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INTRODUCTION

Because of the recent mejor uphsavals in govermment and the excesses
to vhich governments have gons even in so-called Christian lends, it has
become necessary for Christians to examine their principles of govermment=-
to reexamine them in the light of recent experiences and in the light of
what can happen. Imtherans especislly, because of Luther's reticense to
oppose duly constituted govermment with amything other than the preaching
of Law and Gospel, have been aem;ad of holding to theories which would
lead to the ultimate destruction of clvilization,

For this reason it has been my aim to show from Scripture and from
those who have manifested & willingness and desire to be gulded by God's
Wiord that Imtherans do not hold an idolatrous rttituls tovard goverament.
On the conirary, following the guldance of Soripture and the interpreta~
tion of avents in the light of God's will, a Iutheran will have such
principles of gmr:'ment that will make him both the best citizen any
government can have and e powerful factor in keeplrg the government within
its proper limits.

Thig is not intended as a ready made answer to every situatlon ia
vhich we find ourselves in relation to state and govermment. (Itv.‘.-u hoped
that 1t will establish each individual's respomeibility to God, waich
can ve shown only in actions to the commmity, so that men capnot excuse
th‘ei.r lack of sympathy with their fellowmen or, warse still, thelr overt
acts of injustice and brutality by "reasoms of state."




CHAPTIR I
THE ORIGIN OF COVERIMENT

Vhen we are asked to take an attitude toward something, we 1liks to
know what 1t is. An institution's origin is usually incluvded in its defi-
nition. vhen we look for & basis of prinociples in government, we nsturally
ask vhen and how government ougina.tad. This question immediately ln':l.ngc
us fage to face with a mystery., Wherever there are people, we find govern-
men$. Q@overnment is not sonething_ thet ve Chriatiens are trying to bring
aboud, It 10 an established fact. To find the answer to the question of
the érig:ln hes not been sirple for men. In seeking ths solution to this
nystory, men have proposed severesl theories,

Perhape the oldest theory and one that claims to rest on hintorical
deta is ths Patriarchal Theory., According to this theory, government grew
out of the family, the fathsr, or eldest, being the ruler of the femily.
A8 the Zamily grew into & clan, the clan into the tribe, ths tribe into
the nation, the suthority of the elder wes transferred from the smaller
to the larger unit. Though there may be some basis of faoct in finding the
origin of govermment in the family relationship, this merely states tha
fact but doss not answer the basic question of govermment. It doss mot
tell us why 1t hapensd end why people submitted to the errengement,l
For doee this theory take into consideration that the two institutions,

the femily and the state are essentially different:

15, M. Rehwinkel, "The Christian and Government,® Qomcordia Thso-
logioal Monthly, XXI, No. 8 (Mey, 1950), 335. S
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In the family the location of amthority is naturel, 1.e¢., in the
father. In the State it is ons of choics, Subordination is the
prineiple in the femily, equality that of the State. Furthermore,
the functions and aime of the family are ossentislly differsnt from
those of the State, The family exists primarily for the biologlcal
perpetuation of the race; not so the 3tate. Ths individual femily
i of comperatively short duration; iho State is perpstual,?

The Hatural or-Instinctive Theory finds the solution to the guestion

in tho Pnatural sociability of man.” In an excerpi guoted by Rehwinkel,
Bluntschll sets forth the theory amd at the samg tims shows how unsatise

Fagtory it is, since it leaves us with too many unanswered questions:

Ve have stlll to discover ths common ocsuge of tho rise of States zs
distinet from the manifold forces in which they appear. This we

find in lomae naturs, whick, besides its ivdividual diversity, kas

in 1% the tendenocies of community end unity, These tendsncies are
daveloped, and peoples feel themsslves nations and seek & correspond-
ing outward form. Thus the universsl impulse to society (Staatstrieb)
proinces external organization of common life and the form of manly
selfwgoverament, that is, in the form of ths State.... Here we havs
indoed the ceuze of the State, that 1s, the natural elements in human
nzbure vaich urge its establishmont end maintenanse, But this theory
is not the real amswer to our problem. I% doss not anower the ques=—
tvion how its empiric manifestation is brought aboui, nor show ths
manner in whieh its control over the individuel may be harmomiszed
with the latter's matural freedom. In & general way this was the
view of the Greeks, who comsidered political smthority almoat a
metaphysical necessity arising from the social 1life of man, as
existing in and of omd for itself and as determined by the vezy
neture of thingg,

The theory which dominated political thought during the Eightesnth

Century ard which led different thinkers to different conclusions is the
Social Contract Theory. Tﬁoms Hobbos (1588-1678) wps the first great
exvonent of this thsory. In his view the primitive lav of self-preserva~-
tion led to 2 condition of smarchy, lawlessness, and universcl confliot:

21bia.
3‘!!1‘.. D 336-
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Every man'g hand wos against evoryone else. To put am end %o such
& reign of ansrohy and to save the rase from self-destruction, nen
agreed by a free covenant or contract to create a govarnment for
the esteblistment of peace and order. To moke such a government -;
possible, everyone agreed volunterily to surrender his own rights ]
and povers and %o subject himself to such unified soversignty and ‘
pover, In return for ths surrender of all personsl powers znd rights,

the government would guarantes securisy to every individual or the
contragting groups. But this could be done only if the govermmant

be invested with pover strong emough to keep in check all individual
povers. Hensa, ths more absclute the powsr of the Stats, the better

will &% be sbls to fulfill the purposs for which it was created.

Fron this contrnot the rights of absolute monzrchy are deduced. The
centract once made not only glves the ruler absolute power, but all
rights of revolution on the part of the psople are, according to

Hobbes, forever lost. By this contract the ruler bacomss "that mor

¢od to which wa owe, under the immortal God, our vezse .and defense.®

Strargely enough this same theory provided ths theoretical argumeats
for the French Revolution and other political upheavals, And in America
the Contract Theory ies recognized in the Preamble of the Dacleration of
Independence end oxplicitly accepted in almost all of the State Constifu-
tions of the United States.”

Ths theory of evolution did sontribute to ths Social Organism Theoxy.
Herbert Spsnecr declared that under the same law of slow and progressive
evolution, the individuals are brought together to form a social organisa,
He sew politicel organization as ¥a link in the evolution process; first
ran, then marrisge, then the femily, then the tribe, and finally the State, "0

%he answer to this theory cammot be given better than in the following

paragraph;

bid., ». 337.
5

B

6bia,




| o

&

This thsory requires no refutation. The evolution of man is & myth
and not & fact., “If eavages,® writes lax Jjuellsr, "means people
without e sottled form of government, without laws emd without reli-
gion, then go where you like, you will not find such a race.v Aind,
continues Osgniath, "nor has ethnology heen mora propitious %o
Spenceriazn evolution. In vain have all the continents been traversed,
from the forest of South America to the farthest parts of (Greenlanij
from the ¥skinmos to the Hottentots; from the Hindus to tha savage
tribec of Africa; the enswer hea alweys boen the same: among all
humern rscss no vestiges of subhluman hsve been found, All the numerous
and insistent attompts to prove the animal descent of man, as Spencer i
conceives it, hava feiled, beceuge 1t ia impossible %o obliterate the
differsncos, not of degree, but of kind, which separate man essenticlly
from the brute,.%?

Hechisvelll proposed the erudest and for a lonz time ths most commonly
acgspted theory, when he propounded the thsory that "might nskes right.™
This ¥orce Thaory claims thab government grows out of force, that is, whea
an individual, or a group, or an invading power, "is able %o force his will
upon & group of people, then a ds fasto and e de iure government has been
established,S

The Comnmuistes have their own theory of governmeat, though they prac-
tiece the doatrine of Machimvelli, They call governmsnt an instrument of
the ruling class o keep the proletarist in subjection.’ No-ome demon-
strates this more completely then communist governments, Claiming thad
this 1s an outgrowth of the capitelistic sysienm, they say that all forms
of government will "wither away,” when commnism has established a class=

less society.l0
Though there is no room in the Christian's philosophy of govermment

7Ivid,, p. 338.

Sm,

91bid,

101pid., p. 339. o
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for the communist theory and the evolutionistic theory, they can see how

the Lord could use any of the other methods to bring about the government
vhich man needs; as means they do mot conflict with the Ohristian theory

of govermment, which is deduced from Seripture, and is also oiten called

the Biblical Theory. In Scripture we find the only satisfactory theory,

which clearly tells us that government is ordained by God.u Sveecifically,
the Imtheran doctrine of government is based on two passages of Scripture,

Romans 1311-7 and 1 Peter 2113.14.12 '

Alth mgh both Paul and Peter remind us that government is a divine
institution, neither they nor any other Biblical writer tell us vhere or
when, or éven how, God instituted government mns men. They all just
teke it for granted.

Brumer points out that the state is as ancient as history. All
that history can prove is that the state is bhere and has been there.i3
It is something that a Ohristion amst order his life by as 2 given rule. -
Dr. Willoughby goes & little further vhen he says that history affords
no definite 11;£nrmtion on the beginning, the absolute origin of political
authority among men, and that there is no indication th-t any more light
is forthooming.J¥ Biblical records teke us back to the time of Nimrod
for their first mention of the subject. But that's all it does. It Jush

says that he established his kinglom at Babel.}d

Lpon, 13:1 £f.
12Rehwinkel, gp. gits

132131 Brunner, The Divige Imperative, translated by Olive Vyon
(Philagelphiat !h: w%ﬁimm Press, c.1947), p. 4il.

Uinenwinkel, op. gif.» P- 3.
158en. 1018. -
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Brunner likens the growth of tho state to the growth of forests and
mountains. ¥hen we meet it, it i3 a fact, and its formation carries with
it a sense of Fato usunlly assoclated with ¥acts. But he also finds in
it & "manifestation of spiritual forcss and purposes, the bearer of cul-
ture, the guerdian of justice and of luman values,..ths crsator of
corrmnity, 716

Imtharta visw i.;_.a wvkat would bs expected of one who so devoutly puts
everything in thoe hands of God, and, wherever possible looks to His Word
for guidange end information., For Imthsr the civil govermment is the
visible order which God hes ineugurated for the sake of-l!ll Church to
vresarve the world against the devil, To preserve the world after the
fall, the civil svord of governmont is in the world by the will end order
of God. 7 He ssys the same thing in another way, when he cells government
an avranzement esteblished by the grace of God to preserve the world against
gin,18

By these statements Iuther adds the purpose to the words of Paul:
Ufor there is no power but oti'_ Gods the powers that be are ordained of
God."29 In view of & statement so plain, it 1s evident that whatever
thsory of government origin a Christien adopts, 1t must be a theory in
harmony with tho statement of Paul, Any thaory that overlocks the hand
of God in goverzment is untensble. The same is true of any of the acospt-

1ényunner, op. it., P. 443,

17Herold Diem, Iuthers Lehrs von den swei Relchen (ifinchsn: Chr.
Kedser Verles, 1938), p. 63

181hid., ». 65.
1%p0m. 1311,




7
able theories, if they ave viewod s axcluding the comsidezation of God.
A contract betwsen men, for example, Can asver overlook the aim of fod.
We muet reomembar, however, that though eivil government iz ordained by
God, it 4ld not come immsdlately from Him, btut ceme, in ona2 mammer or
another, through the people.zo

2036}1\?:1:1!561, 23. _G.Ltl. B 3‘51-

_— .




CHAPTER II
JHE PURPOSE OF GOVERMIENT

Just as men have invented origins of government to £it their own
particular views of goverament, 0o have they also sought o establish
various purvoses of government., The world is still suffering under the
most vicions of all these theorles, that propounded by liachiavelli. He
nads the aitate its own end vhen he sald that the state exists for its
own seke. Under his theory people bsceme unimportant as people and were
of importance only es they might furthsr the interest of the stats. The
pregervaiion of state become so important that only thet wes considered
moral for the state which aided the stzte's presorvation or advantage.

Machisvelli was opposed to the medieval conception of reliigion and

the Church as the culmination of aivilisation. He sald that the

Stata exists for its own salke, whether republic or monarchy, livea

ito own life, aims at its own preservation and advantage, and is

not bound by the obligzations which deterzine and should determine
the astion of private persons. (Lord, "Principles of Politics,®

P. 1B) 7for him the State is outaide the rezlm of morzl relations,

If croelty end tzeachery ave useful, no hesitation is %o be felt in
using them. The means are indifferent, for the end justifies the

ueans,
 ¥o thinking Christien could regard as a representative of the Al-
mighty God a stete functioning only for its own sake, Vhen Staatsrasson
ig limited to that which is of direct edvantegs of the state, thea “reason

is bereft of its sovereignty and sub;iected to the hegemony of necessity

15, Adsus, "St. Augustinme's Dootrine of the State in Relation to Some
Hodern Theories of Soveroigaty," Anglicsn Theologiecal Beview, VI (October,

1923). Po. 113“1“-
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fron whose blindness it is its very function to deliver us." In other
wvords, the stzte thereby becomes guilty of thosa pagsions of selfishmeas
ageinst vhich it is ths duty of the state to guard its subjects. It makes
of the state an organised machine differing very little, if at all, from
the orgmnised gangs of oriminals. Both of them feel Justified in resort-
ing to auything which will be of advantage to thenselves, rogardless of
the rightes and feelings of enyone else, At its worst, it is no better
then tne bands of organised crime. At its best, it leaves its subjects
in 2 state of fearful uncertainty. It is only against this phenomenon as
& background thet ons can underatand the apparent contradictions in Iather
vhen he apeaks on the subject of @vammta Carlson pointed to it when
he said:

By the exclusive use of carcfully selected vassages, oxne can Prove

thot Luthor regarded seculer rulers as instruments of the devil and

the adverseriss of his csuse; and cne can prove that he regarded them
as instruments of God wvho could do no wrong,

Undor the first class we zust reﬁenher that hs placed all those who
disregerded the authority of the Creetor, and under the second group thoss
who were cccupisd in mainteining the order characteristic of God's creation,
Wo must never lose sight of the feot that while Iuther had the higheat re-
gard for the order eatablished by the political rulers through their power
and amthority, he was just as emphatic in his assertions that their regime

was created end that as such it is subordinate to the Creator.®

2pivend Rerggriv, Hon and State, trenslated by George Aus
(Phnlde;.:h:lm Hﬁhlenbla’-l'? Press, 1951), ». 32.

3Edgar ¥. Carlson, "Imther's Conception of Government,® Church History,
15, 4 (December, 1946), 257.

bid., p. 265,
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All who ascuse Luther of makimg an idol of govermment and an ead
in itself fail %o teke account of what he said and taught. They base
thelr conclusions on results brought cbout not by Luther's teachings but
by later pervercions of them or with actual breaks from his line of rea~
soning. Jushb as strongly es he waintained that the govermmsnt is in the
world by the will and order of God, so strongly did he also essert the
eivil goveramont is the visible order vwhich Cod has insugurated for ths
sake of Hiz Churche-io preserve the world against the devil.S He ex-
preseed the cawe ithing in another way when he said that the govermment
19 estebliched by the graso of God %o preserve the world ogainst sin.6
Thare 3z csrtainly no basio in these words for the assertion that Luther
made en idol of government--that he made govermment ita own end,

1 believe that it can be said truthfully thet Luther's high regard
for govsrament grew from hiz conception of the vurpose of government and
not from hic cwe for its persoma, For Iuther the local police officer,
one'e perents, achool teachers the political institutions of atate end
nation, the entirs ordering of socicty-—all thoso ars neaus through which

God aporoachss ng.? It vas no hagy mystical approash for Imther oi thex,

God approachss us through thase 2gencies in order te govern our activitios.

Cnrlson expresses this attitude of Imther agein vhen he pointe out:

According to Imther the home and family into which one has been borm,

the school which he attends, the locsl magiatrate, the Job which he

SHarold Diem, Luthers Lehre von den swei Reichen (itunchen: Chr.
Falser Yerlag, 1938), p. 63.

S1bsd., ». 65.
7Carleon, op. oit., p. 262.
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is assigned in the community, 211 the instituted amthorities by
which activity is governsd--these are "masks of God."S

Imther became more specific as to what task the atate was to verform,.
Ho sald, “The at2%o Is God's servant and workmen to punish ths evil and
protect the good."? In this stetement Iumther also reveals tha sourcs of
his ideas cn the purpose of goverament. It is almoat the seme thing that
St. Peter says when he calls governors "them that are sent by Him foxf the
punishment of evildoers, and for the praise of them that do well.10 paml
aasigne to the olvil smthorities the sams duties whon he calls them "Cod’s
agenits to do you good,¥ and vGod's gervents, to execute hiz wrath upon
vrongloers."l fThose stetements of Scripture define the purpose of gov—
ermment very clsarly. Whenever government defies these rules it is
defylng God's plan of proservation. The New Emgland clergy befcra the
time of the revolution took this eo seriously that they belicved that a
goverament which did not have the good of the people at heart did not
heve the senction of God. %hils the good of the psople might be inter-
proted variouely, it sssured, at least, the protection of their natural
rights, 12

¥e must remomber that the above stetements say that the state is the

2gent of @od, whea it punishes the evil sad revards or encourages ths good.

8_1_1_@_1,.. P. 261,
9&!20. Pe 260.
101 pPeter 2114,

1lRom, 13:3,%.

12513¢e 3. Boldvin, The Eew Epgland Clergy sud the American Bgvolublon
(Durhem, ¥. C.: Duke University Press, 1928), ». 23.
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This does not mean that the state determines what is good and what is evil.
Buch an office is entirely out of its field, The state officials must be
taught to discern between good and evil deeds, but the state is not the
ocreator or measurer of Jjustice, but the mtor.n Yhenever ths state
undertekes to enter into the manufacture of laws that disregard the funda~
mental "right and wrong," then that state has overstepped the bounds of
the purpose for which it was oreated.

1% 1s, however, much t00 marrov a view of goverament to claim that
it should function only as police and court. MNore than that, God has
estabiished government so that sooclety can achieve, as much as is possible,
& perfect accord of 1ife with 1ife.l¥ The goverament should have as its
aim to do everything it can do in order that its citizens may achieve a
tolerable accord with each other.}5 In this category would fall such
things as the tuilding of roads, the disposal of garbage, anti-nolse laws,
and many such. Anything thnta.gwmte_mdo to further harmony in
its comrunity is in the interest of the state and well within the purpose
for which it exists.

Brunner alsc recognized this wider sphere of action for the govern-
ment, more than just & growth of power over certain good or bad actions.

e o o camee o Tate vhioh ve associrte vith nere

facts. But it is also a manifestation of spiritual forces and
purpcses, the bearer of culture, the guardian of Justice and of

135, M. Behwinkel, "The Christian and Govermment," Qongordia Theolo-
£ical Monthly, XXI, (May, 1950), 343.

Vineinhold Hietuhr, The Nature and Destiny of Man (Hev York: Oharles
Soritmerts Soms, 1951), II, 200.

LUrmd,
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hupan values againat arbitrary violemce, and the oreator of comm~
nity in a homen soolety which would otherwise dissolve 16

The state cannot at the ssme time be ths "guardian of justice and human
values” apd an insititution which exists and goverms only for its own sake,
4 state which does not guard justice and lmman values but mekes the indi-
vidual a mere unimportant molecule..in ths body of state--guch a state is
not fulfilling the purpose for whit;iz God created the state,

Berggrav may have fourd a word which is dosoriptive of the ideal of
government, However well it may have conveyed his thoughts in his native
tongue, it has evidently suffered much in translation, His illustration
is good, if undarstood correctly and not confused with tho contract theory
of which he ig not en advocate, 3

The 1ittle word “wave® is the key to ths mysteries of radlo, If we

vant the keyword to society then "reciprocity® is ths word ws are

looking for, The fact that some people “come together® and form a

soclety must mean that they belomg to each othsr. They don't 17

mersly function as individuals but as compoment parts of a whole,
Aacording to this view the government bscomes the agent whoss purpose is
to nes that each individusl carr:l_es his burden, does his duty to soclety
in an enterprise undsrtaken jointly. However, a contraxy to ths contract
theory, this enterprise is not underteken deliberately. then people are
born, they aze born into the state, There is no choice in the matter,
¥embership in many other organisations cen be & matter of choice, there

is no choice of membership in the atato.m It is because this joint

16pmi1 Brunner, The Divine Imperative, trenslated by Olive Wyon
(Philadelphia; The Vestminster Press, 6.1947), p. 443.

17pergerev, op. cit., p. 6.
18pehwinkel, op. cit., P. 342.
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enterprise is not optional that god had to give us g_mmmt to gsee that
the uawilling did not interfere with the willing, and thus destroy soclety
within vhich God's Clmrch exists. We all know that we sre far from an
ideel state of uobparation anong the citizens of any nation or stata., We
also know thet it iz impossible for the state to bring about this ideal
cooparation by fores or by any other meams. Thers will always be some
who Leceuwse of einful selfishness or othsr evil motives will make such 2
state impossible, But it is the duty of the state to ses %o it that human
rights have ample opportunity to develop and %o keep this group of nome '
cooperatives from lntorfering.w

3roadly speaking, the basls ;:f goverament is most escepiable which
will best preserve God's creation and insure the free course of the Gospol.
If it then also beat serves the free dissemination of information and ldeas
and the growth of institutions that sre inimical to the Gospel, that must
be suffersd, since it is not the businsss of the state to promote any
special kind of religious teashing. It is the state'’s function to protect
and promote all other forms of human assoehti.on.zo provided the aimas of
thet sssoolation are not detrimentel to the existence of the stats or ths
welfare of ths psople. Other associations include besides religions such
things as medicsl associations, welfars societies, insurance companies,

buginesses., ¥e should note well that the govermment is to protect and

promote these assosiations, not to control or run them, This does not

mean that ths govermment is to let then operate under tha system of

198ergerav, op. cit., P. 191.
aom-t p. 63.

o
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laisses faire, regurdless of how mach damage they may be doing to any other
part of the citizenry. All these mssociations must bs held accountabls
to the government, which is the guarantor of the rights of the psople.
If they are doing evil, thsy mmet be punished by the atate as evildosrs, 2l
. The Americon colonies recognised this purpose and function when they
formuleted the national constitution, They set down the prinoipls: YTo
the individuel what belongs to him and to the community vhat belongs to
15,922 gy same pringiple vas valid for the atate as well as for the
individual. ZEgch man retains kis freolom as long as it doesn't violate
the inisrest of tho commmity. This is in conformily with the higheat pur-
vose of the state, the protestion of the individwal and the guarantes to
him of his nctural rights insofar as they do not interfere with the rights
of otasrs, Thic ie also in coaformity with the Christian principle of
bearing one a.;:mthar's burdens, recognizing that we are one of & comunity.23

But even Christians can lose sight of this at times, The faet thet
we nsed the state i rot dus solely to ths non-Christisna, Christians
woull elso infrings on the rights of others, if we @id not have the state
to protect us from each other, end lmowing this we ought to be humble and
grateful for the state, vhich we "inherit as a gift of God, &3 & divimely
salutary mosng of diseipline,"2¥ Viewing the state which God has given
us, the Christian has no reascn to feel self-rightecusly that it serves

21pom. 13:13,%.

22perggrav, op., cit., P. 117.
231vid., ». 118,

2hyrunner, op. cit., P. 46,
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no good purpose or that it is on instrument of evil. We must wvholehsartedly
agree with Byunnars
It 1s impossible for the Chriatian to deny the mscessity of the
existencs of the State, but mmet, in spite of everything, thank :

God for it as a divine gift., All nesd the State, even Christians,
23 a protestion against our own unrlghtammu.és

2510id,, p. 461,




CHAPTER IXI
THE MEANS OF GOVERRMEET

The means by which government exercises its anthority is its law,
but law backed by power. This power we call sovereiganty., What is meant
by sovereigniy? Vhonoe is sovereigaty? This sovereignty must ba ex-
ersiced by law, Uhat do we mean by law? Whence is law?

If everyone were & Christian in a perfect state of sanctification,
then we could be govorned solely by the law of Christien love, But we
hoven'!t quite reached that one humdred per cent in the world as yet. JYor
thig resvon, love is not a sufficient basis for implementing the mutual
acknovledgemsnt of abligations to society. The state must heva power to
compel obedience, which is contraTy to the law of love,t

But the state and its officials dare not be guided only by arbitrary
decisions. They mmust be guided by something more universal and normative.
Phig guide we call law, This was pointed out long ago by the Lord to
Hoses! successor, Joshua, When Joshua sucoseded Moses, the Tord commanded
him: ®"Only be thou strong and very courageous, .tha.t thou mayest observe
to do mocording to all the lav, which Koses my servant comanded theelZ
The gemeral temor of these laws is given by Paul when he calls rulers a
terror to evil works and not to the good works,3 They ere to be based on

1Emi) Brummer Juperative, translated by 0live Kyon
(Philadelphia: Tho w's?ﬁ ter Press, ¢.1947), p. 445,

2yoshua 1:7,8.
JRom. 13:3.
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the welfare of the state; provided you understend the state to mesn the
people over which ths state rules, and not jJust ths abstrast idea of a
peoplolass state, as 80 meny are inolinsd to do,

This is & fer ory from NMachisvellit's proposition that law can be
created only by the mam who has the power o diotate. He saw the laws
merely as a codificatlon of natiomal interests; which eliminetes every-
thing irrationnl, ethical, humanitarian, Basically, it mekes of law
merely the nathematics of force, Under such an idea there is no room for
such idess as Wthe sense of Justice® or Wjustics as a transoesndent reality
sovereign over all."* It was the acceptanse of such debased philosophies
as thiz that mede possible the blocdy excesses of goverrments for csnturies
that finelly oulminated in Hitler. Modsrn jurisprudence, which largely
follows the ebove theory, logically led to conclusions of the most extreme
$otaliterienion.d

Thig is far from the comslueion arrived at by Hoi:;eolm. wvho sav the
funation »f the state to be the protection and promotion of all other
forms of human sssociation, and not as something existing for its own
seke.6 This mokes the besis of lawmsking fer different from a state
vhich eaﬁ only its own perpetuation and adventages for its rulers under
the guise of Twelfare of the state,? There are laws that were in existencs
long before say law was ever written or even orally proposed. These are

the lews of existence, which dave never be made merely secondary, vhen

~

Ugsvend Bergerav, Hen sud State, translated by George ius
(Phi.ladelphiaae nbE;E Press, 1951), P. 38.

5Ibid., p. 3B.
61vid., ». 63
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the state makes its written "laws,"! That such a paturel law exists no
rationsl person will deny. In addition, a Christian has téstimony from
the Word of God thu.t such & lav does exist, This naturel law “written
in the hearts by God" rmst supply the morm for all legislation, judiocisl
oystems, and ingtiftutions, It is vhen guarding ard implementing this law
thay the ntats i Manetioning as the minister of Cod to us for good..a
¥enkind has no jurisdiction over this law, but 1s subject to it. Thiz
subjection includes 2lso those who meke the lawe under which a state is
to function. This is amply attested to when the Lord calls thoss who
Justify the wicked end condemn the Just en abomimation to Hinm.? It would
be the narrowest literalism to meintain that this do'es not apnly to laws
&glving edvantage or occasion %o wickedness and pemalising the exsrcise of
Just cndesvora, It should nmot be mecessary to bring the metter up, but
it is vitelly necessary. That is, just as no pressure group muest be
allowed to dominate any area of public development or velfau.m £0 no
lavs rms% be passed which fevor sny group. In this coannection it might
be well to review all the property and exchange laws both of this comniry
and others, That, however, is outside of the scope of this paper. That
the favoritism shown by legislation is not ordained by God 43 obvious,
when the Lord commands that there be “one mammer of law, as well for the

71_!&.. . 37
8;Li_cl._.. P. Ul
9prov. 17:15.
10pergzrav, op. git., P- 192.
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stranger, 28 for one of your own country.ll fhough this was givea primarily
to keep from doing injustice to the strangers in the land, it certainly
follows thai the more evident, the self-understood thing, is that thers
be 2o double standerd of law among the natives,

That should suffice for tho negative side of lLaws, One could write
a detailed paper on this phsse alone, but we are intsrested now primarily
in the brosd principles, the guldeposts. ¥hat then are some of the eri-
teria for judging & good law? I go along with Berggrav when he says that
a good law is one which is welcomed by the people.lz Though he is speai-
ing about international law at this varticular place, it applies as wsll
to stete laws, A law that is ssked for by the people in whatever channel
is left open to them through w_hiuh they ¢an ask, is go:l.ng to hsve sirong
public suvport from the outsat,

If the lavw ig desired by the peoplo, then chances are that it will
serve aleo for the welfare of the state, This is the only juatifieation
for the phrase "state-reason.” It must be teken for granted that the
goal of state-reason should bo the welfars of the state. Under no olr-
cunstances cen it be limited to that which ia of direct advantage %o
the ptate. And that is exactly what happens: when reason is robbed of
its sovereignty end is subjected to necessity from vhose blindness it ig

its very fumction to deliver us, 13
Once the lave m. on the books or entrenched in tradition, ws would

1lrev. 24:20,
123ergerav, op. cit., P. 155.
-132&0. P. 32,
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st41l have no government if the cbservance of the laws wexe left entirely
to ths inclinetion of the psople, Spontaneity works mmoh mors effectively
and agsuringly than any kind of forcs, Berggrav belieovas that ths state
can never do anything spontenscunly or confidently, but is by its very
cheracter as az external force dntmott_ro of e;mﬂdam and thus creates
that confidenge~grisis which is its own curse and which it deplores whaa
it eriges.1¥ Since this was f£irst written while Berssrav wes confined by
the lesis, he is doubtlass unduly pessimistic. But we dares never forged
thet soclety will always be obliged to use forse to protsct itself sgainst
the violence of the lawbresker,ld

Anycns who is not bereft of reason must admit that as soon as ths
state would refuse to use force, it would oease to be a governmeat,
Somgone would seize power, whathor it is the underworld or citisens
banded together to protect themselves from the underworld, &s was the
cese in ths ssttling of the American West. The lav can only be useful
vhsn ths state unconditionally enforces it even if that forcs mus$ include
dea.bh.lé Iather understood this clearly when he recognissd thet the
state has only the sword with vhich it mus? compel men to tkat degres of
goodness without vhich human society camnot exist.}? Rehwinkel, who
toaches psychology at Gonoordiz Seminary and should therefore ba asquainted
with the behavior pattern of msn, bows fto this faot when hs says that

id., ». 35.
mmr. 9op. 8it., P. LL

rnia., v, 453.

17gager M. Carlson, "Luthsr's Concsption of Government," Church
History, 15, 4 (December, 1946}, 257-70.
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"the very existence of the State is based on this monopoly of power over
1ife and death. Without 1%, it does not exist,"18 Yocked at from another
point of view, this is eimply the extension of the right of the individual
to self-defense in which hs also has the power over life and desth. Only
from this voint of view is the state justified in exercising its power
over life znd death, It dare never be ragsorted to merely on the whim of
whoever oxercises the power.,1? This is murder, for which the individual
will have to anewer--to God, if to no one else,20

The wise government, however, Tesorts to something much more powerfaul
than force on which to base its euthority. Far more effective then auy-
thing else is the ability to inepire respect.?l Foros is only a substitute
to be used only on the few who place themselves deliberately on the out-
eide of the law. It imat be used on them, because they either do not
understand or are not moved by authority alons. kovwar. authority 1s
the real means for enforeing the law, Wherever there is genuine authority
no nne thiniks of using force.22 This bacomes especially obvious during
the establishment of 2 new government that hes not arisen from the will
or consent of the people. It was doubtless the lack of real authority.

: From this it appeers that Brummer is right when he says thet ths

state's real power lies in respect for the law rather then in coercion,

18, . mehwinkel, "The Christien and Government,® Congordis Theo-
M Honthly, AXI, 8 (uay, 1950}, P. 343.

19r0m, 13:4.
20prov. 16:12.
2lprunner, op. cit., p. M.

223epgerav, op. git., P. 97
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And he mekes & further keen observation in the statement that it is not
*ungorupulous agitetion” but showing pertiality to special olasses and
intersats thet destroys the sense of sacredness of the low.23 Berggrav
almost identifies this respect for the law with the matursl law, written
in menlg hears:

In the soul of the conmon man there is an unwritten law, somsthing

that i1s self-gvident. Vhether you call it tradition or comsciencs,

it directs and controls the life of the paople with an authority

vhich is vastly more effective than the law of the state. XNo matter

how physically strong he may be, no lawgiver can ever succeed in

the longz rum, if he gzoes contrary to the popular conviction of what

is right or m-ong.w

In this he recognizes that it isn't enough to have a government.
You must have someona who sccepts that government amd the authority which
it exercises. Ths state has too often attempted the impossible. By act—
ing as the sntagonist of 4ts oitisens and treating them as opponents of
the government from the outset, it tried to get them to respond to this
suspicion with trust.zs Germany and Russia should furnish szple proof
to every thinking person that the stete which is afraid to trust its
people never gaino its confidence, but mmst live in a constant state of
wvar with ite own people and with its neighbors.

Po be suocessfully accepted by its people & goverzment must show by
its sotions that it respects the individuals in the state and that it is

willing to accept the respomsibility involved in trusting then.26 ohe

23prunner, op. oit., D. 451.
Z%Qrggn'. op. M.. P. 4.
251bid., p. 102,

26100, cit.
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proponents of force will object that this will lead to the inevitable
downfall of the government. But how long did the Germany of Hitler
last, or the France of Louls XIV? I belleve that Laskl come close %o
the only aneswer that can be glvens

But, it may bde objected, in such a viev sovereignty meane no more

than the abllity to secure assent. I can only reply to the ob-

Jection by admitting 1t. There is no sanction for law other than

the concent of the humanm mind. It ia sheer illusion to imagine .

that the authority of the State has any other safeguards than the

will of its members. To argue that the State 1s degraded by such

a reduction is no wise alters the fact that this is its existential

nature. We hava only to look at the realities of social existence

to see clearly that the State does not enjoy any necessary pre—
eninence for its demande. E‘hntzyut depend entirely upon the

nature of the demands it makes.

The protection of the welfare of the state or the totality of the
individunle extends farther than within the boundaries of the state itself.
We connot put our national household in order without dealing with inter-
national problems.28 In 1932 Brunner characterized war as "outmoded mad-
nesg, which hes outlived itself, and cannot be used to establish just
order."?? He farther argued that its usefulness or Justification cannot
be argued from history sinse there is no analogy between now aund previous
history. However correct he may be in his cn?lmion that it cannot be
used %0 establish just order, I don't think that is the point of view
froz which we are forced to view war.

Only too often the state iz faced not with whether it will go to

war or not, but vhether -!.t will turn the authority to govern its people over

27, Adams, "St. Augustine's Dootrinme of the State in Relation to

soue Modern Theories of Sovereignty," Anzlican Zheolgical Raview, VI
(October, 1923), 116.

28pergeray, op. eit., p. 116.
29Brunner, gp. gite, p. 471
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to another or to rule for another state, This nseds no documentation.
Any dally newspapsr tells the story oaly too graphioslly., Omnly too often
we are inclined to judge the suacess or justification of the war by whether
the slogans of ex-cigaretis-sdvertising-men have been fulfilled. A state
has only one basic objestive when going to war, and that ie i¢s own con-
tinned existence, "o deny, on ethical grounds, the slsmentary right of
the State to dofend itoelf by war simply means to deny the existence of
the Stete itself, If it doesn't it might just as well hand itself over
to a more virile state from the outset,®30

However, we nust never forget that mti'ons cannot use brutal msthods
amon; themselives and at the same time carry on & humsne government at
home.J> War is not & device to be resorted to lightly. It can only be
Tesorted to whon & vital govermment ie threatened by aggression from
another stebe coveting its possessions or wishing to remove it as a
hindrance to its expsneion and intermationel banditry. If a nation's
existence is threatened by tho lack of resources, this is no excuse to
go and plunder snothsr nation. If ome covntry is that dependent on
another for ite sxistencs, the sovereigaty of the two nations must be

recognized as reslly being one and steps should be made to fedsrate

peacefully and as quickly as possible,

3°m£.. P- “9-
Npergarav, ov, oit., P- 114,
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CHAPTER 1V
SHY FORM AND SCOPE OF GOVERIMENT

"The Stabte ls the order of a people; it iz only resl inm snd by means
of tha zsople. It iu net en indopondent mystiocal enmtity, but it vossesses
reallty 'anl;,- in sgtusl human veinge,®! ¥e et never lose oight of this
fact as vo wender shout the form and acope of government, A governzsang
or otote must be a3 smch as iz necessary tﬁ renlize the good of the people
thot malee up the stete, It osn end dars b no more nor any less, What
partioular form any goverumant will teke aust Do dictated by the circum~-
stences and the temperament of the people. Thin 4s trus aleo wdbout the
renge of the governmont, Thare com be & socialist form of governzent
with o monorchy snd there déan bo the nost severe rozﬁ cr dictatorahip
under the guise of & donmocragy. Both of these conditions ars portrayed
By contempovary goveraments, Although Cod established the ordinanes of
government smopg mem, 80 thut mon cannct exist without sm' form of gov=
srament, He left the forms and detalls of government to the Sudgrent and
experiencs of man.<

All that we can sey with cortainty is that that form 4s baot which

most effentively realisss the purpose for which the Stote exicto.? How-
aver, any form of poverament sust be within the 1inits set for any legiti-

1znil Dramner ,n_zy% Inperative, trauelated by Olive Wyom
{Philadeliphias a‘h; 'E-?;'mns Prees, 0. 1947), p. 454,

2., 3. Rehwinkel, “The Christisn and Oovernment,® Gongordis Zhsole-
gleal Monthly, Xx1, 8 (Ney, 2950). 3K

JByunner, op. cit., ». 466.
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mato goveriment. Ve con hardly domy on the basis of past history thes
any form may be either gocd or bed, However, no form, in itmelf, is
wholly gocd or wholly bad, In itself thaxe is mo Christian or non-
Christien form of tho state.?

However, this doss not condone the excosses and insfficlencies that
mey socomdany any forn of govermment as we know it, JAny form of govern~
nont that nesds %o preserve itoslf and can do so only at the cost of the
supprenslon of the naturel rights of the individual nesds %o bs reexamined,
This has been trus of Fascism $o such an extent that, along with Communism,
it hes become synonymous with loss of personal rights. On the other hand,
there is rumch left to be desired in democracy. Chief aiong the deficiencies
in 2 dsmocrecy iz the lack of competent leadership, especially in the power
thet preserves order,5 But these ere all problems that have to be studied
under sny perticulsr form of government, end adjustments have to be made
to each situnation,

Ve ere too often inclined to identify a perticulsr form of govermment
with tho sxcesses and sbuses thut heve grown up with it, WUhen this happens
people become guilty of condemning @ fora of govermment, when they should
be pointing out the specific abuses, This can become embarrassing, as
haprensd to the Communists vho condemmed Nagiem and then found themsslves
suddenly allied with them, The sase thing hes hoypened to the United States,
now thut it finds itaelf allied with thoronghly communistis Yugoslavia.

Christians must also bewave of falling into this pit, so that they are

id., p. 465.
51bid., p. 467.
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trapped into ao-called holy wars against Communism. Difficult as it may
be in the face of the terrific propaganda, we must be ready %o admit that
it is possible for & Christian to be evon & Fascist or a Comramist, *no%
as committed to their ultimate philosophies, which are certainly irrecon-
cllable with Christian faith, tut from sympathy with their practical poli-
tical objectives,vd

Ologely eilied with the form of a government, and often identified
with it, 1s the scops, the field, the sphsre of governwment, Thiz is
beconing increasingly sambs, Todey the governments of many states have
& prinary interest in momy fields of activity. This is really nothizg
new, but is rather a throwback to the days of the patriarchs and the
benevolent dospots, It moves the state from the sphere of protecting my
1life to puarenteeing my living, which is something entirely different
from the regularly eccepted sphere of governmeni. However, if it bscomes
imrossible %o protect ths life of the pesople b;cme of the greed of
those controlling the living of the people, the government may have %o
step into this fleld in ever-increasing measure. That it is an anciend
theory appesrs elroady in Augustine, o3 summarised by Burgess, vho points
cut that by soversignty Augustine meant “originel, sbsoluto, unlimited,
universel power over the individual eubject sad over sll associations of

subjects..."?

A nore seans viev and certainly a moro understonding view, is ex=

6Ibid., p. 481

7A. Adcms, "St. Augusbine's Dostrize of the State in Relation to Some

Modern Thearies of Soverelenty," dnglcan Theclogigal Review, VI (Ostober,
1923), 106-18.
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pressed Ly Relurinkel, when ho agrees that no "a priopi" 1imits csa be
fixed on government activities in the 1ife of the people, But hs almo
Points out that the greater the sphere of the aotivities of he state,
the grester will s its power, a power thet can grow only at the expense
of individusl freedon.8 Brummer was also aware of this whem he pointed
out thut {he statets luvst for power moves it to bring everything undexr
its control. Nor did hs conceds that the state is jJustified in doing so.
His words are well worth studying in view of the trend in the United States
today,

It io mot the duty of the State itself to engage in economic astivity,

or to estaublish marrisge or to carry on soieatifioc work, or the

vork: of edugation. 411 that it ought to do, or may do,...is by its

extornzl usens which 1t possesses to further, support, and co-ordinate

e sad. asmived Yimsicron i abdata h IR
We agres with him heartily, But it is to be noted that he stresses that
the stuie is rot to control these institutions from within, Ths state
.d.are never give un its governing control over any phase of humen life,
either directly or by delegeting it to somc other institution, such as
the CI0 or the HAl, Just as the state has ths right to make the indivi-
dusl adjuet himself to society in meny other aress, without therehy des-
troying his chsracter as an individusl, o also may the state control hia
in the mettor of property or the amount of his returns. The state musd
never allov the property of the enterprise rights of the individual affect

the basie noeds of others.i? The government must control snd punish the

8pehwinkel, ov.odt., Pe e
TBrunner, op. git., p. 438.

(Philadel~
10Einend Bergerav, tate, trenslated by George Aus
nberg Press, 9%-117'523.
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obvionsly ovil and tho shemeful conduct of businses (unfair competition,
decaptive edveritising, eto.)u and of labor unions,

If the government would fail to do this, it would be derelict in
its duty toward its citizens end would be guilty of favoring one class
over sncther by nob protecting the uolfar_o of all against the predatory
drives of indlviduals., ¥or it is primarily the duty of the state, in
its capmeiiy of presorving oreation, to sse to it that human rights have
ample opporfunity to develop,1® If the special interests become too
difficuis %o get them to bow %o the welfare of the nation as & whole,
then the goverament may be forced to enter the field directly, &t least
for & time. As soon ae possible, however, the govermment should tura
private enterprise back where it belonga, The lt:;\.tu should never &taks
over becsuso i1t wants to but becmuse 1t has to.17 This is in perfect
egreement with the principle of the early American colonies: "To the
individual what belongs to him and to the corzunity what belongs to
it." Zach wes bo retain his freedom as long as it doesn't violate the
interests of the commnitr.“

All this is in hermony with tho truth that the "state i3 God's ser=-
vant and workmsn to punish the evil and protect the good.® The secular
regime, according to Iuther inoludes all the offices and stations which
are & part of this earthly 1ife, that is, everything that is implied in

11rvid., p. 229.
121b1d., p. 191,

131bid.
141na,, pe 117-18,
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God's grant of “dominion" in Qen. 1:2.8.15 In these things that ars
under us civil government is opsrative, But Luther insisted strongly
that governuent dosc not reach into those things which have nct been
mads subjeot %o ua, e.g. the consclence...but only to ths outward physi-
esl things.2® jisny have from this point taken sn ineomprehensible Jump
and beve melnteined that nothing affecting the spiritual realm is the
concern of the state, It is true that ths ‘spiritual welfere of ths sub-
Jeots is no concern of the state. But th; state must prevent one citizen
from viclently hindering another in determining and promoting this wel-
fere to the best of its sbllity,l? In addition the state ought serupu=
lously refrain from interpolating its own neml.-eonpﬁhory or wholly come
pulsory cetivities in such & manner that they interfers with the frese
developnent of the individual in the path chosen by him, This wes de-
veloped to & high srb by the ¥agis and the Communists, but it has made
alarming inroeds in the United States, especially in the public 901‘001_
system. Tor in its esgerness to separate Clmreh and State, the United
Statos has almost deprived the majority of its cltisens from gaining

a religicus sducation,

158agar i, Carlson, "luther's Conoeption of Goveramens,® Clmroh
gm! XV, 4 (Decenber, 1946}, 257=-70.

16Her01d Diem, Luthers Lehre yon den Zwei Rsichen (wlnohen: Chr.
Eaiser Verlag, 1938), p. 70,

Imnate d by
1?7 %, Yritine in Philosoohy, trenslated and edite
Lewls uhite Be:kr?:hicagos ohe University of Ohicago Press, 1950), ». 250.




CHAPTER V
THE PERSONS IN THE OOVERENENT

One of the most objectionable features of meny theories of govern-
ment is that they are tainted from the beginning by a Platonio view of
government, vhich makes of 1t an Idea, a super-institution divorced from
human beings. This alwaya tends to make of the govermment or state an
irresponsible entity, ruling only for the vagus "good of the state.”

But the state is composed of people amd is only real in and by means of
the pecple. It ies not an independent mystical entity, Tut is real only
in 80 far as there are people in it.l This seems to be self-evident, but
only too often people view the state as something supra~human. This &s
evident in the demsnds that the pacple make when they say the "state does,
or should do, this or that,” forgetting that they are the state.

In the eyes of God all individuals are equal. Ve cannot escape he
fact, however, that there is a difference bdetvéen a perscn functioning
merely as an individual and one functioning as an official. One meets
this objective truth everywhere in society. A father soting as such is
not John Doe, but father. ZNven a chairmen of & scolely, functioning in
his capacity as & chairman, 1s more than a private individual. This is
an inescapable facts "There is a respsct dus the office vhich does not
Yelong to us as private individuals, a reversnse vhich oaly gréat subjec=

iEn1) Brumner, The Rivine m ive, trenslated dy Olive Wyon
‘mmelphlll The %ﬁiﬂlw m... °-1m’0 Pe b"-
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tive deficlencies ean forfelt,"2 %o deny this primoiple is to deny the
ability of & govermment to funotion., GChrist pointed out that this is
& power coming from above, when Hp pointed out o Pilate that ass sn indi-
vidual he hed no povwer over Ohrist, but having received power from abovy,
hs did,

Inther was warm in this respesct when he separated between the persons
end the officss, pointing out that the systems of society and govermment
are unquslificd goods, even when those who occupy the positions of emthority
ere corrupt, He claimed for goversment a “sanctitas .m__ral-lg' apart from
the good or evil ectivity of men,? MNush comment to the conmtrary, Imther
did not meke of the rulers veritable gods, responsible to no-one but
themselves, He orlled them the "most harmful people on earth, if they
dopert Prom the virtues of their office.,* In that cese they could more
properly be called devils, Though Iuther did not follow bis observation
to sny logleal, practical conolusion, he hald the emperor who doss not
subject himself to God to be as reheutoﬁs s the prince who does not
gubjeot hinself to the emperor.” Thus when Herod beheaded John ths
Baptist, he wes as gui:lty of murder as is ths gangster who takes his
rival for & wids. A ruler who is unrightecus in his julgments is nob
entitled to be established,” The Lord pointed out through Deniel that

Rivend B ; gtate, trenslated by George ius (Phils-
delyphias uﬁmgzie@r;'m%.%sn. p. 202,

JBdgar K. Cerlaon, "Euther's Conception of Goverzment," Church
History, IV, 4 (December, 1946), 262,
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Bprov. 25:5.
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He would 20% De with the ruler who d4d not knov that the most High rules
in the Kinglom of men.5 Though the question st11l remains %o be snswered
as t0 how oontrol is to be exsroised over the rulers in all cases, thers
is no question that they themselves siust De held acoountable for theiy
deeds. Since this has been more or less overlooked throughout all ages
and all governments, not much has been dotis t¢ determine %o wvhat exteat
and in vhat meaner this coatrol is %0 be exercised., Some feeble and’
questioning steps will be teken in this direction in & later chapter.
Ve lim.l have taken a significant and loog step in thq right direction
if we recognine without quelifications that a "nscessity of State" does
not Justify & type of amorsl politics,’ "Christians® dsre by mo mesns
Justify on Christian principles those actions which arise from the in-
stinot of "maos selfishuees, from the purely matural motives of self-
preservation and sali’-aaurtian.'a

| Inther tried to £ind the auswer to this problen in the education of
the rulers.? Tuough it mey have been a step 4n the right direction, it
left the final authority still practioally in the hands of the ruling
class. Since there im protably no other place to put the respansidility
1t 1s essential then to find those $o rule who are qualified to distinguish
and respect the difference betveen right and wrong: % was no doubt re-
forring %o this that the writer of Proverbs said that 1% was 1ot right

Spantel 4125 £2.
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for a servant to have rule over princes. It is a terrible responsibdility
that is lmposed on a ruler. He that undertakes the task must £ind him-
self constantly between the frying nan and the fire. He cannot rule for
himself, and he dere not let himself come into jeopardy that would en=
danger the welfare of the state. He dare not remove those who hold him
to his accountability to God, nor dare he permit undermining of his right~
ful authority.

It is not enough that there 1s someons who exercises authority. There
also has to be socmedne who accepts the authority that is exercised. Rather
than building on force, authority ._E_.E on the faoct that there is mutual
respect betwean him who exeroises authority and the one who, therefore,
also recognizes that it is for the mutusl benefit for everyones concernmed
that he submit o that authority.l0 Though it may be argusd that the
Ohristian is actually free from the powers spoken of by Paul, Paul stands
firm in his statement that gvery soul is subject to the powers that be.

It cannot be denied that God has placed the Christian in this world and
subjected him to the ruling powers.} Those who oriticise Luther's stand
on government do mot place enough significance on the officiel statement
put out by Melanohton with Iuther's dlessing in the Augsburg Confession.
Here it is pointed out that the Gospel does not destroy the State...lut
Tequires that it be ocbserved as the ordinance of God. "Therefore, Chris-
tians are necessarily bound to obey thelr own magistrates and lavs, saw
only when commended t0 sinj for them they ought to obey God rather than

u.ouou.guq. op. gi%.. p. 102.

Wpnters Nygren, Gommsntasy translated by Oorl O. Rasmussen
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gan, 12

later Lutheran tradition often tended $0 overlook the last clause
and, like Thiersch, sponsored the horrible dootrine that even a tyrant
must be regarded as a ruler "once he haw come into possession of power."
This makes of Caristianity a guaranty of no matter whet kind of power,
which eliminates it, as & force of law and justice. It is impossible for
Protestantism to maintain such & position. It is also in direct conflict
with the iugsburg Confession's thrice repeated de iure.l3 Besides, since
& person’ only willingly subordinates himself to that person or authority
vhich is most in harmony with the best in him,1# how can a Christian indi-
oate by unuestioning chedisnse %0 an evil ruler and all his evil laws that
he is in harmony with it all?

Avgustine found no objections to obeying the laws of the earthly eity
vhich were necessary for the maintemsuce of this mortal life. Heo regards
obedisnce to the "common agreement among men" as potontially aiding toward
the attainment of the peace of the heavenly olity.15 It should be a holy
Joy to the Christian to strive to do right and to brand the wrong.
Actually to subject himself thus to law is mot a sigh of slavery tut of
freedom, not of shame but of honor. A Christisn who regards government
thus in its true light makes the best citizen of a comtry. Far from
standing in ho-tﬂ..ﬂy to earthly suthorities, he is the only one who is

12sugsvurg Ocnfession, Article XVI, p. 51.
nB‘mT. 9p. &-. P- 278-

: u‘M’u p. 104.

15 ‘ ' the State in Relaticn %0
'A. Adams, "St. Augustine's Doctrine of

Some Modern Thearies of Sovereignty," Anglican Theological Review, VI
(Octover, 1923), 109-10.
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able to give rulers the estesm and honor dus them;6 Just how full this
obedience is Paul points out in hig letter to the Romanu, where ho calls
not morely for outward bowlng to the authorities but for an inner subjec-
t:lon."w Pater also calls for full obedl_.enae %0 %every ordinance of man®
and warns ageinst using the cloak of Christian freedom for maliciousness,
thus bringing shewe on the Gospel.l® He also warns Christians in the
soze letter not to be guilty of bresking the laws of the state and suffer-
ing 28 common oriminals.l? Paul sets such groat importancs upon obedience
that he makes it & responsibility of the bishops to point out the necss-
sity of obodience to their peopla.”0 mhere is certainly no bassis in
Scripture to claim oxemption from civil euthorities because of "Freedom

from tho law.?
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CHAPTER VI

LI{IPATIONS OF GOVERIRENT

In somo ciroles even in this day there are men who view the vory
ezxpression Ylimitations on governmont® as blasphemy, Though they sin=
cerely refer to Romans 13 and 1 Peter 2 es corroboration or rathsr as
gourss for their visws, they have agtually imbibed the philoscphy of
Machlevslli. Perhaps wwillingly and a.dly. yot they have bacome like
the Pharizess who bound themselves to the letter of the law rather than
to tho apirit. Thongh they recognize that the state ought to be bound
by the law of Qod, they see no way in which the oitimens can without
mortal sin plagse any restrictions on the govermment to which ths govern-
ment does not willingly consent and which they mey break with impunity
vhepever the goverament thinks that 18 is for the “good of the state.®
¥With their help, every modern stats right down to our day has held
Machiavellils claim that its citigens should be bound by the moral code
from which the state should be exampted.l Nachiavelli even went so fer
as to claim thet though it is not necessary for the state to be immoral,
1% is beyond morality, zmoral, beyond good and evil. Therefore it should
obsy the morel law if 16 1s expodient, but only 4f it is expedient.?

Yor Spinosa the state bedi only ono law, security, Its only sin would
be to do or permit something to occur which wonld lead to the weakening

lpivend Bergsrav, apd Sgate, translated by George Avs (Phile~
delphia: nﬂhl:nhrg mng%. 195%%-'5- 7. _
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or downfall of the state.d If we comour in the above philoscphies, we
open the gates for the state to turn on the citizens and devour them.
In fact, by its self-exaltation over the law the state mndermines its
very existence. When it abandons the moral law, it lands in the
clutches of the law of the Jungle! every man for himself, If it does
not become and remain human, the state inevitabdly becomes demonic.% As
Proof of this we have Robssplerre, folloved later by Quisling and Eitler
aad Stalin. Robespierre invented the ppnishable attitude, with no evi-
dence necessary to establish its presence. To what lengths a state which
sete itself apart from the law will go can be lm. in the case of
Sorenskriver Bocke. When on the basis of an old interpretation of the
law, the people's tribunal acquitted him, Quisling's Minister of Juastice
called the judges in and scolded and threatened them. "They had not
understood ‘their funotion acsording to the laws of the new age.*S It
may be all right to say "my country right or wrong, btut my country,"
if thereby a ml.s'thn means that in spite of its defects and shortcomings
he intends to function as a salt for it. But he can not say it in the
“sense of following ﬁthuut protest the government, no matter what id does
and be trus to the Spirit of Christ. A "necessity of State" does not

Justify a type of amoral politics.?
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How then are we t0 limit the state? We cannot meke it entirely
dependent upon the consent of the pecple, for this is to make the govern—
ment weak ond unsble to enforce its authority.8 Besides, consent of
the people is no guarantes of just government. Imther was more realistic
in his approach to the problem vhen he urged Ohristisn education for the
ralers than are those who depend on the "will and oomsent af the people,®
who are more likely to err than is a momarch, well-sducated along Ohris-
tian principles and who feols himself responsible to God for his charge,
vhersas there is no responsibility in pure "democracy." This was Iutherts
way of keeping the state from oppressing the citizens. BRBerggrav scems
more practical when he says that the state must have another anthority
ebove 1%, and that it 1s sirengthened rather than weakened when it does
not have 2 monopoly on sovereignty.? I say seems, for I am not certain
that Imthor has always been interpreted correctly, even by those who
claim to be following in his footeteps but fail to take into account his
vider meaning. Yor Iuther the law is always something much wider snd more
f‘llndnlle.ntal than mere state legislation.” "It is woven into the fabria of
human 1ife and no ons can be quite ignorant of it nor oan 1% be ignored
with impunity.® For Luther law is the will of G0d,10 This vas also in
m-mum The law, identified vith the will ef God, End novithe

lta.ta 1- lw Consequently, vhen hl writes "Power" we au;ht sometimes

'anﬂ'l p. h67.

93erg¢nv. op. oit.s p. 76+

m!hﬂip S. Vatsen, LE% God be God! {Philadelphiai MNihlendberg Press,
195°)l Po ’65.




44

to rerd "Naw, wll

It is only by ignoring such clauses as "he is the ninisﬁr to thee
for good,® and “an avenger to exeoute wrath upon him that doeth evil®
that anyons cen claim wnquestioning support for any kind of gonmoat.12
In order %o bs governing by the will of God, or lawfully, & govermment
muzt rlar govern in harmony with thoss laws of ministering for m__
punishing evil, A government must and can be held within :h:u linite~
ticns, To the New Bnglend claxgy befors the time of the revolution, a
government which did not have ths good of ths people at hsart did not have
ths sanction of t.‘:ad.ls Before ever the Israslites chose 2 king, the Zord
Placed rastrictions on that king.l* ind wvhen the kings of Judsh took
offive they did so only after making an sgreement with ths peoples whom
they ware S0 govern.ls

The netursl law ie not fqreign to Christiens, for Paul hircself stated
that the Zord had written 4t in the hesrts of nen.1S Nor does the Gospel,
according to Luther, cancel npatural lav," tut establisbes it as an instl-
tution end creation of Go&.w I% ves becsuse of the fear of ackmowledging

dlBerggraT, Op. .g!-_t_l. Pe 237.
12p0m., 13:1 £f.

13514003, Baldvin, The Nov England Glopey snd the jmericas Revelu-
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the existence of unwritten laws, that the very definers of law contributed
%o the elimiration of every limitation of the pover of the state. Ths
¥axd practice of the law vas in its prinoiples entirely modern. It made
& vicious circle of Westera Jurisprudences "soversignty resides in the
pecple, the state directs the people, hemoe the state is sovereign."18

Many who agree that the state should be aontrolled by the moral law,
etlll balk at uaing any means t0 see that it does. These argue, and no
doubt rightly, that as scon as we put the state under authority, provided
that ve can do it, ve goad the state on in its lust for power and fall
back into a repetition of the struggle of ths Middle Ages.i? But this
is no. exouse. to shirk our rupnnn!.‘buu'j to society, and we have a respon-
i.ﬁ'i'lity to curb the state somehov, Dbecause the state, lntl.ng coatrary to
morality, resulted in the creation of a sovereign power "which is inde-
pendent of both God snd man, of both moral laws and comsolenos,””

If we deny that anyone cen legitimately restrict the predatory ten~
deéncies of & nation under whose power you happen to be, then Petain is a
martyr and DeGaulle is a scounirel. The real hero of imerican boys should
then not be Georgs Washington but Bemedict Armold, who tried to serve "the
powers that be." The ides; howsver, is $o0 control governmend, 80 that

it 4s really government, not to replace it with anarchy. That is a diffi-

oult and serlious dDusiness.
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CHAPTER VIX
KEEFING THE GOVERNMENT WITHIN ITS LIMITS

What are we going to do when the govermment has turned on the
Pecple and has become & menace instead of & government for the good of
the people? XFirst of all, we must never lose sight of the fact that
government ie a pover created by God $0 preserve His Church and His
Creation. This must never be opposed or frustrated under sny circum=
stances either by the state or by the citizens. Yhen the citizens
attempt to frustrate the state in its function, it is the duty of the
state t0 resort to the sword.l

If a Ghristlnu.' trusting in freedom from the powers of this world,

thinks that he is absolved from obedience to the authorities that

govern, he resists:not only the authorities, but that which God has
ordained. He thereby calls down upon himself; not only punich~-
ment by the aunthorities, tut also the juigment of God. If God

hza ordained that the Christian is to live his 1ife in this world,

in thig ason, the Ohristian must not pretend that he already lives
ir the glorified state of the nev seon. If God placed him in this
existence with its orders, it is not the intention that he shall

seb hh-glf above them and arbditrarily claim a state of glory in
advance.

This mekes it smply clear that the Christisn, as is everyome, is
subject to the powers that he. However, an unqualified justification
of the State, such as is achieved Dby the iderlistic conception of the .
State, and which demands unqusstioning obedience to the siate is not %o

' lpom. 13th.
25nders Nygren, Qommentary on translated by ou-"!. 0. Rasmussen
(MMGIPMSI lllhion'bu‘s Press, 1949), PP, 428-429.
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be tolerated from the point of view of the Christian faith.] When the
Fasls comnanded the extermination of immocent masses it was the philoso-
pby of responsibility to the state alons that made it possible for pnlice
%o pull the trigger on sucking bables. When questioned how E could do
such bestial things as were perpetrated in the comcentration camps and
other things, they inevitably answer that it was not they vho did them
but the atats, the government. In such a philosophy the individual con-
science i3 entirely destroyed and the state, vhich is answerable to no-
one, bacomes & sort of collective conscience--in reality mersly an excuse
to avold individual responsibility to God and man, No Christian can be-
lieve such a horrible dootrine. Those who have supported it, did so uﬂ
ignorance of the diabolic forces that they were permitting to run rampant.

The fromers of the Augsburg Oonfession certalnly did not -namou.ﬂi .mn
to this later perversion. Such evssion of individual responsibility was &

prevented by the statement: "Therefore, Christians are necessurily bound
to obey their own magistrates and .u!_i. 8ave only when gommanded %o sing w..
for then they ought to obey God rather E!B..& 't
' Fow were they proposing something mew $o God's children. The mid- *

M

H

t»ﬂa»uganoaoneoggoagnﬂgnonﬂpsslﬂ-
children of the Israelites ..B.. ¥omes ascribes thelr disobedience to the *
goverzment %o the fact that they "fesred the Lord."S And that their dia- W
obedience, far from calling down the dammation of the Lord, actually *

i
pleased Him, is evident from the faot that he "dealt well with them" and m
| F

Jgmi1 Bransar, The Dixisa translated by Olive ¥yon (Phila-
uonuﬁp..n_woto-m-pn-enn-.o.ua?g.

byugsvurg Oopfession, Article XVI, p. 51.
Sex, 1115 ££.




5

that "He built them houses."6 The writer to the Hebrews calls their act
an act of faith and preises them because they were "not afraid of the
king's commendment,”? The same writer points out that the Exodus was some—
thing that aroused the wrath of the king, but was carried out by Moses,
nevertheless as an act of fa;l:bh;a :

Daniel is remembered today mostly for the fact that he dared disobey .\ll'
the king's command to worship the golden image.? Vould his stature have ‘{
been any the less had he defied the king and refused to machine-gun a group
of helpless "undesirables?” The apostles were not asked by the rulers of
the people and elders of Tsrael to bow down and worship any other God.
A1l they asked was that the disciples stop preaching in the name of Jesus,
o remain quiet and not cause a disturbance, Yot certain that they were
called of God, Peter and John scorned this easy way out of their responsi~
bi1ity and even called upon their judges to jJudge whether it would be
right to listen to humen commends rather than to God.10 Not long after,
Peter and the other apostles went through the same experience, defiantly
telling the rulers, "We ought to obey God rather them men," ! Who is there
that will -saytha:l'. & man may preach the CGospel in defiance of contrary
commands from the authorities but that he dare mot practice it in defimnce

bex, 1320, 21,
Heb. 11:23.
Sheb. 11:27.
9Dan. 3:18 ﬂ‘.
190t #:19.
11 pcts 5:28..
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is
of them? TUnder all circumstances the individual remains subject to the
lays of God. He never can excuse himself for a beastly act with the
excuse that 1t iz commanded Ty the state, whether e be governor or
governed. That pecple-are coming to the acceptanse of this fact is
evident in the trials of the war criminals of the last war. Its main
weakness, however, wvas that it tried only the vanquished and not the
victors.

This was not something entirely mew, though approachsd from a &if-
ferent angle. Perhaps the ohief primcipleiof the American constitution
is the principle that no-onme has $0 obey an unconstitutional ast. This
doctrine was taught in its fullness and repeatedly before 1763. "No
single idea was more fully stressed, through the first uift? years of the
18th Century, than that mnts must obey laws and that he who rs~
'-1““ one in authority who was viclating that law was protector. . .not
rebel.n12

Simple disobedisnce is not always enough. Often it must be graduated
11;1;0 opposition. Ths prophets of the Bible often went over the heads of
the kings and mede their eppeals directly %o Jehovah and his people. J. 4.
Spender names this the dawn of what we now call progrees and freedom.13
It was certainly more than en act of disobedience vhen Rshab received and
his the sples from the Israelites. Thongh under ordinary circumstances
this would have been an act of treascn, yeb following what shs belleved

2 . Baldwin, . Amsrican Revolution
oo Xt T R el ez fs

Vigs nd Berggrav, Man amd B translated by George Aus (Phila~-
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to be the will of God, it is recorded as an act of faith for which she
recolved from God the gift of llfe.‘u" It was also an overt act on the
part of Obadlah vhen he hid and fed a bundred prophets of the Lord, when
Jezebel was cutting them off.15 The contimued prexching of the Gospel
in direct opposition to commands of the rulers was also more than passive
disobedience.

Perhaps 1t is because Christians have stopped opposing the :I.w].esl
B S

acts of the state that there is no longer any persecution. HNo stata will

——— s AP S
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oprose any organigation that is in appraent harmony vith any act it may
T e 2
do. It is not a virtue when Christiasns remain silent when the state

t;-amplss on moral soruples and is full of godleas acts. Though it is

not true that the only alternative is the Sermon on the Mount or comnlete
aut nomy, the state is, nevertheless, under the demands of the Will of
God, snd will not go umpunished if it breeks His law,16 It 1s not bearing

the brother's burdens if the Christlans fail to _oppose evil acts oi the

- b e L
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state maral;r beceuce they ure not directed against the Church. The church

-
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in Gemany did that, and wvhen 1t dld. auaken. it wvas too late. Not wanting
to become involved in suffering and strife for the sake of "secular matters,"
they found that there really are no secular matters Zor a Christian con=

seience.1? In all opposition to the government the chrl.nti.an mst be moved

o R e T et

by lova for his £e:|.1man -and wot by ‘hatred to or Jaalo'usy of the rulers.
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Whon & men is moved to oppose the state out of selfish motives and not
solely becemss of sn aroused conscienca, he is opposing the nowers of
God and sins,

Ths dengsr of dincbeying or even openly opposing the govermment is
great. But ths danger is still greater when the opposition moves from
tho realm of protest and preseatation of grievances to the atteapt to
veploce the predatory state by a real govermment for the good of ths people.
This comes zbout when consclence is so violsted and arouged that meopls
forget self-presorvation and rebellion becomes inevitable, 8 Repuznant
as the thought of rebellion is to most of us, to demy the justification
of it under any and all oircumstances is to denmy the people's ultimate
means of pelf-dafense, In the final enalysis, it is only uprising and
ravolt, in their power of threat that are a latent radical guaranty
againet the state's becoming erbitrery.l?

then the time comes that a Christien is faced with the question of
forcibly opposing a goverzment 1t must be a time of almost horridly grave
decision. He cannot hide behind the universal ruls of being subject to
the powers that be, but stands unbared before his God, respomsidle for
the welfere of his brothers, The Oermans in the thirties failed to take
& stand uwntil too late, and the punishment was national disaster. Ha
dere not even ssk himsel? whether the goverzment is in a position to hors
hin, which 16 most likely 1s, but his oriterion must slvays be a burning
challenge to withstand all unrightecusnsss. "Wehen God's orders ave
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trodden under foot and the right of ona's fellowaman to live is
threatened at the very outset, there the Christisn mmst be willing to
g0 the way of sacrifice, even if it involves revolt egeinst illegal
authority, <0 Though revolt can never be entered upon lightly or cere-
lesely, the ssme is true of avoiding revols,

When the time comes that revolt is anlled r;r. those who listen to
thz voice of God as it is reveeled throughout Soripture and have had their
ears of conscience opaned by it, these will hear ths volce of revolt,
Then it becomes a divine call, which a man who knows the facts is called
upon to obey,

Christian consclence has its strength in obadience, but this may

also be the obsdlence to revolt. %hen tho dignity of man maintained

by Christ is trampled underfoot, when truth and righteocusnesus are
strangled, vhen force goss about unmasked or dresses itself up in

lies, then Godwgonscience is at work far beyond ths circls of those
who are its moet proximate orgma.a

Here would apply also Kierkegesrd!s proposition that the moral law can
be set asids on the basis of a persomal, existential encounter with
€0d.22 ¥hen & man is so' moved by circumstances that he will give wp
evarything he hae including his 1life to leafl a revolt, becauss ha sees
that the state is debasing hic brothsrs, cen we deny @ priori that it
48 being moved by Cod? How mush more did Elmd have to move him to kill
the oppressor of his fellowmen? He was mot called au assosein by the
Biblical suthor but a deliverer sent or raised up by God.2?

d- (] pl 283.
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- Not many men are faced with the decision to begin a revolt. This
is done by the leaders appointed by God and moved to this action W
vhatever means He may employ. Others then have to make the decision
vwhether to remain with the old order or to join with new. But even the
Christian cannot avoid the necessity of choosing between them. %hen the
old order fails to provide order, a new order must come into being which
will establish real and honest order to replace the lack of order under
the o0ld regime. It is, furthermore, only unavoidable necessity which
will protect this action from being actual rebellion against God.zu
This also presupposes the inherent ability and intention of actuzlly
establishing real order. Though this actually belongs under the chepter
dealing with the Church and State, yet a word of wvarning must be inserted
here. Though it might be the duty of Christians to teke purt in a revolt
ns citizens of the state, this cannot be done 28 membsrs of the Church.23
The Church as Church is involved only in the presching of the Gospel, not
in the immediate business of setting wp and lmock!.u dowmn govermnments.

Though Brumer indicated that only in cases of extreme necossity is

rovolt justified, Berggrev sees a danger even in that criterion. The
latter has summed uwp the entire business very well in the following sexn-
tencess

It cannot be denied that revolt is Christian. Nor is it encuszh
to say that one must turn only in cases of neocsssity to revolt
with =rms or without. %hen men are mutiny-minded they can insist
that a case of necessity exists every time something opposes thelr
own wishes. Thut is why it is a good thing that revolt or mutiny

mmner. mt M-. P, "‘73-
2539’5&'3'| on. m-. Pe 280.
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risk—the julzMsat of M.gg owever, there is an even greater

Though we have found much fault with the philosophy of the German
nation vhich helped Hitler to ncver and sustained him in spite of his
horrible excesses, a recent decision by a Germsn court is probably going
to be of much greater significance tha the noise made about it now-—
a.lmpst unnoticed. Major Remer, who frustrated the revolt after the bomd
Dlot on Hitler's life on July 20, 1944, in a public speech called them
conspirators and traitors to their commtry., This was on May 3, 1951.
In ¥arch of 1952 Remer was in a Brunswick Oourt, accused of slendering
the July 20 conspirators. Vitneases against him quoted Hitler himself
in Mein Kaunf: "If through exercise of gw@ental power, a nation is
led toward ruin, rebellion is not onl;;' a right but a duty.® Frosecutor
Bauer in summation of the oase against Remer saldt "The rosistance
fighters wanted only %0 save the country. Tho Third Relch was an illegal
state, and every citizen had the right of self-defense sgainst 1t.
Hitler was the greatest of war criminals. There can be no trezson a@:lnnt
o war oriminsl." After three deys of deliberation the tr.i'lmm:l of three
Juiges and two laymen brought in the verdicts "The Nazi state was not
& state of justice but of injustice. The people of the July 20 plot were
mov'e& by patriotic inatinsts." Ernst Remer was sentenced to three months!

imprisonment for slander.2?

261!&'! P 282,
27pamg (Merch 25, 1952)s p. 35.




CHAPTER VIII
" GRRISTIAN PARTICIPATION IN GOVERIMENT

Though we have hed to admit that in cases of extrems necensity and
for conzoiense aske & Christian may be moved jJustly %o revols or parti-
cirets in revolt ageinat the state, it is not his highest funstion by
any means., If things have come to such a sorry state of affeirs thet
revolt seems to be necessary, it might be an indication that. the salt
has lost 1ts savor, Imstezd of waiting until & state is go bad that it
hag to be replacad, the Ohristian along with other citisens should be
doing all in his nower to inflnence the state for good, not oanly by his
obsdicnos to the law, but by underteking any othar servics to the state
for which he hus been gifted Dy God. Daniel and his thros friends gave
#ood and valusble counsel to the maquaror ;;;e?r country,l %hem,
in tura, Persia conguered Bab.ﬂ.onia and Dariuns set a mndred and twenty

princes over the kingdom, Daniel was “preferred above the presidents and

princss, becsuse an excellent spirit was in hin,"2 He was mo quisling,

but with bold advice, often at great personsl danger, he halped mske &

better government,

The principle of Ohri.st.tanl.ty m ;praot-!.oa is love.toward ths brother,

to do good to ewryone 8% much as in us lieth. In politics he has &

dpaniel 1:20.

2Deniel 611, 2.
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ochancs to show whather he really is in earnest about astive lm.j Fot
that a Ohristian in govermment is to ruls by neans of the Sermon on the
touns, This would never do, Ha rTules by law, the law of the state. His
Christienity comes in in the oxerciss of strict justice and imparsiality,
honesty end integrity, and the intellizent oxeroise of mercy whea it i
not inimicel to the gemeral welfave. %his is in harmony with the principle
of the Augsburg Confession which sgya that ."l.t is right for Christians
to bear civil office, to sit as Judges, to juige matters by the Imperial ;'
and other existing laws, to award just punishments, to engege in just |
wars, to serve as soldiers,..."¥ This also inoludes that when he sees
laws or practices that are menifestly unjust, he will exert all his
influence (not merely & toksn protest) to remove the spot. It is just
thie that uekes (he gervice of the Christian valuable to the state,

By these contiming, pseceful, progressive "revolutions,™ the necessity

of o rebollion mever arises. Government, as intended by God is guaranteed,
end no-ome, ascording to.Juther,.is more qualified Shan the ghristion to

-
o - i T g
N AT ralieanet v

da-toe oeka.of 0ot

The above is slso in harmony with the advice which John the Baptist \
gove to the publicens and soldiers that came %o him o be baptised. He
told neither to give up their plecss. To ths tax collectors hs sald: |
"Exact no more than that which is appointed you,® %o the soldiers he

runner, Pivine Jupérative, traunslated by Olive Wyon
(Phnzgﬁ;hgaz ll':e %ﬁuhmr Press, 0.1947), p. 480.

"’W Confession, Article IVI, p. 5l.

SHarold Diem, rs Lehre yon den swei Reichen, (ilnchem: (Chr,
Esiser Vorleg, 1938 » Pe ®
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said: "Do violemee to no men, neithsr ascuse any falssly; and be content //
with your wa.gas." These instrustions clearly show that the holding of /
0ffices in the state, inoluding that of soldier, is mot wrong per ss.
He vho stops hsre and oxcuses the partioipation of Christiens also in the

whethor it is paricipation in “oustomary bribes, etc." or participation
in legalized plunder and murder. The Christian foicm mst protest,
even though hs thereby places his 1ife in Jeopardy, He who denies this,
denies that it is the yrivilege of the Christian to witness to ths truth

unlewful acts of the state is without excuse, This is equally trus /
'

_——

at all tinmes,

Bocese of its peculiar character the ocoupation of the soldier
deserves mors attention in this respact, He vho danl.o':a the right of
the atate fo wage just war, really denies the right of the state to exist.

Any nation kmown to be opposed %o defending itself with arms, if nsces-

8ary, morely invites another nation to take over. This is not even open

to question in the present sson. Since wars are fought by soldiers,
People, it is necessary for the atate to raise the army from among the

Peorle; and it ia the duty of the psople to furnish that army. 7This mus$

not be talen to mean that every citiszen who refuses to serve in the army

is by thet very fact resisting the ordinance of God. This is not an

absolute demard, nor can it be. This faoct was recognised and provided

for by Moses at the command of God, when hs permitted not only the newly-
weda and those heginning new ventures to return home,but provided also

6ruke 33112-14,
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that the fearful and fainthesrted return home.? The latter would include -
&ls0 those who could not convince their conscience that they were being
called into a just war. They cannot shrug off the flaunting of this
conviction by putting ell the blame on the government. If a man's cone
science forblds his entering the army to participate in what he considers
en unjust war, he must for the wake of his consclence refuse to participate
and suffer vhatever consejuences 1}1: government inflicts on him rather
than serve zgainst his consclence.® This does not exempt tho state from
meking intelligent provision for using him in some capacity in which his
conscience will not be abused.

One more thing needs to be sald. Muoch is made of unquestioning
obedience t0 superiors in the army. It is necessary for military effi-
ciency %o have mush of it., But we must never lose sight of the fact that
& soldier is still an individual who is responsible for his every act to
God. 'Therefore, if his conscieusce tells him that en order he has recelved
is wrong morally, he must disobey. Had this been carried out by the German
Christians thore would have been mo Dachau, no ghetto massacres. No man,
soldier or not, can remain a Christian, if he cen without qualms of conm-
science, just because he is ordered to do so by & superior officer,
bludgeon children and helpless peaple to death, or participate in burning
the inhsbitants of 2 toua in the town church.?

7Deut. 2015-8.

a.B!"Imel'. 0. m" P hﬁ'

9 1g and still believing it should
Since I could find nothing on this

be saild in this paper, I enter 1t as my conviction. My authority for
the statements is that novhere does the Lord exempt the 1ndivldugl fron

responsibility and transfer 1% to a group.




56

¥hile a Christian serving in government must alvays be a Christian,
he cannot serve or govern as a Ohristisn, Both of these truths were
stated by Imther.10 If he is the mnjor of a city, he is to fulfill that
offlce as the mayor and mmst not use the office to promote the teachirg
of Christianity. That is the function of thes Gospel and the Gospel
mi:.:l.:lstry. When, as major, he sees to it th:t the Christisn cltizens
heve the guarentes of justice as hac sveryone else, he has dome his
Christian duty. Thia is only in keeping with the ehtire teaching of the
tvo kingdoms. Though they mtually aid each other,; nelther must ever
usurp the domain of the other. Uhile the body of Christians could
through thelr minister reprimand a wajor guilty of unchristian practices,
could aleo excommmicate him, yet they could neither demsnd or expect
hlm to pass legislation favoring the church at the expense of the rest
of the commanity. He would be acting in an unchristian menner if he
were to do s0.

A logical extension of this principle must be taken in the formation
of political p=rties. Under mo circumstances ought aay political party
have the word "Christian" insecribed on ite bammer. MPolitics, state
action, is in every instance s0 heuvily veighted with the sinful inde-
pendence of the fallen world, that we cen only compromise the name of

Christ by toking it as the sign of this or that tendency or group—-—aven
if in other ways it may have much to say for itself."l This same prin-
ciple met be borne in mind when the Church must spesk out against evils

1°D’-U!| op. m-. P. 28.

113'““. 13 ait., p. 481,
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in any govemment or nation. They must moke certain that it is

Christisns preaching againet evil and mot "demooratic Ghristians®
aligned against Comuniom. It may be the duty of Christians to fight
Comiunism because of the threat it is to them as citizens and pernons,
but 1%t can never be the right thing for a Church to do, as & Church.




CHAPTER IX
THE CHURCH AND THE STATE

Since it is extremely difficult to soparate the Christian from the
Church of Christ, there have heen traces of this problem already in the
last chapter. It 1s not im the scope of this paper to answer this ques-
tion, even if an answer is possible. Ancient times knev nothing avout
separation and though nothing about separation of Church and State.

The states of antlculty all had a religious basis. The relation of
primitive Christianity to the state ushered in & new relation. The
early Christians recognized the state as ordained by God though "without
God" und naver conaeded to it the right to dictate to them in religious
matters.® Though the early Christians went out of their way to obey the
lews of the states in vhich they found themselves,” they for the first
time in hiestory were functioning religiously without the goverament.
Auvgustine conselved of the Church as a distinet entity from the state,
and not subordinate to it. He stressed this so strongly t.hat he has
been zcoused of setting up a doctrins of Chmrch-soveréisnty over the

3 ;

statae.

Even in mh 'r.muntr:les where the church is supported by the state,

1gnil Brunner, The Divine Impe translated by Olive Vyon (Phila-
delphias The Yestminster Press, 6.1947), p. #i0.
ZRom. 13.

35, Adsms, "St. Augustine's Doctrine of the State in Relation to Soms
Hodavj-n Theories of Sovereignty,” Anglican Theological Revyiew, VI (Octover,
1923), 115. .
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it is not actually the mixing of Church and State but the captivity of
the church, for the state rejects the idea th:t the Holy has any right
in its realn =t a].l.l" Nor have the countriea thit have achisved an
organic separation of church sud stote fared any better. Where so-called
"freedom of religion" has been incorporated into the governing of a stote
it has come to mean for tha people, frecdom to hove it; for the state
freedom from it.J In this way when (hristians have rrotested agalnst
unchristian actions the backers of the perticular action have hurried
to shout "mixing church and state." In coming to grips with this ques-
tion, the Ohristien has to beware of two errorst 1. That the Christian
faith can exercise no influence on governmeat, 2. that it can overcome
the autonomy of the political sphere by the powers of faith.

Instead of exempting religlous leaders from intersst in and respon-
8ibilicy for polisical problems, Imther seems t0 say that the misuse of
volitical power is very much the concern of the preacher, more so than
of any other citizen. He calis the ministry "the office to vhich God
has committed that duty o:E rebukking the rulera."6 :

In a previous chapter we pointed out that a Ohristlen mey hoid poli-
tical office, but he dare not rule as & Christian. The reverse s_ide of
this is also Just as true. A ruler moy function 25 a Ohristian =nd teke
o Christien part in the affairs of the Church. However, uhen he does so,

ABivend Berggrav, Man and 5 translated by George Aus (Philae
delphies Mihlenberg Press, 1951)s p. 5l.
5Brunnar, gp. gltes pe 479.

6Ed,s;ar M. Carlson, "Imther's Conception of Covermment," Church
M XV (M‘ﬂh’r. 1%)1 266.
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he is an individual and not & ruler. He dare not exert any of his
politiocnl influence in the affairs of the Clmrch.? The former Imther
sav Glearly, tut in respect to the latter he suffered from an acute
azstignatian,

Though many other phesea of ths relation of the Christian to his
government need mch more study on ths part of Christians than they
heve been given, the q‘psltion of the relation of Church needs it more
then perheaps any other., Much needs to be said ebout ministers gstting
up in their pulpits and calling on Christians to go and kill their
Christian brothers and fathers in another country. Much care has to
be taken that the churches ars not converted into granaries by ths
goverzment, A big step in this direcotion was taken when the chmrches
vornitted the government to teks over the edusation of the child, without
guaranteeing e roasonable time to the churches for the edusation in
religion, Ths entire question of governmment support for chaplains in
the army is one that has been bumbled into, but mot much thoughtful
ard honest study has been done on it, The field is wide cpen for ths

study of Christian Principles in CGoverament.

TJemes 2:1,
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