Literature Review
This literature review surveys the research around Karl Barth’s theological exegetical lectures in the period after the publication of his second Romans commentary through until the publication of the Church Dogmatics I/I. 

Primary literature
The primary sources for Barth’s theological exegesis during this period are his exegetical lectures during his professorships at Göttingen (1921-25), Münster (1925-29) and Bonn (1930-25).[footnoteRef:1] Only the lectures on 1 Corinthians,[footnoteRef:2] Philippians,[footnoteRef:3] and the Gospel of John[footnoteRef:4] were published during his lifetime, with only first two receiving a full translation into English. The lectures on James and Ephesians have recently been posthumously published.[footnoteRef:5] In many cases these lecture series were repeated multiple times; the German Gesamtausgabe contains a text critical apparatus of the differences. None of Barth’s lectures on the Sermon on the Mount, 1 John, Hebrews, Colossians and 1 Peter have yet been published. However, given the recent publication of the lectures on Ephesians and James, there may yet be other extant manuscripts in the archives, thus opening potential avenues for future research. [1:  Ross Wright’s PhD dissertation features a helpful appendix with an indication of the content of each lecture series: Ross M. Wright, ‘Karl Barth’s Academic Lectures on Ephesians (Göttingen, 1921-1922) : An Original Translation, Annotation, and Analysis’ (unpublished Thesis, University of St Andrews, 2007), pp. xvi–xvii <https://research-repository.st-andrews.ac.uk/handle/10023/399> [accessed 27 October 2019].]  [2:  Karl Barth, Die Auferstehung der Toten: eine akademische Vorlesung über I. Kor. 15 (München: Kaiser, 1924). ]  [3:  Karl Barth, Erklärung Des Philipperbriefes (Munich: Chr. Kaiser Verlag, 1928). ET: Karl Barth, The Epistle to the Philippians, trans. by James W. Leitch (Westminster: John Knox Press, 2002).]  [4:  Karl Barth, Erklärung Des Johannesevangeliums: Vorlesung Münster, Wintersemester 1925/1926, Wiederholt in Bonn, Sommersemester 1930 (GA II.9), Gesamtausgabe II. Akademische Werke (Zürich, 1999).]  [5:  Karl Barth, Erklärungen des Epheser- und des Jakobusbriefes, ed. by Jörg-Michael Bohnet, Hinrich Stoevesandt, and Hans-Anton Drewes, Gesamtausgabe II. Akademische Werke (Zürich: TheolVerl, 2009). ] 


Secondary literature
This body of Barth’s work has been largely overlooked in the secondary literature. Where interpreters have engaged with Barth’s theological exegesis, they have often jumped straight from Römerbrief to the exegetical sections of the Church Dogmatics. However, the last few years have seen a new interest in Barth’s theological exegesis during this period. The new or republished English translations of Barth’s work on Ephesians and Philippians come with substantive introductory essays by McCormack,[footnoteRef:6] Watson[footnoteRef:7] and Webster,[footnoteRef:8] all of which offer not just descriptive overviews, but analytic judgements of the significance of these works in and of themselves and also for his larger theological development, as well as critical assessments of his reading of the text and his interactions with his contemporary academy around issues such as historical-critical readings of Scripture. Mützlitz provides an account of Barth’s reception of Paul during this period.[footnoteRef:9] Likewise, Wright’s 2007 PhD dissertation adds a significant contribution to critical reception of this period.[footnoteRef:10]   [6:  Bruce McCormack, ‘The Significance of Karl Barth’s Theological Exegesis of Philippians’, in The Epistle to the Philippians (Westminster: John Knox Press, 2002), pp. v–xxv.]  [7:  Francis Watson, ‘Barth’s “Philippians” as Theological Exegesis’, in The Epistle to the Philippians (Westminster: John Knox Press, 2002), pp. xxvi–li.]  [8:  John Webster, ‘“A Relation beyond All Relations”: God and Creatures in Barth’s Lectures on Ephesians’, in The Epistle to the Ephesians, ed. by R. David Nelson (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2017), pp. 31–50.]  [9:  Nina-Dorothee Mützlitz, Gottes Wort als Wirklichkeit: die Paulus-Rezeption des jungen Karl Barth (1906-1927) (Neukirchener Verlagsgesellschaft, 2013).]  [10:  Wright.] 


Webster’s closes readings of Barth’s ‘Erklärungen’ on John,[footnoteRef:11] 1 Corinthians[footnoteRef:12] and Ephesians[footnoteRef:13] have been crucial in drawing critical attention to this body of work and giving a theological account of Barth’s understanding of the interpretative task. The important edited volume Freedom under the Word (2019), bringing together theologians and biblical scholars, features an historical account of Barth’s doctrine of Scripture during this period,[footnoteRef:14] as well as his work on Ephesians,[footnoteRef:15] James,[footnoteRef:16] and John.[footnoteRef:17] [11:  John Webster, ‘Witness to the Word: Karl Barth’s Lectures on the Gospel of John’, in The Domain of the Word: : Scripture and Theological Reason, T & T Clark Theology (London : T & T Clark, 2012), pp. 65–85.]  [12:  John Webster, ‘The Resurrection of the Dead’, in Barth’s Earlier Theology (London ; New York: T&T Clark International, 2005), pp. 67–90.]  [13:  John Webster, ‘A Relation beyond All Relations’.]  [14:  Martin Westerholm, ‘Barth’s Theology of Scripture in Developmental Perspective’, in Freedom under the Word: Karl Barth’s Theological Exegesis, ed. by Ben Rhodes and Martin Westerholm (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2019), pp. 9–34.]  [15:  Stephen Fowl, ‘Karl Barth on Ephesians 1:4’, in Freedom under the Word: Karl Barth’s Theological Exegesis, ed. by Ben Rhodes and Martin Westerholm (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2019), pp. 127–36.]  [16:  Carsten Card-Hyatt, ‘The Call to Repentance Is the Call of the Gospel: Barth, the Epistle of James, and Moral Theology’, in Freedom under the Word: Karl Barth’s Theological Exegesis, ed. by Ben Rhodes and Martin Westerholm (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2019), pp. 113–26.]  [17:   Wesley Hill, ‘The Logos Is Jesus Christ: Karl Barth on the Johannine Prologue’, in Freedom under the Word: Karl Barth’s Theological Exegesis, ed. by Ben Rhodes and Martin Westerholm (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2019), pp. 113–26.] 


[bookmark: _GoBack]A lot of the recent interest in Barth’s earlier theological exegesis has focused on his Pauline materials (e.g. Mützlitz, Watson, McCormack, Wright), including tracking the ways in which he both builds on and separates himself from the Romans commentary. This reflects the reality of the range of published lectures and the English translations available. It could well also reflect Barth’s own theological preferences for the Pauline material.[footnoteRef:18] Future research should, however, take more account of his non-Pauline exegesis from this period: was this foray into more uncomfortable territory in any way theologically constructive? Card-Hyatt’s article is an important step in this direction, arguing that his two engagements with the book of James allow for Barth to develop an ear for the importance of the imperative mood within Scripture’s witness.[footnoteRef:19] Likewise Webster and Hill’s critical assessments of Barth’s work on John’s Gospel point to its implications for his later formal doctrine of Christology.[footnoteRef:20] [18:  Op. cit. John Webster, ‘The Resurrection of the Dead’, p. 67.]  [19:  Card-Hyatt.]  [20:  John Webster, ‘Witness to the Word’.; Hill, pp. 114–15.] 


Both Webster and Westerholm have drawn attention to the importance of parallel developments in Barth’s understanding of the Reformed tradition and his discovery of the Schriftprinzip.[footnoteRef:21] A full account of his theological exegesis would therefore have to consider these primary works and the associated secondary literature.[footnoteRef:22] Future research might also want to consider the conceptual overlap between his approach to historical theology and theological exegesis, especially around the overlapping concepts of ‘witness’, ‘mitdenken’ and ‘nachdenken’[footnoteRef:23] in both groups of lecture series. [21:  John Webster, ‘Witness to the Word’, pp. 70–71.; Westerholm.]  [22:  Relevant primary sources include: Karl Barth, Die Theologie Calvins 1922, ed. by Walther Fürst, Gesamtausgabe, II (S.l.: Theologischer Verlag Zürich, 1999).; Karl Barth, Die Theologie der reformierten Bekenntnisschriften, ed. by Eberhard Busch (Zurich: Theologischer Verlag, 1998). Karl Barth, ‘Das Schriftprinzip der reformierten Kirche’, in Vorträge und kleinere Arbeiten 1922-1925, Gesamtausgabe III (Zürich: TheolVerl, 1990), pp. 500–544. Important secondary include: John Webster, Barth’s Earlier Theology (London ; New York: T&T Clark International, 2005). and Matthias Freudenberg, Karl Barth Und Die Reformierte Theologie: Die Auseinandersetzung Mit Calvin, Zwingli, Und Den Reformierten Bekenntnisschriften Während Seiner Göttinger Lehrtätigkeit (Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag, 1997).]  [23:  Richard E. Burnett, Karl Barth’s Theological Exegesis: The Hermeneutical Principals of the Römerbrief Period (Mohr Siebeck, 2001), pp. 125–28. Mützlitz has an extended discussion of Paul as ‘Zeuge’: Mützlitz. ] 

