dde  AWFAF(neognosticism)" 2742 HrisAA  “qAE™  Fop

o

(Epistemological Disaster) Q. £7}2] T & o} 1D

Eg 9 A% dFdA 2EE 348 FALo2ZAE Charles Caldwell
Ryrie, Francis A. Schaeffer, 281 Harold O. Brown® #2& 4 Q#t} 1
= AdFde JdMdY C. CRyriee 2EF o] (Barthianism)E “Als+zE< F2
9" (theological hoax)122 2 B St3, F. Schaeffer=“2m 3 4% 3 9 (religious
existentialism) 2.2 H %2913 H O. Browne "EA4YE MAm
A1“(Protest of a Troubled Protestant)l92 H7}gith o] Sjo]x S m A&z}
¢l John Warwick Montgomeryte WE S 379 d@Ae 4wy
VTS FF5E 4 gle AFolztn FHAY}

dH TES Jog 3gHoF HiE FAFS AHEYE wYFH g

5| F&UE EokEZ HL Edward John Carnello] led, 2 2EEZ A3t

11 Clark H. Pinnock, Prospects for Systematic Theology, Toward a
Theology for the Future, eds. David F. Wells and Clark H. Pinnock(Carol
Stream: Creation House, 1971), p. 105

12 Charles Caldwell Ryrie, Neo-orthodoxy (Chicago: Moody, 1956), p. 62.

13 Francis A. Schaeffer, The God Who Is There (Downers Grove:
InterVarsity, 1968), p. 53.

14 Harold O. ]J. Brown, The Protest of Troubled Protestant (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan, 1969), p. 55.

15 John Warwick Montgomery, The “Is God Dead?” Controversy (Grand
Rapids: Zondervan, 1966), p. 31. ‘




TEY A%e HEFHAHCR LHAY o]Fd LED|A 2388 Bernard
Ramm¥ Klaas Runia%°] 2t B. Ramm< 29 & “The Evangelical

Heritage”oll X} LEE AATF o $Hses EgFgzz vaAgoy W2

go2A LEASS FAHH Foh!D Klaas Runia:x 19 3 ” Karl Barth's
Doctrine of Holy Scripture”€ %38} G. C. Berkouwer$®} f4}st 94&A2 FHslxn
1 t}.18)

o] gel%= George Ladd & ZES 2sg Aste] Qo] A2e AP g

AT H7HeE wh gl

The basic problem for the modern theologian is this, Shall
we insist upon a definition of history broad enough to include
such suprahistorical events as the resurrection; or shall we
accept the modern view of history as a working method but
insist that there is a dimension within history which
transcends historical control? The latter is the method of Karl
Barth; and it appears to be the only adequate explanation which
satisfies the data of redemptive history(Z A& Ee ZEXA

16 Donald Bloesch, Jesus Is Victor! Karl Barth’s Doctrine of Salvation
{(Nashville: Abingdon, 1976), p. 9.

17 Bernald Ramm, The Evangelical Heritage (Waco: Word, 1973), pp.
11-21.

18 Klaas Runia, Karl Barth’s Doctrine of Holy Scripture (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1962), p. 8.
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AP BT YEe YuUEg WS HET FEsE ol olE 9

=1 7+ 8 "(Institutes of the Christian religion)®] =)
39 MY R $E "u3 W8 (Church Dogmatics) #l 27 33 A
£ 2Eg TAs AR ¥ AT WE 7Y shidoel A A

Aste sbdez $o7t I B BH Ve dpezAe Fatddrt
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19 Geroge Eldon Ladd, The Resurrection and History, Dialog, I (Autumn,
1962), pp. 55-56.




Z ZE AT olAE Fo Fydideltt A Ald A8 FAE

P A& 23 32 ole 27t FHA A
FEg 2E3) 72 T 5 A Fvh A 194719 A2 gtoldlz
o}+3] (Schleiermacher)7t £ AL I F 3087 TEQ AUzt 3= Jd
e otk EEwre Ak A Wi v]Al s s (Demythologizing) 2 ol UNRA
ot HE AE g 3 RS R BEve] AEPd AgH ARERTGE ¥
E9] o] § BAL BT WE Aldo| we|(doctrine) Bt I ) (dogma)
o xNFFTezx e ZFdY FLAES FHAAINAE FEAAT 19 ZvuiA
ZA(Romebrief) 3= Zo] FH2EH, AdxHolx W = s A
o]ﬁlﬂ-?())

wre o] Alste g E3| AlAEF 2 A Neo-theological spheres)dl ¥

20 G. C. Berkouwer, The Triumph of Grace in the theology of Karl Barth
(Grand Rapids: Michigan, 1956), p.9.
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Ak 29t 19 v wEASY s1x<d ¥ FA8H(Dialectical theology) o &
Be 2 A28 =& WA o] Aol B Aldle AEH Atz g
Futdge AN FAok F 7F5udY AHXFHzzx HH B 3

(Dietrich Bonhoeffer)9] Z7}59(Nationalism)oll ¥ F+= 5 dAAAY

7l o] AP PLastth 18 A%E | Foja #AHSE AL AL €2

o} x| gk “Alu} 2 A} 0] &"(neo-Marcionism), YAl tfy7iely &

21 Idid., p.10.

22 3vA3}, A Criticism on Modern Western Theology (AM%&: ACTS, 1
p.2. 21+ o714 o]&A 23 glth"In this methodology, i. e., the method of
reductionism or reducing the entire Christian truth into one particular idea,
there is no distinction between the nineteenth century theology which Ka
Barth named as "Bewusstseinstheologie" and the twentieth century theo
took influenced by existentialism. While the nineteenth century theology too
a certain biblical message in the form of a philosophical concept as a
hermeneutical principle, the Bultmannias took the existential
self—understanding of man as an hermeneutical principle. A= Yol &
A1gto] FFE(Immanual Kant)g "E=Y°FAl"(moral conscience), &&to]o|=u}
(Schleiermacher)2]  "Aje]&eo] Wi  FAZH  AZ"(the immedia
consciousness of absolute dependence), 8]&(Ritschle)d "shiidel =g 9=
"(the moral kingdom of God), #|Z(Hegel)2] "A|AA A" (Weltgeist), B =2}
(Berdjaev)®] "A&"(freedom), Ho}Z d] AF2Z vl (Teilhard de Chardin)$] "& = 3
A 719" (the evolutionary cosmogenesis), & 32 "ZA"(being), EETt
(Bultmann)2} "A&4 x}7]o}s"(the existential self—understanding), SH{i#=
Z2(Pannenberg)®] "gAlgk AHE9 ﬂl*]"(revelation in the mirror of history).
EZEuH(Moltmann)2] "3 %"(hope) & Al FoHuiz 2y g




“(neo-Manicheism), &Z°]&(Occamism)5 22 EHTH2)

Al w2 Al Fold el 19 A ZeMFA g o] U Aold, A o
YalolyFold s
Catechism)oll Al 16M7] ZRFAAE9 A& P sjysiotFE Fulxt
£ nadA vgo o.24)

ol Zolgtn Tats AL WEIF B shubdel A7) AN FelAe sy
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K. Schilder7t 3tol2Hl 21 4 8 2% D (Heidelberg
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32

39 #-f(Freedom in His revealation)®} ##Este 73 543 4dFA ¢4
(contingency)™ ¥ Bl (accidence), L8l 5 W (arbitrariness)®} 24 ¢ (alienation)
o} BH3 2 FFo] AF2HoE AAAA FIHHU

ole] tisl o2 EFY(Emil Brunnen)® 29 # "xdd} o]A“(Nature
und Gnade)ol A Al83 {9 & (theological nominalism)22 ZEolEHTHS 1
Aol HEZ 3todF Y AA(Deus revelatus)E FF FHAHY 74
o FAL APz Ao BFa 2 ddd svde HAAA
(omnipotence)ell it 7| 523 ojsiE nF Ay & Jl¢olE FHEG

ol & Asle WwE(C. Van TiDAAE Yey o2& LESY ATgHA7

233 A | (philosophic presupposition)® 1 7|Z& A3tz uctzm 20

23 Berkouwer, p.12.
24 Ibid.,
95 Ibid.,

26 C. Van Til, The New Modernism, An appraisal of the theology of
and Brunner, 2nd ed3rd ed. (Phillipsburg, N.J.: Presbyterian and Reforme
1973). p. 7.
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©. 0 ("imperative to go into the question of the philosophical background of
both Barth and Brunner”)?D, d&371& Hsta dasHo aYEHE Aol o
3] 98 A& o]3)(“deeply aware of the fact that to discuss a system of
theology in relation to its deepest philosophical bases is a hazardous
undertaken.”)28-& A n gt vort ol AIH =T HrE AT
("setting the Theology of Crisis in the light of the broadest possible
philosophical background”).29
e gdHez I8 MEFY AR aFd Fee 2opEYH AFAE
T UAT ol awE 19 AT FAUALE FAINII AHGE <Fol7]
= 3o
Wil HrtE WYY HIU(Emil Brunner)® ZA$E 29 A%
A+E 19 A% (mode of thinking)<
ol#3t717F ol@utxn ok A BEEUE LES AT F4o] dUEH
(monistic)ol 2t H7Fg v Aok ZFH HFs LIHE T2k TdE
(Christo-monoism) 2.2 2E Zo] g§FE Zeltf30 oy dujdr LTEI =
3¢l ddY(logical deduction)& AFESHA ¥ A 5L ¢ gle YEHE
&

Abgsta gloke o folsfof ok oA ¥ o 29 Ay

97 Ibid, p. 8.
28 Ibid,
29 Ibid

30 Berkouwer, p.12.
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agA HItSolE: ol wE XL FHEAH ZaiE(neutral
philosophical elements)ol2tx ZHT A o]Z2 HE FHIH JFLE 2
o] A AL adE  FE£Ee Eotx  ofFuzdAdE  Auz
(sacraments)&, # A4 AliZ(Hegelian thinking)E& $3dAE 7158
(Christology)® A9 9 A (Trnity) & & &A1 2 t.32)

olzre Ham Aol N2 otgm EFdsEE LE Aol 239 £
(the triumph of grace)® AZdHE AL &
o] &3E 19 FTFHY AN REZ AARFPew olF FHstuA ZE A

sHAAE AATh EAT ZEI FHEE ol £ S8 4 4Bl Fa

= eds 598 Aot 28 Utk A 71EE FE 7L WAAG =
3] HEE Folz HEA A|A L] €ol(terminology)d] AH-E AF8HA &
o}, AL Al EEEFA, olFAEEH A QoA ATAE EAA

2 Ale EulA olfYA, Elxm A4 £o] gkA F. C. ulojel nloluqt
(Be1dermann)°] AFAAE, Eln BEUE dlold ALY &2 AlEgs HHGn
3t} Berkouwer, &8} A p.20.

32 Ibid., p.21.
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Aol h.

B.271¢ A& (Theology of Crisis)

wEAse BAAPE AA L B AEL 19 A%E WHA

rlo

(dialectical theology)o & H7tatH A "9719 Aoz FAHYPL 33 = &

of A B 22z AgAd Zadx Feg 719

h

33 g A AFE, TANZANSFAARAL, , A#AA 4G (HEr]S2EHA}

1991), p. 185.

’

34 Karl Barth, Evangelical Theology: An Introduction, trans. by Grover
(Michigan: Eerdmans, 1988), p. 109. 2 ET o] 9 3%l “Solitude” A Foll A
ol71el A& ouE olgEA w3i Utk "As we approach this third sequence
of reflections, a certain darkening of the sence is inevitable. The undertaking
of theology is exposed, from its very beginning and in all its subsequent
activities and ramifications, to great threat.”
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35 Ibid, p. 182.

36 Ibid, p.25.

37 Ibid., p.26.
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FA9 =g & A4yt ¥ 294 2& tUde NotAE 29 Yes 2

Begc ool Aol FALE Fotel A ozt g L & A

2l BFSRA B PN AT Y AWHD 24e 2L Fob
g dmel ggsts AT gdF FEAL & A% By 1Y SR

38 K. Barth, Der Romerief, 2nd., 1932, p.16. Berkouwer & o] #,
p.26°A A&,

39 George W. Forell, The Protestant Faith (Philadelphia: Fortress Press,
1972), . p. 76. "The reality of God is not proposition deduced by our reason, but
rather an experience which confronts us everywhere. We experience ourselves
as creatures in a universe which we share with other creatures and which is
not of making.” AHd ol o g dUde AAE FE3 T F ok 2Erlde
Azke] A Ao dAIZF Atk E3] Forelld] &2 A7k oo o3 ou st AAE
o o8t duidel AAUE =g F S AvAdA AEHFT U
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sud @eld AW e Nool FAE Bl Helth YEE ahdel Novt
2de ¢ FEolgte HE THE Holt. A ZTEE A UZ(the new
man)3 A} Al Al (the new world)E& Za+HA 7] H(miracle)el Y E Z(beginning)
3t
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40 Geoffery W. Bromiley, "Karl Barth,” in Creative Minds in Contemporary
Theology (paper presented at the 929th Ordinary General Meeting of the
Victoria Institute, 18 April 1955), p. 69. Geoffery W. Bromiley® Z$E 2] “m3u
o]&" 9] ZyhA(starting point)e] HFE o] WE<ke] Qlo o] F L 7| =(Prayer)l
olz3ly Hweo] ZgtoldAE H%(praise)dl Yttn AFIEd, olE AN Z
wo] F33te ukel Al Zrh

41 Brkg-ole] o] Mol o} Zo] AMe=e] ¢tk "In this connection
Barth speaks of the new man, the new world of God, the resurrection and
the light of God that arises out of the darkness. It is not religion, but
faith—as miracle, beginning, creation—which is directed to these things and
greatfully accepts this righteousness of God as an "aliena justitia.” This
faith is not a new human religious possiblity, but it is the exclusion of
human possiblities and the acknowledgement of the forgiving action of
God, the Yes of His grace, the justification not of the religious man, but of
the godless. p.30. ©] Aol th3dle Bonhoeffers YHo] LESQ A& Aoz
Zxd] uld vl (Criticism of Religion)S 33 HOE Fo] Hr37|x o
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42 Ibid, 226.

43 Norman F. Langford, "How Barth Has Influenced Me,” Theology Today,
XII (October 1956), p. 361. Langford & ®E7Z} o] #4& 13 FIAEFH =
AES 95 o} Ao wElE =9ldn Heth
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46 David L. Muller, "2 2ES] AsARY}, | o|&7] (A& A7, 1988),

p. 106.
47 Ibid.
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48 K. Barth, Church Dogmatics, 11/2 (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 198
p.3. d7lA HEE AHE AFAA 19 =F FIHIA w3z glchk "The
doctrine of election is the sum of the Gospel because of all words that ca
be said or heard it is the best: that God elects man: that God is the man to
the One who loves in freedom.

49 Jbid., "It is part of the doctrine of God because originally God's
election of man is a predestination not merely of man but of Himself."

50 Ibid., "Qur starting—point in that first part of the doctrine of God
was neither an axiom of reason nor a datum of experience.”
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51 Barth, CD II/1, pp. 257°]3}2} 11/2, p. 25; p.77. "God is who He
is in the act of His revealation. God seeks and creates fellowship
between Himself and us, and therefore He loves us. But He is this
loving God without us as Father, Son and Holy Spirit, in the freedom
of the Lord, who has His life from Himself.

52 Ibid, pp. 272ff; 287ff; 351ff; 440ff, etc:
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53 Ibid, p. 94f.

54 CD II1/3, p.5 "The root of the doctrine of predestination is to be
found in the being of God.”

55 CD I1/2, p. 6.




25

AEA dAEZY AL Lewis Berkhofes o] AA®AARE AZEHJota 2
dd o] wEgE AAz="EL AAHZE FAUD
BEAAZAd 19 n
# t}.58

a2y EEE old AFH AFE

£ FH, 2Ug ngE ARF

Az A7 FFE T

Wz 3 Ap4le] shudel Ldze ddolt «4
sudel #gole, suge
Christ is Himself the divine election of grace. For this reason He is God's
word, God’s decree and God’s beginning).
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56 Lewis Berkhof,
p.108.

Systematic Theology (Michigan: Grand Rapids, 1988),

57 Ibid., "We took as our starting—point what God Himself said and
still says concerning God, and concerning the knowledge and reality of
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The doctrine of election is the sum of the

Gospel because of all words that can be said or
heard it is the best(d"¥Y e EF FAULH o=
FEodzn EE F de EE A7t olg Hio Ho=E

YEE ok 2& sudy EAE AH o) sy Feldt A aYrE
o $4€ 9T A aBd, A% P22 e FUM ol AT

st gle A Y dF TR olFe] £ZoY AL FHFSAL ¥H.

God——-."
58 Ibid., p.3

59 Ibid, "We took as our starting-point what God Himself said and still
says concerning God, and concerning the knowledge and the reality of God~--."

60 Robert L. Reymond, "Barth's Soteriology,"(The Presbyterian
Reformed Publishing Company, 1967), p.5.

61 K. Barth, p.3

62 Ibid, p5. "But the voice which reigns, the voice which we were
taught by God Himself concerning God, was the voice of Jesus Christ."




HA2EE kA 23, agyaxdd e FudS Bxn e
2

o} olAL TEAH Y A A(metaphysic) 242 tUHE S FTES ZHBolx] Mo}
A4l StHEdE old 8 ¥ME £ e MEAE I 2R UYAE

(epistemology)d HIZY ¥olA
d4 2IA2EE E3 ey
gtk A7l e GAEY dEeR Eorte Aotk ayUst FE oy

=
2E7} oz BHoz A8 saolth AT Tol Awel o Hwel Bol

m
-QL
£
nt
to
R
_Ory,
rir
PO
flo
9
L
N
2
Ad
o
£

rir
ol
£
ut
tle
rlo
o
o,
X
ud
L
fu
>
(23
i
fr
o
N

23 A8 FastA et oA BES dyue dHFHeE FYHNA
=
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The being of God is His(Christ) being, and similarly
the being of man is originally His being. An there is
nothing that is not from Him and by Him and to Him. He is
the decree of God ©behind and above which there
can be earlier or higher decree and beside which there
can be no other, since all others serve only the fulfillment

63 Ibid., p.4. "In avoiding the different sources of error, we saw that
they had one feature in common @ the negligence or arbitrariness with
which even in he Church the attempt was made to go past or to go
beyond Jesus Christ in the consideration and conception and definition of
God, and in speech about God.
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64 Ibid., p.94.

65 TIE=FA 1% 20F

66 K. Barth, p.15.
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67  Helmut Gollwitzer, Church Dogmatics: A Selection & with an
Introduction, Trans. by G.W.Bromile (Harper Torch Book, 1994), p.87. H.
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Gollwitzers 9714 71522 AE7F Ao B Wgolojof 3tx] AHH oA
oy FZHolojde gAY AFoA ¥31 Utk The statements of Christian
proclaimation must be statement of certainity, not of conjecture or private
opinion:~ They are such-when-they derive from the basis wheih Chrisitan faith
recognises and acknowledges as the sum of certainty, as the truth itself. A
Christian faith which did not say this of Jesus Christ would not be Christian
faith. Hence Barth seeks to anchor to this place of certainty all the declarations
of theology, whether concerning God or-and here he is an innovator-concerning
man and his nature and action. Man does not know himself of himself, but has
to be told about himself through the manifestation of Jesus Christ.”

68 Eberhard Busch, Karl Barth, His Life from Letters and
Autobiographical Texts (Michigan: Eerdmans, 1996), p. 210.

69 Ibid., p.211.
70 Ibid.
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72 Karl Barth, The Humanity of God, trans. by John Newton
(Thomas, 1960), p. 25. "Theology is in reality not only the doctrine of
God, but the doctrine of God and man. Interpreted in this light,
19th-century theology would not have forgotten or even suppressed, but
rather stressed, the fact that man’s relation to God is based on God’'s

dealings with man, and not conversely.”
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73 Eberhard Busch, op. cit., p.15. "In this matter the real source and
goal of all thought and utterance must be the Gospel itself, and that in a
comprehensive, and to a certain extent compendious sense.”

74 CD II/2, p.5. "This is the decisive result of all our previous
discussion. This is the sum and substance of the whole doctrine of the
knowledge and reality of God.
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We  should still not have learned to say  "God”
correctly if we thought it enough simply to say “God.”
However well- grounded or critical our utterance, if it has a
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ZHlE 752 stud e a2g2Eged vtz TG 23y agAxge
2% dhud d4& AT #F AL oldUnh JIEL delN RE FAU HE
75 Ibid.

76 Ibid, p. 7. "Without the Son sitting at the right hand of the
Father, God would not be God. That we know God and have God only in Je
Christ means that we can know Him and have him only with the man Jesus
Nazareth and with the people which he represents. Apart from this man and
apart from this people of God would be a different, an alien God."
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77 Ibid., p.5. "We must not be so exact, so clever, so literal, that our
doctrine of God remains only a doctrine of God. We must demonstrate its
Christian character by avoiding such abstraction.”

78 Ibid., p.24.
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79 Ibid., p.25. "As against that, we must take as our starting—point
the fact that this divine choice or election is the decision of the divine will
which was fulfilled in Jesus Christ, and which had its goal the sending of
the Son of God."
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It must do this in such a way that quite apart from
what must be said about th knowledge and the reality
of God as such, it makes the Subject known as One
which in virtue of its ships, but stands in a definite
relationship ad extra to another (3tYdel A AstAlolut
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E aAL stdd o AH(the freedom of God)olt}.

ZEE JY2ELNM AL delFE £ stdelgtn sy olHe]

80 Ibid., p.27. "To an opposing world the election must of the same
force and necessity become non—election, or rejection.”
81 Ibid., p.6.
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82 Ibid., ¥ES FAL «7le g}t "If we did, we should be betrayed
into a false abstraction which sought to speak only of God, not recognizing
that, when we speak of God, then in consideration of His freedom, and of
his free decision, we must speak also of this relationship. This relationship
belongs to the Subject God, and the doctrine of God in the narrower
sense———. But this fact, that God is God only in this way and not in any
other, must now be made explicit. In dealing with this attitude, we have
to do with His free but definitive decision. We cannot abstract from it
without falling into arbitrary speculation.”

83 o]lAEL Wrhpoliot o ZEole & Aolth "The triumph is the
triumph of the grace of God which we shall later see come so clearly to
the fore in Barth's expositions on creation and redemption. We think here
of the book of sermons which Barth and Thurneysen published together in
1924, "Komm, Schopfer—Geist"(Come, Creator—Spirit). Berkouwer, op.cit.,
p.39.
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FaEQd A Fud AAE FHUE AT EAZ FAHgA T, FHIL st

Ae A% SAE AT TEY 28 29 dedse & Jeido

In  accordance  with the theological tradition of the
Reformed Churches and especially the German-Speaking), what
we have in mind is the election of grace(in translation of &xAovn
Xapitos, Rom 11:5); and it may be noted how the term reflects the being
of God as we have hitherto sought to understand and explains it. It is a
question of grace, an that means the love of God. It is a question of election,
an that means the freedom of God(£¢ /MEF<e w3 Se A
H  AEEHS ©E 27t AGde AL 2uid 1%
5de] 239 A"Hoez  wgdg otk o¥A o Lofr}
Ag7tA &Ee  AdEe AHEIIL osiste ¥R dtgd g9
=g FEIHF T Aolth o] FUHY AFE  YguEE
3o g Heltk oy Fudy AFE  Yuigts AY
of &3 HYo|r})sd

St AN A7t #71(reprobation)E dUE AAZ wW@oAz, o7t
£ dtubd A FFol FAAF Yt AEHIAE Aol stud R A
Apolo} F shitdolAlr F Ao FUEH AL FASAE dF 182

E9 Aol EAQFL o Tl AEetAA St e A7) Zalg Azt A A

% a2zl A Aztel W Fude) Aol avm, Aztel Y@
sudel Aol saEn, Qdztdl g stdsl T HAH:, AgelA
sude) aTel o] MEHT. o4 2U2ES} sbde] HdolMA, sy
dAAE 2 oj® e HYE @ 5 7 9 2. Stde AfEe eFo

84 Barth, p. 9
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85 Ibid, p.94-95ff.
86 Ibid., p.100.
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aelase Fol MAPE 4% AoH AW gvie Zo| Ak Ay
Fo] “shidel JWsA S AeTT e AEH e Af: Ao

dHE AdgE U4 &3 (epistemological) ©lF 2 7tH Bl Fstn FE3IgE

abstraction and imagenation)”, F=¥ <14

of skepticism runs through epistemology)’2t3 EolEX]7] & Fc} 89

87 Ibid., p.102.
88 Ibid., p.103.
89 Gorden H. Clark, Karl Barth’s Theological Method(Phillisburg, N.J.

Presbyterian and Reformed, 1963), p. 6.
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90 Barth, p.116.
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91 Ibid, p.117.
92 Ibid., p.121.
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Heoh LEQ o Hzh2 ZWle Hes §r)Ade]l A8 23] 9lojA e
ob7lsHE AA4 e 1A AYtE ZEoZ oBYL

2o vt FHol @ deuert wES vEAZY £ gk Dz
Adlele =34 AT 27 %) gEolt o)L wE xFHoz
(noetically) A19E& HZstn Yvtes FAHIGMaE 29 19384 YUH &
7rel}l Zel(Hungarian lectures)ell A Zl2le] #do] Alekyzoe] vbehs
“Z <Hin Him)"o] otz o Helg &4 st= "z gkeolat 7ot
°of =AM stbde]l AEEAE sbdoln o] b ARt
Mekolgta st Aol HEI He FFo|th

Jesus Christ is indeed God in His movement towards
man, or, more exactly, in His movements towards the
people represented in the one man Jesus of Nasareth,
in His covenant with this people, in His being and activity
amongst and towards this people. Jesus Christ is the decision
of God in favour of this attitude or relation. He is Himself the
relation. It is a relation ad extra, undoubtedly; for both the man
and the people represented in Him are creatures and not God(s]%
IHLEE AR FF 19 dAd o] #oz spdolAl)
o Agsle a9 dIAe YA dFgEs & 7k e
UHEttE AMEES FF Aolztm ¥ 4 UMD 19 UskAl
< o] AAFEFHY Ak dollM, 19 EAs} o] ATES T o
APEE Atololl Ao EF ol A Urldth oF 28lAEE o] &4
A e T o tel Vel Ftubd e FAolth O 3 242 BA AT
IRE BAEAY Al AT u glo] 1 gt UEG Qzkw

93 Berkouwer, p. 94.
94 K. Barth, Gottes Gnadenwahl, Berkouwer® #, p. 9404 =914




45

AEE Sddol ofUd HEE S0l th)®

A7]A ad extra © HE ALAH oFojth o] dFz wEE Fud

o

3
2 Qbolgk ol ETH% gjuksld o] dFE ad extra®A Tk 4o} AlAl Ao
oly 2} interna actio2A4] 4ol AlA dud(living God)o]Al7] ® Zojc}, o] o}
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person of His eternal Son He has united Himself with the man Jesus of
Nasareth, and in Him and through Him with this people). Wakx] 2] A€
& AHLAE o8, ey EAife)EelS, LY2ZE(RLEE)0)R, =T
AAE olt. oA EY wE ude uv2ELS E(Nestorain
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95 Ibid., p.7.

96 Ibid., '"That we know God and have God only in Jesus Christ means
that we can know Him and have Him only with the man Jesus Christ of
Nasareth and with the people which He represents. Apart from this man
and apart from this people God would be a different, an alien God."

97 Berkouwer., op.cit., p.347.
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He elects even within this sphere. He elects the man
of Nasareth that He should be essentially one with
Himself in His Son. Through Him and Him He elects
His people, thus electing the whole basis and meaning
of all His works (Z& o] ggdezar Adsag. o=
GAbgle Qzke A sAed a2 29dez a9 o

98 Ibid., p.348.
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99 Ibid., p.l11

100 Ibid., p.116.
101 Ibid., p.123.
102 Ibid., p.124.
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But it rules by offering God to His covenant-partner
as Lord of the covenant. That is the second basic point
which we must make concemming the life of God. As we
take up this theme, we enter the field of theology which
is known in the history of dogma as the doctrine of
predestination. Before we do anything more, it is
essential that we should make emphatically the = first
affirmation inscribed in the synopsis at the head of this
section. The truth which must now occupy us,
the truth of the doctrine of predestination, is the first
and last and in all circumstances the sum of Gospel, no
matter how it may be understood in detail, no matter
what  apparently  contradictory aspects or moments it
may present to us(AL¥e FAE  EFyxel oujz A
o9l A% diE AEER =HAe FUdLE FXEAd

T 97t Eude #E&E AZste FEA 71xFl
o 87 o FAE =9 9 HEZ4A fEe dFHE2ojgln

e Az AR dEHI AT HoE  SosiA Hoh
RAZFE  &7lel M fEE o FY AHE FEo e et

."T—"_
28 RA 7R #zsE Aol Fadd dimald Mge o
| 3218 dEsa sl e %—:;—94 EA%be] AT YFoz

103 Ibid, p. 12.
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TAHY WAMEo] FEFH F&, A Az A3} A4S st 1 99
3 235 4P s

2y a8 Atne Z#e @A AR ¥E shud (unknown God)eol
248 F W (sovereignly determinative)® ¢ YA & Qlzke] Wt o
Aol #F M Fe FELE dUddn HBERTI0 B2 LELA AP
g9 A4 di# AT nFE AHFH(We must not overlook the fact
that these older theologians did read their Bible carefully, and that in the
teaching they did intend to comment as we do on Rom. 9-11 and other

passages in the scriptural witness).105)

olF <ol Eo] Utk I oA e AES Telm Y UL HdEe =
gt Qleh o] Xo] Fude] dstdl# wygs walE Ao thlt that is true,
then in the name and person of Jesus Christ we are called upon to
recognise the Word of God, the decree of God and the election of God at
the beginning of all things, at the beginning of our own beginning thinking,
at the basis of our faith in the ways and works of God).106)

Tk 2o Fawde AR 2AFE 2Holst Yot

104 K. Barth, p.148.
105 Ibid.
106 Ibid., p.99.
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We must establish this at the outset because, as
the “doctrine of predestination,” the doctrine of the
divine election of grace has fallen under something of
a shadow during the course of its history. This shadow
has become so pronounced that when one mentions
the terms “election of grace” or ‘“predestination” one
must expect to awaken in one’s ‘hearers or readers
associations which necessarily confuse and thus
make impossible the necessary recognition of the great
truth with which we have to do at this point($8e
01749- Hx2 7zed 2 olfe 259 Mo MY mest

‘ATl E HBoE I dAY AYPFS ojd 1Yz oluyz
dolx Bl dEAAMGY. o] 2¥AE FHoZE “LXo A
gHrolgtErE B2 ‘Aol JdulE YREY uAHomm m
08 #HeRE E8 AdAY gdE AdAY UEUE sgolgt
e Aoz QFHARI P& o] g s Tuy 8
2 este Aol of¥@A =Hwgzm ok

o wEsty] Hsl LEAAY HdHe A Havk gAY A
te studS AdHEiAlE subd(the electing God)ol2tm §hth o2

=S dgugs 28 ASRH fodt 1 o)sE ok

o,

v

Jo =
th o] d&4E PEE dFagdaxd Adgen YAzl Aok

Ex d 222529 24 o2 s £ MyolA] QIzh]

107 Ibid., p.13.
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Folzt g

J#M ZEAAE 224 F Adxe] FA He Aotk 2R oA F g
A=0) g AdYEolrt. o5 Hdeo] $£4A "ok 2y el A glojA
stibdel g8 Foixl v & He] AAEe] HAY. Iy LEE HHE
Qo] 7 destn b 2EAHQ Yl o adlaze ddgolgtn @
027 stude] FAT A gAE & F v HEQ, EE 919 A
doltt. 27} stvid ] AH ZA 9 A4 ol

g e AFH AME olE¥ “ddl FA(decretum absolutum)’ 2.2
TASHA HEE ArorA o7t st EARY ¢ AL ® oy
O £ 7189 FA23n Z3c(Jesus Christ is not merely one object of the
divine good-pleasure side by side with others. On the contrary, He sis the

sole object of this good-pleasure).l1l)

108 Robert Reymond, p.6. Klooster Fred, The Significance of Barth's
Theology(Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1961), p. 20. oA xjl£-

109 K. Barth, C/D, IV/1, 65.

110 Ibid., p/103.

111 Ibid., p.104.
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29 9FE 2PN
The task which confronts us 1is rather a critical one,
even in face of the very best tradition. The
task is imposed Dby the nature of the matter, as was
the case, although rather differently, in the first part
of our doctrine of God. If the doctrine is to she'd
forth its light, the shadow must be dispersed. The dispersing

of this shadow will be our definite objective
discussions throughout this whole chapter.112)
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opEdd o dg 2g2kd JAE HuMe AR, sudy £
A4 g gohn 74x 2G4 a5 ZRF(Cavinism)E 7t A 71E5R
grlEthe olmEHolguztA] dHA I olFE FuEe THAZHTEHA
2=t (We are confronted at this point by a further limitation of the
traditional teaching. On the basis of a doctrine of Go which was pagan
rather than Christian, it thought of predestination as an isolated and given
enactment which God had decreed from all eternity and which to some
extent pledged and committed even God Himself in time).115)

Yo7k HEE “NEAEL] HdHEC] sude AFE THILH sud

€ #A3AZ HThe point that we have to make against the older doctrine
is this, that while in other respects it laid too great stress upon God’s
freedom in such a way that in predestination God became His own
prisoner)”Ox ot ZWM e oA ojor B2 MY JISnE ¥ VIS5
3 sl mealgtm FuEr)d o]l2d D oA AT ojxntdE SR &
= dAG stude AdEAR dEd. ZEA o HEe 2 AAE AFHA
Aoz ofd IAHFAY HFHQ F4o] ofyth, & o T2k Tte] o
A ol A Af2o] dd F Uk AAU £FHY ALY Qe HExHA I
Me A4 deoz oldHoAck v g T HEe 2 AFRA FAL
(history)o] & gk (encounter)e] I Z A (decision)o]® & ol 28227t 43

o2t BT THPAE BEY FUPES FA Ao o] ) 2 B

113 Ibid., p.147.
114 Ibid., p.115.
115 Ibid., p.18l1.
116 Ibid., p.115.
117 Ibid., p.158.
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118 Ibid , p.184.
119 Ibid., p.187.
120 Robert L. Reymond, p. 10.
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And we introduce the first and most radical point with
our thesis that the doctrine of election must be
understood quite definitely and unequivocally as  Gospel;
that it is not something neutral on the yvonder side of
Yes and No; that it is No but Yes; that it is not Yes and
No, but in its substance, in the origin of its utterance,
it is altogether Yes(%-39 =ole] glo] 718 Mg ZE A
d Aoz 2R st He Hdde  myrt wasm @
TEHCl BFozA oldHelAol st Aok zHY oA
< Yes® Nool %de] 9X& FPHA Aol ojysgt= Aolrh
No7b  obYzt  Yeso|t}, Yes7l oYz  Noejdh. zau

of el el @okeoisk A wy Yok

In a sermon in which Barth speaks of the Yes and
the No, he writes: “In God the Yes and the No exist for the sake
of the Yes(ZEE 19 HIoA Yesd Nool s o] =4 w3k

123 Ibid,
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Yes2% Yehdtin @th1®) SES} 82 ojA2Ele] o S®A 19 oz

MDSAT 9] FIFH QFL 47 Fol A Ao BH AT
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o B¥o] glote Aoz =Edth 24 9L dgozw HIFPow 7y

124 Berkouwer, p. 40,

125 A9, ZFEEH EET}A, (ME: QTSI E AL 1991), p. 59,

126 Barth, op.cit., p.14.u"God is God in His being, as the One who loves
in freedbm. This is revealed as a benefit conferred upon us in the fact that
God elects in His grace, that He moves towards man, in his dealings within
this covenant with the one man Jesus, and the people represented by Him. God
is the God of eternal election of His grace. In the light of this election
the whole of the Gospel is light. Yes is said here, and all the promises of
God are Yea and Amen,

127 Ibid, p.16. "Augustin wanted to know why some believe and saved, and
others do not believe and are damned. He found the answer{supposedly in
relation to certain texts in Rom.9)in the fact of a double divine decision
from all eternity---, At any rate, in Holy Scripture there is no parallelism
of this kind in the treatment and of proclamation of the divine election and

"

rejection,”
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Hol A #719 84%& glttn F3 9k (Predestination consists positively
in electio, and does not include reprobatio)l?® 1E &5 o dges

g FEse o,

In Luther’s De SErvo arbitrio, in Zwingli’s De
providentia and in the writings of Calvin, predestination
means  quite  unequivocally double  predestination: double
in the sense that election and rejection are now two
species  within the one genus designated by the term
predestination(F& o] Afrof #Fz =W e, a8z Zul
o Aol UM H L o}F YHEA o]Z Aol o]Zolalare
dAdolzts &2 AR & €FUo AdH §7)gdE T So
ATtE= Aolt}i29

Y 2EE AHAESY o)FdANde] BFFAeey m2sm w

o}

It is true that not only in Luther but in Calvin too
there are passages in which the matter is expounded
with  the same disproportion, the same over—-emphasis
upon -the - positively - evangelical element, as had obviously
appeared necessary to Thomas($8 % o}Us Zw =m=
o] EAE T 9 A EZL EFYe]l JduE &L
FASA B AL Aot 2RL YRUE Eemo gaz
BERG YA Ervx olfyrdd yewd 49 23e & U
T Aolt})is0)

128 Ibid,
129 Ibid.

130 Ibid.
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WAL HE o] AjEx e Mg 4 X Egwel “sghidel xbe
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We may establish first a point which all serious
conceptions of the doctrine have in common. They all
find the nerve of the doctrine, the peculiar concern which
forces them present and assert it, in the fact that it
characteries the grace of God as absolutely free and
thereby divine($-2l& °] =29 =RE AZe JUsSe ==
o2 273 828 4 M9k & Aotk 25 BEE o] 1
T AFEE e 42N dHoF AKED A9 AgEs Jguyz
At Qb BEE 3 FAE o]k gt} )i

fr £

112

AL stbd e dul(mystery of God)9t #AY dhide Aeze AA

(free decision of God)el} <] 3kc},

All  serious conceptions of the doctrine also agree

131 Berkouwer, ibid,, p.43.
132 Calvin Institutes, I11. Ch.24, p. 19,

133 Barth, p.19.
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that in this free decision of God we have to do with the
mystery of  God.(c] mel EE Az #AAHAEL UL
A4 ZAAoletE shidel Aug B FsolA} B

)134)

MA = shbdel 9 (His righteousness)olth ZE A MdL dA3A7)
=d Ao

And now we can mention a third point which unites
all serious conceptions of the doctrine. To the confession
of the mystery of God's freedom in the election of grace
they all quite definitely relate in some sense as a basis,
the confession that in the mystery of His freedom God
always does that which is worthy of Himself, i. e, the
confession of His righteousness(o]d] $8& o =mE9
EE AZEE FoAFE A ¥A #BHELE dFsor A
259 A9 oA stdde AFdl thF Nu2e mE#e] glof
3 IYEL ofF FEEA 2 Aujzt sudRaled dg sz, =

Z25Ael A 7z Qe HE FEFoF F Ao

Mg B3 sude] g2 ygel MR e shl BATE 9= Aol
g 4B Aol golxn Eajo} 97} ekspacis
%

g 2% 2T AN shde] ARE wolol Yok AU S A

134 Ibid.

135 Ibid., p.22.
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137)

136 C.D. 1173, p. «x

137 Cornelius Van Til, Karl Barth (A< N F ABYE, 1991), p.




62

BEAE 2ok a7t stud 9EE st A ZAT AN kel o R v
Iz 3.

of AXNNZe %L Detrich Bonhoeffer & “AA] 222 9](Positivistic
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‘138 Detrich Bonhoeffer, Letters and Papers from Prison, trans. R. H.
Fuller, ed. Eberhard Bethge (New York: Macmillian, 1962), p. 168.

138 Ibid, p.27. "In the light of an evangelical understanding of the
election of grace, what is the meaning of the freedom of God in His work?
In the light of an evangelical understanding of the election of grace, what
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Hkth AdE e AAZAE BES F2ad i F ArNE AT F=2

is the meaning of the mystery of the freedom of this divine work?”

140 Eberhard Jingel, ‘Barth, Karl’, in TRE, V, 251-69( expanded version
in Barth-Studien, 22-60), p. 228. Jingel < ©] EA&4 7|EAA S =3 o
E7F study 28E 29 WHed £A(being) &S (action)e] 7|2 da)= Agt
ot ®gtoh




of d@ ANE g B B Rold
29 shbde g BRI a9 Fold olE FegE stdy
£ 2gA gtk 23 TARAE €ede] shidw gr oo

oJHE WrSolE thew 2ol HHYT

Election does not consist of a fear-inspiring  and
uncertainty  creating decree. On the contrary, it 1is the

absolute . counterpole of  the “decretum  horrible,” and
comes to us in the streaming light of  Christ's
substitutionary work which is to be preached as the

gospel of comfort. The electing God is not a God in
general, a “summus imperator,” but the true God, the
Father  of  Jesus Christ(Ad®e F#&d B34 odzg
AZE2 o]Fold YA g wgE, M™we “Txo Aol
HUHd T2 o|Fold QUth Tg: 1 FIL gz =
o2 AuFHdAE g2k ti&e woz oA urter
/S_E—‘io}*]x_ Std e Aoz A ‘A3 ey AN =g
(FL)CB2AZL olzt o a8laxe olWxz gz Fsud
o] A] t} )14

o rlr

T =77 Zxlo] 2 MdEe] Ag(mirror of election)o] IR A sipde] @

dozwh vjHd = e gotsta &g F gk oluls LEE 19384 35

ot

F7hel 7o) (Hungarian lecture)el A Z32< meE 3 Ao HU 1

7H-olel dFol ol & T FEL.

141 Berkouwer, p.92.
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While fully appreciating this emphasis, Barth
nevertheless has a serious question to ask n
this connection. He asks whether this urgent
pastoral reference to Christ as the mirror of election
has really been made with full seriousness. As early

as 1938 he had observed in his Hungarian lectures
that in this conception it was not made plain “what was
meant when one regarded the New Testament as saying

that we are elect ‘in Him’ and that we are therefore
to know our election only ‘in Him.' What is the
ground of the fact that noeticallyi. e. for the knowledge

and certainty of salvation) we must look to Jesus Christ

alone? Is the pointing to Christ as the mirror of salvation
merely a pastoral method in dealing with doubt and
temptation, or does this mirror legitimately reflect the

whole of the reality of election? On this point Barth is
not satisfied with the deepest tendencies of the
Reformation doctrine of election(®] ZzA"o] wls] AAs 7ZAS
Sele wHe 1Y BTFET LEE o BA A9 Ae 2

e BAL Yo ae Ad™y Ag2ANY agaxd gg =
34 dFol TET A4L4E FAEAE 21 = RAoloh 1938
x7] 2= F7tEAdE T olE FFed, o AN St
AT dEETGE AFEE Y Mol FHE JHF Rx),
of oulzk  eFa elM” W $e HEs & F go=
TAA BESHA dEFHA &ddn foh @x aze] 7Y
Td4% A4E AT £F AFHY A dAsS o4 zgazg
< 2 HiEgEolol v ALY 9 Fdo ALEA 9F
Ao B BASANT De2mrt B3 wgoz ughjo}
Stz AAA o™ dge] A< *ZH(E%’E)EH JY2ETdE AR
°of ¥¥AeE Bk e AUN? o] HAAN LEE AJHF
oo} dele] welef ol s §1°% 7Y Aelth)le)

142 Ibid, p.9%4.
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C. TFAEZAY 9 (The election of the community)

LTEZ T

t

€ A7 22z Az SAo] TEA g FEE Adeo] UtH(The

T oUA A9 FEAC dE HYoln. T vexe Ma

oft
ol

election of grace, as the election of Jesus Christ, is simultaneously the
eternal election of the one community of God)"144)31 ok LEE AYAE
HPUE AAF Hgog 2850 A2eie 15

WEE 2ohd 03 1199 FH02 A4 weo QAo u e

i
i

MR clifdd wAE ddd FTEARA Sde ¥ TS ok g

rir

T EoER AZ YT A o8 19 2o g THZ 43X gtk 2044 g

143 Ibid, p. 102,

144 Ibid., p. 195,

145 Ibid, p.195. “But starting from the election of Jesus Christ it does
not immediately envisage the election of individual believer---But it is
not men as private persons in the singular or plural.”
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FollA LEE ozgtde] & FTFAZAN sHude Awe & FAthe
representation of the divine judgement)elztz EHA FAld m3 = sty

g
ZFe} el & AH(the representation of the divine mercy)©. 2 H 3 9]t} 146)

The specific service for which Israel is determined
within ~ the  whole of the elected community is to reflect
the judgement from which God has rescued man and
which He wills to endure Himself in the person of Jesus
of Nazareth(d g€ FFA A o Helue oj2gtde 93 =
e AP Uabedl oo 97 ¢t e 2 AL AHEE o
2A9 sUdd ke FEsE UdozEE AR £asts
Aojtt)
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9 AEo] dis] ZerlA ‘sl FHolm 2xHe Hel(a mediate and

mediating electing)”oll thalA =3t} o] L Z FHUHL o4 a2z ATt

146 Ibid.

147 €D, I1/2, p. 195.
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150 Ibid., p. 201.
151 Ibid., p. 205.
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159 Institutes, III. 21, 1. p. 921, " ---explicable only when
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EE AMFlA FFeHA AAA genvt EA ojRE sUde Ao A
g2 w3 Holo gFA(diversity)olgt T THIEN] ThgFAe] g F9

# dde ZAo oeAagn A

gty J1Em Zad dehd dAne 248 Te HHed wde

44" FEAEE FHASAA HEATE AR A9 BEFH glod o

Apgel A BB L E5g Agdted ddA AE 29 dYRHRITEIES A}

olet 22 ZwWle] YFo] MYFYAENA FFL Fo 29 “FzAHQY
d & (unconditional election)”®] 71X1& WA$A & Aol I AFFY «F
29 ¥ 7FA #Al(two portion)& HFZ B U3 A (everlasting love)Z 4 L3
At (everlasting death)o] ©]2+ 97+# % (human race)o] &9 FE=Ho itk

£ RelThiD) volrl 2 198 FoEL AAY o ™ EAs FAF

reverent minds regard as settled what they may suitably hold concerning
election and predestination,’

160 Ibid.

161 Fred H. Clooster, [ZWle 4HE
p. 20.

, AES o (FBEEA}L 1994),
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162 Loraine Boettner, The Reformed Doctrine of Predestination(New
Jersey: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing Company), p. 83.

163 Ibid

164 Ibid, p. 206.

165 Ibid., p.934,

166 222 742, 2 $E gosk A, Y 9 (FErSEA,
1993), pp. 86-87. WM @ Baal subdel B9
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Ae BB ooyl & 4 gle Aol

Ze 29 8 3¥ 2% 4E A “okFH JAE T o MEe] £
S 9IEA FAYT. 2E0] B E otBege olEZ o 22 FHA ug
o Fake] = o (the honour of the firstborn)e oFFolA #th o 2 %
o Ao EAM TEL BEE oM F Zoh 2y sude] dgAe 23
ok ofFold AtgoAA FUd e 19 23E ¥ AL Qe AEES A
H3tAtteE AMEE Holidx, dAdAME FrASGL AN AIRES
Hedoe RAE Bolfn AR o7]d GBREA S22 FHAA 4A7 B9
ZAE 9tk A4V 28 E A ste Aol ofde MHEe] &¥E ¥¢A i

ZHS AT At A FAE ¥ FHLG. 75LA8 2% 1389 X F

e Ao gt 1FL, SUHUAN FAY BRe| B ojw Age HUae
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Fd A2AA LA e AR A 23 E #ele]l HFAT L e T, FEY




|1
!
o
|
o
.
: g

77

ZRlo Al lojA HEg2 o

1
ko] 1 B ghold EAHE] APl AW WE AE I o)Atk 2F

o AVE Ao AFES 2F AAEA Ad"9E Aol oYz 19

A AdHEEgAT T FoH(d 1:4). shdAA 2EL Zgax oM A

>
H1
rO

A &ttd, 2EdA 29 HEE AFste FdE FAA @%E Aol
a8y s 2 gl dEEHATE, $He $E9 Ady EEE 9 A
A gellA ZHsA X F Aok

azt oljsfdte aelaks BEHY d™ojsie 19 i 1% 44
o F4d & vdey Ao 9714 Z[EHeE sude #Yes dE9E ¢
£92 B3 gled O tfo] 5 agi=doAe deojzty £H3E LI
I Ath

Here he declares that God’'s eternal election in the
foundation and first cause both of our calling and of all the
benefits which we receive from God. If the reason is asked as to
why Gid has called us to participation in the Gospel, why He
daily bestows upon us so many blessings, why He opens to us the
gate of heaven, we always have to return to this principle, that

167 $H¥ste] &Y, 7]5w ZL, p.566.
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He chose us before the world was.-~~(%&)--- When he adds, In
Christ, it is the second confirmation of the freedom of
election. For if we are chosen in Christ, it is outside
ourselves. It is not from the sight of our deserving, but
because our heavenly Father has engrafted us through the
blessing of adoption, into the Body of Christ.168)
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A 2k e A9 BE Agoldn Tau g Aol

HE

Rt ootyel ZHAEAME AAFe] S48 W (sure communion with

himself)E 2ol A 3 &FaFATH6 9o J@7} o]Ro|AW g 2}

168 John Calvin, Calun’s New Testament Commentaries ( Ferdmans, 1965),

pp. 124-125.
169 Ibid.
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AFE(God’s free mercy)e] A4toln o]= A27] Haixe F9e 2 (true
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°of Aol o3 sude 8 Z Ao oA ¥ me 19
ZIMEAE = 2 mE ZFRHD. ZE AP Ty S
FEHA @t 233 oW AlZeAE gl oy Argrel
A FEel AAHAUG. o9 o] AFe ZHZ Fe o
TEA, 2 AY F2g] ol2EE FzHYr] gRo o=
18 A%, F2 Aoz JqFHgvn 2ats ot

170 Institutes., p.921.
171 Ibid,, p. 933-934.
172 Ibid., 3. 21. 5,
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THEZ o] HY ofud ZFoln JL Add gFAME o o4
FiEeA Fe Hdolth &7]A o] mlF(labyrinth)e E® 98 zHEzql
do 222 27 I GMT $PE £ Mo BAHE AL o
A e €A "oh o] Mee AAHeld EHH 9 Z(pastoral comfort)e]

Fy4ol 2AH ] A
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173 Ibid.
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174 Ibid., 111, 21, 1.
175 Ibid., 111, 24, 4,

176 % éio} 8 TE, JlF5EZ2 39 (H& AHe] WA} 1993), p. 565.
177 Ibid.

178 ZHEFA 13 2148-224
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God being unfair? Of course not.)’Z AAdo. EL 158 1682 ¢ ZHe
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P BAE SN 2 FFo] oL A4 P9 VL oW F oln

181 Institutes, II1I. 22. 7.
182 Ibid., p. 528.
183 Harold Knight, The Theology of Calvin (M&: 7|53 2% @3,

1986), p. 201.
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oftA #3d=un EE AEe dUE, 2E oE TEA
“AAFNA"g dEsATH(L15 : 19). 28y ARAES oA
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Ao gajx FHEHE Aol oy, sud ZA M FEHE

184 Institutes, I1I. 22. 7.
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200 Brown Colin,  Karl Barth and the Christian Message (Chicago:
InterVarsity Press, 1967), p. 107. B2} ¥Als 2 E HH T d8 & max
#Ee AL o)A EAMTh “it is important to notice how flimsy is the
exegetical support for this momentous doctrine---If this line of thought brings

Barth to the brink of universalism, he hesitates to take the final step.”

201 Brevard S.Childs, Biblical Theology in Crisis(Philadelphia: Westminster,
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204 John Stock, The God-Man, Kregel Publications(Grand Rapids:
Michigans, 1990), p. 278. London College °lA 1860 «13d7l%] 24+ ™ John
Stocke o71A olEA ATt “Jesus of Nazareth was not mere man,
excelling others in purity of life, sincerity of purpose, and fulness of his
knowledge. He is the God-man.”
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205 Arnold B. Come, An Introduction to Barth’s “"Dogmatics” for Preacher
(Philadelphia: Westminster, 1963), pp. 98~99.

206 Alan PFSell, Aspects of Christian Integrity, (Kentucky:
Westminster/John Knox Press), p.32. 9714 A&+ 90 9@ A Orxs9 2%
ALHA oI ZFo] FTH FASAdY d¥HEL Iz Utk “In some
circles it will be objected that the time is not ripe for system-building: there is
much ground-clearing of an exegetical kind to be done, not to mention all the
philosophical problems concerning the criteria for assessing the truth of doctrinal
statements. Now while I quite agree that systematicians of integrity will not
proceed in ignorance of the exegetes and philosophers, the posture of wating
until all the ground is cleared may simply indicate a failure of nerve if not of
faith.”
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ABSTRACT

A Comparative Study of the Doctrine

of God shown in the Doctrine of

election in John Calvin and Karl
Barth

Cha, Jae-Woo
Th. M. in Systematic Theology
Asia Center for Theological

Studies and Mission

By the increasing clarity of motif of which we speak here, we
certainly do not refer to a clarity that flows forth from a "a system”
constructed on the basis of one fundamental principle. Barth himself has
often declared that his dogmatic development has not been one that
followed a course of purely logical deduction.

But it was, in view of a deep considerations, natural for Barth to
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concern himself the question of the extent to which it is possible to
speak of his agreement with the theology of the Reformation.

Karl Barth want to re-interpretate the traditional thought of
predestination especially to John Calvin in terms of Christological
concentration. Barth sees progress and deeping in his thought because he
opines that in the “"new” beginning he has cut himself loose once and for
all from the philosophical foundation of Christian doctrine. He may
depend on one or another anthropological (in his case existential)
analysis of human nature as the basis of theology. In its further
development this Christological concentration runs wholly parallel with
the emphasis on the ”"sola fide” and the “sola gratia.”

In his theology, the doctrine of election belongs to the doctrine of
God. The central theme of Barth’'s theology comes to expression in his
triumphant and joyful doctrine of election. The reason why he over
emphasized it is minimized the double predestination theory of John
Calvin.

| In a sermon in which Barth speaks of the Yes and the No, he

writes: “In God the Yes and the No exist only for the sake of the Yes.”
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According to Barth’s own view, this is a development which makes it
possible for him to show more plainly what was from the beginning
intended by him when he spoke of the triumphant Yes of God.
Therefore, in Barth the doctrine of election is in essence the
announcement of a Yes and not of a No.

He thought the traditional doctrine of election has forgotten the
mystery of God’s love and grace for sinners. It is therefore necessary
according to Barth, to exercise the greatest critical reserve here; in fact
it is necessary energetically to contradict the traditional conception.
Therefore, in his view we can not point out the wrath of God and His
righteousness. Barth sharply criticized Calvin’s conception of the wrath
of God as being a human misunderstanding from which Christ, as the
revealation of God’s love, came to free us.

Barth observes that also Reformed theology has appreciated the deep
connection between election and Christ, and particularly has it done this
in connection with Ephesians 1:4 which speaks about our election in
Cﬁrist.

John Calvin spoke of Christ as the "mirror of election.” It is this
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that had led pastoral practice again and again to urge believers to seek
refuge in Jesus Christ in order to come to the certainty of salvation and
of election. This is marked emphasis especially in Calvin.

But Barth just regard Calvin’'s attitude to the decision of God as
"deceitful horrible.” As this category Barth thought the Church could not
brought comfort to the believer even to salvation because the
absoluteness of the revealation is lost and the shadow of the deus
abconditus is cast over the deus revealatus. Instead of that , Barth
thought the decree govering the redemptive order was conceived of as
standing independently (i. e, by reason of God's sovereignty) behind
Christ, while at the same time Christ was pointed to noetically and
pastorally as the way of salvation.

Barth see the doctrine of election with the confession of Jesus Christ
as the electing God and as the elect man, This concentration of election
in Jesus Christ stands in the full and exclusive light of God’'s

revealation. In this sense, Christ in indeed the mirror of election.

What about John Calvin? He urged and divided the election of God
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in terms of "election” and “reprobation,” namely "Yes” and "No.” He
testified it one boundary of the Bible. The Bible solely vindicates the
election of God. He thought, rather, in No of God He showed the mercy
and love of God. He always recognized the Sovereignty of God and
sphere of all world he reigns.

John Calvin believed that God must be seen in the entire history of
creation and salvation even a history of individual man. He summarized
the goals of election of God in aspects of three points, that is the glory
of God, His mercy and human humbleness.

Calvin could establish a close relationship between God’s election of
those whom he predestinated to become his children and the necessity of
union and communion with Christ for the elects. "God can honor them
with the inheritance of his kingdom” if they had preciously become
partakers of his Christ.”

The purpose of church’s ministry of the word and sacraments is to
help the believers to possess Christ and enjoy all the benefits which he
brings(Rom. 13:14; Eph. 4:15; Jn. 3:15; Jn. 5:24). At the same time, this

is also the purpose of the divine election. Calvin has preciously indicated
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th;lt the purpose of election is to obtain salvation and immortality, being
adopted as sons by our Heavenly Father.

We are aware of the fact that anyone who risks an appraisal of
Barth’s theology is surrounded by dangers. The struggle going on
around the interpretation of Barth as follows:

First, in the contents of his theology we time and again discover
clearly evident philosophical presuppositions that have decisively
influenced his theological thought. Barth has always been conscious of
this insofar as theology is a human undertaking.

Second, he over emphasized the second person of Trinity. It was, SO
called “Christological centralization.” We, of course, believed the
streaming light of Christ’s substitutionary work which is to be preached
as the gospel of comfort. But his coming onto the this world also made
by "Decretum Absolutum.”

Third, we shall not be silent out of pastoral considerations for
election is precisely the shining center of the whole message of
saivation. Though Barth himself urged he concerned with pastoral care

and comfort, we can not usually find out the concept of the Gospel
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ministry and the role of the church from the him as much as Calvin's.
We can say a meaningful words again and again. But without reference,
we can not come to the world of God.

In this sense Calvin showed us the way come to God and how
important it is we predestinated and elected before everything was made.
We are partakers of His salvation. The ultimate source and beginning of
our salvation is the election of the predestinated to be comforted to the
image of son. The election must be naturally in Christ, no other way
being left to us through his redemptive work. God's calling is the pivot
of the whole process of salvation, because it was pleaing to God to
provide us with such a kind and common means of enjoying his grace, i.

e. church’s ministry of word and sacraments.



