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Th1. paper atteçt. -to cl.al W~rh the thou,ht o,t ~J)1etr1oh \ 
Bonhoetter trom the perapeot1ve of éhr1.t1an 'cl1ao1ple.h1p' , 

_ with .peo1al .-pha.i. plaoecl upon the developaent of 

Bonho.fter'. uncleratancl1na o;-that oono.pt., Bonh~eff.r be~D. 

\w1th an aoo.ptano. ot-the tradit10nal Luth.~ Uftd.rat~cl1n1 
.ot 'd1.clpl.ahip' a. \'vocation'. but th1.~Bonho.tter aoon 

Hnda oannot oarry all th ••• i,ht he lntocled. 
) ' , . " \ 

Throush a di.oua.ioft of th. hia~ory otth. cl.a.1c Dotion 

ot th. 'im1tatio abriati' an att.mpt 1 •• adl to aho. that. 

wh1l. livinS 1t a d.o1dldly Prot •• tant •• anins. Bonho.tt.r 

!i.. adopt.d it wlthln hi. own th.ololY~ Bonho.tt.r'a theolo,.. ,;1 
1 

ioaJ. uncleratancling- of 'cl,iaolpl'.hlp' alao li. a lat th. heart 

of' hl. d.claion _akinS proc •• a. Whil. th. 'altatio Chriati' 
~' 

wa. ori,inally r.j.ctect by the Reformera bec .. u •• th.y t.lt it 

l.d to • d.~.c1 .. tion of ethic~.- th. theai. of th1. paper i. 
1 j that Bonho~tter'. acceptanc. ot th. '1ait.tio Chri.ti' 1. in 

tact the .ourci of hi. ethical atrlft,th. 
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O. ~.r trait, d, la p.n." d, Dietrloh Bonhoeffer, 
~ 

du point de vue d'un 'di.clpl,.h1p' chr'tien, •• ttant une 

empha.e particuliere .ur le d'velopa~t de ~a connal •• ance ;. 

!de Bonho~t~er .ur ce .ujet. Au d'b~t Bonhoeffer aooept·oe 

que le'. Luthtrien. comprennent par ce tenae 'cli.ciPl,eah1p' 
/ 

cOue tlvoe .. t10R'. lIa1. Bonhoeffer trouve~ bientôt que oe 

n'a pa. le poidS neo6 •• aire. 

Traver. la n9tion olaaa1que du '1a1tat10 Chriati' on 
, 

d .. ontl'e que bien qu'il en clonne une traduotion Prote.tante. 
, ~ 

Bonhoefter 1,'adapte clan. ... propre theoloc1_. Sa cOQI"-
) . 

hen.ion.de 'd1.cipleahtp' ae tient ln centre de tout •• a •• ·-

. deci.1ona. Tant que '1'1aitat10 Ohr1at~' tut ,l'ejet' par le. " . R'tenaeura coma. une d'pl'iciat1on d"th1qu •• c. papi.r 1naiate , 

que '1 'im1tati0 Chriati' eat pour, Bonhoeffer la louroe d. sa 

torce lIoral. 
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oril1ntl worit. Of pr1a~)' 1Ilportuo. :'auat b. th. th.ai. ot ", 

pap.%'. whioh 1. th. int.rpr.tat1oA ot ~Dho.tt.r·. th.o1opoal 

,and .thic&! thoulht troa th. p.rap.otiv. ot 'd1aolpl.ah1p'. 1 

\ 
\ 

~ ,Thia' in 1.ta.lt h •• Aot '0 •• 11 attempt.d and tOI' 'thla. r' •• On th. 

t.1nd1n,a ot ,th1a pap.r Iluat alao b. or181n.1. 

lurth.rmor •• alne. 1972 no a.eondary worea on Bonho.ff.r 

hav.! to th. b •• t ot Il)' knowl.clse' b •• A pUb11ah.d, but ~&Il7 oaÎl 
, -' 

aoon b •• xp.ct.cl. Thia 1a du. to th. t.ot th.t .1A~' 1912 aany 
.. 

oris1A.l worka '07 Bonho.tt.r h.v. b •• n ,lth.r publiah,d or 

trual.t,cl tOI' th' t1r~t t1m.. In 1972 th. t1.tth vol~. ot 

Bonbo.tt.r'a G1a_.".l\. Sp~tt'D •• a r.l •••• d by Sb.~hard 

Btthp, ln 1973 th. thiN .,11ah vole. ot Bonho.ft.r'. 

Qoll,.qt.d !0rk.' W • .t,' tiran.lat.cl gd publiah.d uncl'Lth' t1tl. of 1 -',- , 
h. 'atr,ot1.. In, 914 th. a1xth volu. ot th., ••• lt. 

Sa-ttl' .aa, rel •• ,cl in GtraU1 and t1Aall1' in 191' Bonho.tfer'_ 
~ " c,' • \ 

"Lectur.a on Pr,.ch1ng" ".te tr_al.t.cl b:r C. E. Fant \ in 

10"0""1'1 '!orlclly pt"9hi,lg. All th.a. primary .ou~c •• have 

Ir~.tl~ .n1arsed·th ... oun~ of .. t.r1al .v.11.'ol.'to .tud~Dta of 

Bonho.tf.r .nd th,lr av.li.bl1lty h.a in part h.lp.d to ••• ur. 

th. orlgina11ty ot thi. 'At.rprl~ •• \ 

FUrther ,~~ in th. preparation ot thi. paper 1n th. 1'01'1' 

ot h.lptul or1t1010 hae b •• 1l aiv.n to Il. '01 ~ th.ete eup.rv1.or. 
, 

John .lJ:'thur Boonlan. A •• oolat. Prot ••• or lot Th,olop.cal ~b1ce 

at NeOUl l1n1v'l'aitl, whoa 1 would. 11k. to thuk •• p.c1all:r tOI' , , 
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b~~ the teüulI of naU.C uel "mÜUa the .....nou. 
, -et..,.. ot thl. pa».r, ' ! ~'''' . 

. / 

\ 
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1· ' 

lia. partloul~. I .ou14 ln. to thaù 'WI Wit., ... J ..... ,t.. ' 

. Ilot onl)' tOI', heZ' •• o~tl.l'lal _111. but al.o fol' her aQ)Ort . 

and ott,n mueh u.ede4 .neou~ •• nt. 
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Al1 oo.,r.h.aaiv. atudi.. ot Di.trioh lOAbo.tf.r have oa. 

o tl'tlae Ù OODon. The1 all attèçt to lIlt.rpret Bonhoeft.r fl'Ca 
- / "'i- , '«1 .,. 

a p.rap.otlv. the7 oona1d.r a. c.ntral to hla thoulht whloh ~t 

t~. .... tia~ 1. alao ua.tul a. an 0~C.1l1.1IlC ~1"o1pl.. tto .a.ur. 

oont~U1tY 1n th •• xpoatt10p. of hla thoqht.' Tb.a. pU'ap.otlv.a 
, , -

t.ad to t.ll.1nto two pr1aarl oat.~l.a wlth alil~' var~atlonl 
\ . ' ' 

ln •• oh. CD. perap.otiv •• tt-.pta to C1v. Bonho.ff.r'a work aD 
- . 

• col.a1aatioa1 1Ilt.rpret.tloa; a •• thod whioh~li •• h.avl17 on 

Boliho.ff~t a 1'01._ ù th. .arl, ~&l'I or th. ohvoh atrUclle. 

•• hbAa' bO~k Il rv.uU or J)1..tr1gh Ioùo.rru: ucl Ren6 Marl. '1 
-

JWpho.f,.r: ~. le. pel 11' 'an art COod uaapl.a of th. frulta 

of th1. perap.otiv. but th. lta1t.tloDI are &1ao obvioua. rro. 
~ 

thla 1I.thocl of int.rpr.t.tlon. Bonhoetfer'a wrltlnca ap1llat th. 
1 

ohuroh are .erl11 ".Il aa ail .. tttapt to r.tvll th. ohuroh to .. 

< ~tll' puritJ. ;AocordlDI to Karl Barth, Bo~llho.ff.r· a pr1aoft 

l.ttva b.CO.~ th. 'ltubllnc bioc~' ot tM. p.rap.ct1v.. If 

Bonho.tt.~,~ 11f. could b,/Ô.t'lO~l •• d a. tha~oor 'a churc~, 
t,hu lfhy fil th. .Ilcl wa. th. 1"01. ot th. ohuroh appaHnt~ 

r.cluctcl to=' that ot an 'arcan. cl1ao1plb. t t " ' -' ~ 

Th. oth.r ucl probab17 th. _OH acl.quat ••• thocl of ht.r-

)l'.tatloll 1'111.. 0Il BoD.ho.tt.r' a Chr1a~olOG' Ulcl th .. -b.at exupl.a 
l ' 

. of tMa perap.ctlv. art J. D. Gocl"7~a WOl'k Dt ",019v,or 

P&.'r:3.Sh.. ~la9t,tv and J. v~. Phi11lp. t Plari., br v. la Th' 
1 ji' 

DtQ1RR 2' Ra..trigh BopU.ttS' ~t~ouch thla th",. do •• run 

thl'Oulh &11 th. et .... of Boabo.tt.r'. 11f., th. 'atuabl1ng 

blook' of tlil. perap.ot1v. 1a that on. tucla to torpt about 
,'u ,'.'0(. . L 

Bonhoeff.r th. 1IaIl. BOIl!lO.ttR' .. th.olo81 ,w .. p"atl7hflulAotcl 
, 0 

\ 

\ 
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by hla-llt. and ~he dosa.tio oonoeptuali.atlon. that .ro.e out 
, - . 

ot hl. 11t. weI'l alw., ••• tep b.hlnd, ln addltion, ther. ar. 
i .. 

aany Sap. ln Bonholtt.r'. wrltlnsa and at tl ••• w, ou 0A11 

dl.oov.r hi. Chrl.tolol1 b1 deduotlve rla.onln, or l~lloat1o~, 

, \ 

Ohr1.toloCioal Oln\rl, I-hav.·o~o.ln to oono.~trate on another 

elo.nt whioh 1. oll1tral to both hl. thoulht and hi. lit •• 
\ 

n .... l' 'Uaolple.hlp t • 1, For Bonhoetter di.o1pll.hi~ 1. a et111 

or pat'tern ot life cl.termin_ by the de.pe.t of th.ol08'1oal, 

oonviotlons. Man1 ot th. probl... ot correlatlns hle 11te, and 
\ 

.thou,ht d~ Dot .x1at lt •• ~n trom -thl. point of vi.w. for-
1 .// 

Bonho.ttai' an.arlel the oall to d.lec1pl..ahip wlth both hl. 11 

and hla thoùght. 

- 'l'hl. i. Ilot to aay that the other t_o .ethod. ot lnterpre-
, 

tatlon are not l~o~tant. but .ra~her 11 ia a recoSb1tlon of th~ 

1nterrelat.~ne •• ot all th ... ~~r thellll.. It onl la to look at~ 

th. d1tfe~nt, Il ... nt. ot Bonholffer'. 11tl, the theolo87. the 

1001e8101011 and thl ethlc~, thln one ~a bound to conolude that 

Bonholtter chance<! creatl~ thrOllchollt hl. ~1t.. low.ver" .hat 
,) ,---------

1 attraota one to Bonhoeffer'. work-1a~. tirat plaoe 18 the uni 1 
~ \ 

and interrelateclD. ••• ot the.e tb.rie th .... Bd 

1, Bonhoetf.r u ... th. teZ'l\ 'üactple' ln' th.. , lupr •• nae 
•• o:lnS • tollow.r. ' , 1.. alao ua1q the tera 1a th18 ailla 
ud 1 beli.v. that thl. ou b. .upported. Th. OOUOn be11e 
i. tut d1ac1pl. r.tera to one ot the ",~~e. In th. Goapal., 
however. the tera 1. uald about two h\ID.drecl and thÙ'ty tille., 
D.iD.etl ]*r o.nt ot wh10h rater to a l-.rCV croç the th. 
or1s1nal Twelve. S •• ft: m"iti <if""fif (1911). _d ru If •• CttJao1,1, IpqYO __ !d:_. 0, ). 
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Ohr1atian1tl w1thout th. 11v111, oh.!'i 
1s in.v1tably Obristianit7 wlt 1.----__ --'-~ -apleship, and ~~ nthout dt.-

~ __ ~--fl;~_~1. always O~~iiatian1tl_,w1thout 
- --Chi'l.t • • _ -./ . \ 

- - The .1IIportut olue in ~ th1. ph~!e -1. Bonhoetfer·. use ot the tel'Il 
~ . 

'th. liv11'1l Christ'. ~Dho.tter d1tt.re1'1t1at .. th1. trom what 
__ - 0 

-- { 

~ be t.~~~cL&Il-1d.oloC1cù and clopat1c oonceptual.i.atiol'1. An 
D -

___ ~- -------9.-0100 supplie. a pr1ncipl.. wh10h au.t be appl1ecl to a Civ.n 

- J 

e 
1 

.ituat1on. Ii' -al.o ha. tta OWIl ~io1t ucll expl10it atruoture 

whiob 1llh.r.lltly cleterathe. ita OWIl applioation. Tb. l1v1AS 
n 

Chri.t. on th. other band. prov1dea the i.,etu. to act wlthout 
, ' 

th. nece •• ar1 torm. ot tn ab.~raot1on and there~tore 18 not 
o .// 

lia1tecl by that oonceptualisation. ~Bonhoetter make. th1. olear 
. 1 

when he atatea, <> N-

An ,.batraoJ Chri.tOlog. a dootrinal 
.,.ate.. a coel'al rel1110us kAO.1M,. on 
jth. aubjeot ot araoe or on the torl1.~ea. 
ot ailla. render diao1pleah1p aup.rtluoua, 
ud iD lact the1 p~ait1ve17 exolu~e aD1 
lel .. ot d1aoipl.eah1p -hat •• er, _cl are , , , 

.saetlalll ill1ld.oal to th. whol. concep-
tion ~t tollowuS Cbr1at. 2. ~ 

1. Boaho.tter. Dietrlch. 
hp 50· / 

2. .Da.sl •• 

J .. 

ru Co. at »IS1pl)tù3>0. 
,,\ 

\ 

1 ~ 

' . 
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he .1.0 appli •• to hie underatand1ng ot the d~ac1pl •• Bonhoetter 
9 , 

had no g1v.n •• t ot pre.upp~.1tiona or • part~cùlar rnth~oP010gy 

to wh1ch hie conc_pt 'ot the d;ac1Pl. had to con~orm.' A>poem he 

wrote wh1l. in Tegir.-Prieon -1a probably the b.at illuatr,t1on ot 

Bonhoetter'a position. In the-po,m, ent1tled "Who AIn I?n, 

Bonhoett.r rejecte the necesaity of an anthropology in tavour '1 

ot the Christ/discipl~ relationah1p, ther.by allow1ng a d.t1n1-

tion of th. eelf to be determined totally by 
; 

to God • In his words, 

Who am 11 

They mock me, these lonely questione 
! Whoever l am, tbou knowést, ,. 

o God I am thin' •• 1 • 

Bonho.ffer'a ult1mate concem, to use a much overused 
o 

" , 
" 

phrase, waa'th.retore not a part1cular Cbriatolo!)' or a parti-
\ , 

cular ~thropological und.rstan~1ng o~ discipleehip as independ-

ent realiti~s, but rather his concern was Chriatology and dis-
1 

c1pleeh1p held together 1n dia1ectical and polemical unity. This 
t ' , 

unitied reiat10nsh1p batween Christ and the d~sc1pl. 1a the 

central mo~it ot Bonhoefter'a wr1tinga. , 

This relat10nah1p,18 charact'er1zed by two pr1JDary concepts, 
1 \ 

th. callot Chriat and the d1ac1ple'. response. As ~ .an 18 
1 

encountèred by th. cal.l, he 1a bound to Chr1.t. These two 

ingred1ents remain.d the 'cantus tiraus' ot al.l ot Bonhoeffer'a 

1. Bonhoeffer, D •• 
Page 348. 

\ Latters pd Ptp.r. From ptiaon. 

1/ 
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.ritinge. Although th. oall .a. invariably heard thro~gh 411-

terent torme and structure., th. respon.e wae &1-ay. one ot 

radlcal un~u •• tlon1ng obedlenee. Even though the form that 

thi. obedience took aleo changed throughout Bonhoefter'e lit,. 

the tact o~ the obed1ene. itaelf rema1nad. 

These changea in h1.a underetand1ng of the cal 11 and. re.ponae 

.era due 1arg1 to necesaity rather tha1'l choic.. ifext to Luther 

and Kierkegaard th_re have be.n taw theologiane whoae theology 

1a 80 obviously and dlreotly determ1ned by the experi.nces of 
1 

their lives. Moat theologians lead a'stable and .ecure lire in 
, 

academic and ecclesiaat1cal fields and the1r th,ologieé otten 

refl.ct th1a state. Bonhoetter waa torced to change environments 

otten and h1s theolog)' changed acc~rdingly. maturing with e.ch 

aùcceasive stage. Thea. changea in Bonhoeffer'. theolog)' are not ... 
as radical aa 1s often aaaumed and a~cord1ng to him there are no 

breaks in the continuity ot his thought. Bach ne. atage i. built 

upon the foundat1on of the prev10ua stage. This haa perhapa be.n 
" / 

stated moat succinctly by Bonhoetter's twin a1ster, Sabine 

Leibholz-Bonhoetfer. who .rote that the atagea ot Bonboetter's 

lite ..... are to be understood not as aeparate etates following 
.. 

one upon another ~n a chronolog1cal ae~uence. as though Dietrich 
.; <I\~ 

1ett the Chriatian beh1nd hi. once h. bec .. e a con;-mporar1 • but . , . 
rather in the aenae ~hat every advanee to a fr.eh etage in l~fe 

aubaumed the pr.~.ding ones w1.th1n 1t.elf".l. 

1 • lAibholz-Bonl1o.tter, sabin.. D. Bophoetrera: pgrtA1.t ;!J "plly. 't_ 
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Bonhoeffer be~ h1a ear.er 1~ anlaeademie environaent 
\ 

~and everyth1ng p~in~ed to hia sueeeaa aa a proteasor ot Systematic 

Theology. Bis studies started at the University ot Berlin, in 

1923. t • 'rhe University was at t,he tilDe renoned for 1ta abun­

dance of famoua Liberal theologians and it waa under the1r 

influence that Bonhoeffer tirat came. The roota of Liberal 

Theology, or tmoderniat theology' as 1t i8 aometimes callea, 

re.ch back to Friedrich Schleieraacher. khe version aubscribed 

to by Bonhoeffer's teachers waa gr.atly determ1n.d by the eftorts 

ot William H~~ and Albrecht Ritachl. fro~ whom'the preaent 

Liberala d1g~aaed only al1ghtl)'. AlI worked trom one major 
~ 

aaaumpt1on, namel)' that experience muat be the baa1s ot all 

theology. ID other wDrda, there must be a movement from man to-
,. 

warda Gad. Among the theologiana at Ber.lin aUbscrib1~g to t~8 
y'> 

theological bent .era Ernst Troeltach, Karl HOll, Re1nh~ld 

Seeberg and Adolph von Harnack, but the.e alao •• re diverse in 

their intereats. 

Troeltsch, the Sy~temat1c theolog1~ of the B1atory of 

Religions school, came into conflict with the other thre. whoae 

\ •• phaais lay on the individual'a ability to tranacend both 

h1stor1 and nature. Whereas,the othera aought the 'abaolut. 

principle.' and '1rreduc1ble e .. eD.cea' ot Chriatian1ty, Troelt.ch, 

atrclngly ~tluenced -by Hegel ~d Leas1zl&. telt tut Cb.r1~t1a.rùty> 
\ ' 

1. Very little can be aa1d about Bonhoetfer'. Ut. that haa -
not beR aa1d betorel. i'heretore, l will a.t1.oll biographical 

~ .aterial ollly in paa81ng and where it ariae. a. a det1n1te 
influence upon the topie under diacuaaion. 

1 / 
1 

J 

1 

1 
1 

1 
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1 

1 
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o must re.li •• that it oeeurs within history whieh, by his 

det1nition, means Christ1anity is m~de relative and limited by 

its historieal conditions. This _as not to say, how.ver, that 

the institution.l church is Without authority for it remains 

the 'highest s)'ntheeis' ot th. legaliatic and redemptive aspects 

of m.nkind. Although Troeltsch died shortly before Bonhoeffer 
-

came to Berlin, ha did learn from hrm that the social dimension 

must be taken serioualy. The issues TroeLtsch had ra1sed .ere 

still 1n tha air and were vigorously attaèked by one or­

Bonhoeffer's teachers, Reinhold S.ebers. 

It was under Seebers's supervision that Bonhoeffer's dis­

sertation was .ritten, but it appears that S.eberg had l1ttle 

influence upon him concerning matters of th. ehurch. From 

Se.berg, ho.ever, Bonhoeffer did inherit a hostility toward 

.etaphya1cs and an understanding of the arb1 trariness of tradi­

tional dopa. 

The greatest influence upon Bonhoeffer came frem Adolph 

von. Harnack. Harnack was the major figure to be reckoned w1 th 

as the respr.~eDt.tive of the Liberal Theologyand tKulturpro-- . , 

test.ant1.~US ' ,. Bonhoeffer well understood the struggle between 

hbl, and the 'Ot~eDbarungatheology' as repreeented by Karl Barth .• 

Beth Harnack and Barth had a protoun~ 1.ntluence upon Bonhoefter / . 
even though at the tae, ot hie writing ot hie ~.t pUbl1ahed 

work, SaPetorya Cgmmupio. h. had studied under n.a1ther. 
fi-

Sapctorgp Cogupio _.S _r1.t-ten in 1921 ud ie b;y: itaelt a . 

SOod ind.1cat1.on ot whera Bol\,hoetter etoOd W1 th1n the theolog.lcal 

! 
/ 

\ 

.. 

.' 
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t .. 
··climate of the tiaea~. W1th the aubtitl. of th. book b.ing 

nA J)opatic InQ.\dry Into th. SocioloS:>' of the Cburchn , it b .... 

comea cl.ar that it was th. argument b.t •• en Troeltach and ' 

Harnack which determin.d the subject and approach of Bonhoeffer'. 

diss.rtation. The argument betwe~n Troeltach and S •• b.rg d .... 

termined Bonhoeffer' •• t~ugg1e with the church, and the dia1.e-
-

t~cal .ethodology of Revelational theology bec .. e Bonhoeff.r'a 

own methodology. Troelt.eh had a180 atteapted a work wh1ch 

éombined sociologie&1 realitie. with church dogmatic. but hi. 

enterprise fa11ed and he overemphaa1zed sociology. Bonhoeff.r, 

eager Dot to a&ke the aame miatake as Troeltach. saw Revelation 

as a dialectiea! proee,a and &rSUed that Sanctorum CompYnio was 

the~logiCal rath.r than sociologic&1 and its place ia aceord-
1 

1ng1)' w1thin Christian dogmatica. It would aeem that _an under­

taking aueh as th1a wh1eh engaged the gr~atest theo10gieal 

influence. of the t1ae. wou1d have a monumental effeet. After 

all, Bonhoetf~r had hia ,teet tirml)' p1anted in a reeoneiliator,y 
/' 

raahion in both th~n1neteenth and t.enti.th~enturlea. However, 

aa is generally the eaa. with dtssertations. it was reeeived 

w1. thout eOlDlllent Ud diam1as.cl ae being a cOliprolll1se. 

In/Sanctorum 99m!œnao Bonhoeffer,arguea that'the ehureh 

eaDpot be underatood troa aD1 outa1de atandard, the/Onl7 adeq~te , 

atandard being the Ôhr1at1an Revelation. The ehureh can be 

underatood onl1 frOID with1n and ,thro~gh the Revelation&! founda­

tion ot Je.us èhrist. Beth the theologieal and a001010gie&!\ 

real1tiea Bo~o.tter etruggled w1th evolved lnto the One .. jor 

th .. e of the book, 'Qlr1at exista .. the Church' and où)' 



o through the Chureh does Christ exist tor us. ODee thia tact 

ia e~tabliahed, then the Church may be .een aa an emp1rically 

verifiable commun1ty or institution towards whieh al1 social 

th.ories and _philosophies may apply. Bia effort to unite aoci­

ologic&1 toraa and structure. to Revel~tional theology i8 remi­

niscent ot ~'a distinction betw.en the 'viaible Cburch' 

and the 'hidden character of ofaith'. The visible aociological 

t~a of the Church auch as preaching and the sacr ... ntillust 

- alao be seen ae .th. forma through which the Roly Spirit operatea. 

/ 

The Church b.come. God'a eontinuing bearer ot Revelation, aaaum­

ing ita amp1r1cal torm in tim. and spac. as a human community. 

As such, Christ is seen aa ~ person, a very real reraon, who 1a 

present spatially and temporally in and as the ~olllllun1ty ot 

Revelation. 

ODe of the moat distinctive and 1mportan~ concepts used 

by Bonhoetfer in this his tiret work, ia\that of 'collective 

personality'. Draw1ng UpOD the cla,sic distinction made by 
1 

,T8lUdes bet.een ' Ge.einabIlUt' ( co_uni t,.) land 'Gessel18chaft' 

(Bo~ety). Bonhoefter s.ea 'co .. UD1t,.' 1n the true sense ot the 

tera aa posaible onl~,on the baais ot R.velation. The 1nflu~nce 

ot the PeraoJJ&liat school aay alao be aeen at .om in Bonhoeffer' a 

understeding. 

Becauae the Church 1s • Christ u1st~ng as co.UD1t,.·. the 
o , 

Church muat be underatood as a collective person. The Church 
, \ 

, \ 

la Ûl a ver,7 real sena. th. • corpus Christi', the bc>cQ' ot Christ. 

Christ ia not OD~ the head ot the 

-" 



\ 

\ 

\ 

, 

And turther, , r 
The co_uni tl l)1s the body ot Christ, 

it doe. not represen~ the bod)' ot Christ. 2. 

In hia under;atanding of the • collective peraonality', Bo~oetter 

.tteapt.d the 1ntegrat10n of theological Dd ~oc1010g1cal 

approache. to hia undare~and1ng of the ralati~n between the 

ind1vtdual, the s~ciet)' ~d Christ. Th.coll.ct1veperaonality 
-

i$ to b. tound w1thin the aoc~al lnd1vldual a8 on. structural, 

unit. Both a1n and repentance, tharafore, are alao collective, 

! 
1 

. ) 
tor God n ••• canos •• th. whol. people_ln a te. individuela, juat 

as He aa~ ,_and reconciled the whole ot ~nd iD ~ne 1I&Il". 3. 

Iti~ 1Ilport~t to note that d1ac1pl.ah1p ia grounded with1n 

Bonhoeffer'. Wld.rs~and1ng of the Church and i~ 1s only with1n 
1 

th. Church that disc1pleah1p tek •• place. Bonho.ffer atat.~ 
• < 

blUll~ly th,t. nA 1DaD, who ia not in the church do •• not live in 

cOllllWlion wi th "Christ ft. 4. / 
, 

Bonhoeffer ia att .. pt1ng to revive the Old Teat .. ent UDd.r-

atan~ing ot cove~t ae oppoaed to 'th. Paellclo-L1ltheran tracH.tion 

. \ 

Bonho.ffer. D·
l
' Çhr1.toloSZ. i . 

Pas- 61. \ 
2. .nü, ... , Page 60. ' '.-, . 
~th.a. at.t .. enta were actual17 .ad. at a later aore 
radical time, _~he)' do, l beli.ve, clearl1 ~u.tr.t •• hat 
Bonhoet:J:.r wa. tr1'hg to ata1:e d1plOlAat1c~ in Sgctorg 
ÇoPPP10. \! 1 ; 

\ 

,. Bonhoetter'. D.. SapcijoEpl COpppi !. , ~ 
Pace 84. " . ", 

4. .Dü. · Pas- 1 t6. 
\ 

\ 

J 

.. 

) 

.' 
\ 



, . 

(18) 
,/ 

of 1ndividual p1ety. 

/ 
In hie .0Na, 

When people. are called, God's will 
1a .een ahap1ng h1atory, juat _a when the 
1ndividual ia call.d, he 8X~.r1.ncea hia 
hi.tory. There ia a will of God for th. 
people, ~ust _s'ther.ia for the 1ncl1v1dual. l • 

l ' 
/ 

In ,1928 Bonhoeffer travelled to Barcelona as a paator to 

a German sp.~ing congregation_, In 1929 h. ieturne~ to Berlin 

ae an aesistant at the Univere1ty dUri6g which' ti1l1e h. cont1nuecl 

1.n the atra1n of Sanctorum Copmupio by .ri ting Act and aeUs; 

wh1,ch was acc.pted as a lectur.ah1p qual1t1.cat10n in 1930 and 

gain.d Bonhoeffer the right to te.ch Systematic Theology. This 

per1od_ ia~aarked by th. influence of Barth and th. dialect1cal 

method wh1ch Bonhoeffer hadj c01l1e to d,pend upon for hie own. 

"thodology. J 

~beral theoloB1. as preeented by Bonhoeffer's teachers, 

was'character1.ed by the fact that there 1a a realm wher. the 

divine and huaan .eet. For Harnack, t~1s waa jllarked by • tran­

scendence' while for Troe1tsch 1t .aa 'ontolog1cal'. But both, 
\ 

il1 terma of the Church at le.at. ..r. • apaces' w1 th1n wh1ch 

~ 1 persona JD1ght d1rectly encoWlier God t and. consequ8Iltly God and 

the persol1 are .eel1 as unitedi -For Bonhoeffer, relying on 
\ -' ~. ' 

Luther aa he had be.n taü'pt by Holl, God etands over and 
<, , 

againet al1 hUIIaD structures and ph11oBop14es 1fh1.ch att .. pt to 

/ 

\ 

1 
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1~ ... ~·~~~tl\Y l' l '''r~\ \.,_ 
" i 1 ~ " .. 

trap God. Bonhoeffer's poa1t1on 119 yery Lutheran at thie po1nt~ 

In tact, ~nho.tter waa ~ore fa1thtul to Luther than jto the ' 
- \ 

Lutheran1am atter Kant wh1ch had coae,to doa1nate the Church. 

It was in Act and Bt'PS that Bonhoetter t1nally contronted 

hla L1beral teachers with all the tools Barth and bis study ot 

the Retormers had made aVailable! to h~. Bonhoetter turned to 
/r-~~ { 

Barth and Luther to ov.rthrow th.-L1beral unaerstandlng ot 

Revelation aa a .etaphya1cal event whlch can be undarstood trom 
, , 

outaide ot the Revelation titeelt. ' t~For Bonhoetter Revelation 
, 'M"I> 

\' 

c~ot be understood &part from a, person'a understanding,ot 
,~ \ 

haaalt ~d the world., \ 

The Liberal understand1ng, and a. Bonhoetfer ae.s it, parti­

cularly lta ep1stemologr. 1a rooted in post-Kant1an Idealism. 

It a person can m.et Gad in some re.lm. then there,i. no limita­

tion to the selt and God ~8 reduced to ~ exten$1on of the selt. 

Whether Gad 1~ ta priori' as in Se.barg or an ontolo~cal' tact 

of 'consèlance' aa 1n Holl, th.n Gad beco.es determ1n~ by man­

kind and Revelation beco.ea-aupertluous. Tbe absolute qualita­

tive distinction bet •• en h~.n~ty and God wh1ch Bonhoettar 1a· 

pre.enting lIaY be aeen to be der1ved 801ely! trOll IAther and 

~th. ~' 

The rOle/ot the Ch~h ttt relation to Revelat10n ~~tter.d 
"" 

bat.een Barth and 'Bonhoett~~~.h1ch pointa to a Chr1stologic&! 

d1ft.rance that beco.e •• or. ~parQ.t 1n Bonhoefter' a later 

.r1t~s. Whereas Barth gave Bonhoetter tha .ethodological 

tools to attaclt the \ Lib eral under~~~d1ng ot t,~\ ~~lat1r~ 
~ ;,;. \ 

• 

ct. 
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- 1 
b.t ••• n hWllu1 ty and ~. 1 t .as· the "'e L'lb.ral theolog)' that 

110-: 1.nforaaed Bonhoeffer of th. dangera of Barth' a po~t1.on. . -

Bonhoeffer in Act pd BtUs aceuaèd Barth of b.in! Kant1..n u/ 
the sens. that he e.phaai.ed the act ot belief to th. point 

whera 1t becomes nOll-rational and th.r.tore Gad b.eo.es totally 
1 

inaccesaible to ua, requ1r1ng .hat~~ltmann cal18 a 'aacrif1c~Dm 

intellectua'; aD ap~ent17 atrong critic1811l tor aOIll.one who 
. . 

thought he had brQk.n fre. of th. Liberal influence. 1 The 1IIlpor-
~ t" \ , 

tant d1at1~ct1on, hO.eVer, cu st;l.ll be made. In Bonhoeff.r' s 

woreis., 

God. 1s not' free frOID man but toraan. 1. 

God 1s therefore accessible to lDaD. but on11 Within the restric­

tions estab11ahed bl' Sanctory Co"upio, only through the Word 

and :Ln the Church. j 

As prev1~ualy .ent1.oned. the major motif of Bonhoeffer's 
~-

wr1tinga 1.8 the call of Chriat and the d1~c1plea,iresponse. As 

/ a reault of\.lhe th.ological bas1s of 'Christ exista as the Church' 
~ \ 

as establi.hadin SaRgtOrum Communio and Act IRd Delns, .~ see 

that diac1.ple8h1p deaeDda that the disciple b. directed towards 
\ 
\ -
the Church wh1ch waa. however 81ntul, the choaen instrument of 

the grac. of GOd and ~herefore th. only .eus ot aalvat,1oD ud 

r~ ti 1: ".~emp 011. 1 

"--.:Ji tit~ hia phrase 'Chr"'t,eld.at. ~' th. Church'. Bonhoeffer 

\ . 
Act Id )à1DS· 

1 -

\ 

1 
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'\ 
has ~cbieved two pr1aary accomp1ish.ents. In the tirst place, 

l, " 
, , . 

he has gua.cranteed that Reye1at10n 1s continuous and 'not "lUd.ted 
, 

to a paat event or an event that occurs at the wh1m ot a Gad 
, 0 

"relloved 'fro-m rea11ty, nor ,1s grace sOIlething which c&n.be earned. 
, 

~ 

'In the second place, "Bonhoeffer has'assured that the existence 
f') «1 

of human1~y ta, rea11y ~o~ch.d by Reve1at1o~. The ~erson a& a 

soc1al' ,bein! 1& drawn 1nto the fe110wsh1p ot the Church and , , 

th1a Church 18 grounded 1n the, personal character of the COBlllun1. ty 

whose centre 1a Chr1&t. As auch, a.ve1at10n can'be aprroached 

on1y through concret. action; onto1ogical bein! has no c1a1m on 

Revelation. The cal1 to d1scipleah1.p is therefore ent1re1y an 
, ' 

ecc1es1.a&tical ca11inc; a call to participat, in the 'corpua 

Chr1sti'. Conforaed to the iwaage ot Christ, the Church 1a tlven 

new poaslbl11tiea for service in the wor1d. 

In a crit1cal appra1aa1 of .U Brunner wr1tten in 19'2, 

Bonhoefter _rote, , \ 

1 • 

l ' 
WeJ.n alao getrast wird: was soll ich 

tun? laut-.t die Aatwort: ble1.be1n deinu 
Berut! l;>abe1 ist su bedeDken, dass ta • Beruf' 

\ im Itrengen S1.n.n nur ru den Christ en , ~ 
d1e Chrlat11che Ge.einde' ceben kann. Beruf l.at 

kein allpme1n lIlensch11chea Ideal. Du b1st von 
Gott berufen als der, cler du bis1; innerhalb 
der Gem:eUd~. . Daru bleibe! 1. . 

\ ' 

Bonhoeffer, D •• _11'-=:1' ,~fttll. Band- V. Page 239. 
"It 1t 1& asked: what, 0 the aDawer 1&: stay in 

your vocation! One auat thiDk, that is 'vocation' 111. the 
atrong aenae only for the Chr1stian, for the Chri.at1an COlI­
mùn1ty. Vocat10n 18 nQ.t a huaan ideal. You are called by God 
a.a he who yeu are,' w1th1.n the ca.aW11t,.. ThereiD atayl" 

The tranal.fltion 1s ay Oh and wUl be uaed thrOughout this 
paper ollly .pere ~o other EDgl.1sh\ tranal.ati0ll1s ava11able. 
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, 

, ' 
:; .'1:.' ~.,j$ll " 

" 
Boùoeffex-, to1lo.ing Lutheran tradit1.on, l:l.kew1ae preterrecl 

" < 

to usa the tenD 'vocation' 'when diacuaaus the 11te et,les ~d\ . ' ' 

taeka that-taced the diaciple With1n the Church •• his aocial 

re.ponae to the cal1 of Christ. Vocatipn in Bonhoetter's 
1 • 

\ ' 
theo10gJ becomea .. deacription or • characterization ot the 

. relationab.1.p batw.an Christ and the Christian cli.~ipl •• 

The Catho11c Church maintaina an undaratanding of vocation 

which has changed littl. ôver llaIlY ~ars. In th. orly Church 

one ~ • .raonallY reaponded to, th. • cal~ '; how.ver, with the eeta­

bliabllent of infant bapt1.8I1, the depth- ot paraonal cou1:tllent 

t.nded to diaappear. The id •• of .. Chriatian 'call1D.s' cu. to 

lit. aga1.n'w1.th aona.tic Chriat1.an1ty. !he Donk had a divine 

call to perfection; it ~ a:èOGYera10n', a • s,cond t or 'ne. 

bapt1am', a 8ummon8 to .. J special mod. of 11.fe w1 th1n the Church 
! 

known _. 'vocation~. i 

, Accord1ag to Pius XI and Pius XII, there are two ele.ents 

to voCation, th. divin. and th. ecc~ea1aat1.cal. This Wlclar-

. standing has be.n re.tt1rmed by d1fterant Catholic th.olog1ana 

// lla1D.g sl1ghtly Utter.nt terwd.no10gy but all aa1nta1n the dual. 
" 1 
D~ture of the concept. J. Lah1tto~, tOI' exa.ple, calla the two 

elèllmtta ' .. ter1al' 'and • tormal' wh.1.ch corresponds clo.e1) to J( 
/ -

- the Papal version. 
, ,- // 

nUe tem1nologie. mq d1.tfer th_ra i8 o~ one pnez-al17 

accepted th.ory by wh1ch 'vocation' as a th.ologieal concept 1s 

a;pproached iD. Cathol1c ~heo1oQ. 'l'h1a 18 the '.ttrac~i0D th1ory' 

propoaecl by C. A. Schleck wh1ch holde that GOd pr1vately d~cta 
\ . . 

1 / 

( 
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hi. call to • peraon 111 who. there 1a t.lt a 1 a troll« ..ad periaa- . 

De~ aupernat~al attraction w1t~n t~- aoul Wh1C~ leada the 

_~.- __ inil1vidual to an .cc aat1cal vocation. Thia aecond ele.ent 
"" ''\.~ r'~ , 

ot the ecclea1aat1c purauit 1a nece.sar7 as an .ttirmation ot 

the 1D~er1or call. 1 • lt the eccles1aat1cal reaponae 1a nec ... .,ry 

.a an attira.t1on ot the 1Dt~ior ca1ling. then the atatua ~t 

the lait Y in the Ch ch la put into question. As a conaequence, 

Qatholic theoloQ alao holda that there muat b. a 'vocat10n toI, 

.--/ suP.rn_tural lite' which includea the laity. Thia 18 a1Ja1lar 

to t,he' Juda1c underatandhg ot CovQaD.t. it perhe.pa al1ghtly 

1I0re lIetapQ-sj.cal. 
1 1 

Vocation a. • theologic&! cODcept haa dub10ua New Teat .. ent . , 
...-~ < roota. ' In Eph.a1&1l~ 4:1 Paul ~. ttI_ theretore, tk. pr1aon.r 

1 

ot the Lord, b ••• ~ch you that ye walk worthy ot th. vocation 

.heHw1th ye fI:l'e called".2. In 1 Cori.nth1ana 1:20 Paul çp11.es 

th. ter. 'ca1l1ng' to daily Chr1.UIlI1 work .and OD. th1. baa1a . 
Luther developed 'VOoat10D' aa a theolog1call concept that applied 
1 D 1 

1. ~ 1. alao, the tor.al •• thod b~ wh1ch the Bishop judges 
\; the val1cl1ty of the :l.Dt.rnal callot the Pri.sta.. s •• 

'vocat1on' 111. ru h. M),QUc ip,cycloptcl1a, Vol. i XIV • 
2. !h~ tera 'vocation' ce. only b. tound in th. A., I V. at 

Bph. z,.:,1 when it translate. aa 'kliaia'. In the other nille 
places whe" 1t oécurs 1t translate. ail 'klitos', lIlea.n1Dg 
• calU ng' ., !'he R. V. ud R. S. V .. ua'l 'cal11Dg' rather thaD. 
'vocation' -in E,ph. 4: 1 as .eU. S •• R .. Preston on "'Vocat1on' ÙlJ P1F0t:fx 0' ~1.t1M Itldca M .. b~ J. Macquerr1 •• 

etr ch rahoetter. te.chu t Karl Boll, was &lso 1D.ter-
~l!Ited. in the •• u.1ng of 'Berut' wh:1ch cu. b. tranalated ;' 
e1.ther as 'vocation' or 'call1nc'. In &Il eaaay entitled 
"Di. Qe.ch1chte de. Wort.. ~f" 1n his Gt"'flilt. 

\ A"ait'. ur I1 rshuo.gh1cht •• Band 3. papa 19 - 219. he 
d1acuas.a the var10ua uae. and •• aDinge 0' th.-word. 

&11 
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to man .erv1ng Chr1st and thereby .ee~ng Chr1st at the place 

wber. he works. rath.r than having to .ork to .eet Christ. . 
~ t ... , D 

Luth~rt with hi.a und.ratanding of vocat~on. wuted above all 

to ~~oi1 a doctrine of worka. ~ther wanted to aboliah'th. 

m.dieval Catholi~ diatinction betw.en special relig.1oua •• rit 

wh1ch 18 attach.d to the c1.rgy and th. leas re11gioua17 uae-
- 1 

tul. though' ~.cea.ary, tunct10n of ~h •. l~t~. This .oat of .. 
\ the Reforme~a had in CO_Olt. All vocation. were said to rank 

!. . 
th. BaIlle w1 th God. none .. ore .. cred Ol' aecular the the other. , 

j ... ~ 

In Luth~r' a worels. / 
, Y 

1 

/' 

/ . 
lIhai: you do in ,.our houae 1a worth 

as JIlllch aa if you did i t up in heaven for 
our tord God. For what .e do .in our oa1-
liD.g : her.

o 

on earth in accordance ri. th na 
word 'and coamand Se counta as it "1 t were 
don. i.n he. ven for H1m.... Thel'8fore w. 
ahou~d accustom ouraelv.a to th1nk of our 
poai t10n and work as sacred. and w.11-
pl_sing to Gocl. not on account ~f the 
poaition and th. wom, but on account of 
the word and fa:! th trOll which the obedienc. l '1 

and work tollow. No Qhriat1an ahou1d de-
apis. h1s poaition and lite it he S.a living 
in acco~fl'lce with th. ward ot Gad. but 
ahould a&7, nI b.11.v. ti J.sus Christ, 
and dO. as the ten c01llDandmellta teach u~ 
pray thàt our dear Lord aay help •• thua 
~ clo". That 1s .. right ho~ lite. and 
èannot b ... de holier. ev.n it on. raat hùI-
•• 11' to d .. th.... It loOka 'l1ke .. great 
th1nc wh .. a .où renoWlce. ever~t~ ancl , 
pee into a clOi.ter. curi •• on • 'lit~ 

• ,,' 
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o aseet~eism, tasts, watehes, prays, etc •••• 
On the"other hand, it loake llke a small 
t.h1ng whe,n a maid eooks and eleans and does 
oth~ housework. But beeause God's commahd 

.ie there, even sueh 8 small work must be 
praised as a servlee to God far surpassing 
the holiness and ase.tle~sm ot all monks and 
nuns. For here there ~s no eommand of God. 
But thare G6d's command ls tultilled, that 
one should honour father and mother and 

h~lP ~n th, care of the home.'· 

Calvln aIso echoed these sent~ents .. hen he stated, 
-' 

\ 

1/\ 

The Lord eommanc;ls everyone of us, U 
all the aetion~ of lite to regard his 
voeat~on ••• as it were, a post assigned 
him t}y the Lord, that he may not wander 
about in uneerta1n~y al.l his daye. Our 

lita~ 'theretore, will then be best regu-, 
lated, .hen it ls direeted to this mark; 
sinee no one ~ill be impellad by his own 
temerity to a~tempt more,than ie compat­
ible with lri.s ealling, beeause ha will 
know that 1. t ls unla.rul to transgrese 
the bounds assigned him. He that ~s a 
obecur~ty will lead a prlvate l~fe wlthout 

1 
discontent, so as not to desert'the station 
in which ~d has plaeed ~. It .. 1.1.1" also 
be no small. aJ-~av1ation ot h:l.s eares, labours 
troubles and ~ther burdene, _hen a man kno.s 

1. !Qther, Marta. Worka, V, 102;' IV, 341; V, 100; 8.S 
quot~ ln Paul Ramsay, Basic Christian Eth1cs. 
Pages 1 54 - 155. V 

1 . 
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1 

thatl/in all these things he ha~ Gad for 
his 19uide. The magi.strate wl11 execute 

bis office w.1th greater pleasure, t~e 

father of a family will confine bis dut Y 

1d th more satisfaction, and al1 J if their 
respective spheres of life, will bear and 

surmount the inconveniences, cares, dis­
appointments, and aDx1eties which befall 

o 

them, when they ahall be purauaded that 

every individual ha. his'buràen laid upon 
him by God. ~Hence also .ill arise pecu­

liar ~Qnsolation, since there,~ll be no 
f 

employurent so mean ~d sordid (provided 

we~ follow our vocation) as not to appelé' 

truly respectable, and be deemed highly 
important in the sight of God.'· 

( 

After the Reformation a Pseudo~Lutheran understanding of 
• 1 

vocation arose which degenerated" the original to the point . , 

whe~e i; f~nallY became little more tran the ~ustit1cation 

and sanctification of secular institutions, th~reby helping 

to contribut~ to the 'Kulturprotestantismus' of Liberalism. 

Bonhoeffe.~ attempted ta ~turn to the or:l.ginal understanding 

of voc~tion' as he felt Luther meant :l.t. In a ,lecture he gave 
, 

to the Confessing C!lurch of Saxony in 1935, Bonhoeffer said, 

" He (Luther) .ent out of the ,moDastery . 
not because it .as~good to live out~~. 
In doing so he brought about no sandtiti-

• 
cation of the 'just:l.tia civilis'. It .as 

/ 

1.( Calvi.n, John. The Institutes of ~e ~!1~ Rtffi0n, 
.. Vol. III, X: 6. As quoted in A QgpIp:d ôt Ji ys 

ot the Christ:l.an Rel.:1.ÂoD, ad. by H. T. Kerr, page 107. 

, ; 
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rather the case that he retused to call 
hWllan lite holy :ln an)' way. His conception 
,of a wor~dly lite of vocation 18 a cri t:lcal 
vi •• of the world. Luther could cry. 'grace 
alone' because he kne. Chr:lst as the one 
who calls to d:lsc1pleship •••• The way to 
d1scip1eship i8 :ln its final consequences 
the in,fini tely comtorting 'YI&)' of grace. 1 • 

~ his tlZ.eiter Katechismu8-Versuch" (Second Catecldsm Atte.pt), 

wr1tt.n in FiDkenwùde in 1936, Bonhoeffer tned to tormaliz. 

h:ls understanding ot ~cat:lon as a theologi.cal concept. To 

the question, "tie kann d~e a..e1nde i.m wel.tlichen Berut 

l.eben?", Bonhoeffer annered, _ l 
Der Christ D.ÙaIIlt seine Arbeit daDkbar 

(Î' 

aus Gotte!3 Band. Er fristet dur ch sie 
sein Leb.n und d:lant gern s.inem Nichat.n. 
Er gehorcht in l.hr aber alle~n seine. 
Herrn Jesu~ Chr+stus. Der Christ .e1ss, 
dass er'n1cht dhrch seine Arbeit, sondern 
àll.e1D, durch die' GÜte Gottea lebt. 

1. 'rhass. 4.11 t; 2. Thess. 3," - 12; Mat., 
6, 26, - 2.9 • 2 • 

By the tue Bonhoerrer wrote Ids book EtMcs, the tefIDS 

1. Bonhoef:t.r, D.. No Rust,. Sworda • 
. Page 319. 

1 
/ 

2. Bonhoer:t.r, D.. G!s",,,,lt, Sg'hntt.D. BaDd 3. . 
Page 362. f' " ' 

<. "Bo .. should the ct,ngregat1.pn live:ln its .. orldly vocation?" 
"The Chr:lstian thanktully takes Us work rrom, God • s band. 

Through it he lives Ms lire and gratetul.ly serves h1.s 
na1ghbour. He hears 1.n 1t howev.r only b1s Lord Jesus 
Christ. The Christ1.an ')mows. that he l:lves Dot tb.%-ough 

.. h1.s WOrB:\ b.ut oDl.y througb the grac, of God." . 
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'vocation' and 'calling' are used almost interchangeably. For 
\ 

Luther 'cal11ng': an.~ 'vocation' .. ere &1ao consid.red as 

synonymous. 1 • For Bonhoeff~r one 1s called to a Christian 

11fe and vocation 1e the commr:ion in wh1ch one stands; how- ~ 

. ever, there appeare to be a Deed to give the ·term a more 

specifie meaning. 

Bonhoeffer dev.lops his own pos:it1on wh1ch opposes tha~ 

of Cat'holic tbeology when he states that a person " ••• must take 

up ~s 'position against the world in the .. orld; the call~ng 

1a th-e plaèe at wUch the callot Christ 1s an.ered, the 

place at wh1ch man livee responsibly". 2. But Bonhoeffer also 
"" 

1 opposes the Pseudo-Lutheran underst~d1ng of vocation. 

Vocation 1s respons1b1l1ty and respon­
!Ü:b1lity is a total response ot the wbo1. 
man ta the wbple of reality; tor this very 
reason there can be no petty and pedant1c 
restrict1ng of one's !nteresta to one'a 
prof'ess1onal duties :in the narro •• st sense ~. 

In th1s wà:r BoDhoerrer enlarged the ... an1ng of 4the concept ~t 

vocation ~i break1ng dOlfD the Jestr1C~10D8 wh1ch have histori-
... - .. \ 

cally character1zed i :1 t _:in both the Pseud~Lutheran and Catholic 1 
UIlderatandiÜ.g. Bonhoelter wou1d agree with Barth' s un~erstand:lng 

\ . 
1 • For a discussion of. Lu.ther' a understa:.à.di.ng of the synony--

mous relat1.0nrldP bet •• en • cAlling' and 'vocat:1on' see 
HartH Luther ad. b,. John D1l1enbarger, page 521. 

, ~ 

2. BonhOeffer,!ID.. Et1r:1cs. 
Pages 255. 25 • .. 

1J:liS.. • Pag 258. 
, \ 

, 
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of vocat~oD which _as not as limited as the Lutheran, that 

the Chr~stian's response of belief and obedience to the calI 

of C~rist forms, in Bart~'s YOrds, n ••• the one, total work 

that he (the disciple) 1e called to don." Vocation rel.tes 

to t~e totality of man' s situation. It cannot be equated with / 

a particular profession or work. Ho.ever, the locus and mean-

ing of vocation j.s found rlthin the Churc,h, the actively o~e-

dj.ent people of God. It appears, ho.ever, that the tradj.tional 
~;- -~ , ~ 

,,~ . 
term • vocation , .as no longer suitable to carry the ne. freight 

Sonhoeffer intended. 

The questions that rema~ned unanswer1d rlth the 'Clu:"iet 

erlsts as the Chur ch , formula of this early stage of Bonhoeffer's 

.ritings are, What of the wo~ld outside of the Church? and 

What of the nature of Christ outsi.de of the Church? The theolo­

gical ~plications for the concept of v~10n are obvious an~, 

Bonhoeffer did see the necessity of dropping the tera; however 
-

it had to be replaced by a concept which carri&d even more 

.eaDing than Luther had originally intended, thereby forcing 

Bonhoeffer to go beyond even Luther • 
. . 

After the Yriting of Ms Ethics the term was no longe, 
1 

suifable ~o convey the enlarged .ean1ng. Instead, Bo~o.ffer 

broke up the term into its constituent ele.ents. In the Latters 

apd Papers From ptison BOnhoeffer rarely uses th.t.~ 'vocation' 

but pre fers to speak: of his 'task:·. By ~g the term 'taslt' 
1 

. ~ 

1 • Barth, Karl. 
Pag.e607. 

Church Dopat1.cs, Vol. IV/Z.. 
, . 

1 
1 
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the spec1ticity and concrete consequences ot a calling are . - \ 
maintained, but the depth ot meaning that vocat10n imp11ed 1s 

10s~.1. This is the other constituent element of vocation. 

Bonhoetter needed a 1Il0re ganeral term than 'taalt' yet with a 

depth of lIlean1ng greater than 'voc~,ion' and one which could 

adequately encompass his enlarged underat8J1ding of diacipleship. 

SUHMARY 
., 

To conclude this section, certain points ~ve been 

established. Bonhoefter was concerned pr1mar1ly wtth the re-

l lationshi.p between Jesus Christ and the modern disciple, but 

only wi thin and through the torma and structures ot the Church. 

The Church in turn can only be understood trom the viewpoint of 

the Christian Revelation and only once this is eetablished cau 

th. Church also be seen as the social institution which it 1s. 
,0 

As such, 'Christ exists as the Church' demands that the disciple 

be d~ec~ed towards the Chur~h, a concrete' response to a/concrete 

call. This relatioDship of the call and response is closely in 

line witJ Luther's ~d~rst~d1ng ot vocation, if not that ot the 

Lutheran Church. 

While an attempt was made in Bonhoetter" a l.ectures on 

Çhr1stology to expand\this understand1ng ot the rel.ationahi.p 
1 -' 

b.tween Christ and the di~c1ple in other ,teras besides those of 

1. Bohoetter uses the term 'task' more than thirty tilles 
in the lAtters and Papera FrOIl Prison -hile ua1ng the· term 
'vocation' only Once ~ the ear11eat ot bis l.atters. 

1 

\ 

• 
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1 the l~ted eccles1ast1cal L \ the Church ruggle torced 
*' J' ' 

~ to postpone his explorations and return to bis firmly astab-

11shed and leg8J.ist~c t Christ exists as the Church' posi.t1on 
-

~d the tor.mal concept of 'vocation' wh1ch accampan1ed 1t. A~ 

the Ch~ch struggle .as coming to a close, ho.ever, Bonhoetter 

realized that he needed a n,. understand1ng ot the l"elat1onsh1.p 

bet.een Christ and Bis, modern disciple and a ne. 'concept to 

represen~ that understand1~g. In a letter of 1932. to his 

fr1end, Erwin Sutz, Bonhoeffer aake4 the questio~s wh1ch he 

ded1cateà ma.ny ye~s of his lite' to aDnerug. 

J 

1 • 

1 

Can our Church Isurv1ve a catastrophe? 
, Or nIt 1t be all over .ith us, unless 
'.. chAnge tundamentally and at oDce? 
Unl.ss we speak quit. dirrer.ntly, live 
quite dttterently? But how?l. 

\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
- -, 

1 

[) .. / n 

Bonh~etfer, D.. Geap-elta Schriftell, BaIld, 1'~ 
Pages 23, 24. 
- AB quoted by H. BoBallquet in ae Ute apd Death of 
D1et~+ch Bonh0efter, page 94. 
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Dur1.ng the days of the Church struggl. there .ere certaiJ:l 

developments in BoDhoeffer's l1fe and theology wh1eh set the 

stage for his ne. understand1.ng of the relatlonsh1p bat •• en 

Christ and His modern disc~ple which the concept~of • vocation , 

could not eontain. Bonhoeffer was dong the tirst and the fe. 

who reaeted against tha 'Aryan lagielation' ot 1933 and sa_ it 
f 

as al crue1.al .problem 1.n the 1.mp.nd1ng struggle. Whi1e other 
f 

theologians and m1nister~ of the 'Reich Church' sOught the 

theologieal justification for the Aryan clause, Bonhoeffer 

exposed the theol~g1eal absurdity ot a purely Ge~ 1 Church 

wh9se membership -as dependent ~pon b101ogy. Finally Bonhoetfer 

concluded that he cOUld,ttot rema1n in a Church that excluded 

Jews t , a conclusion which resulted in his repudiation of the 

Church which to Bonhoeffer would ha~e been untbiDk able a te. 

short months ago. 

A ne. opposition was tormtng within the Church known as 

the Pastors EIlergeney Leag\ie. Thia -aa eventual.ly to grow 1.nto 

the Confessing Synod .h1eh be~ame aynonymoua with prot~st. The 

cOUDsel ot the Ecumen:Lcal Novellent supported the ConfesaÜlg 

Synod iD 'i ta struggle aga:1ns~~ the 'Gel"ll&D Christians' and 80 by 

impl1.cat1.on also against the Nazi reg1.me. but for BoDhQeffer. .', 
/ 

it .as never a polit~eal struggle. 

The Contesaing Chureh gre. out of the ~en Declaration / 

ot 1934 and Bonhoefter, as a member of the Synod •• as foreed to 

coneentrate pr~11y on praetieal matters coneernLmg the l1fe . ' 

ot the Church. Bis -~theolog:Lçal. training lad bill to the problem 
1 • \ -----

ot the relation ot Church and atate. Wh1le:Ln Sanctorum Co!l!!9n;\o 

1 
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Bonhoeffer e.phasi~ed the huaan1 ty of the Church subject t? 

t\è same so~1010g1cal laws as other institutions, now, how~ver, 
r 

Bonhoeffer a.phasued th .. ea.nct1ty of th~ Church and de .. pha-

s1zed the 80ci01081c81 1aws. 

. Luther had separ~ted Church trom state and Lutheranism 

had subjugated the Church to the powe~ôt the state. Bonhoeffer, 

returning to Luther in h1.s essay "Thy K1.ngdOm Co.e", attempted 

to rev:l.ve this 'Two-Kingdom Doctrine'. ne wrote, 

The Church limita the state, just as 
the state l1a1.ts the Church, and each 
must rema1n COllscious of this JI1utual 
UJD1tation. ' • 

/ ... 
!hese words may be seell/to rwt1ect Luther rather than the 

Luth.ran tradition, bUi soon Bonhoeffer would be forced to 

1eave even Luther, who. he 'l.oved. more than anyone', behind. 

-
It was one event in Bonho~!ter's 11te, more than &DY other, 

wh1ch 1ed h1m beyond Luther. In 1934 by order ot the lfati'ona1 
\ -

Bishop the theological sem1naries and schools of the Confess1ng 

Church were orelered closed. So.. ot the schoole 19nored the 

order and in 1935 Bonhoeffer became the d1rector of the 
\, f • 

COifeSs1ng rurCh S .. 1 nary .t FinkenwA1e. In a sense th1.s 

UlePi seJDifa.rr, ltnown as th. • Bruderhaus', .as a ret~ _ to 

Ilonasticiaa, but 'BoDh,oeffer l'elt that the tues de~ded wch 

a .ove. Be d1d not see 1t simply as a return, ho.eVer, it .. as 

. ,. 

t • Bonhoetter, D.. "Thy K1.J1&dom Co •• " as translated by 
J. D. Godaey iD PHf_ce to ~effer, pace 40. : ,.,1 

1 \ 

.- 1 



o also a atep torward tor both Bonhoetfer and the l~te of the 

Church he served. 

The restoratiQn 'of the Church must 
surely depend on a new kind ot monasti­
ciSJll, hav1.ng nothing U cOllllllon w1th the 
old but a lite of uncomprolll1.sing adher­
ence to the Sermon on the Mount in 1lI1-
tation of Christ. l . 2, 

,'t ~ ...... '-',. 

Bonhoeffer was Dot ~ry1ng to create a .onas~c· order at 
\ 

1 

Finkenlalde, and, on the contr~y, he took care to en~e that 

what.he was dOÏDf represented the best traditions ot German 

Protestantism. This meant self-d1scipl.1ne and JIlutual d1.sc1-

pline rather than obedience based upon the author1ty ot a 

superior. 

For the Lutheran Church, communal lite had been a dead 

issue for centuries. ,Bonhoeffer atteapteà to rediscover this 

anc1ent tradition and he emphasized communal lite as pre~a­

tion for the miniatri. Bonhoeffer had v1sited Anglican .onas­

teries while in EDglând, and saw that such an ataosphere leJt 

l '<1 / 

\ 1tselt wel1 ta developing ~ co~~ted pastors. Bonhoeffer 

sa. the contrast bet.een this life 8ty~. and that of "h1.s 01rD 

1 Church:ln Wldch ,the phd"",,nant •• ntall.t7·as ..met! b7 :l.ncH.v- 1 
ualistic p1:ety and the absence of à sense of respons1b1.l1t~ tor 

other~ and t~e Church. \ 

1 . Bonhoetter, ( D.: trom' a latter of January 14th, 1935 as 
quoted b,. E. Bethge iD pietrlch Bopboetter, page 380. 
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Bonhoeffer' a book Lite Togther :la largely a record of 

the act:lv1. ties of the 'Bruderhaua ' experaent. Wh:lle the 

ae.inary :ltself .as an attempt ta create a atrdng and ded:l­

cated nucleua ot disciples, it was alsa an att~pt to create 

a weapon for the Church strugg~e. ~'Dwalde was no~ a sanc- \ 

tuary from tae world but _as !primarUy conc.rn~, w1.th the 
\ 

disc1plea' responsible behav10r towards the world. Bonhoeffer 

believed that hU mBn1 ty should confo~ to dhriet'but at the 

same tilDe he always stressed 'this-worldliness'. The cOJlUDunity 

/was not to be 'other-wor~dly',~~ut rather~ it was an attempt 

through a Spartan lif'e style to prepare the diaciple to face 

the worJ.d 1R. th a strong rel.:lgious and social centra. 

.l 

1 

To atay :ln the worl.d w1.th God ••• ana 
s1mpl.y to live 1.n the rough and· tuable 
of tha worl.d and at the saille time rema1.n ' 
in the body of Ch.r:lst, the v:ls:lbl.e Church, 

- /" 

to tek. part in :lts wo"sh1p ~ live the 
l1f~ ,of discip1esh1p.l. /' 

p's~ concret. spatial. terms, such as 'Christ exista as 

the\Church', Bonhoeffer could demand for the Church a ';u.v:l.ng­
&pace'. ~e great ~f'ference batween this and the tradit:l.onal 

Lutheran undèretanding ~f the Church :l.a due to Bonhoeff'er" a 
1 

addition of 'the f'ellowship of .en· to the two class1cal. con-

cepta of' Word. and, Sacrament. Al.1 three terme .erged in 

Bonhoetfer ',a organic conception of' the Church as the Revelation. 

1.' Bonhoef'fer, D.. Th! Coat of' D,1.sdPleab;tp. 
Page 2.3,. . ~ 
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Bonhoeffer al10wed no escape trom the dèmands of 'concrete' -.. 
alleg1ances. He went 80 far as to repeat 

(..., 
TertullJ.ah' s 'Extra 

eccles1am nulla" salas', - • outside of tpe (Confess1ng) Church 

tere i.s· no' Bal. vat1.on 1 • 

The dut y of the disci.ple was to reject the l.nfluences 

of Hitler's Germany withi.n the boundar1.es e8tabl1.sh~ bl" the 

commupit~ of ReveIat1.on. 
{,-

Bonhoeffer attempted to return to 

bis pos:lt1.on of the days bafore the Church atruggle bl" reaf-
\ u 

firming the -calI and obedience to the calI ri thin the t èb.r1.st 
'-~ ( 

ex;1sts "as the ChU;,ch f formula., Bonh0rf~~r could no 'lonrr 

claim a l.eg(tl.istic' understanding of the. Church" In his lec-
.', 

tures on Chri,sto19GY a sh1.ft was made from the Church be1.ng~, 
j.' 

a determinant ot:Christ to Christ determi n1ng the nature and 
1 \ - ~ 

1'uIi.ct1.on of the Church. Now, ho.ever, the Church was en1arged 

to the co~cept of COllJllUlÙ.ty, and boundar1.ès had to be ma:1n.-
~ , 

ta1.necl bet.een, the coJlllllU.D.1.ty and the world in order to pre-
1 

\ 

serve a 'living-apace' for Christ_, Chri.st and this coJllJllUDit~ . 

were still seen by Bonhoeffer as foapati.ble. The calI to ~,~" 
, " 

discipl.eship had to be heeded througn the forma and structures 

ot the cOlll1llUDity, wh1.è:h, .bile not be1.ng ent:f.rell" orthodox, was 

stUl recognj.zable as Christian. Bonhoeffer.as 1ater to say 
\ "-

of this stage of h:ls lite that tte\ thought he could be a d:lscip1e 
o ' 

" ••• 'bl" trying to 11.n a h01l" l.if'e~'. 1. , 

1. 

) 

One ot the developaent's ansiDg out of th1s chang;.lng 

1 

BonhoeUer, D •• 
Page 369. 
\ 

, , 

1 

LettRS and PIR'n Fro. Pr.laon. 
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ecclea1010gy _as a consequent chanse in BoDhoeffer's ÜDder-
1 

stàlldug ot 'vocation t • The Church -as no longer a foraal 

insti~uti~n and one's vocation could n9 longer be as r1g1~lY' 
de~ed as it had beenj how.ver, the concrete nature of the 

/) 

call and'the unquest10ning obedience of the disciple _ere to 

remain. \, 

.é • 

The end of the F.1!lkenwalde experaent a.l.so set the stage 

for a ne_ understanding of disciplesh1p. ' ~~ eccl9siastical 

cal1ing wh;Lch _as the basis of vocation was trans#ormed to a 

call. to Act responsib~ With1n the co_un1.ty. he d1ac1.pl.e 
Cl 

must leaveothe aecur1.ty of the co .. untty of Revelation to ac~ 

for God in the worl~!' rus lad to an entirely different under-
. .' 

stand1.ng of the relationah1.p between Chr.1st and Bis modern 

disciple; a relationship -h!ch cou1d no 10nger be med1ated by 

the Church. 
1 

Karl Barth, in a let ter he .rote to Landessuper1.ntendent 
. ' 

Herrenbrick in 1952, was th. first p~son to see' the questions 
, 

~nho.fter _s strugg11.nC with at the he art of bis theology~ ~. 
~ 

Barth wrote. 

" And .bat he says about sharing 1.n 
" 

'~" -:: .. :u::~::,:~ ::,.::~:. 0;-:: 
'-..~ ~l.Id.tatio· which he rightly stressed~ ••• 
~ It haB lOIl&.~bee~ clear to me th8.t l'.:o.1 

-::... l ' 

hà.~e to deVot'- a 10t of room to tbi:'s 1J 

IIIltter in the ChVch DO!!l!t1cs. \' -as it 
Bonhoeffer' B vi.. that the who1e of 

theology auat be put on this -ba81a? It 

.... 

~ . , 

, , 

~ 1 

./ , 1 
J 
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1a possible tha~~n/his 
times think tbis. 1 • 

cell he did a t 

Karl Barth recognized the relationship between the 'imitati91 
cll? 

and the other major·themes of Bonhoeffer's writings although 

he obviously dld not, and, considering his own thaology, could 

not have agre~d. 

There ia some proof that' Bonhoeffer was indeed 1forking in 

this area. In a letter ha _rote to bis triand, Érwin,Sut~ 

from LOndon in 1934, Bonhoeffer aaka, 

, Nachfolge Christi --,was das ist, .. ., 
mochta ich _issen -- es ist nicht erschopft 
in unserem Begrirt des Glaubens. 2 . 

" 

In a let ter of Decamber 1943, BonhoefCer states that he is 

reading the classic The Im1.tat1on of Christ by Thomas a Kempia.3 • 
" 

As weIl, Dietrich's father was a prominent German paycholog1st 

and paychology had long ago demonstrated the primary role that 

imitation plays.in the development of the indiv1dual and col-

'" le~tive personality. Learn~ng, at least during the early 

1 • 

2. 

l' 
Barth, K.. "Frqm a Letter ~o Landessupenn1;iéndent P. W. 

Herrenbrûck, 21 Dècember 1952", in World Coa§! tor Age, ad. 
by R. G. Sm:lth, page 91. Barth neyer did devote any room 
to the subjeet of the'1m1tat10'!n his Church Dogmat1es. 
Bo~oeffer, D •• Ge81'mmelte Schriften, Band.l. 

Page 41. ' 
"Imitat10:J:t Christ - IJd l.1ke to know wbat tbat ia -

1t 18 note usted ~ our concep.t of ~a1th." 
In e s From Pr1so . (page 170) Bonhoeffer, 

says the t 0 ot st both in the or1- :' 
g1nal Latin and in German translation. He goes on to !quote , -
trom it on page 175. "Custodi diligenter 'e-ellam tuam, et 
custodiet te" (Take good cara ot your. cell', and l.t will take 
care ot you). ' 

l - , 

• i 
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stages of development ls based largely bn ~tat~on while 

moral teaching in part1cular is almost totally a matter of 

~1tation. ~' 
• 

These are, however, obviQPsly per1pheral points. The 

place to begin must be at the histor~cal beginn1 ngs of the 

concept ot the '~tat10'. In the f~llowing sect~on cf thls 

paper, an attempt,will be made to give a brief though highly 
1. 

sty11zed history of the concept of the 'imitatio' in order to 

show how 1t has traditionally been used and hQW Bonhoeffer 

fits into this ancl.ent tradition. 

In the Cultic prsct~ce~ ot the anc1ent reli~ons, the 

im1tat~on of God was se en as a torm of sympathet~c mag1.c. The 
/ 

1 
actions ot the members, though symbol~c, .ere ~tended to create 

corresponding realities. For example, the ritual ot spraying 

wster on the solI was meant to be accompanied by a rain tram 
1 

the goda. Thare was a correapondlng relationshlp with the gods 

through 'mLmesls,.l. 

This idea ot the l ':1m1tat~o "Dei' 1œ.S also ~.served in the 

Hellenic 'mystery religions'; however, the imitation _as more a 

mystical 1deal and was practiced only by the chosen te.. It 

was held that the d1scipl.e m:lmed and thereby partic1pated in 
{ 

the l11e of the goda. Tbe philosophical intellectualizat10n 

of the gods a8 ldeal forms by Plato, however, made of the/goda 

an other-worldly ideal. !'M1meSiS' 1.n Gr •• k thought i8 also the 
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key to ethical norms. Imitation of the v1.rtues of the gods 

was an eth1.cal ideal. Man must 1m1tate the div1.ne stability 

of the universe. Tbrough the istudy of mat~ematics and astron­

omy, humaIdty grasps the idea of cosmic harmony and law. This 

• coami.c la.' evo.l ved into the • natural law' of the St~C8 and 
c",ti 

'right action' meant liv1.ng in accordance with, or imitating 

this law. Revealed law thus became equated with natural law. 1 • 

\ 

In the Hebra1.c trad~tion, ~n the other hud, ,the :1m1tation 

of God was seen as a d~c 1.m1.tation Whic~ demanded the entire 
, . 

life ot not ooly the disciple but of al1 the people. The Exodus 
ù 

out of Egypt was a world1y 1m1.tation, of the Goc! who in the Old 

Testament ie known as 'the way'. The distinctive teature of 

this 'im1tatio Dei' was its worldliness. God ie revealed through 

a serles of events and the chosen people followed that same 

series to the promised land. That is 1 the way' ot the Lord. 
1 

Torah me ans literaIly 'the signpost along the wa:y'. S1n is 

'turning aside tro~ the way f, and repentance is f turning back 

into the way'. This shows a d~c movement and pr.o'Cess as 

opposed to the static contemplation of an ideal as h~ld by the 

areeks. The 'W&yl implies not only a direction, but Also 'the 

way God .ants us to act'. In other worda, 'the .&y' contains' 

not olÙY the content of Revelation \ th~ Ten CoDDDlllÎdments) but 
, ,-

also the •• thod o! ,~.~.1at1on (kodus), neither of which can 
1 

~ 

\ f 
This ie obviousl,. an overeimplif'ication. For tùrther 

elaborat1.on of this"point, se4P J. Shi81, Gr •• k DoUât and 
t,e Ri,. of Christi 'pi tx, pages 83 - 86. 

\ 

1 • 
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be, separated from the other. l • 

Jesus too can be seen-as 'the Way', and he too f0110wed 

the .ay of the '!mi. tatio Dei' of Israel. From the Juda1.c under­

standing of 'the way' it .as only natural for Christ and the 
1 

d:Lscip1es to use the vocabulary of 'following'. He was often 

compe11ed to do something within certain time limits or at 

certain places. For example, he bad to go to Jerusalem. Events 
, 

had to 1'0110 .. a certain co~se, the Spi.rit .. as showing the .8:7'. 
/ 

E. J. Tinale,., :Ln his book The Tm1 tation of God in Chri.st, 

states wbat he fee1s is the relation of Jesus to the Old 

Testament understanding of God as • the way 1 • 

The mission of J1SUS was to fu1fi11 
an ldstorical task: to wallt himself in , . 

the 'Way of Israel' and thereby express 
Ibis sonship in terms applicable to the 
situation to wh1ch he came. In action 

and :Ln word Jesus w:Ll1edJo mime the 
sign1ficant features of s nation's 
bistory. The fOrll of tthe m1n1stry of 
Jesus was an e%tended Jct of prophetic 

s1'Jllbol:lsm. Jesus.as h1m.se1f the 'Way' 

and therefore the perie ct ~tator ~f 
- , 

the Father. Perception, of bis ~ssj,on 
as a 'sign' anq decision to ACt upon lt 

1. -:- The udtatlon jOf 'the way' ls also a basic feature of 
Chinese Taolsm. (Tao .eans 'the way'.) Buddha al.so :Ln1tl­
ated an 'e:Lghtf01d .. &y' by wh1ch the disclple could reach 
perfection. In H:lnduism 'the .ay' :Ls station oriented rather 
than action oriented. ''!'he w&y' :l~eterDdned by onefs 
d~ or station :ln l:lfe which pr des the possibi11tie' 
and l.1m1tations o't-an action. . 

, 
\ 
\ . , ! 
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was a matter for which those confronted 
with it _ere accountable. 1• 

By the same tOken we a..s d1.sc1ples are to 1m1. tate Chr1st. The , 

New Testament roota o~ the 'imitatio Christi' are seen to be 
• "'ô • 

Christ himself who often s8îd to bis disç1ples 'FolIo. me'. 

(Matt. 19:28, Mark 1:17,2:14,8:34, 10:21) By tbis it is 

implied that Jesus Christ l.s not only the ~ethod but 81s,o the 

content of Revelation. The Christian in tollowing Christ 1s ' 

also aske~ to foll0. him to the cross (Luke 9: 23) • The theme 

of tOllow1.ng aft~r Jesus as described in the Gospels should 

never ~e identified solel1 w1th the particular vocation of a 
\ 

te. disciples. It is much richer in meabing imply1ng a sharing 

of one's life with Jesus.~· In the Gospels one noticés a pro­

found distinction in language. Wh11e those disciples who knew 

Jesus 'in the flesh' spe~ of 'following', Paul, who lived by 
1 1 _ -" 

taith, uses the vocabulary of the 'im1tatio'. Paul develops 

the theme ot the '1m1.tatio' in conjunction rith a /more basic 

theme, 'namely the union of Christ and the taithful as expressed 

by the term f in Christo', a phrase which carnes more weight 

t~ does 'to tollow'. Paul continuously speaks of 'know.1ng' 

1 • T1.nsley, E. J.. '!'he Tm tatj,oD ot Gad in ~st. 
Page 72. \ / 

2. / Anselm Shulz 1n_ Junger des Herm: attempts to' show that 'to 
tollo.' haB tive difterent tesni ngs or cOllDotat1.oDS as i t ia 
used in the Gospels: 

(A), phyaical accompan1.aent (LuIte 14~27; Mark 8:34) 
(B) obl:1gat1oD -ot the d1sc:tple~-(Mark 1: 17; Matt. 19:28l 
(C) shar1ng a CO_OD dest1ny (JOhn 12:26 t 13:36; Rev. 14:4) 

,~, (D) to bel1eve (John 8:12, 10:4-' and Z7J 
(E) a moral 1m1.tat1on (Lake 14:27; Mark 8:34; 1 Peter Z:21) 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 
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and 'becoming like' Christ. In Philippians 3: 10 - 11, tor 

~xample, Paul states that he deaires " ••• ta mow Christ and ' 

the power of His resurrect10n and ~hare in His sUfferings, 

becolDing like H1m in H1-s death n. The' 1m4. tat~9 Christi' must , 

'indeed, theretore,!be se en as a b1blical the.e. l
. 

ln the patristic period of Christian h1story the 'imitatio 

Christi'- was the drinng torce 'b~h1nd the practices of celibacy 

and virginity.2. Sinee ,the cross 1s the cent:a1 S~Ol of the 

Christian faith it also was only, natural that early Christian 

writers _rote particular1y of màrtyrs as the 1de~ 1m1tators of 
, \ • r 

Chr1st. jIgnatius of Antioch in the tirst century wrote a letter 

to the Romans asking ot them, "Permit me to be an 1m1ta~or of 

my suffer1ng God fl •
3. John Chrysostom in the tourth century had 

much to say concerning the '1m1tatio Christi'. 

! 

You are a Christian in order to 
~tate Christ and obey His commands. 
Look then to Him who is the perfect 
JIIode1. 4. 

In order to exhort His disc1ples to ! 

/ ' 

1. This point 1s made and dev~loped by the Biblical scholar 
H. C. Waetjan in the essay "Is the 1 Imitation of Chr1st' 
'Bibl1cal?" ~ Pi,Jog, Vbl.II No. 2 Spr1ng ,1963, page 125. 

1 
2. For an excellent contextual understanding Of these prac-

" / tices see B. Z. Goldberg, sel in Rel1g1.on, jiàges 229 - Zl5, 
L....J and "On Im1tat1ng Jesus" 1n • " Pldpps" The Sepal1tY of 

Jesus. . 

3. , IgnAtius ot Antioch, The Epistles of St. Cl.ment of Rom. 
pd St. lpati9j ot AftH0Ch, page 3 as quoted in Iiiitat1pg 
Christ, .d. by • ~. atesta s. J\, page 39. 

4- Ibid., Çh17sostom, J •• ,pipst th, Jews 8.9. page 40. 
I~" 1 . 

l, 

/ 

1 
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great things, our Lord Jesus ~Chr1st 

gave H:f.mself as an example. 1• 

May Christ never cease 

known :If urs· How wUI He 
mon? By the actj.ons we 
imitation of H1m~2. 

.ski Dg B:1JDself 
make H1mself 
pertorm 1n 

1 

.... 

Augustine was later to ~ay that the concept of '.alk1 ng 

in ~s footsteps' ~pl~citly contains the '1a1tatio Christi'; 

t'For .hat 1s it to \ollow atm except to 1m1t~1I1m~ •• 3. In 

fact " ••• the gist of religion 1s 1m1.tati.on of B1.m who 1a.­

_orshiPped fl •
4. 

Christian1ty had concentrated ita tocus p~ly On the 

glory of the resurrect1.on rather thaIi the sutfering that 
~ . 

j 

preceded it. Then the Cruaades changed Christendom'sperspective 

by restor1ng the viâion of the ~storicBl Christ who had ~f­
fered for sinful m,fn. \ ... In a world wh1ch .as now bothrellgj.ously 

and pol1tj.cally Christian and wh1ch could conseq~ently no longer 

cl.a1m persecution", the gaze of the Church _as turned both o~t­

ward and :1.nward. 1 Outward was the challenge of the recapture of 

the Holy Land .hile in.ardt the imitat10n of Christ took 
r 1 

Chr.Lst1ans to the $onastery-with 1ts pract1ces and vows of self­

denial which al10w.d men to j.mitate Christ ~~hout worldly 

1 • 

î: 
4. 

Chrysosta., J.. HOId.l.ies 09 ~,:g! 6.1, aa quoted. 
in 1., tat:1ng CJlr1st \ ed. by E. .' '. atesta S. J., 
page 41. " , ., 

llzü., ~sostomt J.. BoGUes op Rpgps 24.4.,' page 41.' 

.DM., Augustüe, St. ~ BoIl y1:rPDétl, page 79. 
Augustine, St.. Pt Ciy1.tato D!ti VIII, 17. 

, / 

1 
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distractions. 

In ~he twelfth century Bernard or Cla.i.rvaux believed tbat 

the imitation of Christ was -:central to fa1th its.elf. In bis 
".- ~ 

wOrds, "1 do not see ~it as acce~sib~e only to my ~_ra.yers 

but l dare even to imitate H:1m". 1. And later, ''Wben f1nalJY 

l believed in Christ, that ia to say when ~ 1m1tated His 

humility, l came to know Truth!'. 2. 

A romanticized concern to imitate Chr.1st without the 

natural counterweight which persecution had provided led to a 

contempt for -.orld1y life and the body and finall,. lad to the 

pervérsions of self-inflicted aUffering for the sake of a meta-

1 phys1cal ,~deal. Thomas a Kempi,s in' The Im1.tation of Christ 

was to say, 

Endeavour therefore to 1fi thdraw thy 
heart from the love of visible things 
and turn thyself to the invisible.3• 

It .as not merely a case of suttering for the -sake of BUffering 

but God would also reward the true imitators, at least accord-
/; ( 

ing to a Kempis. In his words, 

If thou continuest fa1thful and 

fervent in thy work, DO doubt but Gad 

) 
1 • o Bernard , St •• 

. Page 496. 
2. Bernard, St •• 

Page 151. 

Oa the Song of Songs, Vol. 1. 
'- l '. 

1 J 
The Steps of U;um1Y.tl. " 

"3. ThOllaS a Kempis. D' 1"t.t10& 0t Chr1.st • 
. Book l, Chapter 1 ~ 5. \ 

1 

1 

;_ '~.f 

1 , 

1 

1 

\ 1 

~I 
1 
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rill be faithful and libera! :1n re_ard­
ing you.'· 

4 

Protestants have on the whole rejected the ~st~ life as 

drawn by a Kemp~s. James Gustafaon aaya of the Jesus portrayed 
• 1 

by a Kempis, that the Chrl.at n ••• who j.s 1m1.tated 1s harcUy one 

Ye recognize in the Gospels or the rest of the Bew T.stament~. 

In the ~ge of perfection projected by a Kempis, OUstafson 

c ont:1nu es , there j.s " ••• a talse eleavage bat_een the rea1m of 

the spj.r1t-peaee, true joy, the soul, all that 1a good; and 

the realm of the tlesh--passions, senaes, t~e 'world'! and all 

that is ev11~'. 2. 

Despite Protestfnt erj.tic1sm the '~tatio Christi' is 

still an 1n1;egral aspect ot Catholie theology today, partieularly 

in the area ot 'intercèss10n ". To a1d the Christian in :Lmita~1ng 

1. 

2. 

Thomas a KemPis.~e Imitation of Christ. 
Book III, Chapter , 1. 

To again 11lustrate the close historieal relationeh1p 
betYeen 'tollow1ng' and '~tat10n', 1t ~s interest1ng to 
Dote that an early sixtaenth century English translation by 
Richard Whitford of The Imitation of 9br4sl was ent1tled 
The FoloY;nufe of Chaste -see E. J" Kleus Introduct10n to 
the 1941 'Harpers' ed1t10n ot The Iprltat10D ot éhr1st (p.32). 
It 1.a alao :1nteresting to notè' that the German translation 
of The I,'tat10g ot Christ ia Bachfolge Qbrist1 and even 
more interest1ng 1a the fact that the German t1tle of , 
Bonhoeffer' a Cost of J)j,se+plesh1.p 1s s1mply N'aehiolgel. 
'N'aehfolge' bas no pree1se Engl1sh equ1valent. \ t m8y be 
translated as • d1se1plesh1p' but th1s can sugges't merely 
the Adherence to a aaster's teachings or an aeeeptance of 
h1s philosophy. 'Naehfolge ' can also be translated as 
'sueeessor'. 'lB1tat1on' 18 perhaps a eloser translation 
tluu1 e1ther of th.se as l nU atteapt to show". "Im1tat1~ f 
alone encOIIpasaes the clynaa1SJ1l of the German • Kachfolge • ~ 

Gustafson, J.. Çhr1st gd the Moral 14f,­
Page 68. 

; 

,~ 

Il 
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Christ, the Church sets before bim Saints which have followed 

the way of Christ and .ere apparently more successful than 
\ 

Most in their imitation of Christ. By their example and 

intercession the Christian will become through grace and works 

what Jesus is by nature. In fact, until the Reformation, the 
-

'1mitatio Cbr~sti' had been the distinctive motif of Christian 

behaviour. 

Luther .as critical. of the 'iDd.tatio Christi' for severa! 

reasons. He felt that it inevitably led ta a doctrine of 
-

works, a l1teralism and, mystic:1sm. Luther argued that action 

wh1ch aims at reward, ~ven salvation, isprecisely the opposite 
-

of the sort of action for which reward is promised. Therefore 

'he counsels fi ••• if you nsh te- pray, fast, or establish some 

foundation in the Church, take heed not ta do it in arder ta 

obtain some benefit, whether temporal or ~ternaltt.l. Luther 

preferr~d to break up the term anr use concepts such as 

'vocation"anf 'conformitae' in~tead, so as to avo~d the 

excesses of the medieval Church. Although Luther changed its 

form, the '1ld tat:1o Christ:1' can st:Ul be seen to enet with:1n . ..- - ~ -

Protestant theology. For exaJDPI~, Luther d:1d adlllon1sh that' 

~ 

" ••• each should become as 1t were a Chr1.st to t'he other, that 

we may be Christs toyone another and Chr:1st'.ay be the same in 

~l; that 1e, that we u.y be truly- Chr1st:1ans".2. 

, 
1. Luther, Martin. cIrï~~' Vol. II, page 342 as,quoted in 

~;* R.-~ey-' ~ By1c ~ ian Ethics, re, 135. 
2. Luther, M.. Thre. 'ktatj"es.· , 

Page Zl9. 

i ' 
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Çalvin, lLke Luther, alsocpreferred to use 'conformitas' 

but the :1ntended Dleaning is clear; w. should a1so follow :in 

'the wa:y' of Chr1.st. Cal v1.n sa1.d in his Institutes of the 

Christian Religion, 

.,' 

With what better foundation can it 
1 

be~, thàn when it (Scriptures) admon-
ishes that we ought to be holy because 
our Gad <>11.s holy. ~ • • An~ as a turther 

~cite.ent to us, it·ahowa, that as God . \ 

the father hfa reconc1.1ed ua to ~self 
~ Chriat, ap he bas exhib1.ted to ua in 

Mm a pattern, to which -it ia his wU1 
-1 ,,/ 

that we ahould be conformed.·- / 
/ 

\ 

1 

In light of the emphasia on the tut~e life whi.ch dom:1natea 

Calvin'a theology, the glory of Christ ia stressed. In oppo­

sition to the ~tiC understand1.ng of suffering as w~ find in 

the Medieval' '1.m1.tatio Christi', howevV, CalVin 8t~esse~ the 

• real' suffering of Christ and our participation in that 

suffèring. 
\ 

The more .e are afflicted and endure 

miseriea, ao IlUch the more certa.inl.,. 1.s 
our aSsociation with.Chr1.st contiraed.Z.-

Calvin did not, however, introduce a doct~e 

above quotaUoD Jdght 1.IIIp17. In hi .. ~ 
of worka as the 

f " 

No person ought t be held to be 

-;! Calvin, John. The :ra:rtgt.a~l. ~oa, 
, Book III, VI;3, as quote :1D A 3d ru • L Jis 
of the Chd,atian R.ligion, ed. ,. • • err, page 2. 

z. lâiâ., Book III, VI,II; 1, page 82. 

1 

J 
~ ( 

1 

( 



7 J . , 

---
~sciples of Christ, unless it be those 

1 

who are bis real'1Dd.tators and ready to 
ru.n the course that he d.1.d. But he 
g1.ves ûs, :in brie!, the ru1e ~or' thi.s 

:1JIIi.tat1.on, so that _e may kno" ~ _ha~ 
thing he chiefly w1.shes us t9 be 11ke 
b.:1m. It cons:1sts ot t_o pouts: ,naBle].y, 
the renunciat1.oD ot ourselves, and the 
vo.luntary suffer1ng ot the cross. 1 • 

-
The'concept ot the 1.a1tat~on of ~st begaD to fall aore 

and more out ot Proteàtan~ theological ~angua.ge aner the 

Retormat1.on. John Wesley selected portions ot Thomas a Kellp:1.s'. 

Imttat1.on of chr1.st and publ1.shed :1t under the title ot ~ 

Cbrl.stiap pattern. 'Ph1.llP Jacob Spener and the German Pletist 
- ) ( 

moveIDent attellpted a sqrt of rev1.va1 but, in th1.s area at least, 

the,. had 1:1 t tle :LmPact on the mllieu ot Protestant thought. In 
1 

the JÜJ1et!lenth century, however, there appears to be a rev1val 
, 

ot the 'bd.tat10 Chr1st1'. S~ren K:1.erkegaard, 1.n a rather/ 
LI, 

Iengthy -cU.scourae .. ~n "Chriat ~ Ezaaple", COIIpar&a bis 01rD age 

to that of the Reforaat1.on .and consequently -calle trr a revi. tal-

1zat:1on ot the concept of the' '1.Ja1tat10·. 

Bow),er great (the M[ddle Ages·') errora 
JII8y bve be.n, 1.ts concept1.on ot Chr.1st1.aD1.ty 

• 0 

haB a decj.s1.ve SUper1.0r1t7 wer that of our 
the. The H:1ddle Ages cOllce1ved ot 

, Chr1sti.aD1 ty w1. th a v:t... to act:1.o~, at., 

1. c.J.rln, Job. Da, Ip't1tutes 01 the 'Clyj1st1y R,ll#OD, 
Book IIX, XLV; ~1, page 151, as quot.a :Ln A ~ ot the 
IpÊ;tut" 2' the CJarJ.ati·p Midop, ad. b7 7~rr. 

1 

1 
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the transto~t10n ot perso~ax1stence. 
Tlds 1.8 1.ta valuable s1.de., Zt l.s aJlother , 
aatter that there were so., ldn,gu1ar ' 
act10ns they espec:1a11y éaphas:1zed, that . 
they could th1.nk that tasting tor 1.ts 
od -sake was Christ1an1.ty, .nd so too 
go1.ng into a~ JIlonastery, besto~ every­
th:1ng upon the poor, Dot to speak. ot' 
.bat w~ can hardly reter to w1.thout 
sad] 1 n g, such as 11age1lat:1oD, crawling 

l ' / 
on the knees, standing upon one leg, ' /.,-

etc., as 1.t th:1s were the true :Udtat1on 
\ ." 0' Christ. Thi.s wu error.... lnlat.-as· 

..torse than the firat erro~ d1.d not lail 

. to l18k.e 1.ta appearance, that they got the 
, 1dea of .eritor1.ouSIless, thought tuf 

they acqu1.red .erit bel'ore- Gad by their . 
good worka. And the s1tuat1.on )ec8lle 

.-or. than this: theyeven thought that, 
b,- good worka one lllight a~~e .. rit to 

• such a degree that 1.t accrued not on!,- to 
,his advantage, but that 11ke a caP1.talist 

l , 

or bondsman one II1ght let 1.t accrue .,to the 

advantage 01' others. Ànd ~t becalle J'orse, 
:1t becam~ '8. regular ·bus:1neas.... Tben 

",' 

üith.,r came l'orward.... But let us Dot 
torget that tor aU th:1s Luther did not do 

/' . 

'1. 

awtq w1.th the l'ollow:1ng o~st, DOl" w1th, 
vo1untary 1ai.tat1.on, as the eft,muat. ~ 
coterie 1.8 80 tain to llake us belleve •••• 
ft.e errou.oua path troll wh:1ch Luther turned 
oti .-as exaggerat10n' w:1th respect to wo$. 

Ja4 quite nght1y, h. was Dot at tAUlt: a 

.an 1.8 jus~~ed 801e17 and ouly b7 talth ••••. 
BIlt alrea.di lbe _Dext pn.ration' elackenecl; -

1 • 

it d1d Dot' tu.rn iD ho~r b'oa ax.a&Prat1.OD 

1 

") 
) 

1 
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11. resPect to worka (or which Luther 
-. • ; J \, 

hàd had persona! experience) :lnto the 
1 • 

path of fa:J. th. No, th~y tr~sr9rmed. 
the Lutheran passion :lnto a doctrine, . 
and lfith this they d1m1n1shed also the 
vital. power of fa:1th.... When the JIlon­

astery 1s the lIisl.ead:lng tb.:tng! fa1.th ~I 
must be introduced; when the 'professor' 
ia the misl.eading tbjng~tation must 
be :lntroduced.... ~. disc:lpIe' 1.8 the 
standard:, imitation and Christ as the 
Pattern must be'1Dt~duced!l.' ' 

t ~_ ' 

. K:1.eJkègsard. • s .. 1..n~luen~e, however, .as not 
,./'\ 1 

feIt ïn the 
q" 

1 
theological wor~d wJt:ll the twent1.eth centur,y, long dter his 

death. Toward the e~d of the n:lneteenth century, other theolo-
. ;, -; 

glans such as Adolph von Harnack, Walter Rausc-henbusch and 

Albert Schweitzer alao atteJllpted a sort of rev1val of the 

':lm1tat1o', in the1r lives if not expI1c:ltly with1.n the:lr 
// .' 

wri. tings. /'lhey were concerned ri th f:LncH.ng Christ in arder ... 
ta 'tollow h1m t~Ugh a Jf\~ria Of' .part:lc:t.pation in h1.s re~g. 
Rather thah withdraw trom society as was the usual custom, they 

attempted' to change society, Schweitzer 1Jl the .Afncan ~gle - \.) 

and Bauchenbusch :ln Amer:l.ea. u 

l 
~s 18 thet trad1.t1on and theol~gj.cal cu.at~ within 

wh:l.ch Bonhoeffer f~UDd J11Bul~lf. Bonhoetrer:1s the ôJù.y IlOd~rn 

d1.a1ect1ca1 theolog1an who revolted aga:1.nat L1.beral Prote~ant1._ 
\ 

, 

1. K1.*.gaard~.. "Chr1.at~ as Emaple" <D1.ac~ .. 2) 1.n -
_ JUge for ,YoJlEii!.yes, papa 2Ql, 202, 205 aJUl 201. 

~ 1 

\ 
\ 

.' 
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and yet, as Karl Barth pointed out, also attempted to reestab-
" . 

lish a torm of the 'imitatio'. Barth was wrong, however, in 
\ . 

believ1ng that ~t was. only in his cell that Bonhoefftr 'did At. 
~' 

times.think tb1s'. In an exegetical lecture he gave in 1932, 

before he was torced into a legalistic interpretation ot bis 

f~ist exists as the Church' position, Bonhoett~r said of the 

'im1tatio Christi', 
(' 

.f 

Und noch paradoxer bei Paulus: Er 
mochte von Gott verflucht und von 'Christus 
gesc~eden sein se~nen Brüdern zugut (R6m. 9). 
Râtselhaft genug dieses Wort 1m Munde eines 
Mannes, der die Gemeinschatt m+t Gott mehr 
liebt als alles andere! Es ist ke1n Augen­
blick aer'schwache, sondern letzte Er­
fullung des Gebotes Christi, das ganze 1 
Hingabe für den Nachsten erwartet. Weil 
Paulus sich verbannt wünschtrum der Brüder 
willen, ble1bt er in tietater Geme1nschatt 
mit dem Wil1en Gottes. Das ist imitatio 
Christi. 1• 

The 1nterim yeli;rs ot Bonhoetter's lite .ere dom1nated by 

" 

the Church struggle and 1t'.as not unt1l Th' Qo'.t ot l)1sc1pl.ship .r 

1. Bonhoetf.r·, D.. Gt'I;.,efi. Schriftep, Band ,. 
Page 265. '. 

"bd still Ilor. para4ox1cal 1n Paul: b. w •• w1l11ngto b. 
damned by Gad add s.parated trom Christ tor th. b.tt.raent 
of hi. br.thr.n (Rom. 9). The.e words troll th. Ilouth ot a 
man, who love,d God. more than al1 .lse" 111 puzzling .noughl 
He d1d not to a aom.nt .ealt.n, but--rath.r tult11l.d the 
làst command 0 Chri.t, -to compl.t.ly.d.vot. hiIle.lt to 
hi. ne1ghbo aue. Paul *1shed to be .x11.d tor _he 
eak. ot hie .thr., h. remaiD8\.1n d, •• p.at collllllWl1ty with 
th ... ~11 of cl. 1, th. 111l1tat10 Chr1et1." . , 

, " 
/ 

-
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() that we become aware that Bonhoe~ter 1s attempting to present 

.. 

a Protestant 'iDdtatio Christi' as the new basis o~ "bis theology. 

The Cost of Discipleship was the summation of both Bonhoet~er's 
ft 

l1fe and thought up to that time. /In it he comb~ned the three 

major trends of his thought, namely the Christology' from bis 
: 

~ecturea~ the ecclea1010gy trom his earliest works and the 

theme of concrete obedience which emerged from his works on 

B1blical exege~is. This new work WQS largely devotional in 

tone anc;l character and so the importance of ce~tain phrases 

and concepts otten becomes lost 1n the terminology. Given the 

advantage of h~nds1ght, however, the signtficance of the work 
( 

to the development ot Bonhoeffer's theology ~s clearly revealed. 

The clearestVe~amPle ot the '!mitatio' can be tound in the f01-

lowing passage; 

Now we can understand why ~ the New 
Testament always(speaks. ot our becQDd.ng 

, ' 

'l1ke Christ' (kathos Cbristos). We 
have bee~ transto~~d into the 1 image 
ot Chr1st,' and are t~erefore,dè8tined 
to be like h±m. He is ~he only 'pattern' , . 
we DlUst follo.. And because h'. really 
lives his lite in ua, we too ,can 'walk 
ev~n as be walked' (1 Joh~ 2:6), and 
'do as he has done' (John 13: 1.5), 'love' 
as he has loved·'·-(Eph. 5:2; John 13:34; 
15:12), 'torgive as he to~gavef (Col. 
3: 1~). 'have this Dd.nd, which '.as alao 
:in 8hrist Jesus' (~l. ,,2:5), and th.re­
tore we arè able to, t~llow th~ example 
he haa lett ua (1 Peter 2:21), lay-4own 
our lives 'tor the brethren as li'e cU.a-

" 

l' 

i 
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(1 John 3:16). It ~s only because he 

became l~ke us that we can become l1ke 
him. It ~s only because we are 1.dent~­

fied w1 th h1.m that we can become like 
him. Now at last deeds are perf'ormed 
and life is l~ved 1n single minded 

- disciplesh1p to the image of ~st 
and bis words f~nd unquest~oning 

obedience. 1 
• 

J 
The most important of the themes here e8tab1~8hed :1s 

t t of 'obed1.ence J to Christ. Z. Wh11e BonhJefter' " Christology 

cbanged an4 evoived thr9ughout his 11.te, 'sin818 minded 

obedience' remained a 'cantus f1rmus' or a constant basi8 

tor the disc1.ples' relat1.onsMp With Jesus Christ. As SJlch, . 
Bonhoetter d:1d not need a particu1ar Chr1etology or a l1.te 0$ 

'Jesus upon wh1ch to mode1 hii l1fe. And, as stated prev1oualy, 

tbls.is in fact in1m1cal to the concept of obed1.énce. 3 • 

Whether Bonhoeffer's Christology was based on the Cross, 

) Resurrection or Incarnation therefor~ beeomes ot seeond~ 

importance. Wb1le not ent1rely attempting to s1deatep the 

(1 

Christology {SBUe, it. muet be rememberÈtd that for Bonhoetfer 

the question was alwa)'s 'Ibo art thou Lora'?', rather than the 
1 

! 
• godle.a que.tions' of the 'what! and the J'ho.' bf Christ. 

1.# Bonhoeffer, 1).. D. Cost 0' l?HWlelhip. 
Page Zl4. 

2. Th! _~derataD41ng of • obed.ienèe' 1e central to under"tan4-
ins ~D!'-0etter' s etld.cal thought and 1t will be diacu,,,ed 1.n 
detai! in th. lut chapter ot th1a paper. 

,. S.e pàge 10. J 1 J \ 
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';> 
Jesus calls the disci.ples to tollow hm, but 1.t 1.s only through 

their tollowi.ng that they understand who Christ really i.s. In 

Mark 2:14 we read, 

And as he passed by he saw Levi, 

the son of Alphaeus, sitting at the 
place ot toll, and he saith unto him, 

FolIo .. me. And he arase and tollowed 

lû.m. 1 \ 

1 

\ 
Bonhoetter's exegens ot this passage led him ta concl~de that, 

The calI goes torth, and is at ODce 
to1lo_ed by the response ot obedience. 
The response ot the disciple 1a an act 
of obedience, not a confession of f81th 
in Jesus.

'
• ' 

T'o take this one step further, Bonhoeffer states that, " ••• only 
J ' 0 

he who beli.evea 18 obedient, and only he who 1s oDedient be-
, . 

l~eves ••• we must never lose sight 01 their essential UDity. For 
/' 

taith 1s Only real when there 18 obedience, never w1thout it, 

and f81th ollly beèoJlles la1.th in the act of obedience". 2. -Il 

the t~8t halt ot the propoa1t1on were to stand alone, the 

41sfiPle would ~expo8ed ta the danger ot 'cheap grace', tor 

1 • 

2. 

. \ ' 
Bonhoe1'ter, D.. Th' CoI~ ot Pl,c3,pl'fh+P. 

Page 48. 
Lite Bonho.tter, &,;ren Kierk.gaard also .tress~d 'concrets 

obedi.nce'. J'or Sr K. the woul.4-be ÇhM.at1an IlUst shape hi. 
own lite witbin ~-to-da7 existence. D1scipltsh1p IlUst b. 
expre ••• d " ••• 'Dot lrith ward. and ch1t-chat, bombA8t1c pros. 
or -.oIInd1.ng versea, but in th. action 01' absolut. obedi'llceJ' .:::! Ytlf~page ~89) a. quote4 in B. R. D~.7, 'Ar lI.w 
______ : _~eg.ni on IprttatHg Çhr1:.t, p.se 140._\ 

.DW., ~. 54. 

\ 

1 
1 1 
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fdth can onl,. be an abstract belief if ,divorced f'rom obedience. 

If' the second half .ere to stand slone, the disciple would be 
/ 

exposed to the danger of' a doctrine of salvation i through works. ' 

In the medieval tradition the '~tatio' was the basis of a 

program of spiritual irowth based on works. This however 1~ 

what Luther objected tp and 1s also wbat Bonhoeffer 1s rejecting. 
1 \ 

By th1~ formul.a Bonhoeffer bas separated his understanding of 

the' '1m1. tatio' tr~m that ot tradit10nal _ Catholic theology. 

Since Holl (~rst introduced h1m to Luther, Bonhoeffer has 
'"" 

\rema1ned in the tr.ework set by Luther. His debt to Luther 
1 

is reaffirmed in The Cost of DisQiplesh1P but Bonhoeffer aIso 1 

takes a new approach. Luther had sa1d that through faith alone 

1s man saved. , In these pages Bonhoeffer shows that through the 
\ 

Church struggle he bas learned that Christ demands more than 
\ 

th1s. The 1m1.tation Qi Christ is n,?t a substitute tor fa:1fh 

but, to paraphrase Bonhoeffer, 'when Christ calls a man, he 

b1ds h1a come and die'. 

To see th1s statement as allegorical or as a psychologi-
, 

cally oriented statement as many have done *ould be to do a 

• cH;afavour to Bonhoeffer' s thought. ane can cleaJ"ly see. that 

Bonhoett.r,1~ emp~1z~ng a concrete calI and a concrete re-
,- ' 

sponse, a ~heolo~cal;. position that his lite had led h1m to. 

This 1s the bas1s of the distinction bet.een'·cheap' ~d 'costkY' 

grace. Bonhoeffer sees • cheap f grace as robb1Ds 41sc1plesh1p 

ot 1ts mean1ng. 'Cheap' grace .eana grace as a, doctrine, as 
1 

a principle or ~ syst •• , wh1le 'co8tly' grace, on the other 

1 

1 \ 

-
'\ , 
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hand, ft ••• must be sought agdn and again: the g1.ft whi.ch must 

be asked for, ,the door at which a man must knock". 1 • Cbeap 

gr~ce off~rè forgiveness wit~out repentence, communion without 

confession and entrance into the Christian l1fe1without true 

disc1pleship. Essent~ally Bonhoeffer is rejecting an und~r-
1 

standing of d~sc1pleship w~ch bas degenerated into r~ig1os1ty 
c 

through Adherence to ~erely a 'pr1ne~ple' of obe~enee. Tbe 

true disciple must place bimself within 'concrete' obedience. 

Bonhoeffer 1s not challenging Luther'e dictum 'sola fide' nor 

1s he'attempting to/redefine justification; ho.ever, he is 1 
att~Pting a new theological formulation wh1ch will give 

Lutherans a basis for action. 
1 

Bonhoéfter' 8 theology of obedience and (his emphas1s upon 

the concrete becomes a the~logy ot action meant to counter 

trad1t1onal Lutheran passihty. I~ i8 when the disciple enters 
/ ~ 

t~s realm of action that grace becomes costl,.. Th~eesing 

Church struggl,e obvtously underlies th1s théolog:l.cal sh1ft away 

trom Luther and th1s same struggle UDd_erl~nes the Val1dity ot 
f 

BoDhoetfer's theology. We must Agree with Mary Bosanquet who 

1 ea1d of Bonhoeff~r'8 theo1~ that it ~8'" ••• no product ot a 

pro~e8sor~8 ~eacetul stUdy.jlt co_,_ to U8 red-ho/t out ot a cau1-

droit wh1ch boi1ecl with agon1.z1.ng dec1s1.oD8, decJ..,ion8 which ~ould 
\ 

aean lite or ,cleath tor the body and aalvation or dauation for the 

80ul'~. 2.. 

1. 

2.. 

Bonhoetfer, D.. ae Colt 01 m'QP1,ship. 
Pa,e 47. 

. -
Bo~u.t, M.. . D. Lil' ap4 ,PMlh ot :F'trich BoIWo,tt". 

Page ~ ,-1 
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One of the trad1.t10nal Cathol1c themes of the ':Î.m1.it10 
. 

Christ1 does remain. This 1s the theme of suffer1ng. 

Our God 1s a suffering God. ~uffer-
l.ng forms man 1nto the image of God. / 

1 
The suffer,ing man- 1s 1n the likeness ot 
God •••• Whenever a man 1n the pos1.t10n 
of weakness - physical or social or moral 
or rel1.e;1ous weakness - 1s aware ot his 
existence nth God and his l1keness tô- 1 
GÔd, he shares God's l1te.l~ 

\ 
It 1s in his Chr1stology that Bonhoeffer's Lutheran roots are 

elearly revealed. Christ ~s seen not pr1mar1ly as a histo~eal 

person, but in the trad1t1.on of Luther and the 'theologia 

crueis', Christ 1.s seen 1.n light of the rcensio~. Unt1.l the 

K1:ngdom bas arrived, the aufferlng Chr1.8t JIlUst be seen as a 

present real1ty and not merely as à f1.gure out o~ the past~ 

nerkegaard be11eved that a Chr1.stian cu expect to be perse­

euted as -as Jesus, to the po1.nt of " ••• be1ng crue1f1.ed along-

s1.de of him". Z. 
1 

Bonhoa.tfer .alway8 epeaks of Chr1.st f.8 ~ ,person, 
, , 

a structure of real1t,. and even as a place but rarel,. ever-as 
/ ' 

a put event. shar1.ng:Ln Chr1.st r e ntfering 1.8 not eOI1.th1ng 

the d1ec1.ple dO.s, or aometh1ng that happene t9 ~, but rath.r, 

f~r Bonho.~ter, 1.t 1.8 inextricably 1.nterwoven in the •• 8JÛ.Ilg 

o-t- c118eip~e.h1P 1.t.elf. The 'U1.tat1.o Chr1.sti· cannot tharetore 

( 

• 1 

1. BOnhoeffer, D.. Ge .... lt. Behrittg,' BaD4 4. 
Page 182. 1 

\ \ 
The FAgl1.eh tranalat1.cm 1. Bonho.fter'. own., 

2. Kierkegaard, B.'- kÂSRC iD Chri,.U,ptty. 
Page 171. 

\ 

'* 
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become a doctr:1ne of .orks and :1t 4180 cannot sl:1p 1.nto the 
), ' 

masoch:1stic extremes wh1ch characterized 1t :Ln med1.eval 

thought. As weIl, the tree acc~ptance of one' s lot 1.n lite 
1 • 

cannot be taken to the·fatal:1st:1c and se17-deteating extremes 

wh:1ch have plagued that bel.:1ef :Ln Lutheran thought. Bonhoeffer . 
has removed the romant1c and self-r:1ghteous as weIl. as the 

se1t-p:Lty1.ng overtones wh:1ch have trad:1t:Lonal.ly accoJllpan:1ed 

the understand:1n~ of the redempt:Lve act of suffer:1ng. The 
- 1 

cU.sc:Lple cannot eam the transtormat:Lon wbich sutfer:1ng crea tes 

but rather he can only respond. In Bonhoefter'. wOrds, 

We cannot transform ourselves :Lnto 
bis :1mage, :1t 1e rather the tom of Chriet 
1fh1ch seeka to be formed in ua. l • 

It :1s perhaps 1.nev1tab!e that' Bonhoeffer's ex:1stent:La1 
, - . 

tendenc:1es be discuseed' at th1s po1.nt. Bonhoeffer had never ' 

consc1ously attempted to go beY9nd Luther and in fa/ct he telt 

he had notJ Bonhoetter beli.ved, 8S did BJren ~.rkepard, 

that Luther Tlould have a.d.d and done sOlllet~ng ele. if h •• ere 

a1ive today. and yet he .oulet et1.ll be affirm1ng th. sam. 

r~al:1ty • In h:1s woreta, 
, \ [ 

! If Luther •• re al1ve today he '.oule! 

~
h&ve .&id the exact opposite of what he 

ct inr the s1xteenth cent11r7. Z. 
/ 

1. BoDhO.ff.~D •• 
Pas. Z/2. 

2. )1onboetter, D •• 
-Pac. 123. 

.... - - -

lettter. and hRG' '"' -MI9Jl--. 
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.1 

1 

Th:1.s ' situational' understand1ng can be traced throughout 

Lutheran h1story by exam1.n1.ng the attitudes Luther. Kierkegaard 

and Bonhoeffer had towards marri.age. Luther, a celibate mOnk, 

married while Kierkegaard, com:f.ng from a state religion which 

-------8Up~r.1age, refused to marry Regina Olsen and yet felt 
\ , 

~t in 80 do:f.ng h~ was att1nd.ng the same rea1ity as had 
, 

Luther. Whether Bonhoeffer did Dot marry Maria VOD W.d ••• "er 
\ 

due to choiee or eircumstance ~ll probably not be resolved 

until lû.s letters "to his fiancé, 'are reieased.
'

• 

\ 
Bonhoeffer never directl,. mentions his debt to S_ren J 

K1.erkegaard but as the follow1ng lines suggeet, he ,thought 

very highly of him. 

/ 

Here we stand on an entirely dif-
ferent and n .. point of departure to 
th~ whole problem. We stand in the 
tradition of-Paul, Luthe.r, Kierkegaard, 

1 

in the tradition of genuins Christian 
J.,... Z 

th1nk1:qg'. • 
\ 

, 

/ 

" , 
~ , 

1 \ 

John Haequarr1e &!laid of Bonhoefter' e De CO,t ot P1,c1p~e,h1p 

thllt it i, fi ••• rell1D:f.acent of ne.rke,.ard".3.
J 

Trace, of 

1 • The,. lettera "Jave be. ctepontect in the Roughton L1brary 
-(IIarvar4) but uer not ava11able to the public. Some theolo-, 
gica! excer,pt. have/be.n publ1.hed b7 ~ von •• d ... yer­
.el1er in "The Other Letter. FroID .P.r1eon", Y1i! ~~Og1Cal\ 
~;l-D'" ~trl.y Bm.n, Vol. XXIII, Bo. 1 1 1 • 
=rts of tiï.éeq are re rinte4 in the "App.ndix'} ot th. 

Let er, ancl Pa ES Il ad al.O/iD Iopholtter iD a 
o , e. '7 • ork1nck. 

2.- Bonho.t!er, D.. '0 bltl "or4I. 
Page/:36Z. 

// -
3.,/' ' 'MacquaiTie, J •• 

(/ . Page "1. ' 0 

, f 1 

'l'IfA1ë1..th Ctatûn Bt11Â9R' Do'cAt. 
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ex18tent~al thotigh~ keep recurring in Bonhoeffer's theology 

and often at vary cruc1al t1mes. It can in tact be seen as 

a dominant feat'\1r~ under~y1ng '!'he Cost of D1,c1pleslGp and the 

theme of the '1m1tat10 /Christ1'. Tlds 1s not an aspect of 

e1ther Bonhoeffer's or Kierkegaard's tbe010gy wh1ch 1s cur­

rently drawing 1~tere8t but pe;haP8 1t should be. 
o 

Thera 18 a great s1.m11ar1ty bet_een Bonhoefter's and. 

Kierkegaard' s understanc11.ng of the '1m1tat10 Christ1'. 1. For 
\ 

example, Kierkepard sa:l.d, 

Christ'e 11fe bere upon. earth 1s the 
paradigm; 1t 1s in l.:1kenesB to 1t tbat 
l along w:1 th tNery Chr1.st1an must try 
to c~strupt '~y 11te. Z• 

1. 

). and ~hermore, 

. 1 

l 'Im1tat~on' ,_ 'the to11owing of Christ 1 • 

th1s prec1sa1y 18 the point where the 
hwaan race wincea, here 1t 18 pr:1n~ 
that the d1tt1CUlty 11es, here 1a whera 
the quest10n really 18 dec1ded _hether 
one will acc.pt Clir18t1~t7 or Dot'.'· 

! 
1 

nerkegaard .calle to accept the '1id.tat10 Chr.1st1' d~8p1 te his 

1 • 

1 • . The Danish • Étt,ert,l1 gel se , bd the exiét UIle ae8n1ng and / 
CODQotat1on as the Geraan '1fa~olg.· - for a 41.cus$ion ot 
, Ifachtolge, s •• Footuote 1, page 47, - tor a discussion ot 
namepard's uncterstan41.ng ot the '1adtat10~ see TA&!tW 

~ 2J\f:=!J:!f::rluo;J-U:9fê='i/'~.BÉlf;r~. "YI 

z. nerkegaard, S.. frmipg., Chp.t1'p!\1. 1 Pase 109. 
,. n.rkegaarcl, ,B.. "Chri~t .. ZuIIPl~tf Cmscour •• 2) in 

,Jg4g for Iovaflytl, pa~. 197. 

/ 

l, 

\ 



/ 

J 
1 

., , ., 

(63) 

trac11tional Lutheran inclinations. K:1.rkegaard carefully 

avo1ded maldng the '1mitatio' a Dleans of obta 1ni ng ment, but 

he .as. equall,. carefuI to preserve the demanda he fel t are 

1ncluded in the concept of discipleship. Kierkegaard intended 

tba~ imitation be authent1c, involving a 'true ident1tl rela­

t1onship' bet.een the Christian and Christ and Dot merely a .. 
cop,..l. According to Kierkegaard there are, however', 11lD1ts 

to the '1m1tat1o'. 
\ 

It 1~' not enoup to' say that Christ 
1s the .odel an4we only ne.d 1m1tate 
H1m. III t,he tirst place, 1 need fI1s 
assistance in order to be l1ke lI1Il; and 
in the second place, ,1naamuch as Be 1s 
the Saviour and the Redeemer ot humani -

t1, 1 as~redly cannot 1m1tate H1m. Z. 

\ Î Bozihoetfer'a underatand.1ng of the 'jlûtat1J) Christi' 1a 

based in part upon a devotional ex1stent1a1-method of exesesis 
/ 

whereby the distinction bet.een Christ and the disciple 1s 

oyercOll~ through th. m.d1a~10Dr of Chriat in v the disciple' 8 

c.Onfrontat10n ldth th. Scriptural Worel •. Since the Gospels , 

~esrr1.be Dot onl;r past eYents bJat are 8180 grounded in Ilystery, 

the conte.Pl~t1on of the\ Worl- cannot be ae.n as ~ attempt tJ 1 
) ~ L 

capture the paet in ONet" to replaJ acene. written age. &60. 

1 

1 
( 

\ 
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Through the Word and through the t41th ot the- d18c1.ple, CJaf-1.st 
, 1 

takes fOrll and transforma the :1nd.1v1dual. .The ca11 to obedi-

enee 1.e clear and concret.. l 

1 
Q., 

- 1 ( 
The way 1.e W1utterabl,. hard, and at 

every .000ent we are u danger of atray-
1.ng frOil 1. t. If we regard th1.s -8.7 as 
on, tQllow 1.n obe~ence to an exter-
na1 c DJJDa.Ï.ld, 1.t' we ar,e atral.d ot ourselves "," 
all th the, l.t 1s l.ndeed an impossible 
way. t if .e behold Jesus Chr1.st go1.ng , 
on beto e 8t~p b~ etep, ~e 8hall not go \ 

astray. But 1.f we .orry about the dan­

gers that beset us, ~t w. gaze at the 
road 1nste ot' h1IIl po go-es betora, .e 
are a1read straying trF the path. For 
he l.e himself the way, the narrow w.,. and 
th. straight gate. 1• ~ 

" We can see that becaue of tbJ.a personal re1at1onship nth 

." 

JesUs Chr1at that Bonhoeffer ~s etreesing, he bas potent1ally 

undercut his • Chr1.at exista as the Church' poait1.on. D1.ac1ple­

ship ~a perao~ ca.1t.ent, but 11uU.v14ual. d1a11.Pla.h1.p and 
"" 1 ~ 

'1.ncl1ridual1.' IlU8t be .eeD .. autually exclusive. ft1.s 

eaphas1.a' UpoD the ~v1.4ual cU.aciple relldD.e4 throughout 
. 1 

Bonhoeffer'. l~te. Whan: Jasua call. the 1.n41v1dual to a re-
-

\ \ 
lJPO~bl. 1:f., he cu nO loncer: s.ek satet7 in DWlbera. ' B7 

.1'ha81.z1.Dg th. 41sc1pl.·s personal relat~ODIIh1p to Jeeu. , 

Chr1et, the 'C~t1 of Revelation' j.s DO longer the 0Jal,. 
, ' 1 L 1 \ 

/-;-:- BoDhoettV, D.. Dt (toit of PHq.ple'Ml!. 
~ 170. 

1 
/ 
1 

1 
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II~ by wh1ch the disciple can 1:1ve and respond to the ca11. . \ 

, 

bere were certain events :in Bonhoeffer' s 11.~e which , 
~ . 

helpe4 to bring this change in perspect1.ve about. In 1937 
• 

the comllllln1.ty of F.lnken_al.de _as closed by the Gestapo and 
.. \ 
. ': 1, the bo~gar1es Bonhoeffer had attempted to ma:1ntai:D were l " 
"'\'"' --- ~ forc1bl~ torit down. Bonhoeffer had watched the declue o~ \ 

the Chr1.st1aÏl eommun:1ty in Germany and he h1mself .as now 
, , 

'- -,~- h8JDllled :in b1 re8triet1.0JUh Sinee his radio speech on the ",.K. nLeadersldp Mncirlen in 19}}, he bad c ...... to public ~tteDt1on,. 
- '. /,t 1 . , < Be cou1d" no longer preach, °teach or publ1.sh and wu ordered 

ff -. --
';. ta .report regularly to the pol1.ee. 

, 

1I1e call to disc1.pleah1.p'; raa1.ned c1ear but had 

DOW to be ann.red through ~ther ~OrJltl an 0 ttruet~.~. ~oeff~r 

jo1.ne~ a eonspû-aey to OV'erthrow the erDIDent an~ f1na1ly to' t. 
{ 

assaèSÛlate H:1tler. Bis book, Ithie., • tten dugng t~·t1JDe, 

~.nects th1a, change 'h h:1s 11f~. _ The r lat~oD8Jdp bet ••• n 

~t' aD4 the disciple 18 a&a1D' the bui thelle o~ thi. book. 1 
The prè;~eJDS Bonhoe~~er- faeed u tHe --.IIIIIIII. deal pr:1aarlly 

... 
(''''- rith the ne. role, of Chr1'1tt, th .. ,ChrUt thatr' 1.8 'no longer i 

~ 4eterJl1.J1ed 8o~è1.1 b7 the Ch~Ch. ' If Christ ~. therefore .~ 
~î·1.nelu.~';'· f then.t 18 t~\ prev~ • cheap srace' wh1eh 1 

" ~ se1.'Dl1. "-, 1 

Bonho.~\fer ha4 argue agd.zust iD 'lbe Nt !Pf-:ln~~~? It 1 

... the other edge o~ the _OM that _ .. the .barpeat in ----.,-----'~--, 
- . 

Bonho.~~er·. caH. If ChriSt eld..ata O1lta14e of the Ch1I.rch as 
\ ( 

.. 11 ... w1th:1n the Chureh, Where then can ODe .. et Christ? - , 

, It ~. At. th1a po1nt.t~t ~o~tl.r' •• th1ce becoae 
- l '" . 1 

r \ 
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! 

tru.l~ theolog1caJ.. .ll.l. of thea. tbeolog1cal 1.nnuenceljt are 

brought together 1.n one paragraph at ·the beginning of h1s- . 
, l-r 

Et"es. 

. ~~ 
Whoever aeea Jesus Chr1.st do •• 1.ndeed 

see Gad and the world in one. Be can 
henceforward i~ longer see Gad w1thout 

1 the .orld or the .orld nthout God. 1• ' .. ~ 
; 0 

, , . 
Bonhoeffer' a Confeasing CI1ùrch hac1 been den1.ed a • apace' 1.D 

the world and due to Ms • ChrJ.Bt ensts as the Church' pos1-
, " 

, t~oi1, Christ.as th.retore al.o. deD1.ed a 'space' ,_ No. Cl\r1st . '- , 
1a no longer 11.Dled exclua1vely to ecclea1oloQ. 'Bonhoet,ter' S 

j. 
preoecu~tion nth defend1.Dg a • space' h&s no. cbanged to al-

10ldDg Christ to '!take fora' in t~e .orld. 'l'his 1.s not to say 
" " 

that the Church :1. DO longer a val.:1d ~f01'll' of ~st; 1.tt 18 

,not an e1ther/or position, but, rather the l;gal1st1c barnera 

are x:èmoved and the\Ç)mrch becOiles s1Ilply 'a .eét~oJ1 ot hWaan-

\ 1t7 1.n ~~h Chr.:t'St bas t8ken fora'. The 'space'. Bonhoe~ter 

had 1'"~kht for ao ~oDg,haa ben eurre~~~~._ [ .. 

\ 
/ 

Th~7 way 1.D 1fh1ch the Churcb· can , ~ 

defend sr OWDI terr1tor,J :1a b7 t1gh~1qg, 
not for -, t for the -aalvat10n ot the 

.or14. otherw1" th. Chureh becoaea al 
• relJ.g1ou8 aoc1et,.' Whieh fi.ghte 1n 1t8 
,on 1.ntereet. and tharel',. c_ea at once 
to be, 'the-œureh ot Gad --and of the wor14.Z: 

-
1. Boab.oettsr, D •• 

. Page 8. 

,2. ~ •.• "'~~. 
, , 

Bide •• 

' .. 
, " ~ 

. ! 
f 

.' 

'1 
1 

, 
"",, 

1 
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Bonhoerfer/a~tempted to return to Luther at th~a t~e 
- i /' 

by rev1v1ng the concept or the 'mandates' or 'ordera of 

preservation'. Labour, the tamily, governfuent and Church 

1imit and support each other and through them 811 Christ 

becomes concrete within the wor1d. Wh.reae previously the 

Chrietian'e dut Y had cl.arly been to rej.ct the world outside 

ot the Church, DOW the Chriet1an'e dut y wae to acc.pt the ne. 

rea1it1ee and to work within theee worldly structures and 

make them contorm to the torm, ot ~et. Theee four mandatée 

Bonhoeffer see's as 'divine' but Il ••• only by virtue of their 

original and tinal relation to Chri.t. In detachment trom 

thi8 relation, 'in them.elv.a'. they are no more divine thaD , 

the world 'in 'itaelf' 1. d1vine,..1. The manc1ate. of Bonhoetter'. 

Ethics .ppear to b~ an exper1ment2'~d an attelllpt to cre.t. a 

theologica1 basis tor resiatance ••• a' hi. 'two-k1ngdom' doc-
1 

trine ot th. ear1r d~y. ot the Church .t~ggl.. The.e .er. 
1 

doomed to ta11ure bec.u.. ~t their tormal1ty wh1ch contl~cte~ 

w1th the eituàt1ona118t empha.i8 ot Bonhoetter'. eth1c. and 

hie emph •• i. upon the Lordah1p ot Chriat. 

It i. 1~ the Eth1pa that th. variou. ..pact. or tacet. 

ot Bonhoetter'. Proteatant, '1m1tit10 Qhr1.t1' are oleu1y 

\ 
cl 1.' 
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rev.alecl. ' AlthouJ BonhOerrer l • v1_ or the worlcl challge4 

rad:1.cally during th1e period, the' basic theme' ot the '1m1tatio' 

rémained the saDIe. In Th. Co.t ot ~,c:1.pl,,!dp Bonhoetter 

stated, , 
We shall be drawn into hi. :1.lIlage, 

and identit:Lèd w1.th hi. tOrii, and become 
a ret1ection ot !dm.... Our l:1.te ri11 
thèn be.o1:1.n .ven c10eer contorm~ty w1~h 

/ 
the image '~t the Bon ot qod. 1 • 

Thie line ot thought i. r.pe.t.d aDd expand.d. :1.n th. Ithie,. 
( 

To the vocabulary •• ~abli.h.d in 'TH' Co.t ot Di.cip1"i1R , 

wh1ch .0 tar ha, 1nclud.ed. 'contormation', 'tran.tormation', 

,~ •• 1m11.t10n" and. ~1d.nt1t:1.c.tion', are add.d t~. t.rms 

'~h.r.nc.', 'participation', '.harins' and 'tormation'. 

Th.e. àr. th. d.itt.r.nt but basic .specte ot Bonhoetter'. 

'1m1tat10 Chr1.t1'. A.ll •• '. th. eue c11.al.ct:1.cal proe •• , 

trom a .1ightly d.itter.nt 17.r.p.ct1v., y.t al1 a!t1~ the 

.... ~.al1ty. To tak. th. ao.t important ot th ••• CODC.pt., 

1-

- It 1. not'a qu •• t1~ ot appl71ng 
d.1r.etly ~o, th. world th. t •• ohin, ot 
Chri.t or what are r.t.rr.d to .. 

~ Chri.t1an principl •• , .0 that th. world 
II1Sht b.:tol'll.d iD aocorcSanc. nth ·th •••• 

, ' . 
On th. oontz-uy, tonat10n co... oAl,. bl 
b.1n, drawn 1nto th. tOnt of JflU. CIar1.t. 
It 0011.. oAlI \a. to~t10n in 111. l1k.­
n"', .. oOAlônaat10D w:tth th. wi'1qu. 1 

1.. BoAbo.tt.l', D.. a. co., ot pi'q1p1,ù&P. 
Pa,. ZI'. ' -

.1 

1 
1 

-
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torm ot b1m who wa. made man, was cruci­
tied and roa •• gain. 1 •. 

" 

Wh11e 'tormation comes by being drawn 1nto the torm ot 

. Christ' ~I th. corr.aponding real~ty ri thin the dj.acip1e ~a a 

'tranet~rmation' ot hie be1ng. A turth~r explanat10n ot tUs 

proceae 1. ott.red br Bonhoetter in the tOllow1ngv~a.a.~, 

1 · ' 
The tOril ot ..reeua Chriat takea tOrtil ;>L. 

iD JUIl. Man 40.. Dot take on an ~nd,p.Dd-
eDt torm ot lda om, but what g1v •• hbI 
tOril an4 What matntaina 111.11 iin tb'e n •• 
tOril 1. ao181y the torm ot J •• ue Christ 
B1m •• lt. It 1. th.retor. net a vain 
imitation or r.pet1tion ot Chri.t'. tora 
but Chri.t·. torra 1t •• lt which takea torra 
iD man. Md .gain, maD 1. Dot trAD.tora.d 
1Dto • fona Wh1ch 1. aliel1 to hi., the 

r!"-
tom ot G9ct, but tnto hi. own ton, th. 
tOril wh1/h 1. • ••• nt1a11y prop.r to h1D. 
Man b .. c,. •• man b.cau1e <Joel bec... man. 
alt JI2&1J. elOI. not 'b.COIII <Ioel .. Z• 

t to the final chapter ot Bonhoeffer'. 11tl. 
\ 

In • ril 01 943, h. wu arr.atect, ut.nopt.el,. put on trial 

. anel 1~~r on April 9th, 194', alter two Teu.1 iD pr.1aon, 

It ... iD l.tt,r. ~ pap.r. w~tt.n elurin, 

'. • periP4 tut BODhoett.r· a .. tu. work t1n4. 'fons. 
') (, 1 

tt w .. in pri.on, 04411 eD.OUp, that th. 'boun4ar1.e.' 

\ ' / Joaboel'." D •• '.,e 80. 
,W4., la •• 82. 

, 

" / f 
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Bonhoeffer had created and defended tor ao long di8apP&ared. 

W1 th the d1aa'pp~arance o~ theae boundariee came the call to 

1.nvolve oneaelt with th,e world, aven though the Wolrld. was 

now a secular world, and by Bonhoetter'a ear11er definitions, 
" 

'sodless'. For the tiret time Bonhoetter d1.d not concern him­

self with legalist1.c and arbitrarily devi.ed boundaries as 
1 

had. been the caae 1n the Ithic,. Th.,41aappearance ot the 

'boundar1ea alao led to a reject10n ot the '.pat1al' termino­

logy wb1.ch had been a characteri.tic ot Bonhoetter'. theology 

tram th. start. Be n~ longer ~ound. 1t necesJary to use .uch 

-

phra... as ' Christ exist. ae the Church' Or hi. call ~or 'a , 1 
l1ving space tor Chriet' wb1ch had. prev1ou.ly been the .ource 

ot h1s theolog1cal .trensth. In tact, .e no. t1nd Bonhge(ter . 
• peald.ng .. ot a 'rel1.g1onl •• a Chr1.tian1.ty' and. Ja ~9rld COlDe 

ot age'. 

Becaua. ot the chang. in -language, th. lla. o~ n .. con-
1 

c.pta ud du. to h1.. p.r,onal td.tuat1on, th.re 1, cleu17 a 

41tter.nce b.t •• en th1. .tag. ud th. oth.r .tag.. ot 

Bonho.tfer', lite. In P~.OA. Bonho.tt.~ .a. torc.d to 1"­

evalu.t. all ot J. tom.r thouShtf. 11. thought cODcem1nl 

41.c1pl •• h1p ... 1104111.4, eDlarl'ct, ele.pen.ct anel .trenlthen.cl ' , 

,~but ... id. .. ~.r1end, J:b.~d. a.tlsle, poUt.d out, th.r. 1. a 

sr.at, 4eal tbat thi, .t ••• bu iD CODon w:1th th. oth.r. an4 

H •• ,JDaJ17 .1eaent. ot cont1.nu1ty W1th th. put ou be trac.cl, . ,-
even .1th Dt COd pt m.,pM'.p, Beth tb. latt.r and LlttV' 

~p4 'Ap'r' r.ru M,_ 111.4 tn a 1"'lrlcabl1 a1a11ar .AJ ~th the 

, / 1 

1 



~ ... " • ~,i f ;, r ~j F ," • .,. < l " .. __ ~~f_,.'.'·_§ .. ' ...... ~(.'.t.',[ ... : ..... _': ____ .. _____ $ __________________ , ______ ~ __ ~ __ __ 

o 
(71) 

motif of '1m1tat1o' fi. 1 • 

D,1&cipleah1p, part1cularly a& '~tat10 Chr1at~', 1s clearly 
~ 

a per~pective froll wh1eh we can view the prison l.tters in a 

balaneecl theologieal tram .. orle. It 18 important that Bonhoeffer' IJ 

und.ratand1ng ot 'r.lig1onlees Chr1et1an1ty' be h.lcl together 

with hi& und.ratanding ot d.1seipl.sb1p. Othenr1se, 1t may be -

uncl.rstood that Bonhoeffer advocated the s.cularization of the 

Gospel in a perverte4 aense aa the German Chr1atians had done, 

namely a Chr1~t1an1ty suitecl to the t1 •••• , 
1 

y~J. 

1'0 und.rstand What Bonho.tter .. an. bY " r.lig:1Onl.a.', .e 
~~ 

JDUst tiret ot all look at What he lIeana bY""":rel1g1on'. Bonho.ff.r 

feel. tha~\relis1on 1a, a historically cond1tion.cl t~am"Ork_or 

structure 1nto wh1ch th. Clu1.atian fa1th 1. autolD&t1cally borne 

R.ligion not only h1nd.1'S the Ward ot God. but alact re.tricta 

the Christian' a living r • .,ponae to Revelation by locldng b1m 

into a valu. .y~tell sround'd ndt iD Clu-iat but in th. Chri.t1an 
, 

r.11l1on. 'hil. Bonho.tt.r &fiel Dot .rite .th1ca durlng tUa 

lut p.riod 01 hi. lit., th •• thical implication. cannot b. 

. ..,.,t.4 f1'Oll th. f&'qIIeAta of Jd.. tbaOloll7..1 .... hall b .... 

• hon, th.olô;B7 tor BonhHtl.r OOJu.1.,t.d .Ol,{, Qt v~u •• and. 

valu. jla4'net. anct th1. 1. 1at.Z'WOYeD in hi. und.ret_du, ot 

k.c1Pl •• b1P. :' 
fi -
Boaho.tl.~ t •• l. that the~. 1 •• ~rem4 .. ., troa ~.liJ1oD; 

\ , 

-
~, 
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J 

there 18_ a 7US 1ndependence of the world, wbat Bonhoeffer 

calls 1 the world' S com.1ng of age'. The rel1g.1ous preJD1se 1s 

replaced by th1s new prem1se ot man come ot age. Bonhoetfer 
• 

teels that th1s 18 Dot bad in 1tself tor 1t offers a perspec-

t1ve wh1ch allows the 1nd1ndual to be more human and there­

tore more complete 1n Christ. René Descartes 8&. the world 

operat~Dg as a mecha.zdem Without the 1ntervent:1on of God; 
-

Bonhoetter, on the other band, see8 the world &8 operat1ng 
) 

w1thout the need ot Gad, and preci.el,. bec~use the world ~o 

longer needs God CaD grace express itselt freely. God's grace 

~s at the/. same ti.e the source of the Christian' s strength 

wh1ch allows h1m to l~ve in and cope )w1th the reality ot a 

world w1thout religion and w1thout t~e Gad of religion. Ood'. 

,action att1~8 the worlel and give. n .. h18tor.1cal po •• 1b1l1t1e. 

to mank1nel. ~e Word of Go4 1n relation to .orlel proble •• 

-' •• • 1s n~t a solution, but a, red~Pt10n ••• aJl~ yet ,tof that very 

re .. on He do.. really brins the .olution of all h~ proble •• 

ae well". 1. 

~t •• !lid. b.1I1Dd our ~.l1a:Lou. PHIIDJ:P(>luk. then 
, -

Je" Chriet 1. ltad.te4 'by t~o •• NIl. pr.ft.PIOÂt~OJ1. trOll 

taJd.n, tOJ:'lll 1D. th •• 01'14. Wbat BoJlho.tt.1" 1i- actual11 n".et-
- .. j ,. 

1n, 1. that •• l1v. '.1th (Joel, and ".for. (Ioel W1th.out ~cl' • . 
Chnet bu tr •• 4 sa. ,,,. tu rul. ot ub1trU7 ,ad a114»1 la •• , 

- , 

14.ale ai14 14.o~0J1 •• , r.11~n Md. nOW, trom' tale. cOno.pt1ou 

i, 

t. Joaho.tt.", Di. ItMg'. J 

l'a,. ",. 
! ·f <\ , , 
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ot God' or, as they are B1bl1cally known, idole. InBonboetter's 

words, 

1 
God 1a teaching U8 that we muat live 

as men who can get Along very w.ll .tth­
out h1.m. The God Who 1a with ua 1. the 
God who !or.eakea ua (J1ark 15:34). The ) 
God who makea ua live in th1a worleS 
ri thout ua1ng b1m as a wO$1ng hypothea18, 
-1. the God belore nom •• &t'e .ver 
.tanc11.DS. hlor. God and w1th bim '". f 
11ve rithout God. Ood. allowa h1meelt to 
be ed.~ed out ot the .orld and cnto the 
cr088. GoeS ~8 .eale and powerle.. 111 the 
world., and tut 1. exactl)" the .a", the, 
only way,\ in which b. Jean bel With u. and. 
belp ua. Matthew 8: 17' make. 1t r'ct178tal 
clear that 1t 1. not br hi. omnipotence 
tbat Chriet help. u., but by hi. .eakn ••• 
and. .ulter1n,.1. J 

1 

, , 

! 

Th. purpo .. ot Christ'. -8Iltter1.ng 1. to r.cI.em lIaDIdU.1
1 

L 

Chnat 1. the 'be1ng tor othera' and it 1e thrOUIh pari101,JtiDI 

in that realit7 that the "or14: 1. cla1,.e4 tOI' Chri.t. It ... 

Bonhoetter'. uac1er.tand1a, ot tu '1Id.tat10 Chri.ti' that al-

10.a4 h1Ia to .,.~ ot Ch1'1.t nthout r.1.1s1On. Bonhoetter'.-
~ 

rejaotion ot re11110n 1.--AO~. description ot the nature ot the 
~ -

Churoh in the preslAt .,. (althou.~. au Obv1ou.el,. \ 1ap11ca-
~--------------- '~ 

-

t10u tor the Clauoh), DOl' 1. 111. reJectton ot 1'e11110n a ~~ 

prol'J:a",,. ot tu 1uritabl. tutVI Ch Wb1ch cu. b. woul4 
Il - , -

" / " 

----------------------j. LtttR' 'Rd la,", ft. "'MIl. 

" ' 
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( 
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certaiDly have been toun4 wrong), but-rather, 1t 1e a theolo-

gical etatement about the nature of faith 1teelf. For Bonhoefter, 

faith,le t41th only when 1t 1e created at the crucial ,oment of 

dec1slon. W1.thout the moral structures and values der1ved trom 

the • rel1&1ou8 framework', the Christian 18 rIprced to Act 801e1y 
'''''''\ 

in imitation of Chriat. As 414 Christ, he must ,ccePt reapen-

s1b1l1.ty for h18 act10pa and ultimately he .uet~ cruc1.f1e4 

along.1de ot Christ. 

It 1e no longer possible to reduce Chriet to a Chri.to-

10g1cal princ1p1. wh1ch wu al .. a,._ the danger during th. claya 
~ 

of the Churcb .truggle. He1nriC, ott.in bi. book Btal3.ty M4 

Faith ha8 comment.ct on th18 change 1.n SOnhoett.r'a thougbt and 

1ta a1gD1.f1.cance. 

1'h.r. 1.8 no Chr1etolo&1cAl • a,.at_t1.c 
principl.' wJd.ch one coulet al •• ,.s .pplT; 
the, tuk 18 rath,.r to ct1scov.r Je811s 
Chri.t u .. iD "'.%'7 ind.1.v14uâl or col­
le4?tive e1tuatlon. Thu. tbeolog and 
proclamation beco.. ..7f~era iD h1sto~ 
.. '.pr .. d1.catl0 at theoloc1a riatOl'Wll f 1 

. liera theolo§ rev.ale 1t •• lt 1.n 1ts deep­
•• t b.1.ng .. a •• thod, .. • cont1nu1nc 1 
• ."Iar:1n" and DOt ... .,et ... A 'theb. 
~o&1a_Y1..torua· i~ DO .,at-, ""en ~t 

, '/ ap1n ad ap1.n it ~ to JUke alf11'11&­
tions. WlI1ch are ' .7-t--.t1c', that 1. to 

-~ ..,., coherent 1n th"~lve •• ,1. 

Ott!, li •• '''' ,..,..,. 

, 

, 11. , 

;;,1 ,;, AJHL/'éih • 

( . 

\ '" 



o 

1 

1 
/ 

/ 

e 

/ 
\ 

1 

/ SUHMARY 

A~ was eatabliahe4 in The Colt ot P1ac~plefh1R the imita­

tion o~ Chriat lIeAna t011ow~ng Chri.t to the Cro.s, and 121 the 

Letter. M4 pap,.. l'rom M.on 1 t lIeana ,.har1n~ iD the sutter­

ing of Christ at the band. ot a go41 ..... orl4'. Tr&d1t1onal1y, 
~ participation in th. real~t, ot Chri.t ~ me&Dt a re3ect1on 

If 

or 41sregard tor the world, but as Bonhoetfer 8&1., 

It on. 40e. that, one 1. Dot .p.ak1ng 1 

ot the 004 Who .nter.d the wor1d in 
Jesua Chri.t, but rath.r ot som ••• ta­
phya1cal i401. 1 • 

/ 

It 1. Bonho~tt.r·. Chri.tololf 9f 'b.ing for oth.r,' wh1ch ,uar­

ant ••• that Bonho.ff.r" ~~tat1o' 1. a wor141y '1m1tat1o', 

'Be1ng tor oth.~.' alao prev.nt. Bonho.ff.r'. th.oloS)" an4 

.th1c. troll bein. bae.4 upon a doctrin. ot 1n41v1dual aalvat10n 

.. 1a all toc:) commoD in both th. IAIth.ran tradition an4 th., 

'1Id.tat10,· .. pract1c.4 1n th ••• 41..,.&1 tradit1o.D. Tb1 •• 1"'7t 

of • .uft.riA,' u4 ':b.1DS tor ot~.r.' d18t1np18b •• JoAM.tt.r • 

theoloQ .. • 'th.olol1A crue1.'. In hl. .ul1.r wOde, aa 
.\ ,-

COat o( J)J,'Gpl •• MR~ BoDho.tt.r t.lt tut th. d.1.e1,l. 1. 

r •• pou1~l. only to Chriat ev'D at th. co.t ot th. world. In 
/ ... 

th1~ latt.r peri04, howev.r, th. di.dpl ••• t .till b. "'l.ti-
.nt to Chriat thl-oulh th. ·1Id.tat10 Chr!.t1', but tlu-Oup th. 

'ild.tat1o' h. ~. ~ao"r'~Jl.1bl. to ith. world. lu tact, th. 

~ / 

~--------------------., 
-

1. Bonho.ft.r, .1) •• a»ll· / '''- ",,-. • . ;# 

.. , ' 1 :1 
)~ 

., 

1 

1 
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world and Christ are no longer seen 17)' Bonhoefter .. separate 

real1t1es and 80 obedience to the demands ot one 1s automat1-

cal.ly obedience to the deman.c1s o,t the other. 1 
To conclude, l quote;a passage trOll ~nho.tter's "Olltl1ne 

For a BoOk", written in August 01 1944. Which he UDIortunat~y 
J 

never bad a bhance to complete, but wh1ch clearly ahowa that 1 

he intended to continue uaing the '1a1tatio' .. a cornerate e 
. "\/ . -

ot hi. th.olon-

1 

A tran.formation of al1 human l1fe 
1. s1ven in the t~ct tut • Je.a 1. thare 
only for other.'. Ki. 'be1nE ther~ for 
other.' 1a the experien"e of tranaceD4-
ance. It 1. on11 th1s 'bain, thtre for 
othtra', ma1ntaine4 t+ll dt.th, that 1a 
tht groun4 01 hia ;OIlD1potancs, oan1.c1-
ence, and oanipre.tnce.' F41th 1. ~1-
dpat10D 1n t~.1 brin, of Je.. ~1nc~­
DAtion, cro •• , aD4 rt.urrtct1on). Our , , 
rtlat10n to Gad 1e DOt • 'ztêlil1oue' 
.rtlat1onah1p to ths h1l1ls.t,' aoet power­
ful, ad "'eet Beine 1u,~J1&bl! - t.bat 1. 
DOt authtnt1c tran.cndaace - but our 
relation to Ood 11!'. n.. l~lt iD • .xi.t­
encs tor Dthera', throup partic*p.t1on 
iD th_ bdn. oi 3.~." 1 .. ' 

1 
H' 

/ 

1. JoA1ao.tt.r,'.'" ,*t.q 'p4 ""Ea béa Mw. · 
J'a .. "1. , : 

• 
?, ' 

! -

, 

L~ ____________ _ 
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,. 
Dietrich Bonhoetter ho1de an iIIlpor ant plac. in IIOclern 

theolog)". Hany contemporary theo10giana ~ have b.en ,re.t1y 1 

intluence~ by both his lite and thougbt. Otten the.e theolo­

gLane make a ,Point ot .xpre.sing the1r deb to Bonhoetter 

and to understand the1r- ~hougbt b.tter, -1t i --otten wi.e to 

relate it to their aour!!~_When •• do th1a, .ometiaes 

tin4' -tÏ1at man,. have ~~A le.. i~ncecl br BoDl1 etter than J 

, ~ , ',,-
they c1a111a4. '--

Tbe heire ot Bonhoetter tal~ 1.nto tuee, primary 

One group accepts Bonhoetter' •• ~thodol~C7 and uae. ~t t 

create racl1cal17 ne. po.1t10u. Amon, th1. group are peop1 . 
~ch .e Pa~ van, Buren, /1'h0JDa8 J. 3. Jltizer and W111~ 

Ham1.1ton. Anothar grbuP, who.e ... bars 1ncluda. RoDal4 Gr"g~r 

Smith, J. A.~. Rob1naon an4 Barve,. Coz, .cc.pte the eub.tance 
, 

ot BoJ1ho.tt.r'. tbOupt oct .tt_pt. to ratina 1t aDd .ppl,. 
~ ~ 

• \ _.L 
.it to qu •• t~ona Wb1ch.BoDAoatfer, b.cau •• ot ~./UAt1m.~,. 

cl •• th, D."er had. &A opportunity to do. 

, , 
.~ 

, . ;'",-

ther. 1.,.t one aore group Wb1ch BoAho.ttar uy b • .aa' 
to by. Cr.AtlT .1Alluano.'.' ~ .... a the uvoe.t •• .! of 

1 'a1tuat1~Da1 ethic.' who •• "eat JmowA r ........ t.t1Y. 1_ Jo_eph 

J1etoh.r. 1• Iletch.r ott.n quot •• ~.tt.r aDd ua •• h1a to . . 
_ppoJ-t hie OWD l'O.tt1.on. MU,. 41eoua1ou ot ~o.tt.~'. 

dld.cal thOUlht aoc.pt the polari.~ cat.,ori.. ot 'l.pl1_', 

o \ 

1 
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f • 

\ 
\ 

l ' \ 

• aDt~nom1an181l' and 'a1tuat1onal18J1l' a..e presenteCt b,. netch.~., 

For exampl. f W11110 Xum., in h1a book la Purnft 0' pj,.trich . 
Bopho,tt,r, atat.s that Bonhoetter' a ". uown .ttorte in the . 

1 - l 

1IOY.II.Dt Cdae Dot as a Chr1st1an lIazut.te, but aJJ .. tr~g1c".~ ~' 1 

, D.c ••• 1t,. •••• .,l. Kuhns bas obv1oualy .cc.pt.cl Fl.tch.r.... "~" '( ','~~ ~ 
, cate~ori.a to arrive, At that '~~~lU81on. lW1uw and. oth.r COJD-~l",,,, 

m.ntators'··oD Bonhoetter' 8 ethiè.e- ae. hia position •• choos1ng 

th. l,ae.r ot ~wo eY118, th.reb,.; pre.,nt1n, Bonho.tt.r' • 

• th1C8 as be1nl ut111tar1an and. pragmat1ci Bonho.tf.r DIVer 

,o·t: .. actual17, took P8l't/nth8 aaea .. 1nit1op At~~s on H1tl.r'. 
, ~ "'-

lit, an~ople excuse hi. on that ground.. ~ fti., 1. A 

~;r;;; •• entat1PD ot BoDho.i'.r t •• th1c. and an ~~mPt,Jo 
"", ' '''"' .' 

( 

; .. cuse a man Who,n •• ds no ~xcu •• e. ~o.tt.rf •• t~,ot 

r,.po~~U1t7 ,Il~.an. pr.c1a.1l" tut ~. l' r'8ponrible. fh~;." 
'. t,U~c ••• Or ta11ur. ot th. Act are, ~1rr.lw&D~ in t.rm. ot 1t. ;::''''; " 

, ju.+1t~e.t10n. It.e r .... b.r Bonhoett.r'. ~r.t .. J..A" ... & ot ", ' " 
'~" ~ ,-- .' 

~: ~ 

", 4i:.c1pl •• h1p aJLc1 th. Chr18to1oQ Wb1ch 1nto,.....d hi8 .th1cal --

-'" ',L '-4'C~e1oÏa-uk1zag proc... tb.n' 1f. camiot c~. to !..nI' oth.%' con-l ~" , 

cl~~R! to a •• that, eODtrar,. to What IW1tza8 8ay., 1t 
~ •• _,_ ,l't - ~ . ... t.' œr-.tuD llaD4at.,-; LazeÏ:7 t. h~~.D cODclwte. 't~t. -. 

accortiD, to Bonho.tt.r. th. r.a,POJ1.dble Chr1atiaD " ••• ..,. -- .' 

.... n haVI to cou1.4.r and cÂrZ7 out t~.IUa1,ci4.., or act1v.l:1 
.' J~', / ~ 

apport tbo •• Wbo 40. He wU1 b.Ar U. coll.asu.' bureS .. 

.ad 'ahar. t~eir Ântuln ••• evft WhtA ,the,. u. DOt r.latee! 
, . 

/ ... ,< 
1 • 'lCUbu, W11l1.a. 

PAl' 2'2. ., 
" . 

/ 
( 

: (, f 

, 
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41r.ctly to hi. on action.. Anet be wUl cio 80 '- as an extra-
• l " 

~br41.ua.r7· torm ot t~e '1.JI1tat1.0 ~ti' in a d .. on1~_o ';~ciet,.~. 1 .' 
. 

~ The t1.rst thing one 'notice. ab~t Bonhoetter'. ~th1c. 1.. 

1t~ c crete .orldr1n •••• Bo~ho.tte~ te~~ h. ~uid n~t-att1.rm, 

the p.a~he p1et1.t or th, be,.ond ot th •• p~r1tual1.t or 
~ , 

the 8Ubject1v1t;:-g-r the 1l1.t1C. ,To attirm tbe.e,' BODhoette~ ."': 
r 

telt, wu to be 41.10,.al to both the earth' an.4 to Chri.t. .le 

/ 
0Ill,. one les upon' earth al80 atanct .~th 
on17 one -le, in heaYe~. 2.. ~. )' " 

l ' l ,,' . 
Olle ot th. lIO.t iaPortAllt .th1caJ. ~1J1tluenc •• upon BoDho.tt.r 

/, 

, 1· 
appeara to b. ~~ch Ntetzache aB the a&B7 ret.renc.. to hia ~ 

1 1 1 

apport.'· .la •.• rhar4 ,.tll,e po1nt.d out, "Medncl1 Ni.tz.che 

41. !r.ue zar ~'zu ûb.rlaa •• n,' koDJ1t. Dietrich Bonho.tter 

'1 J11C~ e.t1:ncU".4. It."; 1U..~z~Cbe' ",,~. cûle4 CII1'Ut;- .tbie. 

fa .1av. aora11t1' .ct BoDho.tter1.: OWD •• thical wr1.ting. app'Ar 

1. 

z. 
-

': ,. 

1 
" 

... 

J 
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to b. an .tt.mpt to r.tut." thai char •• wb11. at th. .... t1m. 
" .lw.y. k •• p1n, in mineS that " ••• any attempt to la, eSown 

pr1no1pl •• 1. 11k. try1nl to eSraw '. bireS 1n tl1ptfJ, f. 
-' 

"1 
Wail. tor N1.tz.oh. 1t w •• th. 'aup.rman' who .a. b.,ond 

t \ 

"ooeS and ev11, tor Bonhô.tt.r 1t:, •• 'th. Chr1.~iaD .ad. tr.e' 

who 1, b.yond ,ood and .v111 1 t t- 111. in Chn.t &10n.. that 

1. 'b'fond ,ooeS an4 .v11. l , , 
• 1 \ r , 

\ Th. kAowl.d •• ot .ood lAd ev11 t ..... " 

to b. th. aj1a 0,1 all .thloal r.tl.oilGA. \ 
Th. t1r.t ta,k ot Chn.t11A .thio. 1. 
to invalidai. th1. knOwl..4, • .' J. 

o , 

000,4 aDd ev11 tOI' Bonho.ff.r ti.10,n,.d to '.an 1n 
o ~ 

• ;-' 'or 
Jouho.fl.r, Uft " ... ou. Imow GoeS 0,111 1t h. ,uow, 0, '1 CIod; 

, 0" 
Th. kAOW~,.-~ l'Gd &Dd ml .1. th.r.tO,r. "JU'.t~o'A 11'0,11 

~~d, ~)' aldn.t Ood oan. JIU _ '~0'4,ud m,1"'~' 
,aOAbo.tt.I'" 1'.~.ot10A 0,1 fOo'd aI4)vil a •• thloal oat.-

, . '0,1'1.. 1. r'fOt.~ Ln h1. Ohri.tG1Gl1oal u14.r'iU4.1a. O,f .1'.al1t'. 

Obri.tian .th1o. 1. • • .D.l'ally1 •• ft a. an att .. pt tO, u1t. the 
, / . 

" '.01".4 and prGI •• dia_.n.ioD',_ an 'A~~I'IJ'.i.' WhioJa IoDho.tftJ'" 

, '" 

\ ' 

b.l1.v •••• t Il,'0 ••• &%'11, IUl .,or lt r •• t. GA th. ....Ullp1;1oJÎ 
~ fi '\ 

ft ••• tut th.r. art J',A11ti •• , whylt li. out.1ù th. r.a1~tl, ~ - -~' ~ \ - , 

that ~. (n ObH.t". 4,' 'Ii 1.' t". tt.o~.ph ••• , tlli.. '. 

1 
~ 

, ' . 
,\ . 

, . 

/ 

-.- . 
, . 

1 
'.... ., 

1'1.. . ' 1 

fl't 1 
1 .. ï 

1 1 
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," 

.. 
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1 
rhiOh ~nhoetter rej.cted. 

. . 
Chri.t a plaoe in the wor14, an 1IaportaDt plaoe DO ctoubt, but 

.t111 only one amon, other.. 'or Bonhoefter th. 41.t1nct1oD 

b.tw.en".aored and .eoular 1. overoome throuJb th. uD1t1 4eriv.4 

tl'OID th. 1'.&11ty ot Chr1.t. It 1. a poln1cal uDitT wh1ch 

"del11 •• both .epar~t1oJ1 or a l'Mth.1.J1C 14eAt1t1oat1on. TJu:toUch 
'. . 

Chri.t, ao~ hui .n~,el'.;4 th. wor14 and the 'ior., ha. 'Dt.~ect 

1nto the •• ouler. , 

.ot oDly ... Bonhoetf.1' r.j.ot1~1 .ood'AD4 ev1l .. eth1oa1 
• f 

'" 
cat"0ri •• , but h~ ••• iD fact ~.j.ot1n. ethio~~lto •• th.~. 

lIo... 

IoDho.tt.r not 001,.1 •• 1. that .thio. ohan,. w1tb ttm. &D4 

plu. but in taot •• oUhot ev.a 'P'" of Chri.t1an .thio. b.-, 

cau •• b&a1oallT ~.ttanit7 t • .-oral. Bu •• n1ty 1. bOUA~ b, 

AC rul •• 'or 1 ... 01' ,en.ral ~n.1pl •• , for Chrt.t 0 ... to ot-.u 
t.r t~ •• 4om. 

1 

~ Ohrt.t1&D1t, .p.&ka 01 tbe a1~I1' 
WItI 01 God to un, trom th. "J'otlul 

" .. 
love ol God to uarl.pt.ou. _n &Bd 
.inner.; ft # l'bat hM tut to do With 
.thio., trhioh .pe" ot th •• ., ot un 

• ' c 

to God ... Chri.t1uit, .,.M. ot 11'&'" 
athio. .p.ak. ot riPt.OU.A •••• 1 , 

/ 

, ~ 

.1oAJu'.tt~~ 'd.Di.d a CIl.ri.tiu ethio but b.o ••• o.t hi. d.d.al, 
l' '\{ ,1 

\ 

Id.. th.olOI1,- nth/1~. ,.atJ'al 0Jln;,i,010D, ~t •• ll!.b.,OU' 

.t~ail", n H "1t tut .ild. •• J.p1aÔ'd 1:h.~1OG' bloûo.tt •• '. 
1 • ' .. 

l' • ' 

1. .."." ... , D" '9 "'t' ..,n,. 
, >" .... ~ •• 1, .. ' 1 - / 

, .-
. ' 

1 . .. 
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thoucht, but ratber,~tbat theolo" dir.ct1y intorma action, 

!w1tWout the n.c.a81ty ot rul •• and ott.n w1thout the po •• 1b11i-
1 
ty ot ",idelin •• t Ithicl a. an ontolo~cal capon.nt ot l'.al1-

1 
J 

typlac •• 'th. '004' 1nto ,.&lity. Th. "004' 1. not a •• par-

. at. r.&1ID, which •• an, 1d.al .how. lW1 What h. ~;.~ to b •• 
. -

Ood 1a ,ood 'an4 God 11 1n &11 tbin,a, th.r.b,. nlta1niD, ancl 

r.d.oin, th. wor14. The r.aliz.tion ot th. • ,ood' 1. th.re-

tore rchieved by participation iD ~h. r.ality whieh at :lta 

ba81. i. '004. 'ne problea ot .th1c. at ono. una •• a n_ 

a.p.ot.' What b.cOll •• ot ultiut. ~rtMO' '1. no. AO 10n,.%' 

" ••• tut l .hould b.OOll.' ,oocl, 01' that th. o,o.."d1tion ot th. 

/ 

'worlcl ooulcl b. 11&4. b.tt.r b7 .7 aotion, but that th. r.al1i)' - . 

ot 004 ëou14- Dow it.elt w.riwh.r. to b. th. ult1ute l'.alit1,,1-. , . 
. -the bu1. ot Chri.t1an .tMe. 1. th. l'.altt)' ot God .. 

l'ev.al.cl 11'1 J •• u. Chri.t. All huan 'b.bavior lIU.t b. "0 iD 

./. r.lat1on t~ thi. ultiut., r.al1~)'. th. probl .. ot CbI'1.t1u 

. .th1o. 1. hO. th1.· l'ev.lat1on ot (loci 1A J.IU. Ohri.t :1.. to b., 

1- ~ r.aliz.cl amon, hi. or~atur •• , Th. "004' t~.r.tor. tak •• on a 

\ HW ,a.wn,. th. qu •• t1ola ot '.0041' :1.. AOt a ... tt.r ot b.hav- Il 

:1.01' but'ot participation :l.n th. ult1aat. r.alit,.·., rev.a1.d 
~ " 

iA Cllr1.t. It 1. not a qu •• t1oJJ ot .ppllin, • rul., la •. or 

pnAoipl. to a .itUAtioÀ-- but .ot .harin, in Cb~ft, ot l:1n.A, 

th conformat:l.oD to abri.t. Th.r.~. Aot iwo 'orldl,th ... ~.4 
and. th. ,rof •• , but tOZ' th. a.cipl. 0D17 03e"#' 

~ f 

'\ 1. ~,"'J', .â~'r."I1~ , 
,.,. UN', . , 

, ,fr- ) 

/ 

/' \ 

d , ,. ,.~ 

nt 
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If 

'f rdr':! f 'st u ; 

shahn, in Chr1et w. etanc1 at once 
in both the real1ty of Gac1 anc1 th. 
re41ity of the world.

'
• 

.: .. 
1 

SUrpr1e1n&l7 enoup, Bonho.fter 1e not'fub8cr1b1n, to 

ut1nOJD1.aia.m. fte radically Chr1.tocentric nature ot hi. 

et1U.c. l'revente th1. trOll occurrin,. Bonhoe t ter , •• t~h1cef 
1 

the .tb1c. ot c118c1Pl.01~, batheZ' thu _ünl ori.nted towarde 

moZ'al1tl are orientec1 itiÎiZ'.ly toward Rev.1ation. TIte Chr18t1an 
'f 

.thic .hou1d not be concern.d nth the f .o~c1 f but 801.1, w1th 

004'. Revelation. Bonho.tt.r ha8 alw.,e ~.14 ib1. po81t1oD, 

the ear11 •• t txa.P1. ot Wh10h 1. toUDd in ••• =on _he pve in 

Jarc.lona in 1929 • • 

, 

fte Chriet1aD ........ tud. IJe10ncl 
,ooct ~ mIl M4 tut ... t b. th. o .. e, 
tOI' .hoUld th. pao. ot God be lIde 
d.peüent upon th. ext.nt ot man'. '004 
or .vil, the b..t. would be laid to~ a 

1 01&111 01 .., upon Go4. Z• , 

luth IW.ntaj,ud tbat· , th. doot;rine ot Go4 1. at .v.rt 

po1at .tbio.; AII4 in th. "ackpowad ot ev~ C1sJt.1.t1u~ .th1cal 
, 

"eo181oD th.r. ~ld be a "octrin. ot God'; Bonho.tter would' 
Il " 

a~ •• rith luih 'but to~ h1a œan.t ~.t b. IIO~. tbu .'1'.1,. 
ia tll. '''acJc"OUDCIf ot M .th1oal. uo1eion. CIsri.toloR aU 

/ .tUo. u. 1uxtno.bl, 1bt'1'WOYen fttld.n BonIlo.tt.r'. 

e, 
1 

1 
1 

) 

1. Iolho.tt.r, 
•••• 197. 

z. Ioùo.,t.r, 
.... 41. 

\ " 1 
/ , 

D. , 
1 

1) •• 

DM"· \ 
,/ 

'/ 
'. 
" 

18 lllii lia"', -
". • 

/fi 

... ... .;."'" 
1-

l ./ 
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uJ1C1.ratan41nl ot d1.c1pl.ah1p --Md th. '1Jd.tat10 Chri.ti f. 

Bonho.tter l.arn.d mucb trom Barth but on th. aub~.c~ ot 
~ \ 

eth1ca h. Ua.peect rith h1m trom th. v.%7~b.B1zu11n,. ,Barth J 
/ 

. 
are &lao '1 •••• 1' li&hta' or r.lative .th1cal cnt.ria anet 1 

1 

Doma. BoAboefter d1 .. ,r.e" W1t~ Ba~h radiCall,,; on th1)1 

point aD~ 4id Dot aco.pt e1ih.r th. 81~ticAftc., applioation 

or nature o~ th •• e othe%' oriteria. Barlh, to%' esupl., talk. \ J 

of 'moulU", the atati' 1Ato th. l1ko.i.. 0.1 th_ n.14oa o~ 
GoCl' • BolIb:oett.%' CUDot aoo.pt that th. eth1~ tule ot th • 

• tat. oan, bYU.cover.4 bl oe,e81 •• 1. 'or Bonho.ff.r, th1 •. 1a 

~tall1c fO.l'.ip to th. tr •• 401a of 4ao1a1.on Il. _phd1z.CI. 

8<mho.tt.r 1e connAoeet tbat What (Jod d.1d" to~ j •• D~ zut:.: ~hl-9U1h 
Cbriet 1. DOt to otlel' a popu for the .tl11oal uct re1111°ua, 

fta,u, ot the wo.l'leS, but rather, to allow ue to beo.a inl1 .. 
hUllan. :Wh11. Barth butlt a .,.ata aD4 1»u11cl f.l'.ecSoa tato the 

.,-__ a, Bonhoeffer". th.olol1oal beJaav1or, tait. ~ a W!JOl" 
< \ 

l'n.al. a 4.01.a10A ai>t to butld a .7.t .. , but to expr... tb.' 

tJ"'cloa of Go4 thl'oup CODoret •• '01810 ... 

/ 

1 

/ 1 
, . ! 

1 
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/ 
Ü wu .atabl1.hed in th. }n'Moue e.ot1on ot thie pÂp.r, 

th. baa1e ~t d1.c1pl.~P tOI' Bonho.tt.r 1. th. 'tait.t10 

4uct, ktur'a r •• 1etanc.'·bu ,.rai.t.4, lut1.oulU'l.y 111 th. 

t~lcS ot Chr1.t1aD .th1c.~ ... i.tanc. to tak1D)' th. '1a1tatio' 
/ 1 ~ ?' • 

•• rioualr 1. al., towsd w1tUA fih. ",.n.P,POrit1oD', ot, ~. ot 

th. Jrea, •• t Jb11~ao»h.~.. r ... nuel IaDt ba4 littl. ".. tOI' 
, , __ ,lu. ot ~.l4.J1ou •• .ut,.. le _""t., 

. 1 1 

1 ~r. OU b. 110 ,att.na :tA r.11~0A, 
\ 

/ 

~ 
/ J. 

rinc. tu powad, th. tir.t l'riAc1,1. ot 
b.hariou .. t U. 1A th. 1' ... 011, ~'it 

, / 
~a IlOt to b. 4.4uo.cS • a poat.d.On f •• '* , 
%t, tUA, Nintl,. "0,1. 41" ","At.4 to 
.... _4e1. ot r.1~1iO., 1 • .i ut 
ild.tat. tu., b. ftl.y ev.. - 1101,., 1 
~t ~ .. -i.tur b)' uJU.v.ral M'. of 

/ JIOrAlJ.t,,· ftn. U', 1JUl •• cS __ ,.lu. ot 
\ 

r1iht.ouu •• , ot rirt~~f ... ev .. " »li-
~.a, nota .. tise "'11' .. t "./019. u-1JS 
1;he Go"'1., nt thU .... '1. ot tu MI't111~ 
Ut. 40"AOt "".u ou.pOWSd of ~ ..... tl 
_tian •• ~ .. ii 1t7 th. 1101, la. 1 • \ 

f ~ , -. IJI 

" , \ B ' 

.... i, 1 .. i!"M ••• MWI.' 
'..... fOI· t t.' 1 i 

, 1 

l ' - 1 
/ 

! 

/ 

f 

/ 

\ 

/ 

'/ / 

/ 

1 
t 
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(87Y 
-, ..' , '1'h1. approaoh wh1ch bes1u w1th a preconc.1ved not1on ot what 

'.o~dAe •• ' 1. and p~oj.ct. it onto'Cbri.t canKot ~e recoDc11e4 

wi'th the Ifew Te.tuent. 'l'hi.'. prion' approach i. ptt ... p­

tuou. bec~u.e 1t ';'um •• thatj th. uture ot the 'real' lI&Il ' 

cu be kDon. W1thout reoour.e to the lite ot 3ew. iD it. oult-

ural and hi.torical .ett1D,~ , 

Hu,. bot •• tut', •• '.01&11, thO .... clo •• ly in liA 
, , 

.tutheran theolol7 oZ' IaDtUD 1'h11o..o,bl, ",u toda, ,.. 

( fiait.(iO Chri.ti' lA 1.ad1A, to a .~.ci&tioJl" ot .tld,c.. • 
1 / . . , 

attttude 1. cl.~1 r.t1ecte4 in Paul 11111ch'. aDa1,.~. 01 the 

'1Id.tatio' • 

/ 

L 
1 

./ 

. Ia1tatlo CIbriH~ to otto ~l'otOOd 
rr' .. th •• tt .. ~ to trautoftl o.n.'. lit. / 

1ato A c~ 01 t1:&. lit. 01 tT ••• , 1AO~u4-
D' th. OOll ... t. irate of tu b1bl1c~ 
_.tu,... Ju't tllia oontJ'&41.t. tll. .. ... ' 
riD, ot tb •• e trait ... part. ot hie b.- 1 

iD, w1th1A the pictu. 01 4.~e ,~h. 

/ ChrJ..t. ?!Js ••• tr.-1 t. .,.e -.PlO •• ' to 
~ trauluceAt tu ... Bf1A~ tt1U..h i. 
JIU _riA', .. noh tbe,. ,.,1I&t b"oad 
tbe:tr .oat1.prat olaUaot.,. aA4 QI. ut 
Aout.o •• to uttat.. Il they-•• UNd 
lia t1d.. WA" th" 10.. thm .""'...',..0'­

~ ad _.,ou ntuli.t1, or .. ,riio 
". •• cript1ou. %1 tis •• 0" '1Utat1oa' "1. ua •• at all'tD tbia coat.t, tt ~uU. . , 

10410.t. tut •• , 1A ou OO8Ol'ei ..... , u • 
..... to ,.,.to1lAt. iA tIN ... W •• .u-
•• trau'onaed ., tif ut _., ... Ht rii.b-
U tu oooib,..I&.U. 01. ou' Ut.. l'ot II.U 
~,iou Mt '110 lIot,q ft, of r )lU 

'"'- . , ", 

/ 

'. 

1 

\ 
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actiona com • .-ke h1m th. Chr.1.t •••• 
Prot •• tant1rm, th.r.;or., r1Cb~ly h.ai­
tat.cI to ua. thea. t • .nu att.r th.1r 
pat'Dt 'abua. iD Roaan Catholic1.. AA4 
Prot •• tanti.m ~ou14 r •• 1.t pi.ti.tic 
~ rev1v-71.t att .. ~. Wh10b •• pu~t. 
th. "action. of ~.t trom hi. ~.1D'.'· 

", 

/ 

.. wu •• tabliah.4 1.,n th. ~.tioua .. ct1.on, lSonho.tt.l' 

414 not .iap1, reviv./the oono.pt ot th. 'iaitati0 Cbr,1.tt f 
) -, 

f-
t 

bat h. &leo ,.v. it • 4.cU.cl17 JlJ-ot •• tut tw1at. Bonho.tt.r 

tak.a T1111ob' a wamin, to h.a.rt &Ad 4o.a DOt .'l'uat. tb.! 

.ctiensa ot J •• "a trOll the b.in. o't OJariat. BoAhoelt.1' r.-
/ ' , 

.<ooJD1,zed that tOI' th. '1Id.tat~,f to ~. aD .th1cal ISOn, J.n. 
ot .uu'tb •• t be ••• n .. aoH-~baAr'a IIOl'al aut1lorlty, b. 

IlUt be \ th. ·~.t. Th. 4-•• 1' ot &'41 di.cu.mA ot the 1 

\ 

'1II1tat10' 1. tut ot r.4uc1n, Cbri.t to the oat.,on.i ot 

'JI.I'O', 'r.11I1Ou," l.ad.r' or to th. nh10al oat.~ ot 'iu 
: / 

1004 UDf" li 1., howwer, 1apo •• ibl. tO .p •• ot th. ~ta-

tUA ot Chr1.t in th... pul'.l, pUAOII.AOlol1o&1 t.JIU b."aue 
1 

the bgAI ot Chr1.t i.rauo.A4. t~. J1vo 1 ... ot peaouaoloJ7. 

Att.r th. ~l~ •• ot the ,o-9~1.cI ' ''&l'oh tOI' the h1'~0r10al 
J ..... ' ad oOD.1,.nn, Bo,nhO.tteJt' •• OW4 41al.oticAl •• tlso4-_ 

,. 01o&r:! 1t 1. cl'Ar Jthat h. 414 DOt t •• l tbat h'l"IIeMUtioa ad 
r.; aJ!t a "",..ti0 ... ,..t. ~~u OOt4d b. tu b .. i. ot nJU.o •• 

. .) 

fib1oa1 lud"'AtAl1_, wu 1t, 0' l"1'IIa, •• .,.o~11 1t, 

'. ' 

, r 

/ 

1 
j 

~ __ ~/ ________________________________ ..................... 6 .. .. 



o 

/ 
/ 

/ 

\ 

/ 

/ 

.... (89) 

r •• tricted .01.17 to~th. Goap.la w .. Dot an op.n poa.1b1l1ty 

for Bollho.tf.r.~ B1b11cal authority 1\. for lDUy,p.opl. IJaO 

10As.r'po •• 1bl. b.cau •• h1.torical-cr1t1cal .chol~.h1P baa 

r.lat.d .0 auch of What 1a wntt.A in th. libl. to /1ta '~z 
1.11 Leb.n' or th. tta. anct ,lac. trtthiA Whioh 1t wu wntto. 

VAl1k. that! of hi. ld.b.ral t.ach.r., tOI' Bonho.tter th.' 

Cbr1.t 01 luth Who Riata 1A th. pr'.'At hi.toncal .tructur. 

&Dd th. 3.n. tit Jfazar.th are on, UD1ty, 004 b.o ... au, DOt 

a ~1J)e of Ilàn but aapl,- 1IaD, " ••• 1t 1a DOt wr1tt_ tbat OOd 1 
b.ou. an 1d.a, a pr1no;pl., a pro.,._, a univ.r.al,ly val,14 

propoÂt1on or a la., but tut Go4 b.c ... un",1. J'or BoDho.'I.r, 
1 

th. 81bl. t1rat of all pointa towud th.' l1rin, Go4, and thua 

What 1a r.quir.4 01 .thio. ,1. ob.41oo. to a ,.r.oA, ,DOt a 

~opoÂt1on. Na hWlADit7 01 Go4 b.coa.a th. b •• 1a lbr 
• Bonho.tf.J'" un4eJ',taD41n, of 'concr.t.' .t~o._ 

. / 
Bonho.,f.r do., Mt •• an tut ethica b. b ... 4 Ion What 

/ 
1 -fi111oh r.t.J" to .. f th. OOAO~.t. t,ait. 01 th. b1b110&1 

/ ' " 

pietu.' • ft. '1aitat10 Ohriai1' ~ •• aot .'M tut ou bu 

to ot.J' tOWJl r.141n, on _ ••• " but J'ath.,. on. 'put101pat •• in 
- " J 

tu bliA, 01 3.aua Chriat br b.1A, Wlso11,. 10,. the wOl'ld.. God 
1 • 

l'ataiu t,.an.c.A4.nt, Dot in aD .p1.ta010I1cal •• "'." nt iD 
~ . 

an .tb1eal aena" calvin, who b.11ev.4 tut Chri.t ha4 b.o 

•• t b.,o,.. u ... AD ... n., no •• patt.n •• ou..,t to d'Ir ... 
, / . ' 

1A OUI' lit., J'.~.ot.4 tutu, ... 'hol't illitatiou 01 CJ&ri'tf 
/ 
/ 

/ 

loûO"'11', , ... ,,-
1 
1 

\ 

1 " 
/ 

1 

• 
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" ••• 1t ~1a plà1n that Chrl.t 41d not' tut to .et aD 
1 

tor oth.ra", 1. 3.au.~ 40wn no rule. tor Chri.t1an 

I1b110al .thica .l' .. ~nOlear for tt, •• in the .ew 
' •• t ... nt tb.re ~a no .1ns1e qu •• t1on put braan to 3eau. 

Wb1ch 3ene aAft'.r. "th an accepianc. ot the hUun -fthe.l'/or 

that .very euch qu •• t1on lIIp11e.",2. 
/ -

l' 
/ 

In ord.r t~ 1aitat. 3 ••• , how.v.r, Iw. u •• to ~. abl. \! 
, ' 

to •• parat. the 1nc1,tental tJ-OJD th~ •••• nt1a1. 711. Ueal lite! 
, 

.. port"..,.4' .1n th" .ft t.~tAIDent .l'.n.ct. the tnrial ... e11 
-

.. th. i.»ortan~ charact.n.tic. ot th. ~,., 3.... Gu.t.taon 
i,~ / . 

pv •• ua a ,ood tuapl. ot th1. Whn he a8ka JI.,. 40 •• th. tol-

lowtn, ot J •• u ..... oral id.al r.quiJ". that OA' cb· ....... A 
~ ~! 

dieS .1À 3ud •• Md Gal,i1e. at tut tiID.? Obriou.ly, AO: ht 
1 40.. th. 110t"". ot J.n. J'.quir. tut the tol1OW • .l' 4J" ••• 

'ÂlÇl, , witbout .ç.n.iv. a40naunt, witbout lUXUT1ff," 
1 

~nd Barbotin comm.nt. tbat imit.tion ntk. int.l'04uoin, 

u. -1Jsto nl1cS t",. and oOIlV.Atiou WlIich are )JO lou,." thO.. \ 

01" an auihn.tic ~ra1 ,exi.t.AC., HecS.l. utua111 .PJ" ••• nt u. 

w1th value. whtch are th. r.au1t ot üatonoal pnq.ot1v •• 

/ 

1. 

" ,. 
/ 

/ 

/ 

/ 
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but ~.l.... th. ..o~al forc.. of 1dJa1c17' 
!bi.'i ••• p.c1&111 tru. in coamUDal 11.1. 
Wh • .r. th. exupl. of a cr.at p.r.on 
•• ~1110'" 1t. valu. an4 b.cOll., con;" .. . 

, toNit1 ~4 1. JDOral oAl11n .pp.UMC •• 
In .r.al1t,., th. upriptn... ot .oral 
action 4...a4a auch mol" than AD exact 
.r.4upl1cat10Jl of th. _cl.l; ~~th • .r 1t 
call. lor th. ,.r,onal acc.ptuc. of th. 
1IO.r&l 1nt'At1oft, th. 1nt.rio.rizat1on '01 
th. -l1J'1tual .0t1v.~ion, th. cr.ation 
01 • P'J'.onal J"'PQn8:J!0 a cal1 WbO .. 
valu. 1. w.r wd.qu. ev • .r " ... , 1 • 

1 

1 

( 

/ 

- .. / 
J' ... ., .. AOt a AMr Mo •• e bl1lcl1A. 40wn b.hav1oua11aw, //' 

- / 
1ut.ad, b1 ou»l. h • .. v. ue • patt.n Wh1ch w. net t~l~ow 

io .cbi.v. ~J'U' unho04, to put1c1,.t. in th. _ .. Beiaa •• 

CbrS..t 18, tu WOl'4 b.oo.. tl.ô u4 the 41801pl. au.t DOt 

, . -, . 
41.oov • .r i ou1tUl'~l, .qu1valnt ~t1ôA. Whioh .ar. DO!" tnly 

1a1t~iY~ 01 J'.ftII, iD OUf ~ -C~"'. ft, ao4ms ~.o1Pl' 
.ut li,. tll. lit. ---01 tu .or4. ! 

- 1 

~.tiAD .thio. lor IoAbo.,t.r involv.4 ooAcr.t.l, I~l-
J -- ' 

1~. th. ,att'rD 01 t~ hu •• n1t, ~ol~ct in ~8t'. 
WOH8 a4 .oitou. 1'0 put 1t ~içl11 CJari.t w" DOt a 'hoao 

, " 

r.liJio"", but ~,11 a&b, aaD tOI' oibtt. 1'.1.a •• 4 ll'oa th. 

-'~ ... ti'aiAt. 01 tu 01. i.ft~t 1.- ,br "rin. th. lull11a.Jt 
, " 

/ 

l ,1 / ,'1' 

\ 
( 

1 

1 

\ 



/.. ; :; 11' f • 

1 

/ 

1 . 
ot tbat 1AW. 

1.ct1cal 'D~oC." 01 IDU conlorm1n, to Chr1.t asut tli.r.b,. al-rr' . 1 

loWiI1& Ch'n.t to take ION in th. worlel. th. 1ncl1ftc1ua1 lWs-

•• 11 C~":, oonlorlan, .or' clp •• l1' io 111. on ~l'Uctv., 
th. »att.n'ol tru. hu •• nit)'. ;'Ia1tatio ChJ1,.t1f~" IlOt 

.. &11 tbat •• cr.at. Ch~.t by our 1IIitat1oD, or t t •• J'.plac. 
- 1 

th. oruc1li.cl J •• u., but rath.r •• p&rt101pat. iA th. ~r.ot1 01 
! 
1 

Chn.t • ~ Sch.l.r, U.i.A, 1'.,.oho1011011 t.ftl1nolQn 1 .,1&1#. f':'_ 
\ ' 

that th. ~ol. 01 Chri.t in tht. pro o .... 01 put1ci,at1ok 1. 
1 _ ,-

that ot " .... a id.al dl 1IUr. WlU.ch 1. 0011.tut11' l'J' •• eat to tu 

.oul 01 th. 1Dcl1vUual oZ' th. 'poup, .0 wob .0 tut li.til. bT 
1 

11ttl'. th. trait. 01 tut P'%'IJOIJ ar. acqu1r.4 an4 ar. t.z-UI-

toneel 1nto n ••• lts ou'. bdA" OA.'. 111., @e" aot., 
, 

oon.oiou.l,. or waoon.oiou.lf, u.' rul.cl br 1t in ... Wl1' tut 
" 0AU:l'. th. n~j.ot to 1'». 'l .... cl w1th tOllorin, th. 1104.1 or 

to ".,Proaoh hi ... ll 11 1t 1. Dot 1l11tat.ct".'· 

Tld.. t ... u io th. two p~ oOJlpoAet. ot th • . 
- 'Ud.tatio CUi.t1' W1d.ch have b •• A 0Jal, .,.n.Il,. .. ut1oud .0 

tu, ft ••• u. th. COD •• pt. 01 'torat1on' M4 ',oAtoftlAtioa'. 

... 1. H. Iob'l'tNA po~nt.4 out, 

%1 tUrf cu b. .d4 to ., ... __ .JI 
io Bo •• ,1.,,'. et1û.oal nobl .. , 1e ... 

" 

1 

/ 



1. 

~', 
,< 

1 

o in What, h. ca. to call 'contorllat1on' 
- th. 1D1n4 ton.d att.%' th. mind ot 

( 

/ 

" -

, . 

Chr1~t, 1. . ' 

/ " , J., 
J'0%'JDAt10n .hould not" 'b. e"A .. th. autonoaou. work ot JIU 

'~ l' 

- , 

~or 1t 1. 'coDtormat~on' w1th r.alit,. 1t •• lt, th. on17 z-.d.1t1", 

J •• ~ Cbn.t. • Conformation' !1th Chr1.~ ". ,,1. not ac)j..vd , 
, ~ 

by Unt ot .ftort. 'to '0.00 •• lilt. J.n.', ,Wh1oh 1. th •• al1n 

wJû.ch •• uwa11y 1nt'rnet it. )' lt 1e ac1l1",.4 o.nly Wh.n tb ' 
, ' 

tOft 01 3.1U •. Chr1.t 1t.ell worlee upOn u. in JUch a; JWUl.r 

tut 1t moul.48 our ton in 1te on l1kn ••• (pal. 4s19). lChr1et 
. , 

z-na1ne th. only 111"1' ot tOrii,. lt 1. Bot Chr1.t1an .en WhO 

" ÇaP' th. ~oz-lct w'1th th.1; u. .. , but 1t 18 "~.t Who ~,.. 
-.n 1u contoJWity with hia •• lt. Iut ju.t .. 'we ~.z-.taDd 

.- rI. \ 

. - \ 
the ton 01 Chri.t ,1.1 WI tlk' h1a to b. '~"Jl.t1a117 tbe t.aoh.r 

ot ". p1ou. aa4 *o! Ù,II, .o, too, •• ftould .. nùer~t~ tlw ' 

lorutlOn 01 au 11 w •• er. to <l''.-rd 1t .. ,1n.tnaction in, tJM 

r''' iD ~Oh a p10U aa4 ~04 ate 1. to be atta1lle4H
• 2. ~. 

.thio. 01 loJsho.tln &1'.' ~t 1f&H4 upPD .,. aut~ 1AÜVUU-~ 
.. '1 r - ~ ~ 

a11et1c valu .,.t .. but ari 19-...4 util'.17 -. ~ bi.' .. lt,· 

/ 

~' ~ , t: ~ 

a4 thU. o. ~d.17 'b. "'A a; &bt1AoId.M~ , U.,' lt.~·iU ' \ 

ftwotu. 01 r.a11tl t. the 'CUiltwt."o M'bi." t~ ~-, h" ~ 
'Wt~iio Clarittt', t~ iA41.~U;l _t ~~~ ~~O''''t 
iA tut .... i'ul,tt, b1 aile! "., ~JJ.,. iiir otlJn~~ ftü 01", '~<." • , 

. ' . " .' .' \ . . ....... . ' ..,..... , 
1 ... ' n> - • ,', .' __ ..... __ ....,h_. ___ ... l. A.= ' ~ A~ }-

- t .• , . ..' , ;." . "" , ." '( 

t~ ",._, I,,,,'II~, ~lat_li~"r:" "*f.àd.~~,' 0 '" 

'-"10. ','",', ,,", f-"" ,.,', '~ç" 

~# /"",~" »#, '''.il- . " ,', . '; ,::' '\) ","" ~,\" ... '.: . ,~ 17" -;-',' " " ~,," , " , ' - '~'#., '. 
, , ,~! > '4 ,/ ~\, • 

.. '::...:.... ," "," :, ':: :,::.:,<~.~, ,'" ': '~ ... ;'< " " J" " ' .... " , . , ~ 1 \', . ' '" ' , .- , . , , :\i: ' , 
( , " • ,'., " ~~ ;:.l~.i,t' .. ~ - ~ - , : _" / l , .' l '.... ~ 1 "1>', OC) , \', • 

) , ), l, u,) r ',., fi' , ' " • ,'~ f ,JI 1 ) 
J ~. '>l)J .. i 'J ~ ) ,; 1 'J • j". '() 

, "< :,:'~:':"'>' :-,;.,;.: 'Q' "l, ,,':'" ,," :"1, ,:' •• ''', .C·:'" 

-- J<?~<_? ;"~' l," 1 ~ , II 1 1,/ r
l1 

: ~ ~.', > 

" ,r J ~ ,. 

" 

" "-

" 

f' , 

• 
t/L. 
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1 • 

o J~ , 

cour •• lIlU.t l.ad to • radical- ~.r.taDdiDl of tll.01olit-al 
h """ 

Bonho.ff.r' •• th1c i. olw1Q\1.1r 'aituatioul1 1D tll. .. -
,e.u. tut 1t i. firmly pOUJl4.d in th. hi.tor1ca! but 1t 

. . 
-'tra.oen4e th. pur.l)' 111d..1vidual1.t1c. 'l'h. '1Id.tat10 CIu1..U,' . / . 

, \ d~v •• ~th1~. b'~~Dd th. ind.ividuel ,coAc.rn thrqpÎh,tb' .tr •• -

.1n' of 'r"JOn.1b1lity'.·' Jt~1cal r •• pon.1b111t)"1. 4.r1v.4 
. i '1' • 

t~ t~. concr.t,~,~coUAt~r with ~other p.r80A, aa4 .tructur-
-/ i • " • 

Ally ~t .1. alwa)'. th ...... p.r,oJ); 4.ft. Chri.t., '1DO' th 

Chri.t1aD t&i;h 1. &dh.rnc •. to • '1*""11,1 the natural ccm..-
.. \.. 1 ... - ') 

1 4~~C' 1. ~ p.r.oU1i.t .th10. ' • ,~.tl.r·e ,.tb1o.,&%" '. 

, ~~i..t-Jl.1atLoul HJ,ü.C toI' ~.t 1. tftlf bwwa _ 

. OOM~ ~o"u 'thl'Ollp Il_ .oc~t,. Wb11. o-'vo~ii1oA' anliH' 
" ~ 1 ' 0 l., <1. , .; .,. ~/J 

to t~. ~t~ 01 .,.l.tioA -' AO~. 1!P,.17 th. )faUri.4u.l, 
• .. J f .r 

.' 110 ,th. fiait.tu C'lu:ûti' ~,tU ooao ... t ... IIOu1&l1D.' of Ut ~, 
• - ~ , ' " • ~ -. ~"_ 0' 1 

, ,"lOui ~t 'qo11,o*' •• lit • . t~ tll- ".,.Q.1tT __ »Ait .. '01 -_: ". 
'" l ' '- '1. ~ ~ ~ " .. or , • , ' , !. l ~ " a J ,t}:1 . . , , 

, , ' .... 4~,"~., tH- ildtft, ~~ ~.t1'~~~J",~ Y ... t~.:~crJ> . 
" ,,' . , " ',. -

, "', ' .. ",~ ... , N, 'Wtatl.o",'· ùa .OJ'H .... 'rit. 'h.,ôttt of • '. 

('" ,:', ';:: ~ ~~ ~~'~~~ •• ~', .~ ,1.ril1~,~ ~h" ,,.o~ ~o ~ .. ' : "." ~~ 
>" ""':,',';',,~1a1.,oitU'~*,ia~~,.~ ,~",,'':1t''ft'''' 

:-',1 ::~' ,'1,"; tIIJ .... .. ..., ... ~. t~ ~ .~,~~ .. ,'iW' OG~ •• * .. t M' "~ " 
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above a11 to a 'perlon' wh~ :11 ".' .. th. way. th. truth ancl the 

11tt", (John 1416) 'l'hi. i\1 t'he bal1. ot Bonhoeffer 'l' p.rlon­

alilt tthio, 

Bonhoetttr t.el. that theiduty ot or.ation :1. that it 

ahould artirm and oont:1nut Ged'. work. ' • Thil il acoompli.hed 
. . 

when th. cliaoipl. rt.ponela in ortativ. cb.41.no. to Goel. 
, ,~ 

Obtdi.nce, whi~ w •• t:1r8t m.ntion.d'1n laaAtorym 00llup10, 

thUG b.comt. a major element ot Bonhoeff.r'. pr.a.ntat1on ot 

dia01ple.h1p. Ont of th. b.I10 inlredient. or. th. 'im1tatio' 

.imp1101t w1th1n tht callot ahri,t, il th1. demand tOI' obedi­

.nct; not an obed1.nce to lawa and princ1p1 •• but to th. r.ali-
1 

ty.--01' Ohriat. For Bonhottf,r " ••• only hl who bel~.ve. 1. ob.di­

.nt, and only he who 1. ob.d:1.nt bel:1tv .... ,2, Th,.t 11nt.,~, 

liln1tic.n~ for und.rltandins Bonhoefftr'i tthico tOI' h1. lit, , 
cannat b, uncltrltoocl w1thout thtm. Hi, 11fe and thought al" 

htld in dia1totical t.n.ion a. art taith anet obedienoe. What 

8onho.fttr clicl d.tennined hi. beliet. and hi. belieta wen't on 

to d.t.rmin. what he did. 

Emil Brunn.r in ;he ;1y19' +mRlrat!y. al.o •• w di.cipl.­

.hip •••• nt1.11y •• ob.di.no' t what.vlr th. part10ular oontent 

ot th. ooamand (although tOI' Brunner th. comaand wi' alway. 

one ot love). Bonho.ffer aar ••• w1th Brunn.r and f •• la that 

, • Bonhoeff.r, ,1) •• 

Pa,. ". 

\ 

gr.,t1op ,,4 r.ll. 

\ 
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Ohr1.t de.and. ot hie di.ciple. not the obaervance ot 10 •• 

r 

• anac •• b~e or unmanal.able codo ot beh.v~or. but the radical 

.urronder ct th.ir will. in ob,d1onoe and love. Obedienoe tOI' 

Bonhoeffer 18 'aurrendor' and eth10' muet be«1n w1th th1at •• kt 
, 

the total aurrender of th •• olt throush tho act of oontor •• tion. 

Ob.yina tho oall to diaoiple.h1p me.n. that a oonoreto 
\ . 

do.and ,muat be ro.pond.el to, Conformation mu.t then a~.o mean \ 
, ' 

the guidanoo and providenoe ot Geel. 'Tho d1.01ple ha. be.n 

trood trom the ~aw •• an 1natru.ont by whioh Goel'. will 1_ 
)tnown. b~t th1. doo. not moan 'hat the c:U.ao1ple :1a tre. ot 

Ged ta will. 1 Whon tllo eliac1plo doo. GOd,'a (*11,,1 ho knowa the 

love of God. If approaoh1n« tho problolll ot Chriat1an eth1ca 

trom th1. porapoot:1vo. the Quoation, How oan l bo 1O,0d? ot 
1 

tradit10nal othioa booom ••• What :1. the will ot Ged? Ott en 

th.ao two ar_ .o.n aa ~.1nl aynonymou. but tOI' 8qnhoottor thi. 

1a not tho 0 •• 0. Sintul man doludo. hilll •• lt if he a •• u ••• to 

know th. ~c(cf. Th. .ajor ethioal t~.k of th. diaoiple 1a 
1 

'Qloly to .e.k ,and do Ged ta will.' What th1a 'preauppo •• s. ao-
1 • 

oorcl:1n, to Bonhoofter. 1a "" ... doo1.10n w1th l'ogard to ult1-

m .. te r.a11ty. ~ dooi.1on of fa1th tt ." ln Bonhootfer'a 0 .... 

Ithi. do •• l'lot •• an that t.ith in an ult1aat. roa11ty 1 • 

.. n .th1oal dec1aion. but rath.r ta1th Iquala'ulti.ate r. 

~r fallon mkn th.y are one ,in the a.e. '!'hi. il not a 

tion ot theololY but an,.xpanl1on ot othioe. 

l • Boèo.tt.r. 1).. bb1sa. P.,. 186. 
1: 

" 
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./ 
hi. IXli •• io of th. ator1 of Abrah.m, 01 •• r1y ohowo tho 01000 

o ~ 

r.lationohip b.two.n obodiono. and taith. Abraham'o ob.di.noo . \ 
lorood him td au.p.nd hie ~wn moral juda.m.nta in ord.r to 

maintain oommunion with God. ~hio i. what K1erk.,aard m.ano 
1 

by hi. 'teloo10sical auaponeion o'f th. othioal'. Juatitioation 

for Abraham'_ aotion como. oOl.ly\ trom thio p.roona1 rolation~ 

ahip to God.'· Hio dooia1on i. n~t irrat10nal but>a~a­
rational, it do •• not dony .thio. but tranooo~ moral1ty. 

Ono of tho prominent oharaot.riet10. of th. othioo ot 

tho noo-Proto.tant th.olos1ano 1a th.ir doterminiam. For 

Brunn.r, Barth and Bonhoeffor the Obriatian lifo, tho 11fo . , 
ot diaoipl,ohip, i. d.t.rmined throughout by tho Word ot God. 

/ 

. f '1'0 paraphr... Bonhoeffor, • God oan, brina 100d out of ovil, oven 

\ 

th. sr •• t •• t ot .vila'. Thio of courao brins_ up tho old prob-, 

fo lem of tr •• dom and d.t.rminiam. For Bonhooff.r, man do.o .x.r­

oia. hi. fre.dom, tor ho do •• not alwaie do th. will ot God. 

,Tho dialootio whioh •• tind 00 otton in Bonho.ttor i. tound 

,h.ro ae Will. 
\ 
hie aotion. to God and i~ ao do1nl r.oo~v.a th. guidano. whioh ~ 

h. ia etill tr •• to aooopt or r.j.ct". J'r •• dom and th. will of 

Ood'aro not a •• n'a. muJuallY oxoluoive. ' 
1 

Tbo man who aot. in th. trooeto. ot 
hi. OWft ao.t'por.onal roopon.ibi11t1 io 
preo10.1y the man who •••• hi. aotion 

\ 

1 • 

\ 
\ 

. , 
Î 

f 
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tlna11y Qomaltt.d to ~h. luidano. ot God. 
Th. t.r •• d •• 4 kno •• 1t •• 1f in th •• nd a. 
,th. ~ •• cl ot Gocla the clloi.10n knowa 1t- ' 
•• lt •• ,uidance, th. tr.. v.ntur. knowa 
1t •• lf a. cliv1n. nec ••• 1ty,l. 

.\ 

lYan wh.n God'a cuidano. aent Bonho.ff.r ta hi. 1a.1nent 

d •• th, h. could .t111 wr1t., 

, . 

l am '0 .ur. of God'a cu1d1n, hand 
that I hop. I .hall alway. b. kept in 
that otrta1nty, fou muat n.ver cloubt 
that I âm trav.ll1n, w1th ,rat1tucle ancl 
ch •• rtulne •• alonl'the road wh.re I am 
beins led,2. ' 

l 

\ 

For .aft1 "L0d.rn th,olo,iane th. will of God atanda wh~111 

outa1de . of th. ~nd1v1dual'. l1f. for Gad 1 •••• n ~ a. 'the WhOll,~ 
oth.r'.' 
will of Gad 1. not found in ab.tr.ct .th1c.l oommanda.nta. 

Th. will of (k)d ,,~, .11 n,oth1na other than th. b.ooa1ns r.al Of 

, the r.al1t1 of Ohr1.t! w1th UI and 1n our world. Th.'will of 

Ged, th.r.tore 1. not .a~ 1d.a, .t1~l d •• and1n,:to b.ooa. ~.at; 

1t 1. 1ta.lt a H.11t~ &1r.ad1 .ult&1n.cl in th ••• 1f-r.velat,1on 

ot God :l~ J •• UI Chr1lt".'· And lurth.r, 

Itl Ohr11t w. Ar. ott.rld th. pOl81b111t1 
• 0 

- ." .... 
" r 

1\"9" 
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ot partakin, 1n the r •• 11t)' of 004 .nd 
1n the r •• lit)' of $he wor1d. but not 
1n one w1tho~t' th. oth.r. Th. re.lit)' \ 
of OOd <l:l.olo ••• 1ta.lt only by .ettinl \ \ 
Ifte ent1rely 1n th. r.a11ty ot the world. \ 
and wh.n l .noounter tht rla11t1\ of the 
•. or1d 1t 1. alr.ady .u.ta1ntd.~aooepted 
and reconoilld 1n th. re~l1ty'ot ~d.l.· 

Th1. m •• na that tOI' Bonhoeffer. rea11t~ :lt.elt 1. 106d. t'he 

100d 1a not lom. 'ouaht' .tandina above re.11t1 but 1t il 

rea~:l~y :lta.lf. ',ulta1n.d. aoctptt~and rtoono11.d' in th • . 
death and rt.urr.ct:lon ot JI.U. Chrla~. 1 oould not eay 1t 

. 
. .aid of Bonhottfer'_ eth1~'t 

\ . 

/ '-

Chri.t t~e~.for.. the unit)' ~f God 
.and the worid, 1ta rloonc1liat1on, th. 
,rao1oua immanenc. ot Ged 1n the world. 
in 1t. o1rcumatanc... 1n 1ta .thioal . 
• 1tu.t1on., but immanence rtlardlcl ,. • 
peraon, a. a 'Thou' whom on. can addrt •• , 
Chr~.t 1~ the .ater1al 'contin"WII' t the 
trultworthy el.ment which l'un. throulh 
conorete .1tuat10na and cont1X't1a th •• al'1 
in the1~'ver1 oonor.t.n.... Th. knowl.d,. 
of 'Christ 1. alao .ach t1m. a knowllde' 
DOW 1n the a1tuat1on. ,and, abov. al1 char­
aotlr1.t10&1111n the 'eth1oal' a1tuat1on. 

\ 

\OAe could '&Y. that "oooNinl to Bonhoefflr. 
the .an who 1'1 .. 111 kno.a Obr1.t al here 

'r' ... $ ...... ~':I:: 

\ 

\ 

;-
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... oh t11fl.1~ alao knowa what i8 r~al and 
what i. to b. don.. Y •• ~ w. can .ven CO 
80 tar a. to darI to .&1 th. conv.r ••• 
that the man who know. each tim. wh .. t i.' 

\ , 
, r.al and 'what ia to b. don., _ by that v.ry 
tact in r'ality knowa Chri.t.'· 

The qu •• tion tOI' Bonhoetf.r muat bo wh.th~r h. d~.. in tact 

oontora to th. torm ot Christ i~ th. worle!; wh.ther h. i. 

~ .ctina in accordanc. with r.ality, Th •• thics of th. 'imitatio' 

,mu.t bo a r •• pona. to th.' Chri.toloaical qu.st1on. How i. 
\ 
Chriattakins torm in th. worldt and. What actione on my part, 

corre.pond to that torm? The tinal judg.ment of wh.th.r an 

action done in tr •• r •• pona1bility do •• aotually corr.apond 

to the Chr1.tolo~cal real1ty accorc11na to Bonhoetfer lie. 
, 

aolely with God. It may b •• aid that morality 1. th. b1-

pro~uct ot maturing taith. It i8 the out come ot, incr.a.inJ 

oonformation to Ohr1.t. but in the end ~onho.tt.~' •• thica 

muat alw.ye be e •• n a. an- ethio of justification by sraci 

alon •• 

Bonho.ff.r 't&k •• with th. utmoat •• riou.n.a. the phrà,. 
\ 

'Thy will hath b •• n dono', Sintul man ia ju.titi~ by grao. 

but thi. juatit.foation coat God th. de .. th ot Hi. Son. Thia 

doctrine of ju.t1fic .. t1on.1. not a oall to worldly inaction 
1 

or complac.ncy tor thi. would be an a~ceptance of 'choap 
1 ~ J \ 

'1'''00' 01.'. to paraphr .... ' 'Luth.r, 'ain brav.ly· for n ..... only in 
1 

1. . Ott!. H.. B,I1itl pd Nt)1. 
PaSt ~68" 

'. 
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401nl o.n th.r. b •• \1b1ll1 •• 10n to th. will ot Oodtt ." Th. , 

'a1t.tio' muat tak. plao,. :1n th. mi4.t ot l:1t.' ... _ •• duti •• , 

probl.ma,., .\l00 ••••• and ta11ur... .Xp.ri.nce. and p.rplexitie.n•2• 

ThroUlh 11'1.0', Ged haa a.t the condit1ona ot the 1'111.­

tionahip which .llowa m.n to livi .. worldly .xi.t.ne. and 

aot1vIly ~rt10ipat. in R,vIlation. Ohr11t talt •• ,vlryono 

who rlally ~eountor. hlm and turne thoJl around to t.oo tho 

world. Chr1.t il th. I.t.cuard whieh pr.v.nt. withdra~ trom 

the world. 
J \ 

Who.vor •• te thoir oyo. on th. body , 
ot J •• UI Ohr1.t ean nover again .poak 
ot th. world .D thouSh ••• it Wlto alpa­
rat.d trom Chriat, ho can n.vlr again 
w~th ol.r1cal .rrocanci .It him •• lt 
apart trom thl world." 

Il 

Whorl •• ~n moat oth1cal di.cu •• 1ona, 11tl ia d1rlct.cl 
, 

'to •• rda' God, now, ho •• ver, 11~. oan 1.1.0 b. livla 'trom' God 

•• ita e.ptrl. ~ throuSh thl '1a1tatio 'Chr1It1' blcome. 
~ , 

oonto~~ with the torlll ot Chriat and lrao •• llow8 h1l11 to livi 
, 8 

'trom' that cintre. Bonho.tt.r blgin. with th. c.n~r.lity ot 

~~onform1ty to J.aua Chr1at 

'"h1.tor1oal ,rl.pona1b1rit1• 
1 

r ••• onins from inearnation to 

Chr1~t not only bide tho d1.Cipl~ 
\ 

1. Bonho.ffer, 1) •• aba.gl· "l, 4'. , ~ 

2. Bonho.ffer, D •• .,tt.rl 'Id Paper. ltoI PriIOp. 
rase 197. ,. Bonhoefter, D •• D"gl, 
Pail 20'_ \ 

; i altii .. LIL,'" , 
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to tollow, \~ut INO. aotuall1Iallot!. him to tollow. Aca1n,' 

to underatand 'oon.formation' a1lftPly': aD 'beoominl 11k. Jeaua' 

1. to m18underatand th. true tom, ot Chr1at. The to", ot 
- .. 1 

,Christ 18 not a 're11Iioua' pattern, to wh1ch we muat oontore, 

it 1a rathor th. pattern of true ~uman1ty.'· 

" ' 

To be contormed w1th th; Inear~at. 
--that 1a to be a 1'01.1 man. It i. man'. 
'r;lht and dut Y that he .ho~ld be man. 
The que.t tOI' th. auperman, the end •• -
vour to outsrow the man w1th1n the man, 
the purDuit ot the hero!e, th. cult ot 

\ the demigod, 1.11 th1. 1. not the prop.r 
- ' 

eoneern ot man, for 1t i. untrue. The 
1'.1.1 man 1. not an object oither tOI' 

oontempt or' for deifieation, but an 
object ot the love ot Ged. \ Th. rioh 
and manifold va~iety of God'a ~re.t1on 

1 

auttera no violenc. her. trom tal.e uni-
form1ty or trom the forcins ot men 1nto 
the pattern 'of an -ideal, of a type, or. 
definit. p1cture of the human~eh.raoter. 
The real m.n~1 •• t liberty to be hi. 
ere.tor'. er.ature~ To be conformed 
w1th t~e Incarnat. 1a to have 'the r1ght 
to be th. man one re.lly 1a. Now ther. 
1a no more prot.nee, no more hypoeriay 

a 

or'.olt-v1olence, no moro compulaion to 
be .ometh1ns other, better and more 1deal 

1 

) .. 

1. Bonhoeffer'. ooneern 18 eohood by Albert Camua who 1n 
l!e Bebe. write. that 'man 1a the only creature who,retu.e. 
• 0 1)e W at he 1.'. Bonhoetfer never attempt. to malt. man 
aore thaft '~he ereator'e creature'. FOI' Bonhoetter •• 'for 
nerke,.ard, .~ muet tbecome what ho alHady 1.'. . 

, \ 
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thaft what Ofte il. God lov •• th. r.al aan. 
Go<l b.c.e a re .. l man'," 

. 1 

Bonhoett.r'_ ta1th 1n th. providence ,t Geel work1n. ~lth­

in h1atory 1. not b .... d upon • theolo,y ot ~ietory (H.,.l), a, 

••• k1ns to·diaoov.r" th. plan of hi.tory .nd .alv.tian. lt i. 

not an ,volution.ry opt1m1am (Tol;h.rd d.\Ch.rdin). It 1. 
1 
r .. th.r a con.cioue aooeptance and b.w11d.rm.nt •• knowina 

that b.hind th •• v.nts ot h1.toryo li •• the hand of God. It i • 

.. r.cognition ot th. 'lIlY.t.riWII .t tr •• end\l.,~ a. Rudolph otto 

maintain.d. or th. r,cosnit~on of th •• xl.t.nti~l 'tear and 

tr.mblills'-j .tr •••• d by n.rk" •• rd. It i. thie, r~coani tion 

which allow. th. diaoiple to act and b. ju.titied in hi • 
. ' 

action. whil. atill living hi •• b.olut. tr •• dolft .nd abaolute . 
re.pon.lbil1ty for hi. actione. Bonho.ffer i. olo •• ly in lin. 

wlth Luther on thi. point. In ~.aponaibility bO~h fr •• dom and 

ob.di.no. are roal1 •• d. R •• ponaibility 1Itpliea th •. t.nei~n 
-Ib.tw •• n fr •• dom and obedience. Th. p.radox ia that man i. fr •• 

1 • 

" 1 to be ob.dient, On,ly 1n obedi.nc. to Chri~t can thel" be 're.-

" 

,1 
.! 
l 

-
dom, and only ~n fre.dom aan on. b. ob,dilnt to Christ. Luth.r. 

in "On t\e L1b.rty ot th. Chril!ltlan ,Mann _rot.) 
1 .. \ 

, . A Chriatian JIl~ 1. l\ert.otly tl'" Lord 
, of all, aUbj.c~ te) non"; • Christian •• n 

;\ " ia p.rt.ctly dut1tul •• rvant of all.r-

. ',' .ubject '~o ~ . 
1. Bonho.ff.r, D.·, ~lC ... 

Pap al .. 
2. Luther, MartiA. ~= ~r',\f'I,!. pa" 2.11. S •• alao De 10 mB of Hlft~p_, __ Î_. o. l, pag.' "2. 

\. 

/ 
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To aUII up BOnhO.ff.r" poaition, .thical ,co~ •• Ar. a 

product of hiatory, •• para'. from the Chri.tian •••• are. ua.­

tul aa\guid.11no, but di.poe.bl •• for th. proclamation of 

grac. etanda b.yobd good .nd .vil, th. Chriat1aÂ m •••• ,. 

ottera no new commandm.nta or moral principla. for human1ty. 

Inat.ad, th. Chriati.n m •• a.g' r.mindl ~. that only 1n tr •• dom 
\ 

~~ w. ,b' truly ob.diant to,the w111 of Ged. From th1, per,pec-

tive Ithici lfluat be aeen not ... " •••• oll.thing that h •• d •• c.nd.d 

trom h •• ven to .arth, but 1t ia r~h.r a child of th. larth". 1. 

On. 9t the outatanding t.atur.. ot Bonho.ft.r'. ethi.ca ia 

ita 'r.l.t1viam', .nd 1t 1a thi. which 1 •• 0 n.c •••• ry .a .. 

baaia for Any 'aituat10n.~' .th10. It 1a th!e •• p.ot of 

Bonho.t~rt. th.ology th.t Jo •• ph rl.to~.r uae, to support hie 
, . 

own poaition aa outlin.d in the book SitUation Ithi9" FI.tch.r 
D , 

, epeaka of 'a1tuationa' but alwaya 1n relation to an .beolute 
\ 

principle or norm by wh1ch eth10e .r. relativ1zed. For Fletcher 

th!. abeolut.~1. 10ve.2• 

1. 

Thire ia only on. th1ng th.t ie 
alwaya Bood and right, intrina1cally 
good regardl ••• ot the context. and 
that one thing ia lova." 

Bonhoetfer. D.. 110 b,ty §Iordl , 
Pap 40. 

, , 

, . 

Fletch.r believ., that ttOnly love 1 ... oonat.nt; every': 
thing .1.e 1a .. variabl.", (page 44. Sit\1~on Eth1ca)" 
For a turther d1.cu,aion ot thia point ;18.e 80 pagea 45 
and 61. . 

,. netcher, J.. §1,tUatigD 1\\19'.1
11 Page 60. 1 

\ 
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o Loye /~on. for n'tCher,1e 1ntr1ns1cally lOod. 1t .qu.l~" 1 

juatic., lt la a prlnc1pl. a~. norm. 1• Aa.. pr1nc~le 1t 

\ 

, \ 1 __ 
d.ola Iv.ryth1ng Bonhoeff.r ar8'\l.d aga1net •. It il the" •• c~laZ' 

, 
cl ty ta' doua ex .achlna'. the 'worklns hypothel1.' an.d a 

• stop-gap' • 
• 

Bonhoetfer, 11ke Fl.tcher. recogni.ea the importanc. of 

'love' tor chriatian eth1c •• but he doe. not aoetpt love aa 

t~e tirat princ1plo of Ohriatian ethice. Rtcosnlaln.s the 81n­

tul nature of human1ty and tht C~txity of all m~tlvatlon. 
8onhoeff.~ write., , 

Human love Maki. lt.elt an end in 
1 

ita.lt. It oroat's of ltselt an end. 
an 1dol whloh 1t worah1p., to wh1ch 
lt muat aubjlct eVeryth1ns. 2• 

For Bonhoeffer, lovo alone 1. not adequat, as a basia 

for Chrlstian tellowah1p. Love has negative aspecta tOI' tallon 
lt 

man no matter how goocl the intention. may be. Only Ohr18t can 

play. modl.ting l'ole ib'Christian fellowahip, .a Bonhoeffer 

1. netcher naver p%'operly f.1et1na. the terln 'love'. and the 
way 1n wh1ch he ua •• 1t make. it a catch-all concept. Aa 
Jame. M. ~.t.taon has oommented, _ 

n 'Love'. lit. • aitu.tl~n " ia a WON that runa through 
Fl.tcher'. book like a It •• a.d pi, •••• Nowh.r. do •• 
Fletcher indicat., in a a,atematic way hia var10ua u.e. 
ot 1t. It rater. to .verTth1ng he wanta it to l'efel' to. 

Guatat.on, J. R., "'rhl Chri.tian CenturT', Ma112. 1966, 
a. ~uoted ln The ~tU&tioD ithlpi ptb.t., ed. by Kt Cox, 
page 81. ' 

2. ~nb.o.tt.r. D.. 14,e buth.t. 
Pap 25. 

r (/ 
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o l •• rn.d in J'1nk.nwald. IJ\d 'xPla1na ln hi. book t.1.t. 'l0atk.t, 

\ \ 

'rhi_ Ift.an. that I 1ftU_t 1'.1.... th. , 

1 oth.rJ,rDon trom- .v.ry attempt of ain. 
to r. l.t.. cOire •• and domin.t. htm 

t,,' J, 

\. 

w1th my lov.. Th. oth.r p.raon n •• da to 
r.t~n hi. 1nd.p.nd.ne. of m.~ •• , ~B.· 

caus., Chriat ha. long aine. aot.d d.ct-I 
\ aiv.ly tOI' IllY broth.r. b.tor. l could 

b.l1n tp aot. I l .ult l.av. hi. hi8 fr..-
dom to b. Ohri_t'.; I auat ••• t hi. oftl~ 

, .1 th. p.rDon 'l'lat ~. alHady i. in. " 
Chri.t' •• y •• ,l. 

. , l ' 
Aa •• rly a. 1929 Bonho.ff.r und.r.tood th •• '1.'" of 

\ 

th. 8.",on on th. MO\lD.t not a. love but N.tfh.r th.t man .t~d. 

b.tor. th. tao. ot God and God'. srac. rul •• our liv._, If' 

thero w~a a g.n.rallJ val1d moral la •• liR. lov., " th.n'th.r. 
, l ' 

would b. a way trom .an to God and th. r.lationah1p woùld b. 

at th. m.rcy of mankird, Th •• thical principl •• o~ th. S.rmon 

on th. Mount mu.t b. und.ratood but not acc.pt.d w1th author1-

tarian validit;y tOI' .v.ntually man would b.cOlft. a slav. to 

pr1nc1pl •• and th. sPir1t would b. t1x.d in ~ac. thua totally 

d.ny1ng cr.ativ. pot.ntial1ty,~ ID. hi. 1th10. Bonho.tt.r .labo­

rat.a on th ••• anina of love for Christian .thica. 

IWerythin, that" w. have .0 far ••• n 
to b. tru •• xclud •• all thoa. d.finitions 
ot love a. a'h~ .t~1tUd., • conV1ct1~n, 

l , 

Lltt.rl pel Ptpvl lfoI M,op. 

UIII 
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l, 
dev.ot1oft. .acr1t1ce. the will to fellow­
.h1~. teelina. brotherhood.' .erv1ce. 
action." 

Lova a. a norm becom •• almoat 1dolatroua to'Bonho.ff.~ 

tOI' 1t ia reCOgni,.bl~ only in tbe 11aht of Revelation, The 

love .h1cb 1a .0 1llPOrtant tOI' ethic8. in Chriat1an eth1ca,. 

muat be deduced aOle1y tram Chr1atololY. 
1 

~ 

Wh1l. th1. denial ot~love •• th .. central elemen~ of 

Christian eth1ca would make ua bali,vl th.~ Bonhoeffer'a 

eth1e. are a cold and calculated at~airt ~uite the, contrary 

o 

1. trul. For Bonhoeffer; thl ~1ait.t10 Christi' leada the 

diaciple to ~ne central ~ .. l'~ation_ Chr1at'. ~ro-ma'atance 
muat _lso be th. position of the modern disciple. Diaciple- • 

, 
ah1p ia aynonymoua ~1th reapona1b1~ity. Paul held that lawa 

lead,ua to Chriat. but Bonhoetter hold. that christ le.da ua , 

, to 1II0ral judplllents and, etUeal deC1a1ona {Gr ih1Ch ~e have 

to t~e 'tull r •• ponatb111ty aa d1d Chr1at. Reaponaibi~ity 
" ... -'1:8 alwaya ~ J'elation between persona which has 1ts tou~ 

tion in the r •• ponaibility of J.aua Christ tora lftanu •
2 . 

o .' Anoth.r theologian who placed ~trong emphaa1a upon love 

but yet rejeet_d', love a. the absolut. principl. of' Christian 
\ ' \ 

ethie. waa B. Ricbard mebubr who aaid, '''',' 1 

,,, ~nhoeft.r. D .. 
Page 72. 

ljthi.pa. 
" 
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Jesus nowhere commanda love for 1te 
own sake •••• The virtue of Jesus' char­
acter and demand ia pot 'love of love' 
but 'love of God' and the neighbour 1n 

1 

God.~.. It was not love but God that 
filled his Goul. l. 

Bonhoeffer combined the radical freedom, which 119 190 

1mportant in Kierkegaard, with the 'self in relation to others' 

which is der~ve.d from the 'pereonalist school'. L:lke Bonhoeffer, 

H. Richard Niebuhr also combined Martin Buber and existent1alism, 

and in one sense their conclusions are similar. N1ebuh~ ar­

rived at a position of 'social existentialisme which tor him, 

as for Bonhoeffer, 119 character1zed by 'responsib1lity'. In a 

posthumously published article, "Responsibility and Christ", 
• Niebuhr states that t~e " ••• Christian ethoe 190 uniquely exempli-

fied in Christ h1mself is an ethics of universal responsibilitytl.2• 

'. ThiS' 119 the dialectic of Bonhoeffer' s 'responsibil1 ty,' • 

We are responsible to ~he world and we must t~te full responsi­

bility for our àctions. Responsible action always includes man's 

readiness to accept the gu1lt that comes w1th freedom. 3 • Just 

-,. Niebuhr, H. R •• Christ and culture. 
Pages 15 - 19. 

2. Niebuhr, H. R •• Th' R.'pona1bl, S.lf. 
Page 167. 

3. . The acceptance of gu1lt 1s a central .lam.nt 1n Bonhoetter's 
shift trom passive,to active resistance. Bonhoeffer accepted 
the guilt of his Church, nation and class which had allowed 
Hitler to come to power. Accepting th1s co~lect1ve guilt 
meant also that Bonhoeffer was iree to use the tools, even 

,ot murder, aga~nst an enemy that was using,that sam. tool 
w1th utter ruthlessness. 

/ 
/ 
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as Jesus bore the guilt of all men, so a11 Who are responsible 

in the name of Christ sharo in that gui1t. 
, , 

Bonhoeffer stresse~ responsibility in his ethics but he 

did not stress love. Fletcher, by using love a8 a norm. create. 

an e~ther/or framewo~k, thereby 19noring the subt1et1es and 
f .' 

mu1ti-dimensional aspects of Christian ethics. Love doee not 

Ue1ng love 8S a norm.- wh1ch 
i 

accord~ng to Bonhoeffer ia tainted, means one 1s choosingonly 

exbrterat~ one from r.8pon81b1~ity. 

the le"se! of the evila. , 

In the name of love, Fletcher m~tea kil11ng 1ees~h.n . 
killing and stealing 1ee8 than stea11ng wh11e for Bonhoeffer 

this 1s never the case. For Bonhoeffer, murder ie still murder 

but to do it in the name of love 1s to deny persona1 and abso~ 

!: lute respons1bil1ty for the act. Murder may b& just1t1ed but 

te do it in the name of love 1s to imp1y it has God's approval. 

For Bonhoeffer, justification for an action comes ~olely from 
(> AIt 

the life and cross of Christ. To be respona1ble means that 

extreme acts such &s tyrannicide, while occasiona+ly.be~n~ 

necessary and demanded of one, can never be regarded as normal 

or eth1cal1y normative. As E. H. Robertson points out, Christ 

said " ••• hulots would enter the k1ngdom but he did not lIIean 

that harlotry was a necessary qualification". 1. 

What Fletcher &ppears to be lacking ~s the rad~cal d1alec-
'~ 

t1cal understand1ng which so charac\prizes Bonho.ffer'a .thi~al 

1. Robertson, E. B.. pi.trich BoDhO,fr.~. 
Page IX. 1 
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thou,~t. Bonhoeffer aubmita not only aueeeaa land failure to 

Gad, .s Fl.trher'S utilitariani8m foree~ bim t9 do, 1. b~t 
Bonhoeffer subm1ta even the judgement of wheth~r an ,et 1a a 

,aueeess or fa11ure to Gad (1 Cor. 4:3). For Bonhoeffer, 

reapona1ble action u ••• doea not lay el.im to ltnowledge ot ita 
\ 

( . 

own ult1mate r1ght.ouBn.aa.~.(1t) can never 1taelf anticipatè 

the judgement aa to w~.thar 1t 1a in eonformity with ita or1-
, 

gin, its easanoe and ita goal, but th18 judgem.~t must ba l.ft 

ant1rely to Gad". 2. Ideological action, ion the other hand. , 

carries ita own juatification with1n itaelt trom the outaet 

within it$ gu1ding principla. 

Sinee Jeaus Christ ie implie1t ln rea11ty, there 1a a 

content ta reality wh1ch gives me.ning and direction in eaeh 

situation. As Bonhoeffer aaya, 
• • 

Ta understand reality ia not the 
aame aa to kno .. about out aN event's. 
It 1s to p.rce1ve the .a entlal nature 
of things •••• T6 r.cognize t~e aigni­
fieant in the tactual i~ w1ado •• '· 

1 • This allo"s or perhapa force. netcher to 'aq "0nlY the 
. end justifie. the meana, nothing alae", (SitultioJ\Ethiea, 
page 120). Bonhoetter, on the other hand, atates that t~e 
tt ••• queat10n of good muat not be 'l'educeci to an ex.ination 
of the motive" or consequence. of actiona by apply1ng to 
the aome ready-made yardaticlt. AnJth1c of mot1ves or 
of mental attitude. 1a aà eupert1c1 ae an eth1c Of; 
pract1cal conea~uence8tt, (Ethie •• pace 192). 

Bonhoeffer, D.. 8"c,. 
Page 2,34. ' 

,nü •• Page 68 - 69. 
1 

- ' \ 

, . 
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The 'significant' is of course Jesus Christ. The tactual 

must be given its due, but without Christ it must fall short 
-

of the. reality of God. No abstract laws or systems n •• d b. 

ustd to malte an ethical clecision. The disciple s1mply dota 

what he knows ht muet do and he knowe what he must do'1n ac­

cordanca w1th what he perctiv8s as the form of Christ as 1t 

tekea form in the world. There 1s .. complete aurrender to 

the 'Thou' in rtsponsible action, a complete pasaivity in the 

midst of activity.'· This is not apathy or a aubmiaaion to 

fate but a submission to the will of "God wh1ch i8 hidden w1th­

in the events. Thia is not to say that for Bonhoeffer eth1cal 
1 

decis10ns are made entirely within a vacuum.~ It might be sa1d 

th~t the modern disciple must11ve with the Bible in one hand 
\ 
\ 

and a newspaper 1n the other in an attempt to see the torm of . 
Chri8t as 1t tekes torm in the world. Bonhoeffer brings to 

1 

the decision mak1ng process all the tools of his own experienees 

and those of his_ community, but the deciaion once made and the 
. 

con8e~uent actions, while we are r~sponaible for them, are 

treely given ta Ged. 

Bonhoeffer 119 speaking ot eth1cs existentially w1thin a 

per80nalist~relat1onal contexte He 1s not eoneerned with 

1 

,. ' F. C. Happolcl. in ft.ttS:i~; A Stud,y NioU A;thQlog,y. shows 
that there i8 a sim ar ty et.een whatuboeffer la say1ng 
and. the teach1nga of the Bh~Ayad aita. Kr~8hna states that 
th.re are two ways to God, t • way of'cont~lat10n and th. 
way of action. "The world. 1a 1mpr1aon.d in 1ts own act1v1ty, 
.xc.pt when actions are p.rtormed aa worsh1p of God. Th.re­
fore you muet perform .very action aacram.nta~ly and be fret . 
frO~ al1 attachment to results. tt (Page 103) 1 

-
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providin~ clear. det1nable and objective criteria for testing ~) 

.n~ evJluating an action. As auch, a~ extreme ethical ca~e 
Ruch aa tyrannicide ie aomething Bonhoeffer 'knowe' that he 

\ . 

must cArry out becauae it ia demanded of him by the situation; 
, , 

• situation in which no one'.la8 wae w1111ng to'accept the , ' 

'reapona1b11ity of an action. At the .ame t1me, ho.ever, th!. 

Act waa not aometh1ng hia ~\h1C~ could formally account for. 

What counts for Bonhoeffer ia the conformation of the aelf to 

the form of Christ 1n the world, the formation of the character 

in conformation"an~ communion with Christ. 

Reliance on eth1cal pr1nciples 1a doomed to fail becauae 

in the e~d we will have ~o live by these rules even if. aa 

Bonhoeffer saye,' '~hey lead ua to the devi~'. An individual 

may live by rules but at a time 'when all 'concepts are ba1ng 
\ 

confused, diatorted and turned uP~ide down', the man'of rulea 

w111 not be able to fix his eyea on 'the s~e truth of God'. 

He w1l1 .. &11y conaent to the bad t , 
knowing full well that 1t 1a bad. 1n 

, 
order to ward off what 1a worse, and 1n 
doing th1s he will no longer be able to 
aee that' prec1aely the worae wh1ch he 1a 
try1ng to av01d May atill be the better. 1• 

\ 1 

We now come to the crux of the matter. The central ele-
, 

ment of Bonhoeffer' a thought and the greatest difference between 

Bonhoeffer 'and 'Flet'Cher la Chr1atoloQ. nue Christ /18 central 

" 
Bonhoeffer, D~ .. 1 bhic,. 

Pap ,. 
\ , . 

.. 
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to Bonhoeffer aa th. th.ologieal baaia tor all .thieal 

action, tor Fletcher this 18 not the case. In tact, Fletcher 

mentions BOnhoeffer more t1mea in §1tuat12n Itb1el than he 
\ 

ment!ons Christ (tour more timea). In Fleteher's methodolog~~ 
1 

Jeeus becomes simply a te,cher, to say the beet, or Christ a 
\ 

princ1pl., to say the woret. In .1ther ça.e, Jesus Christ 
l - , 

beeomes extra,neous and discipleah1p eup.rfluoue. Whil. 

Fletcher 1s1fon~.rned pr1mar11y with methodology, Bonhoetterte 

ethics are baaed ori • Christologieal ontology" The ditferenee 
\ ,/' 

1s/on. of 'Christ versus a Methodologie&! principle even though 

th1. princ1ple May be of great value for ethics. Love used in ' 

th1s way is mer el y 1 tool for Christian humaniam, a rational. 

for good .orks, but to use Tillieh's phrase, '1t laoks the 

dimension of depth'. 
L 

/ " The advantage of the '1mitatio Chri.t1' 1a that 1t recog-

Ji.es 1Christ ~s th. Revelation while love ean b88t be s.id to 

be a character1st1c of ~evel.t1oJ).. For Bonhoeffer, the queetion 

lis not, Row 1e love be.t 8erved?, but rather, Who art thou Lord? 

'Con-form-ing' to the 'for.' of Chr1st in the world 1s the . 
baais of an ethical decis10n concerrl~ng the nature of reality 

itself. In d1scovering Christ w1th1n the situation thedieciple 

knowa what to do. One does not serve love but one serves 

Christ'thrOUCh radical obedience. God i8 fove bu~ love 1s not 

God and to do love is to abstract love trdm the situation." 

,. For. discusaion of this pdint see Also H. R. N1ebuhr, 
Çb,riat pd CUltun. page 17. 

\ 

\ 
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It 1& to remove Christ from tne situation and to apply a 

principle, The differrnQe between Fletcher and Bonhoeffer 
. 

therefore is not primarily a qu.stion of antinomianiam, legal-, 

\ 
\ 

\ 

1sm or situationalism, but rather the difference i8 primarily ~ 

Jesus Christ. 

Bonhoeffer waB pr1marily coneerned w1th the relationship 

bet.e'en Jesu& Chriat and hia, modern disciple. The 'ilaitatio 

Christi' ~as for aOMoefter ~he b,&a18 ot thia rllationahip 

and as auch .as -.lao the baa1s of acting ethically w1 thin the 

world, even when the aup~ort of l'loth an ~écleaiastical tradi­

tion and community had been forcibly removed. This was 'the , r 

Christian made free' who lived beyond good and evil. The 

road of the '!mitatio Christi' was for Bonhoeffer the road to 

freedom. 
, 

Bonhoeffer'& Chrietolog1cal uncteratandins of reality' 

allowed him to be even more ràdical than ethici.ta auch as 

\ Joseph Fletcher have given h1m credit for, but yet thia aaJft~ • 

Œh~iatolog1cal underatanding has prevented him from becom1ng 
. -

antinomian. Bonhoefferta Chriàtolog1cal underatanding ot 

'the man for1others' and hia uhderatanding ot the 'imit.tio 

Chriati t led h.1IIl to his understand1.ng ot 'reaponaib11ity·. 
\ 

~a JD~at imPortant eth1cal concept.·_ 

AcC~g to Eberhard Beth,.. the phraae 'Jesus, the \ 
l .1 

tor othera' ia a new Chr1~OlOgJ.Cal title fO~ Bonhoeffer; -

• 

" 

.1 
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1 \., t 

a tit1. which tI ••• rene.s th. 'iDJ1tatio Christi'''. 1. In 

imitation of Christ th. disciple muat alao Act r.aponaib17 

toward the world. 'he must be there for othera. The disciple 

must conform to the form of Chriat in' the world, acting in 
, 1 

abaolute freedom on th. one hand but .cc~pting abaolute 
l 

responaibility for his actions on the other. Participation 

lin this-''being for othera' 1a the source of the Christ1an. 's 
" 

transcendence. AC,cordin! to Bonhoeffer, 

The transcendental is not 1ntinite 
and unattaina'ble tasks, but the neigh­
bour who 1a w1th1n reach in ~ g1ven 
situation. 2. 

This places the mean1ng of transcendence complete17 1nto 

the historica1 human context and not outside of lite beyond 
1 

the individual or in the consc1ence, but rather in very con-

crete human selt-sacrifice in imitation of Christ. Parti ci-
\ 

pation,in the being ot ~rist or" conformation to Christ or 

allowing Christ to talte fona 1n the world are therefore al1 

d1fte~ent aspects of d1sc1pleship and of .. ethical transcendence. 

The man fqr othera ha. 110 con cern .1 ther tor himsel't or tor 
c 

preaerv1ng religion but through hie acceptance of reaponaibil-

i ty he transcenda h~s particUlar exiatence. This has nothing 

, 
1. ' Bethge. E.. "Bonhoeffer'. Chr1stoloQ and R1a 'Religion­

le.8 Chriatian1tylU in Union TheOl0!tCal Sem1n&ri Qparterly 
Review, Vol. 23, No~ 1. Jill 1961; so reprinte in -
BôDhôetter j,n a \tond Come ot Age, 'ad. by P .. Vo.rk1nck. p. 71. 

2. 'Bonhoeffer, D.. "Outline for a IBook" in; Llttera pd 
laper. FnfJl Pri.RD. page 389. , 

\ 

"Ib. ' 
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to do withl a metaphyaical" notion Qf tranacendence a. -aa 

the go~ of the 'iaitatio' in the Middle Agea. b~t rather it 

ia transcendence within#our own historic1ty. Our rela~1on-
( 

ehip w1th Gad u ••• is not a re11gious relationship to a aupre.e 

being, absolute in power and goodness •••• but a new life for 

others, through participation in the being of GodU •
2• 

Bonhoeffer's understanding of 'relig1onless 'Christianity' 
-

and discipleship has led him to a theology of 'responaibility'. 

This/iB aupported not on1y by Bonhoeffer's thoUght but alao by 

his life of discipleship to Ohrist in a world that for him had 
, ' 

'come of age' and forced hlm tQ be a Christian in a non-reli­

g10us consp1raey. 

After the war in Ger;many conaervative Chu~ehmen refused 
\ ' 

to recognize Bonhoeffer as a/Christian martyr ~ong the many 
( 

others that had died for their Christian conv1cti~ns. They 

refused beeause they saw Bonhoeffer die. not for t e Chureh, 

but for the poli~ica1 resistane. and conapiracy Ag. nst 
'" Hitler. Be did wot,die for religion but rather he d for 

the 11te of the world as did our Lord ao many years 

1 , Tbe r.j.ct10~ of 'metaphysical ~h1nk1ng' dOGe not lead 
Bonhoeffer to a secular God. He uses the term in _/quite, 
detinite but l1mited sense. W. must note this so F not 
to be misled by recent ph1loaoph1eal ând theologie trends 
which se al anything that is not concrete as other-w rldly. 
This is nJot what'Bonhoeffer had in mind, for the e neepts 
of faith" justification, reb1rth and sanctifieatio _ere 
vary real for him and wera not to be dism1ssed in a 
're11g1onlesB Chr1stianity'. _ ' 

2. Bonhoaffer, D.. Letters lAd Pipera Frol Prison, 
Page 381. 
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qONCLUSION 

\, 1 

In this paper l have attempted to Jeal with the thOUg~t 
ot Dietrich Bonhoetfer trom a perspective other than that of 

1 ecclesiology or Christology. Both of these aubjeets have 

b.en only peripherally treated w1thin th1.s paper, because l . 
had hoped to sho~ that, while these two 10c1 ot Bonhoetter's 

thought are,a~ttedly important, there 1s yet a third locus 
\ \ 

ot at least equal ~~portance, namely, Bonhoeffer'~ understand-
, 

ing of dise~pleship. l have attempted to do, this through an 

examination of disc1plesh1p as it has be.n se en thaologically, 
" .. 

1 h1storically, psychologieally, b1blically and ethically, and 

.I have concludad that at the he art of Bonhôefterts thought 

thera i8 a Protestant torm, of the classic notion of the 'imitatio 

Christi' • 

It has been eu.ggested that ',' ••• Bonhoeffer was, and still' 

is, the Feuerbach of what is callecl 'the ne. theology,n1• and 

" ••• the John the Baptist of 'the New Reformation' ".2. The 

time of Bonhoeffer's influence upon theology has been a time 

of questioning and reappraisal, but-as we know, criticiam 
'\ 1 

achieves noth1ng if there 1s nothing to replace it. 8onhoeflir's 

Latters and Papers From Prj,'OD have been '!.sed, abused and 

1. Hottu, H.. "Feuerbach and Bonhoeffer: Cr1t1.c1.sm of 
Re11g1on and the Last Period of Bonhoetter's Thought" iD 
~P ib010R.CIJ, §e'1naU Qu~terlY Rtyj.U. ~ol. ~, No .. 1. 

l,pagel. 

2. Gould. W.. B.... Thal WOrld~y Christian. 
Page 80 • 
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m1sused to justify a 'new' th.ology or morality, while on th. 

other hand, The Coat gf D1sc1pleship.which offera the positive 

counterpoint which allowed Bonhoeffer to utter what he d1d 1n 

priaon t 1a hardly us.d at all. 
\ 

Eberhard Bethg. pointed out that 'religionlesa Christianity' 

n ••• 1s 1n no s.nse a nagative dismi88al of trad1tion - though 

one must b. pr.par.d to riek that. Nor 1s it a ~h.apen1ng of 

al1 that Bonhoeffer Wàs p01nt1ng toward as most cost1y in ~ . 
22st of D1sc1p1tship. Rather. it is an tven more demanding 

exposit10~ of al1 that 1s c08t1y. The COlt of Disç1plesh1p 

had .nded w1th a strong chapter on the 'imitatio Christ1'; 

~tt,rs and PaPtrs [rom pt1,on'a~so fin1shts with a plea for 

the '1mitat10' in its hints at 'partaking in th. su1ft'erings of 

Christ in th1s wor1d'. But al1 this involv.s not,an ideal of 

passive giving in, but rath.r th. most act1ve r.gaining of 

acctss to the sourc.s of real 11f.".'· 
i 

'Ace.ss to the sCure.s of r.a! 11t.' was for Bonhoeffer 
• 0 It 

gained through aeeepting respons1bi1ity for others and th. 

11fe of the wor1d in a ~adical form of Christian d.putysh1p. 

Bonhoeffer was once asked how he eould take 1t upon himself . \ 
to actively partieipate in th. plot to kill Hitl.r. Bonhoeffer 

Fswered that if he as a p&st'or, sa"fi a drunk.n driver racin.g 
\ 

at high speed down the street, he did Dot eons1d.r 1t h1s 

1 

1. Bethge~ B.. tt1'urning Points in .Bonho,eff.r's Life and 
Thought" ,in ~, ~~c:t ftJ!1uu !rft~, Vol. 23, No. 1;aii ;8 r.pr1nte ft 
D • Iorld Ç,opt of An, ed. by P. Vorld.nclt, page 9 • 
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only or his main dut Y to bury the victime of the madaan, or 

to co.fort the relatives; it was'more important to wrench 
~ f 

the wheel out of the drunkard'a hands," This free aceept-

anee of responaibility is for Bonhoeffer done in obedience 

to the will of God and in imitation 9f Chriat. This ia the 
, \ 

positivë le8son we'can learn trom Dietrich 
1 

Bonhoeffer. The 

\ 

thoughts Cf a Christian martyr from a prison 1 cell can be a 

guide to our own existence today. The '!mitatio Christi' i8 

both the counterpoint to Bonhoeffer'a 'world coae of age' and . ' 
\ 

the fulf1llment of bis 'relig1onless Chri8tianit,Y'. 
~ 

, t )0' 

Tbe 'imitatio Christi' allows individuals to def1.ne them-

selves 80181y by the1r re1ationahlp with Jeaus Christ and not 

tJrO~gh the ,'use of any other foraign standard. It 18, to put 

it simply. radically Chr1stocentric. The 'im1t~tio Ch~1st1' 

calls for the rediscovery of a strong.- Ch.ristology. 

Because of the 'tmitatio', Jesus Christ must be seen as 
" . 

a real berg and not as' a mystical or metaphysical ideal. The 

'!mitatio' does not stress a future lite but rath,r it stresses 
1 

the beyond in the midst of life. The '1m1tatio' allows Christ 
. . 

·to remain 'the living' Christ' rather than some abstract prin-

ciple or figure out of the pàat. The 'iII1tat10' keepa dhr1at . , 

always in-view in every dec1sion one makea. Therefore, the 

'1aitatio Christi' 'ls &lao the basis of all ethicaliy r.sponaible 
~ 

'. (-

1. Aa tolc! by Bonhoeffer's friand, otto Dudzua, in h!e. 
P1t trftch Bophoeffer, ed. by R. G. _th and W. -D. ermann, 
page 2.' "\. i 
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action. /'" 

The '1m1tatio Christi' i$ exi8tential. It 1s 
fi' ., 

tor the 

individual without being indiv1dualistic and w1thout ~.ing 

an individual plan tor salvation. Through the di81ectical 

proeess of the '1m1~.t1o', Christ and the disciple become • compatible, but since it doe8 not support a doctrine of works 

or an analogy of being. it does not become a way trom man to 

God. The '1m1tatio Christi' is a challenge to risk 'cheap 

grace' and to live in the world as it really is. The '1m1tatio' 

i8 a'demand to res1st inaction, complacencyand self-r1ghteousne8s. 
. . , 

It allows no escape tram thè demanda ot conerete obedience and 

no refuge in Pi.tram. ~ The 'im1tatio' combines obedience and 

belief for as ~~hoeffer saya, 'onl,. he who 1s obedient can 
/ 

believe' • / 

The '1m1t~tio Christi'. although it 18 thoroughly bibl1c81, 

18 not a prescription tor living. It cannot be 8atisfied with 

laws, rules or formulas, which'become 'solutions' to problems, 

thereby 11mit1D.g the poss1bilities and potential of every 
l ' 

1 

situation. The '1mitatio' 18 creative and dynamic; ±t 18 not 

repetitive and denies any and every fora of literalism. 

Thè '~tatio Christ1' allowa us to live in the world in 

freedom. It frees Chr1st and allows grace to enter and rule 

our lives by el1m1nating or at least making WUleCe~Sary ~he 
torma and structures .bieh can trap the Word ot GOd. The 

'~tatio' reeognizes that there are no realms ot reality whieh 

are separated trom th~ grace of God~ 
\ 
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Grace,. however, i8 noi;, 'cheap' for ethically 1re are 

forced to live and work in the d~k. 'J'he '1lIIitat1.o' leaves 
1 " 

the question of 'ju~tification. of whether an action is'actual­

( . /ly in conformation t~'the form Of·~~~~t. to Go~ alone.' Ul~i-
1 • 

mately. we must live by faith alone. The '!mitatio Christi~ 
,.J 1 1 

1 

has put meaning back into our understanding of 'vocation' • . 
o 1 

We can learn much tram this Christian martyr whose death, 
" c 

according to Reinhold Niebuhr, 1rould be ..... a, source ot·graceu1 • 
j '\ c; , ( 

and whose life " ••• belongs to the modern Acta of th~ Apostles".2. 

l:t can his life be normative for ~s? Can 1re live and act as ' 

he did, or must 1re see h1.m trom a distance through the tinted 

barri ers time has erected b~t.een us? Can we not say both 
1 

that he was right ip what he did and we are right in what we 
il ' 

do? ~,iel Berri~fn, a contirmed ~citist but whose ,own atrug-

gle closely paral~ls that of Bonhoeffer, had this to ~t 

2. 

,3. 

We stand-with BOnhreffer, whose struggle 
Was mor& protr~ctea, who was faithtul unto death_ 

. We, too, wish to be both Christian and contemporar1-
And this accounts, paradoxically, 
For the difference between us and him.3 • 

l', ., .... 
Niebuhr, R., as quoted by Ved Mehta ln Tbe New Theologian-

p~ 173. , . l'! 
N1ebuhr, R.. "The .Death of a Martyr" in ~1.stian1t;y and 

Cri,is, Vol. V, No. 11, June 25, 1945, page • '. 

Berrigan, D.. "The Passion of Dietrich, Bonhoeffer~',.. a 
prose-pou in Ps' Satu~a.v'R,v1'WJ May 30, 1910. 

For a compar son of nhoeff'er and Berrigan see L.,L. ' 
Rasmussen, "Daniel Berrigan and' W.etrlch Bonhoelffer: Parall"els 
and Cont:rasts in Resi.stance" in Dialof, Vol. !Il, No. 4, 1972. 
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