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e  C Ambivalent Disciple: Barth’s Use of Calvın ıIn
the Göttingen Dogmatics’
Un dıscıple ambıvalent comment arth utılıse
Calvın dans Ia dogmatıque de Göttiıngen
(19241925)
Eın zwıiespältıiger Jünger: Barths Verwendung

Calvın ın der Göttinger Dogmatık
Chung, Oxford

RESUME theologıques. arth miıralıt Calvın
LOUT s’opposant ur Par certaıns

relatıon theologıque S  rl arth UVec Za  e  coötes, arth developpe une manı.ere
Jean (Calvın est demeuree LTOP longtemps ereatıve les appo theologıques
LSNOrEE du monde academıque, S(L raıson Calvın. Maıs, SO d  ®  autres aspec ıl
legıtıme. Consıderant arth affırme A  erıtique et re S(anrns hesıter Soe5 arguments
plusıeurs reprıISsES lourde er l’egard Aınsı, manıere d’utliser Ia SaLeSse

Ia theologıe Calvın, A est essenhel theologıque C'alvın peut etre caracterısee
prendre Mla relatıon arth COMMe eti  £ Ia foLs elogıieuse el er1ıtıque,
Calvın afın comprendre correctement voLre hostile. Dans SENS, arth DeEULT etrı
caractere la theologıe arth. consıdere COMMeEe ayanı attıtude
Dogmatıque Göttıngen constıtuail, Q- ambıvalente ULS-A-ULS Calvın. raıson
OFN1gINe, contenu des premers Ce: ambıvalence hent faıt arth

donnes F’unıuversıite Dar n’avaıt WUOCUTL desır reproduire les ıdees
Barth Tle MONLFre (Calvın et qu ıl avaıt SsSe5 TO,  TE
arth faıt usage tres attentıf des preoccupatıons et objectıfs, lesquels etaıent
arguments theologıques Calvın PDOUFr condıtiıonnesDr sSc5 presupposes
construıre SsSCc5 TO|  TE posıtıons phılosophıiques el theologıiques.

USAMMENFASSUNG herangezogen hat. arth LUCOC.:  D eın
Bewunderer und auch zugleıich eın

Karl arths theologısche Beziehung Krıitiker C'alvıns. Er hat manche seiıner
Johannes Calvın ıst UonN der Forschung vıel theologıschen Eınsıchten auf kreatıve,

lange ıgnorıiert worden, noch dazu ohne LIMN Grunde aber bejahende Weırse
ersichtlıchen Grund. Berücksıichtigt weıterentwickelt. Andererseıts hat sıch

arth den starken Eınflupn UonNn Calvıns arth ber NLıe davor gescheut, Calvıns
T’heologıe wıederholt bekräftigt hat, Posıtiıonen brıtısıeren oder
scheıint geboten, seıne Beziehung zurückzuweısen. Seıin Umgang miıt
Calvın untersuchen, Wesen Calvıns theologıschen KEınsıchten ıst
UvUonNn arths T’heologıe besser verstehen einerseıts anerkennend, doch zugleıich
können. Dıie Göttınger Dogmalık, dıe auf auch hrıtisch und zuwelılen 8ar
Barths erste Uniwersitätsvorlesungen Lın den ablehnend. arths Eunstellung
‚Jahren 1924925 zurückgehlt, zeıgt, Calvın ıst Iso gespalten. Der Grund für
arth Calvıns theologısche Argumentatıon dıese Ambıvalenz liegt darın,
auf sorgsame Weıise ZzZur Entwicklung seiner keineswegs darum bemüht WT, Calvıns
eıgenen theologıschen Posıtıionen (jedanken Läutern, sondern vielmenhr
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SeCLNE NL, UOTL Voraussetzungen bestiımmlten, Anlıegen
philosophischen und theologıischen verfolgte

Introduction stance of theology proper dealıng ıth
the doectrine of (G0d (Chapter an the

Karl arth’s Göttıngen ogmaltıcs doctrine of umanıty apter In
product of hıs rst attempt LO artıculate hıs preparatıon for ese ectures Barth
hıs 111e of Chrıstian dogmatıcs af- obtaıned great assıstance from Heıinrich
ter hıs break ıth liberalısm, an ıt W as Heppe’ Reformed Dogmatzcs  E  A Y  EL and
based hıs ecture COUTSC Unstruction Schmid’s Lutheran dogmatics.‘ 'The lec-

the Chrıstian Relıgıon tıtled fter John tures Iso dısplay hıs Ne d1Scovery ofthe
alvın Instıtutes of the OChrıstıian Relıg ımportance an relevance of both the
LO  S the Unıiversıty of Göttingen Reformatıon theology an the Protestant
1924/25 ese (Göttıngen lectures dog- orthodox theology for hıs work of estab-

lıshıng NEW foundatıon for the futurematıcs WerTrTe ON of the three cycles of hıs
whole ectures dogmatıcs delivered Chrıstian Reformed dogmatıcs

Göttingen an unster (1924/6),
üunster (  9 an Bonn and Basle After much head
(193161) respectively.“ Eıver hıs astonıs.  en agree ıth rthodoxy
inauguratıion the honorary professor almost all po1ınts an! ear myse lecturıng
of Reformed Dogmatıcs the Unı1iversıty OU: ings that would ave
of Göttingen 1921 Barth had een eamed COU. really be E  ® when Wäas

concentratıng hıs N studyıng tudent when Wäas pastor afen
alvın theology, other Reformers theol- excıtedly waıltıng how the ole wiıll

an Reformed theology embodied look tO when Ca  - get SOINE dıstance
Reformed catechısms an! confessı10ns from 1t fter 1T 1S5 finıshed
cludıng the Geneva Catechısm an the
Heidelberg Catechism.® Hor example,
hıs letter of anuary 22 19292 LO Edward One of the mMoOst sıgnıfıcant contrıbu-

L10NSs however of the Göttıngen ogmualt-Thurneysen arth talks OU' the LCS that 1T provıdes 0)81  0> ıth
progress of hıs study of Calvın anı the excellent pıcture of Barth’s INanner
Reformatıon JN Calvın’s theology for the develop-

What do do? study hiefly the Reforma- ment of hıs OW dogmatıc arguments an
L107N everythıng connected wıth 1T Calvın’'s role Barth’s theologıcal anı
volumınous card ıindex INTO being dogmatıc formulatıon an elaboratıon

Ever hıs startıng the wrıting ofhıch everythıng of ımportance finds ICS
Romans 11 (1920) arth had studıed SeT1-place 'The Calvın ecture for the

91VES consıderable rouble ously an carefully Calvın’s theology by
readıng hıs Instıtutes, commentarıes,

hus 1 arguable that the Göttıngen catechısm and confession.? As result of
ogmaltıcs demonstrates the e_ . study, he DaAaVC lecture COUTSEC

Calvın’s lıfe, reformıng work an! theo-QUEINCES of hıs careful study of Reformed
theology ell hıs of 1NCOTDO- logıcal thought Göttingen 19292.}°
ratıon approprıatıon of the Reform arth’s knowledge of Calvın’s theology
ers theology includıng Calvın obtaıned the PTroOCEeSS of hıs study of and

In these ectures arth presents hıs lecture alvın made great ıimpact
these rst ectures dogmatıcs notOW: VIieE of the prolegomena LO dogmat-
difficult therefore to ınfer that the (1jöt1CS, addressıng the doctrine of the Word of

God revelatıon apter 1), Scr1pture  nı Lıngen Dogmatıcs demonstrates arth’
(Chapter and preachıng apter 83).” VIEW of Calvın theologıcal 1ıdeas an
In addıtıion, he provıdes artıculatıon of formıng together wıth hıs

of approprıatıon and ıncorporatıon ofhıs understandıng of the doctrinal sSub-
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An Ambivalent Disciple
them for hıs OW: dogmatıc reflection hıs EXamıne deeply the sıgnıfıcance of

11115 LO ınvestıgate such theme Calvın role arth theologıcal devel-
detaıl by focusıng Barth’s specıfic I1NeN- opment despiıte referring to the Namnle of
L1LONS of Calvın’s Narme an C1ıtatıons of Calvın several places along wıth other
Calvın’s theologıcal arguments the figures who made iımpact uDOIN Barth
Göttıingen Dogmatıcs In the PTFOCECSS Hans Urs VO  - althasar’s book reveals
would make contrıbution to the of the SsSarmne tendency akıng äaCccount of
Calvın eruc1al an indıspensable role Calvın’'s definıtely erıitical role the
the development of Barth’se theology SENECSIS an development of Barth’s 1ie

Numerous scholars prımarıly German theology.‘
an Scandınavıan Lutherans, have COI- Barth’s relatıonshıp LO Calvın and
centrated theırN £the Calvın role Barth’s theology have
theologıcal relat10nsh1p  S CTE  A S OE of Martın Luther een neglected an 1gnored for long LimMe
and Karl arth.}! As result, the charac- wıthout an Yy legıtimate 1TEAaASONMN It
ter of theır relationshıp LO be refutable that arth held Calvın an hıs
wıdely understood Furthermore IMNan y theology hıgh regard an alvın WAas

ımportan scholarly works the rela- OINle of the MOST frequent dıalogue part-
tiıonshıp between e  r| Barth and FrIie- NeTs of arth hıs theological formula-
drıch Schleiermacher (1768—-1831) have t1on an elaboratıon throughout hıs
een produced OWEeEeVver there entire theological Career from the early
comprehensıve work dealıng ıth the per10d of the 910s— alone wıth deep
theologıcal relatıonshıp between Calvın feelıng of frustratıiıon for hat he Sa
and Barth other than few monographs  D DG Calvın’s faılures It true that arth
an artıcles several specıfıic topics.”“ lıved ıth Calvın theology and paıd the
Moreover, there has een scholarly closest attentıon LO Calvın for the entiırety
work that deals wıth Calvın ıImpact anı of hıs lıfe Hence for correct a! deep

understandıng of Barth’s theologıcalinfluence the theologıcal begınnıng of
arth the OT191N of hıs theologıcal break thought comprehensıon of hıs relatıon-
wıth lıberalısm an the subsequent theo- shıp ındebtedness LO alvın and of
logıcal development of hıs dogmatıc Calvın eruc1al role Barth’s theology
thınkıng. truly essentıjal and fundamental art.

Hor example, addressıng the ı of theologıcal relatıonshıp wıth alvın de-
ber-Barth’s theologıcal beginnings”“, SETVES much scholarly ınterest. and atten-

hard Jüngel mentions Calvın’s t1on anı thıs attempts LO fill the
sıgnıfıcant role arth etermınatıon Sap It hıgh time that should DaYy
LO radıcally break wıth ıberal theology markedly deserved attentıon LO Calvın
an hıs strıngen endeavor LO establısh promınent role Barth’ theology In thıs
1e model for Reformed theology He the CONCETN ofE hes
wrıtes ıf Calvın’s role W as not orth endeavorıng to answer the question
mentıonıng Furthermore 1t regretta- LO how arth sed Calvın’s theologıcal
ble that Ven Bruce MecCormack o0es arguments for hıs OW. PUrpDOoOSeC of UrsSu-
not SCeE alvın S foundatıonal ımportance INg Ne paradıgzm ofReformedd theologyarth’s theologıcal begınnıng an de- the modern ontfext of the 20th CenturYy.

Through CXAMINAN and investigatıngvelopment hıs otherwıse consıderably
insıghtful work Karl Barthi’s Critically Calvın’'s role Barth’s Göttingen Dog-
Realıstıc Dıalectical Theology He only QaL- MALLCS consıderable lıght should be
trıbutes neglıgıble an subsıdıary role shed upon Barth’s relatıonshıp to Calvın
LO Calvın the enetıc development of
Barth’s theology.“ Thomas Torrance ] 7 Theological analysıs of Barth’

use of Calvınexception Although elsewhere he a-

knowledges Calvın’s influence, hıs
book, Karl Barth An Introduct:on hıs It sıgnıficant feature ofarth use of
Early T’heology9 he faıls LO Calvın that he mentıj.ons the Narmne of
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alvın along wıth the great theolog1ans of Word of God’ but erıiticızes modern defi-
the past such Augustine an Thomas nıtıons iınvalıd SINCEe ‘all those other

definıtions speak INOTeEe less expresslyAquıinas:
We ATe generatıon that has tO learn of faıth, relıgı0n, the relıg10us COI-

SClousSNeSS, sometimes wıth explıcıt
agaln, somet.ıimes EVEe by Name, hat ATeEe lımıtatıon to present-day faith”“ not ofthe
the presupposıtions that Thomas, Word of God In sayıng thıs, Barth sShows
Augustine before hım, anı Calvın er

could quietly take for granted.”® evidently hıs antıpathy LO the overall
proach of modern theology tOo dogmatıcs

It INaYy be feasıble that . statemen from the perspective of indiıvıdual hu-
IMNa subject rather than the objectivedemonstrates lucıd example of arth’s
Word of God an realıty of 0d’s revela-regardıng Calvın OM of the most 1M-

portant representatıves of classıcal rot- tiıon. He appeals to Calvın tO valıdate hıs
estan theology the Sarne level wıth definıtion of dogmatıcs:
'T’homas Aquınas the doctor of the Ro-

The tradıtion them o0es not dateINa  - Catholic church ell Augustine
of Hıppo the founder of the theology of only from Schleiermacher. It gOeS back by
the whole estern an Latın church. One WaY ofpıetıism tO Protestant orthodoxy. Not

Iso poınt Out that arth belıeved Zwinglh alvın, ONeEe must SaY, 1n
that he and hıs students c<hould learn spıte of the bad impress1ı1on that m1g be
Calvın’s theologıcal presupposıtions ın made by first gyglımpse of tıtles hlıke
order LO establısh hıs an theır OW Commentary True and aLlse elıgıon
theologıcal assumptions an substantıal Instıtutes of the Chrıstıian Relıgıon We

ave only tOo read the first of esearguments. 00 tO be convınced that do nOot avearth mentijons the Namnle of alvın TtO
emphasıze hıs an hıs students’ dıfferent ere theology of relıg10us consclousness.
sıtuation from Calvın’s ‘; repeat, Calvın, LOO, wiıll the knowledge of
not Thomas an alyın We have LO God dırectly self-knowledge only 1n far

insıght ınto pOoverty, nakedness,learn the MOST rudımentary presupposı1-
tıons that WerTI'e needed LO answer the through the fall compel LO ask after
question (speakıng ou od) We Ca  . God 'Toz extent, but only LO thıs extent,
take only the smallest steps.””” Exploriıng uman Warenes of God be the object

of theology for Calvin.  22the dangers and questions ın wrıting dog-
matıcs, arth seeks to put great sStress

the diıfhculties that each theologıcal It 1S noteworthy here that ın the ve
generatıon must conifiront when they beginnıng of hıs dogmatıc reflection
bark the task of dogmatıc reflection. arth 15 gulded by Calvın’'s fundamental
hıs implıes that for arth the dıfficulty ıdea of the correlatıon ofthe knowledge of
of the task of dogmatıc elaboratıon hes 1ın God and ourselves. hıs that
the fact that CVETYVY attempt aT, 1Iie dog- arth completed hıs break wıth the

thropological startıng point of the ıberalmatıcs for NDNEW generatıon of people
school of Schleiermacher and HerrmannMUSLT begın ıth creatıve startıng point

and LIEW foundatıon rather than and egan LO endeavor LO establısh DNEW

pristinatıon of old work. Hence, CVELY theocentric startıng poınt and foundatıon
for dogmatıcs through the help of the Re-theologıcal begınner should learn her

predecessors’ presupposıtions includıng formers’ theology includıng Calvın’s For
Calvın’s but he must not repeat an hım, the fact that (10d has spoken (Deus
produce them slavıshly because hıs sıtu- dıxıl) should be the only adequate foun-
atıon an theologıcal ontext ATe dıfferent datıon for an ProOPDCr object of the entire
irom theırs. theology an dogmatıc reflectijon. Be-

Accepting the modern attempts to de- sıdes, the above Passage demonstrates
1nNne dogmatıcs Sscıence, Bart. defines another erıtical poınt 1n terms of Barth’s
‘dogmatıcs’ ‘scientific reflection the 1e W of the relatiıonshıp between the
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An Ambivalent Disciple
Reformers iıncludıng Calvın and later render LO modern SCIENCE’s demand of
Protestant 0  0OdOoxy. arth SEES here apologetic discussıon of presupposıtions
Protestant orthodoxy’s deviatıon from the of theır dogmatıc constructions:
Reformers’ orıgınal COMNCeTrTN 1ın that rot-
estan orthodoxy W Aas not strictly faıthful 'To the exten that theologlans increasıngly

lost Sıg oftheır eme becameLO theır essentıjal insıght ınto the TO-
priate and unıque object of dogmatıcs, ofelr9egiınnıng the ragıc retreat
that 1, the Word of God By implıcatıon, hıch the theology of Schleiermacher
arth acknowledges the possıbılıties of en! wıth 012a capıtulatıon, ere flour-

18 ıntroductions, prolegomena, debateslater orthodoxy’s departure from an: be-
ou scriıpture, ınspıratıon, revelatıon,trayal agaınst the undamental. Pr1INC1-

ples of dogmatıcs that the Reformers miracles, relıgı10n, an rCason, an apolo-
espoused. It 15 al thıs poıint that Barth’s getic to establısh Jus the

discıplıne an ıts emeappreclatıve acknowledgment of NOTINAa-
tıve ole of Calvın’'s theologıcal ıdeas Nevertheless, arth acknowledges thewıthın hıs dogmatıc formulatıon stands
out necessıity of prolegomena for hıs OW

dogmatıcs because hıs work 15 ınevıtablyyet, however normatiıve an help- siıtuated LO the modern aASC "T’hıs 1S5Calvın’s theologıcal insıghts IMNaYy be, siıtuation that OT Ca  ® ESCaPC. myselfarth o0€es not forget the erucl1al fact that neıther Ca  » 1910)8 wısh LO do We Ca  - [0)81%he and hıs students ATe not lıyıng ın the
Samne classıcal age of theology, that 1S, of SImply TEVEeTrsSe the change that CaIine

about ın Protestant theology around 1600they ATeEe lıyıng 1n the modern aAgC after the and aCT lıke Thomas Calvın 'ThısEnlıghtenment an Schleiermacherijan 1S V1IECW  225 Such statement demon-anthropocentric revolutıon ın theology.
IThus, ıt. ımplıes that Calvın theology tirates that arth has wısh tOo sımply

return LO the pre-modern classıcal theol-mıght have SOINeE liımıtatiıons inade- of the Reformers although he feelsquacı1es that cannot be applıed dırectly tLO free LO gaın help from anı onsult themthe modern age Dıscussıng the necessıty for hıs task of reformulatıon of NnNeof ‘prolegomena’ to modern dogmatıcs, eiorme dogmatıcs. On aCCOUNT ofarth states, 'Melanc.  on, Zwinglı, and Barth’s fırm convıctıon ımportance,Calvın acted sımılarly. They WerTrTe SUTI’e value, an relevance of the classıcal dog-of theır that they hardly thought ıt
orth the effort LO devote INOTeEe than few matıcs iıncludıng Calvın’s Instıtutes, he

ENCOUTAYECS hıs students LO begın theırLO the cConcept an method of theır study of dogmatics ıth classıcal wrıters:sc1ence.’ 'Thıs statement ıimplıes that
SINCE Calvın lıved ın dıfferent aAgeC when regards VOuUur prıvate study ofogmatıcs,there W as desperate need for dogmatiıc CAannot advıse yoOu to begın wıth modern
prolegomena, Calvın miıght not provıde wrıters. Even though you ma later decıde
0)81 ıth AIl valuable example an tLO along wıth the great CcNlieler-
fiframework for hıs artıculatıon of modern machernan revolutıon 1C characterızes
prolegomena LO dogmatıcs. However, ıt osS all modern ogmatıcs, urgent
must be poınted out that ar has recommendatıon 1s5 that VoOou shoul know
wısh tOo attack alvın for hıs SCAanty TrTeaAat- hat VoOu aAare domg when yYou takı  D z
ment ofprelımınary discussıon ofthe COINMN- havıng first earned an consıdered
cCept, task and method of dogmatıcs the unreconstructed ogmatiıcs of the er
because he understands ell the hıstor1- wrıters, for example, the medieval ogmat-cal an theologıcal sıtuatıiıon hıch made 1CSs of Bonaventura, the reformatıon dog-Calvın and other Reformers have hlıttle matıcs of Melanc.  on, Zwinglı, an
interest 1ın an COIMNCEeTIM ıth so-called DIO- Calvın, the dogmatıcs of orthodoxylegomena to theology. KRather, he erıit1- collected by Schweızer eppe the Case
C1zes the post-Reformation orthodoxy and of the Reformed, Hase Heılınrıiıch Schmid
Schleiermacher for theır LOO hasty — the Case of the utherans
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One of the MOST promiınent features of not reluctant, ıf NECESSAT'Y, LO beyond

Barth’s Göttingen Dogmatıcs 1S5 that it alyın One excellent example might be
SECES ‘preachıng the startıng point an hıs understandıng and applıcatıon of the
goal of dogmatıcs’. 'Thıs that for notion of 'preachıing':
arth dogmatics should the M1N1S-
Lr y of the proclamatıon of the Word ofGod But the question then arıses: Why specıfi-
ın the Church. 'To legıtimate hıs CONVIC- cally 1S the church’s preachıing OT
tıon about the equatıon between the Word 1gnoteruman volces proclaım thıs
of God an preachıng, arth appeals LO Word LOO, an do they not do by COININON
the Reformed fathers includıng Zwinglı, experi1ence? Does not God sSpea. through
alvın and Bullinger: nature LOO, through sStory, through

On the CoOntrary, the eformatıon orJlenta- Handel’s argo all kınds of J00d art?
C2  . Sa y that (G0d 0eSs not speaktıon 1IC took precısely E: direction the dırectly tO people today? No, cannot, 1SmMoOStT sharply, the church of wınglı an the obvıous AMNSWEeEeT.. Calvin SaVYS, God 1sSCalvın, maıntaıned z equatıon loudly not tıed tO such 1ds such ınferı0refinıtely fifrom the vVe outset The

preachıng of (50d’s Word 1S Word *' As ave already saıld,noSTLANdsSs
1ın the WaYyY of takıng the ıdea of preachıng

Once agaın, thıs statemen demon- broadly, INnoOre broadly than Bullınger an
trates that Calvın 1S5 OIl  D of the MOST alvın 'The general breakup of the
ımportant theologıcal authoriıties LO Chrıstian body sımply compels tOo do
whom arth appeals for the legıtımatıon day
and valıdatıon of hıs dogmatıc argument
It also ımplıes that Bart began LOD One C iınfer irom the Passasge that
clate reireshingly the sıgnıfıcance of the arth feels free LO develop hıs OW dog-Reformation theology for hıs task LO matıc ar  en CVEeN though he wıshes tOo
ablısh and artıculate modern Reformed remaın faıthful LO the orıgınal and PFO-dogmatıc theology Furthermore, ıt INaYy found insıghts of alvın staunchlybe pointed Out. that ıt. 15 indeed the Case possıble. In terms of theologıcal prıincı-that the Reformed athers iıncludıng ples, arth intends to be faıthful LO the
alvın take the entral place 1ın Barth’s Reformers’ deep an valuable thought,dogmatiıc reflection an theologıcal COTNMN- and 1ın practical construction of hıs dog-struction aTt thıs stage of hıs theologıcal matıc SysStem, he seeks tO advance further
development. In fact, S inıtıal attıtude theır insıghts 1n correspondıngan relatıonshıp of Barth’s LO the Re- LO hıs OW: characteristic theology Thus,formed fathers Iın general an Calvın’s he ttrıbutes the 1e64ason for hıs go1ng be-
theology 1ın partıcular 185 NnOt to change yond Calvın 1ın hıs reinterpretation of the
consıderably but to continue to play ıdea of ‘preachıng to ‘the general breakuperuc1a|l role foundatıonal asset an of the Chrıistian body’ 1ın hıs day On the
TESOUTCE 1n the future work of dogmatıc basıs of the above discuss1on, ONe z  -
elaboration hıs later attempts al suggest that Barth’s attıtude anı rela-
reformulation of dogmatiıcs iıncludıng tıonshıp LO Calvın IMNaYy be character1sed
Chrıstliche Dogmatık Lın Entwurf ell by both reverentıal dependence and

Kırchlıche Dogmatık illustrate 1ndıs- insıghtful cr1ıt1que, not Dy slavısh TrCDEC-putabliy. arth’s emphasıs preachıng tıtıon an repristination wıthout an ythe basıs an! goal of dogmatıcs 1sS LO sıgnıfıcant endeavour for erıitical CNSAYEC-determiıine the direction hıch he 111 ment.
take 1ın reconstruction of modern Re- Addressing the relatıonshıp between
formed dogmatics crystallızıng 1ın the the fact of Deus dıxıt (God speaks) an
Church Dogmatıcs. Scripture understood 1n the Reformed

It INaYy be relevant LO SLress that ın church ın contrast to the Lutheran church
spıte of hıs hıgh regard and deep respect 1n the sıxteenth CENTUTY, arth makes
for Calvın’'s theological thought, arth 1S consıderably appreclatıve comment
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Calvın VIe ofan attıtude LO Scr1ipture 1Te€4ason 1T arguable that Barth’s VIeE of

Scripture has dıfferent dımensıon fifrom
'To egree an ıth intensıty that Are Calvın’s As ar hımself sStates MOST
almost intolerable LO oday, people had forceful of a ]] Calvın, wh: fınds the

speak 10108 (50d the 1g ofthıs SUPTEME proofofScripture ı the fact that
hıstorical datum though 1T could be one (GG0d speaks ıt. personally.””” In other
an! had een attempted before 5  ad words, hıle Calvın AaPPCAT’S to ıdentify
SOINE of the SEeTIMMONS ofalvın wıth S Scripture the Word of (G0d an revela-

t1o0N ıtself arth trıes tO maıntaın themınd How thıs INa grasped tılled
and l1aımed the first. instance sımply Reformed an Lutheran ONSEINISU:|! (firom
by the authorıty ofthe bıblical00 hıch hıs perspective) hıch makes stinc-
VcCcar Dy VcCcar he 1ıre of Xpoundıng tıon ‘between the ı111Ner Word the APOS-  31systematically down to the ve last verse! tlies an the outer Word of the apostles.””
How S: INa always along the For Barth, ‘“Scripture 0€eSs indeed ear
uncrossable all ofz authorıty, CODY1INS wıtness to revelatıon, but ıt. ı nNnoOot revela-
OWN hat he finds copıed ere the tıon ıtself. 932 Thus, ıt plausıble that
hlıyıng words of (G0d WeTe ear there (as hıle Calvın exerts indelıble ımpact
he mself SayYS the Instıtutes) becomes upon Barth’s theologıcal argument for the
hımself wholly an speech an DeT- authorıty an indıspensabılıty of Scr1p-
SUuasıon Ca exhaust ture for the task of dogmatıcs ar
MSe though nOo WeTe INOTE self- makes rıtical usSe of Calvın’'s deep
vıdent than thıs torrentıjal talk about God sıghts for the confirmatıion an valıdatıon

spıte ofall the objections 1C. m1g be ofhıs OW arguments T’hough not accept-
urge agaınst ıT 1C. MmMse knew 1INngs Calvın V1IeE of Scr1ipture the Word
ell enough! Why Was thıs? In the first of (+0d ıtself he rather presents hıs DECU-
instance er 1E4S0OII1l than ar 1e W of Scripture the human
thıs Because he ear Moses Jeremı1ah WItTNeEeSS TtO revelatıon
an Paul spea. ou Go0od because he Another worthy LO be
ear ere the rumpe that summoned discussed terms of Barth’s theologıcal
hım tOo battle usSe an: 1Incorporatıon of Calvın - doctrine

of Scripture that arth LO accept
'Thıs lengthy statemen sShows COMNVINGC- Calvın STIress uDON the secret test1monYy

ıngly that arth knowledgeable about of the Holy Spirıt
Calvın S reverentı]al attıtude LO Scripture Such ATeEe wıthout CADCI1ECINC hatbesıdes endorsing alvın WaYV of theolo- alvın hıkes tO recall and appeal tO a
Z1Ng, hıch totally dependent the
cConvıctıon of the authorıty of Scripture connectıon the secret eSLLMONY Holy
the Word of (G0d As Calvın heard God’ D by hıch the WıtnNesSs of crıpture

becomes gef. wıtness TO Yet thecommand an! PCTITINISS10N tO preach the
vVe. reference tO the Holy Dırn that 1;  9 TOWord of (10d an LO speak 10108 Go0od

and through the Bıble Bart wants tO (G0d MSe the present the church
an Iso remınder that aveproclaım the Word of God testified by ere somethıng neıther to be experiıencedScripture obedience toO (30d demand
NOr tO be thought not. LO be asserted thatarth VIEWS the task of ogmatıcs (G0d hımselfbears wıtiness LO hımself Thatto thıs M1N1STry of the proclama-

tıon of the Word of God FKor S 16401
he 0es not the heart hat makes
theologıanhe intends LO maıntaın hıgh VIie of

Scripture WITLNESS ofthe Word of God One MaYy ınfer frome statement that
that revelatıon It ımportant how- arth intends tO legıtımate and Justify hıs
CeVeTr LO poın out that arth retaıns theologıcal thought by appealıng LO
nuanced dıstinection between TEeC L1EVE@- Calvın’s insıghtful ıdea an thıs shows
latıon (the orıgınal Word of od) an the Calvınıan charaecter of Barth’s theol-
direct revelatıon (Scripture) Hor thıs Nevertheless OT  D Ca  — notice that
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Barth’s basıc attıtude to Scripture 1S dıf- tıon LO (God 1ın that Calvın’s Geneva
ferent from Calvın’s 1ın that arth sShows Catech1ı1sm begıns ıth affırmatıon
hıs convıction about Scripture the wıt- that °the en! of human lıfe’ 1s5 ‘°to share Hıs
NEeSss tO the Word of (G0d by employıng the gx00d thıngs, LO be Hıs image, LO learn LO
actualıstic and dynamıc Lterm ‘becomes). NOW an Hım that He IMaYy be
In er words, for ar Scripture 1S5 glorıfıed 1n us.  »17 It 1S5 undenı]able that

Barth’s reference LO Calvın’s Genevaorıgınally not od’s OW: self-wıtness LO
humanıty but fallıble human wıtness LO Catechısm 1S further example ofBarth’s
revelatıon, an ıt. ‘becomes’ the Word of apprecılatıve reception and posıtıve
(30d by the secret. wıtness of the Holy dorsement. of Calvın’s theologıical insıght.
Spirıt T’hus, for arth Scripture cannot Addressing the 1sSsue of G od the
CONVEYV the Word of God ın substantıal subject of revelatıon’ Barth er1ıticızes
and essentiıal9but 1ın dialectical sharply the sıgnıfıcant role hıch natural
and paradoxıcal There 1S NeC- theology had played 1ın Protestant theol-
ECSSaTYV an inherent relatıonshıp between from the en! ofthe sıixteenth CenNturYy:
revelatıon an! Scripture. 'The relatıon-
shıp between the Word of God an The er Reformed theology partıcular
Scripture 1S contingent, dependıing upon attacne hıgh importance tO thıs prelım1-
the Holy Spirıt’s sovereıgn work LO make Na STTrUCLUTEe ccordıng tO Schwe1l1zer
Scripture become the Word of God In 0)81 mı1g. EVen SCE ıt ONe of the MOsSstT
contrast LO Barth’s convıctıon, hat 1S valuable eatures of Reformed theology It
strıkıng 1S5 that Calvın belıeved that Was gıven place of honor the 19%
Scripture Ca  - CONVEYV the Word of God 1ın CEeNTtUrYy both the hirst part of Schleier-

substantıal an essentiıal anı macher’s Chrıstianal Schweizer’s
he used the notıon of the secret inner OWI)1 Glaubenslehre Yor part, a  oug.

Reformed, want part of it.®testımony ofthe Holy Spirıt LO explaın the
PFOCEeSS 1ın hıch human beings COTNE to be
assured an convınced of the already The salıent poınt here 15 that arth
tablıshed fact that Scripture cCarrıes the acknowledges quıte affırmatıvely hıs be-
Word of G0d ınherently an essentially.““ ıng Reformed theolog1an undenı-
Accordingly, even though ıt 1s the Case able fact Despite that, he 0eSs not
that arth posıtıvely apprecılates an endorse the old Reformed theology’s advo-
uses Calvın’'s theologıcal notıon of the CaCYV of natural theology and revelatıon.
cret testimony of the Holy Spiırıt, ON 'Thıs demonstrates Barth’s spırıt of free-
should remember that he employs the dom 1ın doing theology by retaınıng both
1ıdea 1ın dıfferent context, especlally 1ın posıtıve er1tical relatıonshıp LO the
accordance wıth hıs dialectical an aCtUu- old Reformed theological tradıtıon It 1s
alıstiec assumptions. 'Thıs tO dem- Iso sıgnıfıcant LO poınt out that he bases
onstrate that Barth’s theology POSSCSSES hıs antıthetical argument LO natural the-

peculıar dıiımensıion fundamentally
dıfferent from Calvın’s.

ology, which had een advocated by both
the old Reformed orthodoxy an modern

Discussing the question ofhumanıty 1ın 1ıberal theology, upDOoN Calvın’s theologıcalparagraph 4, chapter 1} Bart contends argument:that the question of humanıty should be
resolved 1ın the context. of humanıty's alvın at the end of the discussion the
latıon LO God, eriticızes modern the- hirst chapters of the Instıtutes Wäas perspi-

CAC10uUsSs enough to raıse the ole questionology’s faılure LO understand thıs TU
‘Modern theology cannot ıth agaın, TLO OPPOSEe the Christian knowledge
good cConNnsclience to the statement of Pascal of (30d dialectically to natural knowledge,
that could not seek God 1f had not LO proceed though ere WerTrTe only

the former.already found him .° Hor Barth, Calvın
g1ves g00d example LO understand However, ıt should not be overlookedhumanıty’s place an sıgnıfıcance 1n rela- that Barth’s interpretation of Calvın’'s a_
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SUuppOort from alvyın However, ın V1eW ofgument the natural knowledge of (G0d

might be miısleadıng 1ın that he to Barth’s interpretatıon of the place of the
overımpose hıs OW theologicalO_ doctrine of the Trinıity 1ın Calvın’'s Instı-
s1t10NSs and interpretatıve ogrıd uPpOI ules, it MUST be remembered that Calvın
Calvın’s 1deas, an consequently mi1sın- o0€S not address ıt wıthın the exaCt COIl-

terpret them Unliıke Barth, Calvın text. of dogmatıc prolegomena, but rather
denıed the ex1ıstence an the ımıted treats ıt. 1ın the PTFOCECSS of discussıng the
valıdıty of human natural knowledge of knowledge of God the Creator, that 1S,
God For alvın the problem hes not 1ın wıthın the ontext of the doectrine of God

Hence it 1S arguable that the oldnature ıtself the heatre of 0d’s glory
but 1ın the noetic effect of S1N human Reformed orthodoxy’s treatment of the
mınd Whether interpretatıon of doctrine ofthe rınıty 1ın the ontext ofthe
Calvın’s thought natural theology 1sS doctrine of (30d faıthful LO Calvın’s

orıgınal intention an CONCETN, butcorrect NnOot, ıt. mMaYy be iırrefutable that
Barth’s treatment of ıt 1n the context ofBarth appeals LO Calvın ın order to make

hıs eruc1lal an central arguments valıd, dogmatıc prolegomena LO be
vıable legıtimate. Thus, ıt mMaYy be departıng from Calvın’s foundatıonal
concluded that Calvın’s role 1ın Barth’s insıght.

Wıthın the context of hıs diıscussıon oftheologıcal construection mıght be INOTeEe
less formatıve, determinatiıve an consti1- ‘the Realıty of the Incarnatıon', Bart
tutıve rather than sımply confirmatory addresses the eme of the ıdentıty and
an instrumental ın Man Yy of sımılarıty between the Old Testament
doectrines. an the New Testament, appealıng LO

Defending the valıdıty an justifiabıil- Calvın’s fundamental an profound
ıty of hıs treatment of the doctrine of the insıght:
Trinıty wıthın dogmatıc prolegomena 1n What 1S true, for all the reservatıons thatcontrast LO ıts tradıtional place wıthın the

INa Yy th: detaıl, 1S hatontext of the doectrine of God, arth er1it1- alvın Says OU: the matter Inst. IL,C1zes Schleiermacher for hıs neglıgent aL-
tıtude to the doectrine of the Trinıty and 10—11, hıch sımply ask yvYou to read

that you wiıll be persuaded that nNOotappeals agaın to Calvın’s strong valuatıon Just presenting prıvate V1CW ere  42 eadof ıt Calviın, wh tells that the distinection
between earher and ater 1S5 cdistinetionAgaın, ıt. o0es not ave an y natural force,

al the moOst only decoratıve force, when the STOT1CA. admınıstratıion of revelatıon,
fter the of Schleiermacher ıt. 15 of the covenant between (30d and u  ’ but

not diıstinction ıts substance. T’he IVput rıght al the en! of dogmatics.4o Is ıt nNnOot
of the statement that OChrıst has COTINEremarkable thıng that the OCctIrıne of the

Trimity wWas basıc for alvın that he the flesh o0es not he the word ‘has’,
EVEenNn had Servetus burned for obstinately the chronological perfect, but the
deleting 1ıt, yet 0)81 ould suspect words °come the es 'Thıs 18 the fulfill-

ment for1C. the athers waıted, but wıthhıs iınterest it from the posıtıon
he g1ıve ıt hıs traın of hought the

41
the ‘has’ the waıtın not StOD; ıt truly

Instıtutes. egan at that poınt
It 15 arguable from the statemen that 'The above passage og1ves clear evidence

Barth’s ındebtedness LO Calvın’s theologı1- that arth aCccepts Calvın’s argument for
the sımılarıty an the ultımate unıty ofcal argument 1S heavy an founda-

tıiıonal that alvın could be regarded the Lwo 'Testaments Hor Barth, the Old
0)81 of the moOost influent.al figures 1n Testament 1s wıtness to ‚Jesus Christ 1ın
Barth’s theologıcal construction an de- expectatıon for hıs comıng to the world

the Medıator an Incarnate God, the Newvelopment. In terms of MOS al doc-
trınes iıncludıng the doectrine of the Testament being sımılarly wıtness LO
Trıinıty, arth seeks the argumentatıve ‚Jesus hrıst ın remembrance and cele-
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bratıon of the fulfillment of the expecta- LO the Lutheran 1e W but appeals LO
tıon of the people of God for the comıng of Calvın’s contention for the legıtımatıon of
‚Jesus hrıst In thıs T:  9 there 15 hıs OW posıtıon. He cıtes appreclatıvely
fundamental an essentıal unıty an Calvın’'s followıng argument
ıdentity rather than mutual contrast on Son descended froman! opposıtıon between the LWO esta- heaven, yet wıthout eavıng heaven. Won-ments. Barth regards OCalvın’s insıght
iınto thıs fact OM of the MOST eruc1al he wılled to be born the vırgın’s
theologıcal contrıbutions that Calvın womb, tO OU: the earth - yet he

continuously filled the WOT. EVEenN he hadmade ıIn the sixteenth century It 15 note- one from the beginning.”worthy, however, that arth advanced
Calvın’'s foundatıonal insıght iınto an It must be emphasızed that the
CONCETN wıth the unıty ofod’s covenants Lutheran theolog1ans called thıs
ınto dıstinctly innovatıve an creatıve Reformed understandıng of Christ’s
doctrine of the prior1ity of the Gospel an humanıty PXLIra Calvınısticecum 1ın that
STFaCcEe Ver the law an command 1ın hıs the Reformed aAarguec that outsıde (extra)
small pamphlet Gospel and Law ell Chrıist’s flesh, the dıvıne Logos 1S Out

the Church Dogmatktıcs, cerıtic1sıng both ere omnıpresent God Sınce the
Luther’s an Calvın’s arguments thıs Lutherans belıeved ın the comMuUNI1cCatıon
poıint from hıs peculıar dogmatıc PeTSPEC- of the attrıbutes (communıcatıo ıdıoma-
tıve. In thıs connection, it 1s arguable that tum) between Christ’'s humanıty an dı-
Barth’s basıc attıtude to Calvın’s theo- vınıty, they could not accept the Reformed
logıcal thought Ca  - be characterızed denı1al of the omnıpresence of Christ’s hu-
both passıonately apprecılatıve anı manıty. Bart. makes it clear that he 1s
hesıtatıngly eritical. One Ca  b Iso poınt the sıde of the Reformed argument, Say-
Out that Ven when Barth endorses 1ng that ‘*the Lutherans, however, heard
Calvın’s theologıcal arguments, far 1n al thıs only the word “outsıde” (extra),
fifrom repeatıng repristinatıng them an they thus termed thıs doctrine the
slavıshly, he develops and advances them Calvınıstic eXLIra. have three 1640115 for
further 1n innovatıve an creatıve WaY fully accepting thıs Calvınıstic xtra.’*6 It
ın accordance wıth hıs OW peculıar theo- MUST not be overlooked that ıt. 1S sıgnıf1-
logıcal an phılosophıiıcal presupposıtions cant for Bart tO accept the Reformed
and belıefs In thıs S  J1  9 arth be posıtıon of Christ’s humanıty at thıs stage
classıfied progressive Calvınıan
rather than conservatıve Calvınıst

because ıt, 1s closely related LO hıs inter-
pretatıon of the importance and meanıng

theolog1an. of the sacraments, especlally the Lord’s
Addressing the relatiıonshıp between SUPDPECT 1T 1S5 arguable thus that durıng

incarnatıon an revelatıon, Barth S per10d of Göttingen, arth agreed
that 1ın ıts humıiılıatiıon 1n ıts exalta- wıth the Reformed understandıng of the
tıon, the humanıty of Christ, ın contrast, sacraments“‘ hıch W as epıtomi1zed an
1S 1n specıfic, prescr1ibed place, for ıt. systematızed by Calvın INOTeE than an yOoNn«c
remaıns finıte, and the finıte 15 not CapDa- else. Furthermore, by agreeing ıth eXIra
ble of the infinite.“* In arguıng for the Calvınısticum, arth leaves doubt that
finıte character of COChrıist’s humanıty, he endeavors to ınheriıt the valıd -
Bart. ralses eritical question about the ments of Reformed theologıcal tradıtiıon
Lutheran V1CW of the humanıty of Chrıst, an he ould tak.  D opposıte posıtıon
hıch attrıbutes the dıvıne attrıbute of agaınst the Lutheran posıtıon even
ubıquıty LO Christ’s humanıty the basıs though he regards Luther OI! of the
of the belhlief that Chrıist’s dıvınıty an most ıimportant teachers an dialogue
humanıty ca  n be approprıated and partners 1n hıs theologıcal elaboratıon.
communıcated LO ach other an thus be For thıs reason, arth could argue that
regarde mıingled 1ın WaYy As wWwe understand Calvın, for example, ve
Reformed theologıan, arth o0es not hold badly ıf do not SEE hat wholly
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co-decisıve role the sacraments played 1n of the Holy Spirıt ın the Chrıstian under-
hıs theology, especlally the Lord’s standıng of dıyvıne revelatıon and estab-
Supper.’ lıishes Chrıistian epıstemology based

Dıiscussıng the subjectıve poss1ıbılıty of the theme ofthe permanent prior1ıty
revelatıon, arth puts great Stress work of the Holy Spirıt Ver human
the essentaalıty of human of SPONSEC of faıth an obedıence. It 1S5 also
faıth an the close correlatıon between ımportant LO notice that arth develops
faıth an obedience. Once agaın, Barth Calvın’'s ethıcal theme of faıth and obedi-
appeals LO Calvın’s theologıcal wısdom for ENCE ınto noetic an epıstemologiıcal
the SUupport of hıs OW argument: theme ın relatıon tO the realıty an pOossI1-

bılıty of 0d’s revelatıon.
In hıs 1545 atechısm alvın could EeVvVen Dıiscussıng the inevıtabılıty of phılo-
ıstıngu1s four categorıes for hat must sophiıcal influence upDOoN OUT under-
take place OUur part (naturally the standıng of Scripture an theologıcal
work of the Holy Spiırıt) ar obedience, reflection ın relatıon LO the eme of
PTrayver, anı anksgıvıng. Yet only LWO DeCI- Chrıstian freedom, ar that
sıst: axr obedience. Thıs paır 1S Calvın Iso had hıs OW phılosophy:
unıversal an cdistinctive that eIOoTrTMeEe

Luther and Calvın had e1Ir phılosophy.dogmagics CAaNnnOo poss1ıbly faıl tO asse
them * So far Ca  ® SEE they WeTeEe both Platon-

ısts, a.  oug of cQifferent chools tO
arth claıms here that when the 1TEVEO- onNne of understandıng of SCIY1D-

TUr 15 ıt. matter of indıfference wherelatıon of God centered the Incarnatıon
of ‚Jesus hrıst LO humanıty COINE from E hatO_
event of 0d’s encounter wıth humanıty, sıt1ons brıng wıth In ONne z

18 decıs1ıve, namely, for U of theıt. generates humanıty's hearıng of the
oughts of scrıpture, ofhat 18 meant,Word of God, whiıich 1S expressed by

humanıty's faıth an obedıence. In thıs Suppose LO be salıd, wıth hat 1S5 saıld the
connection, Barth evaluates hıghly text It 15 true that all seek
Calvın’'s emphasıs the ole of the Holy o0gmas the and them

best LO ourselves.Spırıt 1ın the lıfe of the hrıst]ans For
Barth, when the revelatıon of (10d OCCUT'S By sayıng thıs arth CXDTESSECS hıs1n genuıne n  9 Chrıist dwells 1n
humanıty the Holy Spiırıt fundamental convıctiıon about the PrOVI-

s10nal character an lımıtatıon of human
alvın formu1ated the problem when he work of theologıcal formulatıon an bıb-

hcal interpretation. 'T’hıs ON ofsaıd as long T1S remaıns utsıde of
u AT separated from hım, all that the MOSt promınent stren.  S of Barth’s
he has suffered one for the salvatıon theological mınd-set. On the basıs of
of the uman Tace remaıns useless of such convıction he could retaın erıt1-

value for Therefore, tO share wıth cal an free relatıonshıp to hıs theolog1-
hat he had receı1ved from the Wather, he cal predecessors an fathers includıng
had tOo become OUTS LO wewıt. us Calvın Kor thıs rCason, arth could STLAtTEe
Or agaın, ‘the Word of (30d 15 lıke the SUll, follows:
shınıng all OoOSsSe whom ıt. 1s5 PI’O- What wıll protect 18 bıt postle’sclaımed, but wıth effect the blınd ree bıt of Luther alvın, viewedNow, all of ATe blın Dy nature e not thınkers heroes but uthorıtiesespect Accordingly, ıt cannot penetra
into OUT mınds unless the pırıt, the DYy hıch LO orJıent ourselves. TEee thınkıng

ıth the help of authorıties—this 1sS theiInner teacher, through hıs ıllumınatıon
WAaY of the relatıvıty of zmakes entry for ıt. ‚5!

formula, but are NO alkıng only OU:
It 18 here that Bart advances further the relatıve condıtjons. Freedom an

Calvın’s Stress an insıght into the role authorıty ATe not mutually exclusıve OINlCe
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ONe consıders both AaATre totalıities operatıng the thıcal elements, ofboth faıth an

dıfferent levels.°* obedıience.
'T’hıs statemen: demonstrates that Barth’s choice of these 1ve features

the determıinatıve marks of the ReformedBart celebrates and cherishes the spırıt
of freedom OI  CD ofthe most central prın- school aAaPPCAaTrs LO sShow not only the
cıples ın hıs theologıcal elaboratıon. 'Thıs plausıble princıples of the Reformed

that arth believes that eXcept dogmatıcs but Iso hıs OW peculıar inter-
Secripture and the inner testiımony of the pretatıon and understandıng of the Re-
Holy Spirıt, there Ca  - be absolute formed theology an! the dogmatic V1Is10ns
authorities LO hıch Christian theologı- an goals that he wants LO accomplısh
Aans should submıiıt themselves and for through hıs work. FKor example, ONNeEe Ca  -
hıch they surrender theır freedom of ralıse Ser10uUs question to whether the
thought Kor Barth, °‘Christian freedom, Reformed Christology Ca  . be truthfully

hope, 1S demand that must be made character1ızed strictly cdialectical’. It
unconditionally.  293 'Thıs attıtude should be that the modern notion ‘dialeectical’
applıed tOo Calvın ell Although arth May not be attrıbuted 9 the tradıtional
respects alvın and the profundiıty an Christology of the Reformed theology.
greatness of hıs theological thought, KRather, ıt. could characterıze Barth’s OW
alvın INAaV not be the absolute standard versıon of Chrıistological reformulation
an! erıteriıon agaınst hıch Barth’s theo- hıch wiıll be maternalızed ın the Church
logıcal arguments mMust be Judged an Dogmatıcs.
evaluated. kather, for Barth, EVEeN Nevertheless, arth appeals tLO Calvın
Calvın’s theology should be Judged bDy the for the legıtimation of hıs posıtıon
authorıty of Scripture the result ofıts follows:
faıthful exegesı1s. In lact. ıt. 1s the Case that
thıs attıtude an relatıonshıp of Barth’s LO hope that VoOu wiıll ear wıtness that
Calvın mMust be regarded utterly faıth- SOTINE egree even ere the Prolegom-
ful LO Calvın’s foundational wısdom e1].:  < ave respected hat regard the
bodied anı crystallized by the well-known valıd rules of OWN school. By studyıng
Reformed slogan semper reformanda’ the symbols the Reformed confessions
WaYys reformıing), hıch has een overtly Calvın Instıtutes you MaYy make E for
neglected an dismı1ssed by SOTNE factıons yourselves that these do fact. ave LO be

the maın rules of Christian, Reformedwıthın the Reformed theological Camp,
especlally by certaın extreme ofthe dogmatics.”
so-called orthodox Calvınısm.

Discussing the dogmatic 1OTIN 1n the 'Thıs statement demonstrates one of
Reformed dogmatic theology, Bart PTeC- the most ımportant facts ın Barth’s rela-
sents 1Ve dec1ısıve marks of the Reformed tıonshıp LO Calvın, namely that ıt 1Ss

through readıng Calvın that arth Camleschool, hıch he ıntends tO accept an LO be member of the Reformed schoolfollow ıIn hıs OW:') dogmatics: an he earned foundational wısdom an
Formalısm 1n the teachıing ONn pPr1InNC1- princıples5yfor being Christian

ples; the Word vouches for the content, not Reformed dogmatic theologıJan. Thus, ıt 1Ss
VICEe 9 the understanding of the unden1ılable that Calvın’s ımpact uDOIN
relatiıon God, emphasıs the thought of arth’s theological growth and develop-
God; OUT salvatıon 18 enclosed the glor1- ment 1S5 determinative an! constitutive.
fyıng of God, not vice, VeISa, the However, have discussed far, it
thought of God, StTress God’s subjectivity, MUST be remembered that Barth’s usSe of
freedom, and maJjJesty; the oOncept of Calvın’s theological argument Canno be

ıdentified effort of servıle anthe objective poss1bılıty of revelatıon,
strictly diıalectical chrıistology; the COINMN- slavısh repetition an reprıstinatıion,
cCept of the subjective possıbilıty of revela- but rather endeavor of eritical
tıon, equal of both the relıg10us approprılatıion an incorporatıon, hıch
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includes Varıo0us procedures of argumen- wıshes to establısh Ne theology solıdly
tatıve advancement, substantıal 1INNOova- founded uponNn the Word of God wıtnessed
tıon, creatıve reapplıcatıon an er1tical by Scripture. In effort LO do thıs, arth
readjustment LO hıs OW. characteriıstic endeavoured tO obtaın helpful
Reformed theology. insıghts from Calvın’s theology. Nonethe-

In. connectı1on, ıt. mMaYy be helpful tO less, arth CAamne LO hold ambıvalent
cıte the followıng statement of Barth’s: attıtude an relatıonshıp LO Calvın

because arth Iso discerns Man Yy Nnalıve
It 15 OIl thıng quote document hlıke the
Nıcene Creed Contemporary SOUT’CEe

assumptıions an beliefs operatıng 1ın
Calvın’'s thought, hıch ATre not compat-an quıte another TO read an! Uunderstian! ıble wıth hıs OW phiılosophicalO_ıt, authorıty. Dogmatıcıans do the sıt1ons an convıctjons.

latter They ave rıght anı EeVEeN duty
tO do Do not eXpecCct that wıll ere Addressiıng the problem of0d’s know-

abılıty and conceı1vabılıty, arth reflects
present and expound alvın When let uponN_n Calvın’s (;eneva Catech1ı1sm of 1545,alvın speak, let hım do OW. which accepts the knowabılıty of (30d
traın of hought, certaınly wıth much establıshed fact followıng the mediıieval
regard possıble for the hiıstorıical INeanN-

ıng of hıs words, but only order to achjeve dogmatıcılans’ argument:
the elucıdatıon of matter IC quota- Wıth Varı0ous reservatıons they acceptetıon from alvın Ca  o gıve at thıs partıcular knowabılıty. For them knowıng
moment Was humanı  S MOST entral matter We

recall the introduct.ion TO the (Geneva Cate-One INnNaYy Construe from S statement
that 1ın the elaboratıon an artıculatıon of chısm of 1545 'T'he chief end of human lıfe
hıs OW: dogxnatic visıon and arguments, 155 that shoul know God, DYy whom
Barth has iıntention of slavıshly WeTe ereated °
poundıng Calvın’s theologıcal contentijions
anı 1mpos1ıng them upon hıs readers, but The above statemen reveals that
rather of usıng them for the elucıdatıon arth 1S convınced of the possıbılıty of
an iıllumınatıon of hıs OW') posıtıon. 'Thıs human knowledge of (+0d an thıs behef
1S Barth’s conclusıve LO the QUu€ES- of Barth’s 1s5 truly consıstent wıth Calvın’s
tıon to how he utilıses alvın 1n the thought In thıs connectıon, ıt. 1s of the
construction of hıs dogmatıc Ssystem. It 1sS utmost ımportance to remember that the
ıindeed the Case that arth learns MaanYy doctrine ofthe knowledge of God W as vıtal
valuable an eruc1al insıghts from LO both theolog1ans, ıth the latter being

heavıly iındebted LO the former for hısCalvın’'s theologıcal work, and the atter’s
reformulatıon of the doectrine of thetheology makes constitutive and OrMAäa-

tıve impact uDOIN the former'’s dogmatıc knowledge of God.®® The above statement
work. On the other hand, ıt. must be mMaYy be regarded outstandıng ‚X Aamnll-

membered that Barth makes use of ple of thıs indebtedness.
Calvın for hıs OW:' partıcular DUrDOSC and Another ımportant an unforgettable
goal, hıch to consolıdate the whole theme 1n the T1TeAa of the doectrine of God
Wwısdom of the past masters LO remold 1S the election of (Girace das Gnadenwahl).
ıt ınto dogmatıc system sulted for hıs First of all, ıt. should be pointed Out that
peculıar phiılosophıcal an theologıcal a_ Bart accepts the tradıtional Reformed
sumptıons. Why 0eSs he do 0°ere MaYy orthodoxy’s treatment of the doctrine of
be Man y 1TEASONS for hım LO do yet, election wıthın the sphere of the doctrine
OIl  D of the moOost CONSPICUOUS 1E 4S011S5 INaYy of (God rather than ın the realm of the
be the fact that arth 15 keenly CONSCIOUS doctrine of salvatıon of which Calvın
of hıs and the church’s lıyıng ın aDC of sShOows excellent example 1ın hıs last
theologıcal ecrıs1ıs after the allure of the edıtion of 1559 Instıtutes. It 1s arguable
project of the Enlightenment and modern that Barth’s discussıon of the doctrine of
ıberal theology. HFor thıs vVery YrCasol, he election wıthın the context of the doctrine
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of God antıcıpates Barth’s antıpathy LO of the Reformed orthodoxy’s deplorable
Calvın’s doctrine of double predestina- practıce of rıg1d logıcal deduction about
tıon hıch 111 be made clear hıs certaın reprobate indıvıduals One Ca  .
Church Dogmatıcs detect here the incıpıent seeds of Barth’

Nevertheless the Göttıngen Dog- SET10US challenge agaınst Calvın the
mMmAatıcs Barth begıns hıs diıscussıon of the whole Reformed theologıcal tradıtıon
doctrine of electiıon ıth affırmatıon of terms of the doctrine of election an Pre-
alvyın theologıcal AaX10IN regard LO the destinatıon Barth herewıth showıng
relatıonshıp of 0d’s election an human manıfestly the seeds of hıs antıcıpatory
faıth revolt agaınst the tradıtional method an

approach LO Tean the doctrine of electionWe stil] only LUrn OUuUTr al the
helplessness of such confess1ıon yet He Calvın to STOUpP of supralap-
ave TLO admıt that where ere al thıs Sar1ıans S LO s1gnN1fy that

arth retaıns hıs supralapsarıan posıtıonthe only elevant that Ca D1Ve throughout hıs theologıcal Career spıtetO the question why O! beheves (30d wiılls of hıs trenchant crıt1que of Calvın’sIT He OU aı anı awakened 1T 59
doctrine of double predestinatıon hıch

hıs statemen demonstrates that includes od’s eternal decree ofboth elec-
urıng S per10d of Göttingen ar t10N of SOINE people an abandonment of
accepted Calvın theologıcal ıinsıght ınto others before the foundatıon of the world

'Thıs that arth WAants LO endorseand SLTress uponNn the ultımate prlıorıty of
the sovereı1gnty of (30d Over human faıth and follow Calvın’s supralapsarıan
an relıg10us lıfe OWEeVer thıs 19 - S1g. legıtimate an valıd Nonethe-
tıve attıtude LO alvın dıisappears when less 1L questionable that Calvın
he begıns LO address ‘the shadow sıde of supralapsarıan relatıon to the doctrine
election: reprobation.””“ ar er1tic1ses of election In fact he had knowledge
the Reformed orthodoxy’s endency tO fO- about the dıspute between the Supralap-
CUS the question tO wh ATeEe the Sarlılamnls the Infralapsarıans, and IT
certaın reprobate people addressıng that hıs posıtıon miıght  64 - be closer to
and dıscussıng the doctrine ofpredestina- that of Infralapsarians.“” In thıs EC-
tion  61 For Barth, 0)81 Ca  - also find thıs tıon, 0)81 Ca suggest that arth SEESs hıs
tendency ı Calvın, wh neve  eless W as OW face an rather than Calvın

the I11TTOTr of Calvın S LextINOTeEe CAaut]l0ous hıs presentatıon an
teachıng of the harsh ramıfıcatıons of the For arth 0)81 of the most ımportant
doctrine insıghts of Calvın relatıon to the doc-

Lrıne of election INAaYy be the fact thatThe certaın people the ervers10N of the alvın seeks the belıevers ASSUuTrTance ofdoctrine ofpredestinatıon INntO doctrine of
predestined INd1ıvı1ıduals W as the oJan faıth an election only the face of Jesus

Chrıist rather than theır OW') grounds ofhorse hıch WwWäas finally set the holy relıg10us CEXDECET1CENCE and psychologicalplace Ihon f truly classıcal 0_ condıtion SOINE later Reformed theolo-nents of the doctrine (e Calvın) 1T
aPPCars only occasıonal logıcal deduc- Q1aNs
tıon z becomes ıncreasıngly entral alvın partıcular had only 0)8[OSe who ollowed wıth 1ts We not ance of electıonmythologiıical arbıtrarıness 1T quıickly ourselves NOT EeVvVen (0d the Fathermade the ole doctrine unbehevable
untenaDble EeVeln for ıts MOST. zealous cham- thınk of hım apart from the Son hrıst

then the IN1TT0OTr 16 mustI} contemplate OUuUTrT election and MAaY do
Although arth reluctant tO er1ıtic1ze wıthout self- deception know of er

dırectly hat he sSECES Calvın’s faılure reply the question OU: ertaınty of
an 1107r arth acknowledges here that God 'hıs first S OWI) ertaınty, an
alvın IMaYy be regarded orıgınator E ir to be sought revealed
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WT  en, an preached Word whose ontent aPPCAaArs LO be constitutive an formatıve
1S5 T1S But ıth thıs AL SWeTr Calvın an 1ın several eruc1al of discussıon 1N-
hıs followers WerTe not merely setting forth cludıng the doectrine of the Word of God,
the nature SOUTCE of theır SSUTAaIICcC of the relationshıp of the Word an preach-
God but Iso the nature an SOUT’CE of Ing, the authorıty of Seripture an the
theır SSUTAaNC' of election, salvation, an! role of the Holy Spirıt ın revelatıon, the
faith.° unıty of the Old Testament an the New

Testament, the chrıistocentriec nature of
As chrıistocentric theolog1an, arth OU. SSUTAaNllCeEe of election, an How-

miıght have een strongly attracted LO CVvVerl, it 1s Iso the CAase that Bart wıshes
Calvın’s penetratıng insıght ınto the 1M- LO beyond Calvın’'s theological argu-
portance of the role of ‚Jesus Christ the ments 1ın several where he finds
ultımate foundatıon of OU. of Calvın’s anachroniıstic arguments LO be
faıth an election. Barth’s later elabora- incompatıble ıth hıs OW. characterıstic
tıon an artıculation of hıs OW doctrine theologıcal assumptıions a! behefs.
of election of SraCce ın hıs Church ogmuat- Second, Barth o0€eSs nNnOot sımply expound
LCS demonstrates hıs strıngent effort LO and repeat Calvın’s argument ın slavısh
recapture Calvın’s christocentric insıght INanner 1n the Göttingen Dogmatıcs.
and advance ıt radıcally ınto INOTeE a_ Rather, he allows alvın LO speak ın order
cess1ble form of Chrıstian doctrine from LO elucıdate an explaın hıs OW theologı-
the actualıstiec and dialectical DETSDEC- cal an dogmatıc arguments INOTE ffec-
tıve. In thıs connection, OI! MaYy argue tıvely an persuasıvely. However, ıt o0eSs
that Calvın’'s ımpact uDON arth 1ın rela- not INeAan that Calvın’s role 1n Barth’s
tıon tO the doectrine of election miıght be argumentatıve endeavor 1sS sımply confır-
INOTEe than sımply confiırmatory an matory an supportive. Although ıt. 1S the
instrumental. Even though Barth 1Ss CAase that arth uses Calvın’s argument
skeptical about an opposed LO Calvın’s and insıght LO verıfy an valıdate hıs OW
project of retrieving an reemphasızıng posıtion 1ın several ımportan instances, it
Augustine’s doctrine of double predesti- 1s5 also unden1ably true that by readıng
natıon ın terms of od’s double actıons of and studyıng Calvın, Barth has obtaıned
election an reprobatıon of certaın people eruc1al wısdom an valuable iıntellectual
in the pre-temporal world, arth o0es not qsSsetits both constitutive an formatıve
1gnore Calvın’'s eruc1a|l an valuable 1N- for hıs peculıar attempt at reformulatıion
sıghts iınto the chrıistocentric ground of an reconstruection of Ne Christian
OU:  — SSSUTAaNcCeE of election Aan! faıth but Reformed dogmatıcs
recaptures them ınto hıghly innovatıve Third, it must be remembered that
and challengıing reconstruction of the Barth’s approprlatıon and interpretatıon
doectrine. Thıs 1S remarkable example of Calvın’s theological thought 1S5 always
of Barth’s spirıt of Treedom 1ın doing checked an controlled by hıs OW. DECU-
theology. har theological impulse and behefs. He

finds Man Y of Calvın’'s arguments an
Conclusıiıon assumptions not tOo be compatıble ıthhıs

theological and philosophical presupposı1-
On the basıs of the above discussıon ONMNe tions an thus 1s5 ınclined to dısmiıss an

misınterpret Calvın’'s orıgınal theologıcalMay TAW several ımportant conclusıons
about Barth’s use of Calvın 1ın hıs (joöttin- intention an insıght. Moreover, he SOTINE-

gen Dogmatıcs. First of all, the inıtıal times mısconstrues an misapplıes
attempt LO lecture dogmatiıcs, the (jOt- Calvın’'s contentions an! VIEeWS LO the de-
tıngen Dogmatıcs 1S5 MOST. helpful for OTle 9gre«c that Ven when he uses the SAaInNe

Janguage Calvın’s, hıs meanıng 1sS COIN-to observe the trajectory of Barth’s dog-
matıc thıinkıng an reflection. It 1s Iso sıderabily different from Calvın’s because
ımportant LO note that 1ın Barth’s theologı- he uses sımılar Janguage ın VerVv dıffer-
cal reflection anı thought Calvın’'s role ent context. Bruce MecCormack aAaPPCAars to
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apree wıth 5 poınt ın statıng, ‘Barth Reformed Dogmatıcs repr TAnN Rapıds,
dısplayed marked tendency throughout Dıie Dogmatık der evangelısch-Lutheri-hıs lıfe LO use borrowed categorıes ın

schen Kırche, ed. Schmid ( 4th ed Frank-WaYy that WAas entirely peculıar LO hımself T’he(and hıch ften contradıcted the inten- a.M./Erlangen,
tiıons of oOSse who orıgınally coıned Doectrinal eology of the Evangelıcal RA

theran Church (Phıladelphia,them).’°® Thus, 0)81 MaYy conclude that hıs Edward Thurneysen (ed.), arl Barth-
relatıonshıp to Calvın OC be charac- Edward urneysen: Brıefwechsel,terısed ambıvalent although hıs BaUr1C. I'VZ, 3928—9
bıvalence has justifiable 1TEASONS an 'T’hıs o0es not INean that arth dıd not
grounds firom hıs OW. perspective. study Calvın before 1918 In fact, arth

began LO read Calvın from the per10 ofhıs
Notes theologıcal study Bern

through partıcıpatıng hıs ather’s lec-
ures the eformatıon Kıver SINCE hıs

S  r Barth, NiIierTrTıcC der chrıstliıchen iınterest Calvın had not decreased but
Relıgion Prolegomena, 1924, ed Han- increased gradually consıderably
nelotte en (Zurich T’he S  r Barth, Dıiıe Theologıe Calvıns, 1922,
Göttıngen Dogmatıcs: Instruct:on Lın the ed Hans Ur1ı1Cc. I'VZ,
Chrıstian elıgıon, vol 1, trans Geoffrey T’he Theology of ohn Calvın, trans
Bromiley TanN! Rapıds: Wm Kerd- Bromiley TAaN! Rapıds: Eerdmans,
MmMans, ıdem, “Unterric. der

ıhrıistlichen Relıgıon Die Lehre VO  - Engler, ‘Das utherverständnis S  r|
Gott/Die Lehre VO Menschen, 1924/5, arths’ (Doctoral 1SsSertatıon Tübıngen,
ed ınrıch Stoevesandt (Zurich IVZ, Dıem, Karl Barths Krıtik

T’he öttıngen Dogmatktıcs, vol deutschen Luthertum (1947); eC.
(contaıns the first thırd of the German ‘“Zwıischen Luther und 5  r| Barth
dıtıon) Stimme der Gemeinde kırchhiıchen
Barth’s ünster ectures WerTe publıshed en und ZU. Polhıitik”, Wırtschaft und

19927 under the Die Chrıstlıche ultur 18, May (1996):; Hans tto efel,
ogmaltı L Entwurf, Dıie Lehre UO “CThe Ethıcs ofspe and Law Aspects of
Worte Gottes, Prolegomena zZur OChrıst- Barth-Luther Debate’, Ph.D Thesıs: ale
lıchen ogmaltı and Bonn and asle lec- Universıiıty, (0)  ©; ‘Die Theolo-
tures WerTe publıshed IDie Kırchlıche gıe des frühen S  r| arth iıhrem
Dogmatık Church Dogmatıcs). Verhältnis der Theologıe Martın
Matthıas Freudenberg has recently pub- Luthers’, (Doctoral 1ıssertatıon Bochum,
hshed &D sıgnıfıcant work Barth’s Klappert, Promitss1ıo und und.
men wıth Reformed theology Gesetz und Evangelıum heı Luther und
the öttıngen per10 See, Karlar und ar (1976); ıdem, Erwägungen
dıe reformıerte Theologıe: Dıie Auseıinan- ZUIMN "Thema Gesetz und Evangelıum be1
dersetzung mıt Calvın, Zwinglı, und den Luther und 5  r\ Bart. T’heologısc.
reformıerten Bekenntnisschriften während eıträge (1976), S1ıemens,
seıner ‘Kar l arth der ollender der luther1-Göttınger Lehrtätigkeit
Neukıirchen, But he 18 concerned schen eformatıon? Eıne notwendiıge
wıth Barth’s Calvın ectures alone wıth- Replık Klappert’, T’heologısche
out analysıng Barth’s use ofalvın the Beıträge (1977), 31—35; oest,
Göttingen Dogmatics ‘Kar' l arth und das lutherishe Verständ-
Revolutionary eology ın the akıng Nn1ıs VO  - Gesetz und Evangelıum
Barth-Thurneysen Correspondence, 1914-— Gedanken und Fragen 1edera
1925, trans .JJames Smart London 'The einer stehengebliebenen Dıskus-
Kpworth Press, 81 S10N’, KuD (1978), 6—-1
'"T’hıs theme of the eei0. form of the Peters, ‘Kar'l arth Luther”?, hıs
Word of 1sS discussed extensıvely Rechenschaft des Glaubens: Aufsätze
Urc Dogmatics 1&2 (1984), 2—129; ıdem, ‘Karl Barth und
eINTIC eppe, Die ogmaltı der eU0uan- Martın Luther’, Luther (1986), 1138
gelısch-reformierten LFC: TE  < an ed 9; ungel, 'Evangelıum und setz;

Bızer ( 2nd ed. Neukıirchen, ugleıc. ZUIM erhältnıs VO.  5 Dogmatık
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Hans Urs VO  — Balthasar T’he eology ofEthık hıs AAarı Studıen (1982)

180—209 Bayer atlıche eologıe Karları TAaAans es (San TAN-
des Kreuzes? Barmen zwıschen arthun! Ignatıus Press
Luther (1984) M S  r\ Barth Göttıngen Dogmaltıcs C1IL
Marquardt ‘Martın Luther und e  r
arth Tyrannos, Belıner Theologısche Ibıd B

Ibıd p. 8Zeıtschrıft (1984) 5—9 Gerhard
21er. S  rl arth ıngen mıt Luther Ibıd p. 9

hıs Luther Studıen 111 (Zurich Ibıd p. 9
ıdem ber cdıe Reformatıon hinaus? Zur Ibıd
Luther-Krıtik S  r TK Ibıd
(1986) 3375 Raılıner Gesetz und Ibıd

Ibıd MS It worthy LO note thatEvangelıum Kın lutherisches Sonder-
arth OM1TS Luther Z hst of classıcalthema? (C’atholıca 41 (1987) 30—41

Luther und Barth ed S  r| Hauschildt dogmatıcılans It because arth Sa

(Erlangen Martın Luther Verlag hım ırregular ogmatıcıan See Ger-
It worthy LO ote that ese German an hard Ebeling e  r| ıngen miı1t
Englısh works the relatiıonshıp be- Luther’ hıs Luther Studıen 111 (Zurich
ween Luther an arth prımarıly focus 448

s  r| Barth ((öttıngen Dogmatıcs CITthe eme of law an gospel
12 Daryll| Ward “”T'he Doectrine of ectL10Nn p. 3

the theologıes of Friedrich Schleier- Ibıd 33
macher and s  r/ Barth’ (Ph Thesıis the Ibıd 545
Unıiversıty of Chicago IDhetmar Ibıd 5’7
Lutz Homo vıator arl Barths Rıngen 31 Ibıd
mıl Schleiermacher (Zurich Theologı1- Ibıd 2092
scher Verlag, arı and Schleıer Ibıd 68
macher beyond the ımpasse? ed On Barth’s V1IieE of crıpture SCC Klaas
Duk: treetman (Philadelphıia Runıla Karl arı Doctrine of Seripture
Fortress Press (Grand Rapıds Eerdmans

13 orton Davıes T’he Vıigılant God Provı- arth states Calvın briılhantly states
dence the Thought of Augustıne Aquı hat ave mınd when he SayvYs that the

SaImnle pırı who has spoken through theNLas, Calvın and Barth eier Lang,
Erıc Dean ‘Relatıon between Scr1p- mouths of the prophets must find EeNTrYy

tLure Tradıtion Theoretical ate- ınto hearts and persuade that they
mMents by Calvın and Barth Encounter 93 rendered faiıthfully hat they had een
(1962), 7—91; alter Kreck oNnNan- told tO Sa y by Ibıd 295
116S alvın und e  rI Barth’, ırche Ibıd 83

Ibıd 83  EKonfession umene Niesel ZUIN

eburtstag (1973), T1 —BA Ibıd 91
ber Jüngel, Theological Be- Ibıd 99
sinnınNgsS Karl arth Theologıcal Leg- Fredrich Schleiermacher Chrıstian

irans arre Parl (Phıladelphia AL ed Mackintosh Ste-
T’he estmıinster Press S wart (Edinburg. ar

15 Bruce MecCormack Karl arth Urıitı- (L272
2A3 5  r/ arth öttıngen ogmaltıcs C1tcally Realıstıc Dıalectical Theology (Ox-

ford Clarendon Press Dealıing See Instıtutes
wıth the Safenwil per10 irom July 1911 Ibıd 147
tO September 19921 MecCormack mentı]ıons 43 Ibıd 148
Calvın only twıce! See B(almost Ibıd 159
the half of the whole 00. Kıven hıs 4A35 Ibıd the cıtatıon from Jo  S alvın
discussıon of the öltıngen Dogmaltıcs he Instıtutes 11

46 Ibıd0es NnOt acknowledge Calvın erucı]al role
Barth’s theologıcal development See 4'{ In the ater per10d 1S theologıcal evel-
E opment ar abandons hıs endorsement

Thomas Torrance arlar An Intro- of the Reformed understandıng of the SAaCcC-

duction LO hıs arty eology, 1910—-31 raments denıed baptısm the status of
London sacramen
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Ibıd., 169 Nas and Karl Barth Sacred ocetrıne and
Ibıd., 172 Natural nowledge of G(Gjod (Notre Dame,
Ibıd., LO1: cıtatiıons from Instiıtutes, IIL, Ind Universıity of OLre Dame Press,
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