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Prefaces:
I found the prefaces to be a delightful defense of biblical exegesis and preaching.  It made me want to preach!  Having been a pastor for six years and likely to teach some preaching courses in the future, I could see myself assigning them for a  preaching or exegesis course.
I was particularly reminded of Richard B. Hays’s controversial piece that he presented at SBL entitled “A Hermeneutic of Trust”—it similarly called for taking the Bible’s authority seriously among a crowd where many would demur.  Hays writes, “The real work of interpretation is to hear the text . . . Precisely because there is filth in our own souls we come to the text of Scripture, expecting to find the hidden things of our own hearts laid bare, and expecting to encounter there the God who loves us.”
 Barth writes, “Anything short of utter loyalty means a commentary on Paul’s Epistle of the Romans, not a commentary so far as is possible with him—even to his last word . . . He [the exegete] will, moveover, always be willing to assume that, when he fails to understand, the blame is his and not Paul’s.”
  Not that either Hays or Barth understate the difficulty of interpretation.  Hays, “Because the witness of Scripture itself is neither simple nor univocal, the hermeneutics of trust is necessarily a matter of faithful struggle to hear and discern.”
  Barth: “True exegesis involves, of course, much sweat and many groans.”

Chapter 1:

Barth is adamant that God is God and human beings are not.  “The Gospel proclaims a God utterly distinct from me.”
  In this sense, there is a crisis or dialectic.  “They were called Dialecti cal Theologians because of the awkward problem to which they gave consideration.”
 I found this salutatory reading—clearing the heart and mind of lingering idolatry.  Still, some including Han Urs von Balthasar criticized the negative emphasis.  “Its ‘cry o of ‘Not I! Rather God!’ actually directs all eyes on itself instead of on God.’”
  Barth’s dependence on Scripture as described in the prefaces begins to address this.  
Chapter 2: 

In chapter 2, I particularly enjoyed the end of the chapter where Barth addresses the importance of the teacher being taught by God,
 and the need for the church to be “peculiar”
.  Finally, he points out that there are no “exceptional people” there is only the “new person, created by God for God.”
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