
From Jacques Ellul . ..
 

I ICas not brought tip in an especially Christian family, 
and had only a eery remote knOtCledge of Cflr~\·tianIty in 
my childhood. On the other hand, my family tCGS rather 
poor and 1 spellt aU 171Y /jOt/th in the midst of the people 
at the docks at Bordeallx. I began to earn my own liv­
ing L.:!, en 1 leGS sixteen alld cOlltinued to do so while 
completing my univcrsitiy sllldies. 'Vhen I tWS ni.neteen, 
I read, hy chanf:c, Marx's Capital. I was entllUsiasti{; 
about it. It answered almost all the questions that I had 
been asking myself. 1 became "Ma'l'xist" and devoted a 
great deal of my time to a stwly of his nTitings. Btlt I 
1t;QS disappo'illted with the Communists, who seemed to 
me to be very for from Mu1'X, und I never entered the 
Party. Around ttcenty-ttCO years of age, I tUiS also reud­
ing the Bible, and it happened that I was cOllverted­
Leith a certain "bntl.ality"! 

From that time on, the great problem for me was to 
knOlt: if I could be Marxist an<l Christian. On the philo­
sophical plane, I realized very qnickly that I could not, 
and so chose decisively for faith in Jesus Christ. Bllt 

1dwt Marx had brought to me tl;(IS a certain way of 
"seeing" the political, economic and social problems-a 
method of interpretation> a sociology. So it did not seem 
impossible to utilize thiS, starting with the Christian 
faith. 1 could not accept the view that there should he a 
Christian faith lvithout socwl and political consequences. 
On the other hand, llOuJever, I saw dearly that one could 
not deduce directly from the Biblical texts political or 
social conseq1.lences valid for our epoch, It seemed to me 
that the method of Karl Marx (hut not of the Commun­
ists!) tcas slJperio'l' to all that I had encountered ehe­
where, 

In 1933, I participated in the f01.lnding of the journal, 
Espirit, with E. Mounier, thinking that in this group we 
tcould succeed in doing tchat I saw somewhat vaf!.uely. 
After :wlJeral yem's, lIOWeOe1'> I realized tlwt they were 

heading towards cn'dinary socialism. I also cla.shed with 
the very uncompromising Catholicism of Mounier. I 
then took my road all alone, for in my contacts with 
Social Cll1'istianity, I 'realized that it was not serious 
thl10logically, anrI was very supe1jicwl from the view­
POillt of sociological analysis, 

Since .W35> J have been convin<:ed that on the socio­
logical plane, technique was by far the most important 
phenomenon, and that it was necessary to start fmm 
there to understand everything else. My first arUcle on 
technique dales from 1,9.3.5. Since that time, I have given 
myself to the task, On the one hand to deepen my theo­
logical and TJihlical knouJedge and, on the other hand, to 
continue ·with a sociological {/l1alY'~'is of the 'Vestem 
tcorld. I have sought to confront theological and biblical 
knowledge and sociological analysis without trying to 
come to any artificial err philosophical synthesis; instead, 
1 try to place the tu.;o face to face, 'in m'der to shed some 
light on what is real socially and real spiritually. That is 
why 1 can say that the reply to each of my sociological 
analyses is found ·implicitly in a corresponding theologi­
cal hook, and inuersely, my theology is fed on socio­
political experience. But T refuse to construct a system 
vf thought, 01' to trffer up some Chri,\7;Wn or prefabricated 
soci.o-political soll/tions. I want only to provide Christians 
u.;ith the means of thinking out fOT themselves the mean­
ing of their invoLvement in t]w modern world. 

Such is the essential goal of my work. It ends, necessar­
ily, in a Christian ethics-but only therefore an ethics 

tlwl is indicative. 
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