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po\'1er !l e or ' od, ordainod ror. a k1nd or ;>eaoe, Au!3.UBt1na 
lnter deolBred, alt~~u h 1t is not the order and peace 
of tho city of 3od. 

Secular suthor1ty doe~ not extend beyo a th& temporal. 

arra1re aml the pbye1cal existence of its eubJeots.45 r,ban 

the seoul r srrn sssumeo spiritual authar1t,, 1t becomes a 

tyranny. Only aod can rule over the whole of man, and the 

etate usur~s Goa's authority when 1t tries to le 1slate 1n 

mottera of fn1th. arerul cxe esis or Romane 13 1e raqu1red 

st this po1nt. One m1~ht ergue that St. Poul 1n this chap­

t er sse.ms to Rive qui ta extensive sutbori ty to "'0Vernment. 

Luther, however, drew a shnr p line reetr1ot1n~ that authority 

to e~ternal thin"s -- the proper realm or the state. Q. ~lson 

urr quotes Luther 's rerea~:s on omnas 13. 

St. eaul spen&s or authority and po,~r. You have Just 
henrd that no one but -od oan g ive 3Uthor1ty over souls • 

. :Jo l'aul 0111:mot. be epesk lng or any obedience except ·wbere 
t here 03n be correspondin~ authority. From this it t~l­
lowe that he does not epea\( or faith, and does not say 
that seculnr authority should have the r1gbt to command 
fs l tb, but be 1s spaak1n of external things, and that 
those things are to be eet 1n order and controlled on 
earth •••• The soul is not 1n Caesar's power.46 

LutbGr 1s often ooaueed or having bean inconsistent 1n 

tbst he 1nv1ted the princes and municipal autbor1t1es to help 

1n the reformation or the ohurcbee 1n Germnny. Lutherans do 

not beo1tnte to aefond the Reformer. Lewio ,: . Spitz, Jr., 

44aon~, il• .£11., p. 90. 
45u:1ann, ''Lutller on \·1ar and rtevolut1on, 11 Al?• .£11., XXV 

( ~ay, 1954), 353. 
4~urr, .eR• .Qll., p. 51. 
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streseee that Luth·or 1nvl ted the prince to sot as a Ohr1atlan 

brother out of love; and he ~oes on t o explain: 

?ha momsnturn or the political nacendanoy or t he prinaea 
had o · rr1ed t hem int o the saddle even before Lutber's 
reforming act1v1t1es begun. Luther olmr1t1ed the d1s­
tlnct1on necessar y between the church and state and w1sbed 
always tll ma ke this d1st1.nct1on e.ffect1ve 1n praot1oli111 
That he f alled ,. e s 1ar:rely beyo11d h1o oontrol. • • • r 

Luther's principle 1s st111 1mportant in merica today : nei­

ther the ohu1"c h n.or the stBte shall dominate the other. auch 

dom1n3t101'l confuses l aw :.tnd 30epel , tyrannizes conec1ence, 

a nd is an a t t e mpt to enforce tha t ~h1ch Dnly the Holy ~p1r1t 

c nn enforce. "Church a nd eta te must be 1n consta·nt tension, 

ne1ther subdu1n~ the otber."48 

DA.nger of Stste Deificat ion 

l•'rom the viewpoint of t he ohuroh there 1s a dangerous 

t en · ency 1n America today. This tendency 1s f or tbe state to 

b ecome de1f1ecl, t.o beoom& th.e center or ts1th a nd power tor 

p&ople 1n.stesd of' 1 od cs be1ns t hat center. Iiowird Hong quotes 

a critical estimate or t he e1tuat1on !?lade by ~;111 Durant: 

'' :Render unto Caesar th& thi n. s that ere Oae ear' s, nnd to Caesar 

the thing s tha t are :lod's. 1149 i>urnnt's parophrase or Scripture 

hinted that the national stote 1s tending to become the god 

47tew1s w. 8p1 tz [Jr.], "Luther's .E:colee1olo .Y and r.1a 
Concept or the I1r1noe as 1;0tb1sohor, '' Chu:roh Hiatoey. XXII 
(June, 1953), 134. 

48RJrr, !!rl• sa. , p. 62. 

49aong , ll• .£.U,., p. 85. 



16 

of' the mnsoes and lay more anc.i more cleir,1 upon tbe allog 1ance 

or eac h 1nd l vidua1.50 People be ~1n to t hink th~ t t he American 

wsy or lif e and democracy nre t he b os t expressi on or the wil l 

of a od , and they tend t o e s c r 1be to the s e 1ns t 1tut 1one o cer­

t ain holiness . Being pB.tr1o t1 c becomes almost t he s ame as 

be 1n • r e l i 1oue 1n t he minds or many , ho do not rsal1ze that 

th.a p;oopel ca n be betra yed ror the s a ke of patriotism. Thus 

the tendency o f t he st~te to become deified 1e a u ~mented. 

Tbe danr. er \'J1th1n the church i s t hat i t t e nds to surren­

der some al le ·;i t1nce to t he ota ta Wh1r.h properly bel:rnqs to 

~od . J . £lson Ruff ex pl ains the manner i n ~bioh t his bappene.51 

,a n s t ru _lea t o be autonomous , to r evol t a~ainst 3od, to re­

move hi s worldly arrairs from 3 od 1 s a uthor ity. This desire 

t o lcee p God i n the ohurchee and out or worldl y aff airs 1s seou­

l a r1em. I t t a i nts even t he Jhr1s tians. Sut the secular1ate 

,;, l so r ealize thA t peQple can,,ot l.!.ve 1n any r eal m without a 

. od a nd a fait h of soma oort. Demoorooy 1s proposed as that 

fa ith which should ovcrn all the worldly arre1rs of the citi­

zens -- 1nolud1ng Christians. The state and clamocraoy become 

divine. It would seem t hat t he ohurcb surrenders God's divin­

i ty to t he sta te to the extent tha t i t succumbs t o seoular1sm. 

~·iben the church allies itself with the world, i t t urns both 

t he world end itself over to Caesar. 

50I b1d., P• 86. 

51Rurt, .e.,e • .211., pp. 84-86. 
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How potent ls the rel1v1ous appeal or the sta te else­
where in a secularized world 1s evident in the ease with 
wh1cl'l huge port1one of' the Christian o1t1zsnry 1s oap.. 
tured by prava111n~ nat1onsl ~ent~::ient,1. with rel1f51on 
end patriotism merging 1n the process.~2 

" I t is as 1mpor t11 nt thot the stete 0tru5$la a ainst 1ts own 

asp1rat1.ns to power as it 1a that 1t stru f!ile 1n behnlf of 

orde r oge.1nst chaos. •153 

I t is not implied that America is becomi n~ tatal1t,r1an. 

The church, however , canno t 13ff0rd to talcs a neutral attitude 

to":ard t he tendency or t he de1f1cat1on or the state. The im­

ports.nee of thic aan be· seen 1.-1 hen one observes the ole 1m or 
modern t:Jtal1tar1on:tsm 1n ·otller oountr1eo on tbe souls or men. 

-------
52 Hon~, .Q.e• ,9.ll•, p. 87. 

5 3carlson, ll• .Q.ll .• , p. 40. 



T .l. CO .. 'l'ROV b.:<SI . , L ,. L vF S.E.I,A ATION 

~;eparat1.1n or Church aad ;;,t te 

The sopnra tion or church s nd sta te 1s ~enerolly oona1dered 

to be one of those reat rea11t1es that constitute the strong 

Amer1oon tradition or freedom. The religious fresdom in the 

Unitod ~ tates today 1s ample testimony to the value or the 

se pa r a tion or church and sta te. Nevertbelese, there seems ta 

be eomo oonf'uoion as to \•hot 1s meant by seperat1Jn. le 1t 

nr Elbaolute separat ion t:1t.h on 1'1'11penatrable wall between the. 

t,10 realoe? l f not, ~hat is the nature of the aeparat1:>n? 

Thia c hapte r wi ll endeavor t~ answer thesa ques tions. 

lt must be ma intained that the ohuroh .an.d the state are 

by their very nature dis tinct and separate 1nst1t1~t 1ons. It 

the churob 1s the a g ency or the gospel ::1n.d the state la an 

agency of l-od' e law, than the d1ot1not1on bat1:een cburob and 

etate 1s based on the d1at1nct1nn between law and gospel • 

..!.rnost B. ,~aenker quotes Luther ae eay1ns, "For tb1s reaa~n 

these t\-10 kingdoms must be sharply d1st1ngu1ehed, and both 

must be perm1 t tad ta remo.1n." l There have been persistent 

efforts ta amalgamate the two realms, but they are and must 

1.fi.rnest B. l oanker, ''The Tito Realms anc5 the •separation 
or Oburoh and 6ta te 1 1n American Society,'' Congord1a Tbeolog­
ll!l Monthly. X>,,.'V l I (January, 1956), :,. 
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2 ramo1n d1E'ti11ct. To el1m1nR ta the d1et1.nct1on between ohuroh 

and state would lea d t o oonrus1on nnd would weaken tbo purpose 

end runct1~n of both. 

So 1.t happens tha t the church objects when ste·ps are 

tak er1 wh,.cn ,.13nore th1a se paration. A f,;imil1a r Gxn·mple or 

tb1e 1e the furor th~t resulted when the President or the Unit-: 

ed Ct t c s n tte. pt ed on seve r al ocoaa1JnG to appoint an ~mbae­

SAdor to t he Vo t 1cc r.i . "To Ame r1cnn roter;ta nte the r·ecogn1t1on 

or a c hurch ~e a part i cipant 1n 1nternat1onnl d iplomacy 1a a 

r:i e111a l or the pr1nc1ple of se paration or church and sttJte.113 

~sceus e of this pr1na1ple Lutherans were nearly unanimous 1n 

o p~>oo1n[?.~ the appointment of the ambassador to the Vatican. 

Throu~b the yetu~s the American e overnmont heis conformed 

qui t e consc1ent1ously to the First mendment or the Conet1-

t ut1on, \•, h1ch r5uarantses the free exercise of relig ion 1n tha 

United li t e tes.4 There have been noma problems, however, with 

those sects wnoee moral codes and beliefs confliot sharply 

,-11 th. the etandards or the majority or Christ1sne. For exgmple, 

the Mormons have taug ht and praot1aed poly a nty: Jewe and .sav­

en tb-day Adventists have opposed obl1tctatory closing of business 

on Sunday; conso1entio·us o'bJeotors httVG re fused to serv.a 1n 

the military. In su~h oases the government bae tried to 

2 Ib1d. 
3o. •lson Rutt, ~he Dilemma .2.[ Churoh and State (Pb11a­

delpb1a: Muhlenberg Presa, c.1954), p. 25. 

4!lwl. • p. 71. 
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protect the interests of the meJ~rlty.5 Rel i gious liberty 

tl oes not ".!,ive ·:rne the "r1 ht to 1n~ul.~e in praot1ce9 that 

would be against public morals or the 9ubl1c wel fare," 1n­

o1ete J. A. De11 . 6 

It can be said, tben, that the American st ta baa re­

spected the principle 0£ the eeparati~n or cburoh and state. 

No beolute tiall of Se par a t1 ::m 

~oat Luthernne feel that th1e sepa r a tion must not, bow­

eve 1 ,be on absolute wall or sep:Jr~t1on 1n an inflexibly r1~1d 

sense. 11 Se9arat1on or church and state in America does not 

havo the 'absolute' oonnotatio.n that has sometimes been attri­

buted to 1 t," olthou~h 1 t is indeed a 1' seporation or the 

e>tternal eocles1aet1cal organ1~at1on f'ro~!I the government. 117 

The Bill or i ghts promises that the United States government 

will not ests blisb a relig ion or prohibit ~he free: exercise 

or any reli5 ion. But it does not in s o many words prescribe 

or prohibit separa tion or church and state 1n en absolute 

sense.a "Rother it studiously defines the manner, the speaitio 

ways 1n which there shell be no o~noert or un1~n or dependency 

5 llig., p. 72. 

6CJ. A. Deli'], =
1t1mi tad - reedom, 11 Tbe Lutberan Outlook• 

XVII (l-JB)', 1952) 1 1:,:,. 

7George • . Farell, Herman A. ereus, end Jaroslav J. 
Pelikan, ''Toward e Lutheran View of Cburoh and Ota .ta, 11 Tba 
Lutheran quarterly, V (August, 1953), 282. 

a.Dag. 
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ons on the other, 11 nccordln~ to the t.:n1tod Ststes !;upreme 
0, 

Court.~ ~or dl d Jeeus necesenr1l y 1no1ae te an absolute aepo-

rat1on 1;:hen Hs eg1d , 11 ender therefore unto Ooesar the things 

which a r e Caesar's; ~nd unto God the th1ns o t ho~ ore God 1 r qlO 

"The pe:rna~e doea 1mply the ex1e tence of two s ep11rate r eol :r.s 

but 1t bas often been forced to carry moz-e rnean1n.., than ~t 

did ~n the lips or Je,sus.1111 These aro t he convictions of' 

m~ny Luther~rne 1n ~raerlca . 

Tbere 1o o ~•ide cont inuum of o p1n!on flmon~ Lutherans con­

cern1n~ the axaot nature or th e se par a tion or c hurch and state. 

On the one hand, the necessity of kee p1n · t he two realms 

ratl'ler strictly separ"l te is emphasized, s s 1t was pointed out 

at t he beg inning of tb1s chapter. It is held thBt t he strict 

eepora t1on of ohurch and s ta ta 1e clea rly t au~ht 1n the Scrlp­

tures .12 On the oth~r hand, too strict a separation is reared. 

Thore 1s only one danger -- that we extend this pr1n­
o1ple beyond what both Scriptures and the Confessions 
say , that we oond&lQn as 11 mixlnt;. CJ~uroh and State" all 
oontocts, every relation-between the Church And civil 
government, all co-operation between the t wo, by as­
suming an absolute separation. or Oburob and State 
which 10 tau~ht neither in the New Testam~nt, nor 1n tba 

9".Reoent Developc:ients 1n Oburoh-Stnte Relations in Edu­
cation,'' .Prooesdina s .!!!: !.h!. Forty-Second Rag ulnr Convention 
or Tbe Luthernn Church--.ussour1 .Synod (Sain t L i>u1s: Con­
cord l e Publishing Houee, 1953), p. 329. 

lO.[,.lAtt. 22:21. 

11A. D. Mattson, Obr1st1an Soo1al Conaciouanaas (Rook 
slRnd: Au3ustAna Book Oonoern, o.1S53), p. 25. 

12"Church nnd State," Lutheran Cycloped1a, edited by 
Erwin L. Luaoker (Saint L~uie: Conoordia Publishing Hausa, 
C .19r.;4) , P• 2::,1. 
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Lutheran Oonfees1ons, nor, we aiuit e d, 1n the funda­
menta l lnw of the United Ct etes. ~ 

• Hue,,_11 t11enti:>11a that l'llso II the le ol natur& or ,be sap-

,:,rn t ion impl1G<1 l s only slol',ly e me r gin~ 1n Supreme Court da­

c1a1'1ns . 1114 l r then there 1s a woll or se para t1on, there is 

a t.H.fference of o r,inion ae to whnt the wall eepara t es. 

Several cons 1derAt ions should be kept 1n mind. God 1s 

Lord of both church and state . ·aoth are ordained :::,f God and 

are t 1e refore in His oer·v i ce carry1nr- out .1s di,rine w111. 15 

uo h Are under one divine authority ~nd ere eubjaat ultimately 

to '' od alone . Christiane live in both kingdoms. Thus, nl­

th :> u ·h the two rea lms are to be separate, these cone1derot1ons 

~e arn t o 11m1t the degree of that separation. 

It is s1: n1f1cant th~t tbe totalitari n s t QtG ha o sbown 

fa vor to ... hrist1an t5roupe wh1ch practic e and advocate complete 

ae par t1on or church and st9 te. Th~s ws EJ tl"ue or t.az1 G&rmsny 

end 1e partly true in Russia todny. ~ . Uleon · urr goes so 

f a r . s to eay, "The common 1\mericon saying , ' 1·:eep the church 

out o.f p-.>lit1 a , 1 1s akin to the Coml?lun1st commend to Chr1s­

t1en churches under the1r oontro1. 1116 
I\ complete 1solet1on 

of the church from tbs sta te enebles the latter to proceed 

13Theodore rAebner, nThe Separat1:Jn or Church !Jnd 
::.i tnte," i.he Lutheran ,,1tness, I.:{VII (June 15, 1948), 191. 

14A. G. Huegl1, "our Church in tbe Aroa or .Pol1t1aal 
Activity," The Lutheran Scholar. XII (Ootober, 1955), 420. 

153. l~. Bruce, 11 Luther and Cburoh Government, 11 The 
Lutheran lunrtarlv~ V (~ovember, 1953), 377. 

16nurr, .9..2 • .£11., p. 43. 
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without b v1n ~ to fAoe the authority or ~ad's 1~w. "Tbere 

!lre two realmo and church and state have c.epsr11te runot1ona 

but these rea l ms are not parallel lines wh1cb nevor meet.'' 17 

The t•lil1ta r y Ohapl s incy 

'l'he p1"'inc1ple or the separation or church and stote baa 

o usGd some controversy 1n t he Evon elical Lutheran Synodical 

Conference of l orth America, part1culorly with reference to 

the milita r y cl1apl a 1ni::y question. l'he Lutheran Church-- 1ie­

s our1 .J!ln od, as wall as most o ther Luther an bodies, a·pproves 

of having Lutheran chapla ino serve in state institutions and 

t he m111ta r y eerv1oes, an long as the stat e leaves the ohap­

l 1n f ree to serve h1e church in promot1nq the spiritual 

rowth of thooe with t1hom he 10 charged. 18 The Evangelical 

Lutheran Joint Synod or W1scons1n ~md Other Bto t es, on the 

other hortd, rsels that Lutheran chaplains eervin.,. 1n the mi11-

tary Eerv1oes ls a mixing of the runcti~ns or ohuroh and 

a tote • 19 l.!:du1ru C • . i'rsdrioh of the t:lisconsin Synod says: 

Can one insist that ttthe government does not make 1t the 
duty or the ahaplaln to preaoh the Word" when tbe r, anual 
requires that opportunities for the public worship at 
God be provided Cot. ranual, p. 1), that explonation tor 
avor r om1ss1on or o Sunday serv1oe be made (cf • .-.lanual, 
p. 4)'l How valld is the statement that the g overnment 
doeo not pay the cheple in 11 for dolng what we oall church 

17~attson, .2,.2 • .!!.ll•, p. 257. 

l8carl s. r.,eyer, ''Religion in the Public Sohoola, '' Oon­
oord1a 'l'heo1og1gal MonthlX, XXVIII (February, 1957) 10'1. 

l91''l'be Ohapla1ncy Question," a tract issued by the Con­
teranoe , or Presidents, Xbe i van~el1cal Lutheran Joint S7nod 
or Wiaoonsin and Other States, 1954, p. 2. 
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work" when t he l1:ist1u11l hos def1n1 ta et1pulat1ons ragard­
in~ co1ar:.nm1on , bapt1sas, funerals? ••• The conolua1on 
1e 1nescnpable tbnt, no matter what d1st1nct1on we m1gbt 
w1ah ex1ated, ,-,hen t he Dvernment cornm1ss1ons chopla1ne, 
it 1a 1nvod1n~ the field of the Church and violating the 
pr1no1ple of scporat1~n or vhurah and Jtate •••• Tba 
governmen t makes the abspla1n ''the rel1~1ous and ep1r1t­
ua l l eador or the m111 tary commun1 t y" ( -:snus l, p. 8), 
''morally obl1~ a ted to provide for the ral1~1oua needs or 
the entire command" ( ~anu'3.l , :,. 2). • • • The g overn­
ment 1o establ1sh1ng a relationship 'between chaplain and 
men whic h 11es 1n the rel1~1ous f1old.20 

The wx•i ta r won quot1no: the Depa rtment of tt":e 1,r my Field ~an­

ua l, F r" 16-5, .Ih§. Chaol a in, January 1952. 

Spealtin ~ in behalf or ThG Lutheran Churoh--!•:1ssour1 

f.1ynod , i , L"'tin cha r lemann 1;:r!tes: 

It ti s beon ae1d that the military c ba;,l a.incy as an 1n­
st1tution violates the principle or separation between 
church nnd sta ta. •ro aay tbis 1e to misrepresent the 
principle as 1t ha e baen prnct1ced in :imerica.21. 

The eatue \-, r1 ter quotes the A 1r Force manual called 1.Che Air 

Fm Cba pla1n. as follows: 

~ o ohaplo1n 1e requ1red to conduct any service or rite 
contrary to the rGgulot1one or hie denomination. ~ora­
ov&r, no chaplain is roqu1red to officiate jointly 1n a 
reli~ioue eerv1ce with a

2
ahopla1n or c1v111an clergyman 

or a nother denomination. 

The writer goes on to contend that the governmen t ahaplainoy 

manuals protect military chaplains rrom the neoesa1ty of mixing 

20e.dward c. Fredrioh, "The 1'.il1tary Cbspla1noy and 3oout-
1n , 0 Proceed:!ncts .2t !h!. Forty-Third Conyention R..[ J..tm (van­
gelioBl Lutheran Synod1oel Conferenqe Jlt North Amerios Saint 
Louis: Conoord1o Publish1n5 House, 1955), pp. 62-63 • . 

211tart1n H. Sabarlemann, 11 Tte Boy Scouts of America and 
the ,M111tory Chaplaincy, 11 Proceedings at lb.!. Forty-Third Con­
vention .2.l th& Eyan~el1oal Lutheran Synodical Conrerenoe .!!t 
North Amerign (Saint Louis: Oonoordia Publishing House, 1955), 
p. 86 • 

. 22~. 
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.hurob ~u1d stote. H& feels thA t t be m111tary oha pla 1noy 

affordn the church unl1rn1ted o pportunities r~r br1nu.1ng the 

•as ps l t o thooe who need it desper a tely • 

.Celvin ..• es .el, a c1111 tsry cbepla1n of." The Lutheran 

Churoh--• . 1soou:r1 ~ynod, lists four oh~1'"3es that the ,1scona1n 

Synod has m3de w1 tb rererenoe to the m111 tnry chaplaincy: 

'l'hat the m111t ry oha pl a 1noy 1e an 1nst 1 t ut1on of tbe 
Government :;,nd not ~r the Churc h . That r e111oue ser­
vices 1n the military cha pl a incy are to be carried out 
under ~overnment u1roct1~n. That rel1 1aus programs 
and earvioee 1n the m111tary chapla1ncy a re obviously 
Christl eso 1n cbarcc ter. Tha t the Government a1me to 
t a ke odvooto g;e of s p1r1tus l va lues for nons;,1r1tual 
purpoaes . 2 " 

Cha plnin Reeael 1e of ·the op1n 1on that t he fallacy of' tl1ese 

cho.r es liea 111 t he fa ilure t o sepa rate '!;DVernme ntBl outbor-

1ty fro m eooloa1aet1aal uthor1ty. 24 :e points out that the 

cbapl1J 1n ls s ub j e ct ·t o the gove r nment only 111 nn adm1n1stra­

t1ve WA.' . He believes t he g overnment ha s made every prov1a1on 

to BVQ1d II tresp!lee1ng up::rn tbe eoclee1aat1cal t1eld. 11
,
25 

Thle difference or ap1n1on concern1n~ t be military obaP­

la incy and the principle or tbe sepsrat1on of church anc~ state 

still prevails. emon3 the adberents of t hese t wo Lutheran bodies 

1n /1merica. 

23Delv1n ·· • Ressel, ''The Church's Cp;,ortun 1 ties 1n the 
i:-.:111 tary Chaplaincy, 11 The Lutheran Cba p1A1n, XVI (June, 1955), 4. 

2ll~ •• p. 9. 

25Ib1d. 
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~nn er or Seoulsr1em 

•=ost Lut herans .fenr that Bn aboolute •.-:el l or separation 

would l e a d t o secular1sm. 2 6 Seoulririso is oons1der1n truth 

and 11re as _r J Od d id not exist, as 1r pe ople are oe1r-surr1-

c1ent and cnn 11va 1n n world ~1tbout ~od. ~hen such a situ­

a tion ob t·a ir10, the s tate and t he o1tiz&ne usurp the whole 

out bor1 t,y over life, and tbe churah be came a 1rrelavont. Abso­

lute se !,'.)nra t1on o f church an::i state tokes too U1uoh or lite 

away f rom God and aurranders 1 t to the po~ era of darkness; 11 1 t 

en1es tbe function or the Ohrist1an community to be tba salt 

of' the enrth a nd ti1a 11~ht sh1ni11g 1n darknees. 1127 Ruff had 

this t o say or esrly mer1oan deists who believed that a man 's 

r1 bts as a c1 t1zen have no rela t1on to h1s fa 1th i n .:rod: 

The ahurohee ru1ght be separated rroeu t ,he state, it waa 
generally a ~reed. They could 11ve as private soc1at1es 
w1th1n the nation. But to say that the 3-od revealed to 
J ews and Chr1at1ans has no Buthority over the state, 
tha t his law bas no relevsnoe for the nation's laws, 
was n frank declarot1on or secularism. For ~hr1st1ans 
ta revere 3od'e law in their persona1 lives but not seek 
to ensct it in their public arr.airs u ould make Christi­
anity 1nooneequent1a l and make every sincere Christian 
an incur~ble ecbizophron1c.28 

~e cul a rism -- b9rr1ng '70d from s l ~rge shore or human 

li f e -- tend s to result ln t he s ubordinat i on of the church to 

26Ruff, .2..2• .£..ll., 9. 68. 

271e are 11, .Preus a nd Pe l1ttnn, "Toward a Lutheran View 
of Church a nd 5tP. te,a 9.2 • .e,ll., V (~ugust, 1953), 285. 

28 . . 
Rurr, M• .£11., p. 68. 
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the et te. 29 Some time s those who r 1~ht fully ob jaot to the 

use of pol1 t1c<D l mnoh1nory by Roman Co t hol1a1arn overlook the 

. ve ry s erious danger of . pagtJ n ceoularlecc, . 1,rotes~an ts ond 

Ot her Ame1•1.cans United f or the ~e pol'"a t1on or Church a nd State, 

fo r exa mple , o res i s t t he . oman da n1er . But some believe 

tha t t h1o group ~oee to t he secularist extreme or ruling out 

r el1 ·1on f ro hav1n ..,. any pleoe 1n _,overnm1::nt and educa t1on.30 

The oeoul nris t t hrea t, hidde n in t he hea r t or man, must be 

r Go1eted. 

Absolute sepa r a tion of church ~nd state m1ght abet seou­

l .gr1om by er1courag in5 o double e t andard of' moral1 ty. Thie 

hap1 ened in Germa.ny when .Bismarck and athers 

sepa r o ted their rel1~1ous activities very neatly from 
the1r ootiv1t1es ns bearers of pol1t1onl power. uAbso­
lute separ a tion or church and stia te" sanctioned a-double 
mor91 standa rd a nd tbs Chr1st1an eth1c t as reles sted to 
Sundays, t he r oo1ly, and personal relat1onoh1ps of the 
1nC1vldua l. Tbs sta te and its l aws were considered to 
be completely outonomous.31 

'!'bare have baen adv·ocates or a complete sa?arot1on or 

ohuroh and stBte through.out the history of the Chr1at1en oburoh. 

Under so~e cond1t1ono it was justifia ble. At other times it 

hos been on the part or Christians on exprees1on or 1nd1tter­

ence to the problems or politios 3nd the soo1nl life, and a de­

sire to part1o1~ate es little as possible 1n pol1t1cAl artairs.32 

29Ibiu • t p. 79 • 
30.ll:W!. , p. 88. 

31Forell, l''reus 
of Church and Stat&,d 

32Ib1d., p. 283. 

nnd Pelikan, ''Toward a Lutheran V1ew 
.QR. 5111., V (August, 1953), 284. 


