
Luther and Society
1I1wo Kingdoms Three Estates?
Tradition an Experience 1n Luther’s Social Teaching

By Thomas Brady Jr

Pıty the DOOI neophyte who SUTVCVYS the landscape of modern Luther studies!
Here stand the editions, N I8  J topped DYy the {rowning
Karakoram of the Weımarana, which dares the scholar 1ts slopes.
There 15 the scarred plain of CYt1C1SM, WDy barrages from masked batteries,
whose weight of metal crashes OWN theNexplorer. Further AL the

beds of bibliography, OWN hich rush without warnıng, H3G VCAl, the
floods of DCW literature. The wanderer longs for quiet vale, furnished modestly
with few an! aids, 3al watered bDy brevity, clarity an simplicity.
forbidding but NOtTt forbidden landscape.

One SeCtOr of this landscape 15 called „Luther and soclety«, and glance
ACTOSS it today o0e€es NOot justify the contidence expressed by Erich Vogelsang ın
1935 » The historical-critical principles, which ave COINC truly dominate
Luther studies only S1INCE the World War, A opened OUTI CYCS the funda
mental of the older scholarship: ON either read ne’s OW. ideas into
Luther listened fOr him speak them In this SECILOTL the fruit of the „Luther
Renaissance«* of the interwar CIa has failed rıpen. his 1S especially of the
doectrine of the I1wo Kingdoms 1t W as named around I936° about which
scholarship has produced firm agreement.“ It 15 said, the ON hand, be

Erich OGELSAN:'! Der gefährliche Luther. ARG 35 (1 38], 167
us«ec this controversial term approximately the gıven ıt by arl UPISCH:! + he

„Lutheran Rena1lissance«. OUrnN: of CONtempOTrary history LO 967] No 4'I 39—49
Woligang HUBER: Barmer Theologische Erklärung und 7Zweireichelehre: historisch-syste-
matische Überlegungen. Z wel Reiche und egıimente: Ideologie der evangelische Orien-
j1erung!‘ internationale Fall und Hintergrundstudien ZUT Theologie und Praxıs lutherischer
Kirchen1 GU 077 39 E credits Emanuel Hirsch with coınage of this term

19 34; but Heiko Oberman intorms IM that example from 1929 has been OoUnN!
'his 1S clear in the anthology REICH GOTTES UN.  - WELT die Lehre Luthers VOIl den wel
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»NECCSSaIY « COMPpONCN of Luther’s theology,> though ONC, the other
hand, Can demonstrate COoNnsıstent relationships such phrases of Luther’s
4S »CWO kingdoms«, »C{WO ZOVEINMECNTIS« an »C{WO orders«.® his ailure marks
the limits of purely exegetical approach the topic.

I1NOTEC broadly hermeneutical difficulty 15 posed by the ul for Luther’s
relevance CONtEMDOFATLY lite and thought, for Lutherus PIO nobis, which has
S often left Luther studies hanging between perceived eed for inspıratıon
and warnıngs agalinst hasty modernization. The dilemma admıits only of
pr1or1 solution; and mıine 15 lay asıde the search for Lutherus PIO nobis an
seek him Out 1n his sixteenth-century (‚erman habitat. Let us then free Luther

borrow metaphor from Albert Schweitzer from the rock of twentieth-
CENLULY Europe’s discontents and allow him walk right past uS, back into his
OW. ag We Can observe him chere, however, on1$ after demolish the
»three walls« of modernized interpretations from Albrecht Ritschl arloll
an beyond.®

Reichen/ ed Dy Heıiınz-Horst Schrey. 1969 Harald DIEM’s Tübingen dissertation „Luthers
Lehre VON den wel Reichen« 1938], has een reprinted 1ın ZUR ZwWEI-REICHE-LEHRE
LUTHERS/ ed DYy Gerhard Sauter 197/3; DAn which Iso contaıns g0o0d introduction by
Sauter ( VII-XIV), ermann DIEM’Ss „»Luthers Predigt 1n den wel Reichen« | 1947; ibid., ITn
214), and good bibliography compiled by Johannes HAUN (21 Indispensable bibliogra
phy this OD1C Iso includes Ulrich UCHROW: Christenheit und Weltverantwortung:
Traditionsgeschichte und systematische Struktur der Zwei-Reiche-Lehre. 1970O; DIE VOR-

VO  z ZwWEI EICHEN UN.  - REGIMENTEN BEI UTHER., ed Dy Ulrich Duchrow and Heiner
Hotfftfmann. 2nd, I©  < ed./ ed by Christof Windhorst. GÜ 1978; UMDEUTUNGEN DER
ZWEIREICHELEHRE LUTHERS 19. JAHRHUNDERT/ ed by Ulrich Duchrow»nNeCessary« component of Luther’s theology,® though no one, on the other  hand, can demonstrate consistent relationships among such phrases of Luther’s  as »two kingdoms«, »two governments« and »two orders«.° This failure marks  the limits of a purely exegetical approach to the topic.  A more broadly hermeneutical difficulty is posed by the quest for Luther’s  relevance to contemporary life and thought, for Lutherus pro nobis, which has  so often left Luther studies hanging between a perceived need for inspiration  and warnings against hasty modernization. The dilemma admits only of an a  priori solution; and mine is to lay aside the search for Lutherus pro nobis and to  seek him out in his sixteenth-century German habitat. Let us then free Luther —  to borrow a metaphor from Albert Schweitzer — from the rock of twentieth-  century Europe’s discontents and allow him to walk right past us, back into his  own age.”? We can observe him there, however, onl$ after we demolish the  »three walls« of modernized interpretations from Albrecht Ritschl to Karl Holl  and beyond.8  Reichen/ ed. by Heinz-Horst Schrey. DA 1969. Harald Dızm’s Tübingen dissertation »Luthers  Lehre von den zwei Reichen« (M 1938), has been reprinted in ZUR ZWEI-REICHE-LEHRE  LUTHERS/ ed. by Gerhard Sauter. M 1973, 1-173, which also contains a good introduction by  Sauter (VII-XIV), Hermann Dıem’s »Luthers Predigt in den zwei Reichen« (M 1947; ibid., 175—  214), and a good bibliography compiled by Johannes HAun (215—245). Indispensable bibliogra-  phy on this topic also includes Ulrich DucHrRow: Christenheit und Weltverantwortung:  Traditionsgeschichte und systematische Struktur der Zwei-Reiche-Lehre. S 1970; DıE Vor-  STELLUNG VON ZWEI REICHEN UND REGIMENTEN BEI LUTHER/ ed. by Ulrich Duchrow and Heiner  Hoffmann. znd, rev. ed./ ed. by Christof Windhorst. GÜ 1978; UMDEUTUNGEN DER  ZWEIREICHELEHRE LUTHERS IM I9. JAHRHUNDERT/ ed. by Ulrich Duchrow ... GÜ 1975; DIE  AMBIVALENZ DER ZWEIREICHELEHRE IN LUTHERISCHEN KIRCHEN DES 20. JAHRHUNDERTS/ ed. by  Ulrich Duchrow and Wolfgang Huber. GÜ 1976; and the volume cited in note 3 above.  Gerhard EBELING: Die Notwendigkeit der Lehre von den zwei Reichen. In: Gerhard Ebeling:  Wort und Glaube. 3rd ed. TÜ 1967, 407-428 (English in his Word and faith/ trans. by James W.  Leitch. Phil. 1963, 386—406).  See esp. W. D. J. CARGILL THOMPSON: The »Two Kingdoms« and the »Two Regiments«: some  problems of Luther’s Zwei-Reiche-Lehre. The journal of theological studies 20 (Oxford 1969),  164-185; Martin HONECKER: Zur gegenwärtigen Interpretation der Zweireichelehre. ZKG 89  (1978), 150-162; Reich Gottes und Welt, 517-556; and Haun’s bibliography (Zur Zwei-Reiche-  Lehre Luthers, 225-227).  Albert SCHWEITZER: Geschichte der Leben-Jesu-Forschung. 2nd, rev. ed. TÜ 1913, 631f.  © N  Bernhard LoHse: Martin Luther: eine Einführung in sein Leben und sein Werk. M 1981, 209-  246, provides an introduction and bibliography, to which I would add David W. LoTz: Ritschl &  Luther: a fresh perspective on Albrecht Ritschl’s theology in the light of his Luther study.  198F3 1975; DIE
ÄMBIVALENZ DER ZWEIREICHELEHRE LUTHERISCHEN IRCHEN DES AHRHUNDERTS/ ed Dy
Ulrich Duchrow and Wolfgang Huber U 976; and the volume cited 1n note above.
Gerhard EBELING Die Notwendigkeit der Lehre VO  - den wel Reichen. In Gerhard beling
Wort und Glaube. 3rd ed TU 1967, 407-428 (Englis 1n his Word and taiıth/ trans by ames
Leitch. Phil 1963, 386—406|).
See CSDP CARGILL ITHOMPSON: The » [ WO Kingdoms« and the » I wo Regıiments«: SOTINE

problems of Luther’s Zwei-Reiche-Lehre. The journal of theologica studies Ox{ford 1969],
164-—-I185 b artın HONECKER: Zur gegenwartigen Interpretation der Zweireichelehre. LA 59

978], 5 O— I 62; Reich ottes und Welt, E Ba 6I and Haun’s bibliography (Zur Zwei-Reiche-
Lehre Luthers, 5—227).
erit SCHWEITZER: Geschichte der Leben-Jesu-Forschung. 2nd, F  < ed TU 3,Q Bernhard LOHSE: artın Luther: iıne Einführung 1n se1n Leben und se1in Werk 1981I, 209—
246, provides introduction and bibliography, 1C would add Davıd LOTZ Ritschl
Luther: Tes perspective Albrecht Ritschl’s heology ın the light of his Luther study
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The Fırst Wall 15 the antithesis between Luther and the Middle Ages which
;Middle Ages« 15 codeword for Catholicism, Vatıcan I the »Kulturkampf«
and the Center arty Guarded Dy the nonsensical phrase » lapse 1Nto the
Middle Ages« this antithesis rupture that 1t bursts the
bounds of the credible

The Second Wall 15 the thesis that the >VOU: Luther« NOtTt the »„old Luther«
15 the tru Luther Ritschl struck this line order TESCUC the reformer from
Orthodoxy an Pıetism for iıberal Christianity which required religion
without dogma corollary holds that CacCcsuia between the YOUNS, PTOgICS-
SIVC Luther and the old, reaCLL1ONALY Luther marked Dy his treacherous volte-
faceı 1525

The Third Wall ı the thesis about Luther the principle author, wiıtting
NO of the elements of modern culture — variously the idea of the authoritarian
State, the religion of COMNSCICIICE the principle of spiritual liberty, the objectivity
of SCICI1ICE an the idea of the German natıon Although eorg Friedrich
Wilhelm Hegel set this 1t W as Ritschl who evoking Lutherus DPIO
nobis Out of the deep past made possible the slogans about »„»Luther B1S-
marck« etic between the founding of the »Holy (German Evangelical Empire«
187 an »the German OUr of the Church« 19

1f clear aWAVY the rubble from the three demolished walls an SaZC back
1INtOo Luther CENTLUTY, SCC Luther who 15 neither »medieval« if this
the AaSC of Thomas Aquınas an the Emperor Frederick 11{ 11OT »MOdern« it
this the dSC of Charles Robert Darwın an Otto VO  > Bismarck of Albert

Nashville Tenn 1974, who breaks LICW ground Johannes WALLMANN oll und Schule
TThK 1978) Beiheft 4, 1—3 35 Kupisch Op C1It and Klaus SCHOLDER Die Kirchen und das
I)rıtte Reich Vol Vorgeschichte und eıt der Ilusionen 1918—1934 E: 3
arl Holl Paul Gennrich I1921I »[JDer Katholizismus 1St doch allerschlimmster Feind
Und den werden WIT leider N1e loskriege CC Quoted by Wallmann Op CIE 9}
hat 15, »130 115 Mittelalter«
Lotz Op C1t‚933
his thesis, 1C: SPI11N8S from the socjalist tradition of Reformation studies, be
losing 1ts rofile during the Current ubilee Compare OTS HAUN DIie Diskussion über
Reformation und Bauernkrieg der DDR Geschichtswissenschaft 52—1954 DA  = 3
(11982|), 5—' with IHESEN UBER MARTIN LUTHER: ZU 500 Geburtstag ZGW 1981], 57 9—
893, CSD 882—885)

13 The first quoted phrase ı from Stoecker (see Kupisch: Op Cit:: 41); the second ı trom
Paul LTHAUS: Die deutsche Stunde der Kirche. 1933, CSD 5—8

199



Eınstein 4an Wladimir Ihitsch Leniın, of arl Barth and Mao Zedong. We SCC
Saxon monk who lived the edge of the German-speaking world, from which
westward bound travelers sa1d they WCIC Z01Ng »intq the Emp1re« professor
of theology who Sa W himself God’s instrument for the restoratıon of DUIC
doctrine an sound PI1eLYy 1n these last days; and councillor of princes whose
VIEeEWS reflected the 1AaW world of the (:erman ast Just surely 1ccolö
Machiavelli’s did the moribund world of the Italy cCıty-states. We eed
understand this Luther’s ideas, not because they might help ıth OUT OW.
soc1jal problems, but because they help understand him symboLl and
shepherd of the mighty socjal that became the German Retorma-
t10n.

Whoever approaches Luther’s sOc1ial teaching 1n of particular 1SSUes
111 SOON ohare Rıchard Tawney’s lament: „»Luther’s utterances soc1ial
morality the Occasional explosions of CaprıcC10us volcano, with only I1aic
flash of light amıd the Orrent of smoke an flame, and it 15 idle SCamn them for

coherent an cCons1istent doctrine.«16 choose, rather, look at Luther’s
teaching soc1lal order anı StTIUCLUFE, eed polint of reference, an the
MoOst commonly sed OIlLC 1n recent decades has een the Iwo Kingdoms: »

the temporal, which 1S ruled by the SWOTrd an 15 SCCI1 with the CYCS, an the
spiritual, ruled by an! the forgiveness of S1INS.«17 As alternative has
een proposed the doctrine of the Three Estates, »the priestly ffice, the mMmMat-
rimonial estates, the temporal authority«, that 1S, the Chüurch; the family an:
the State.18® Neither doctrine do Justice either the complexity
8 Karlheinz BLASCHKE: Sachsen 1m Zeitalter der Reformation. 8! Y/7O, T5

There 1S5 contradiction, of COUISC, between restorıng DIlety and restoring doectrine. See Martın
BRECHT!: artın Luther: sSe1IN Weg ZUT Reformation; 483-—152I 1981I, 33310 and Steven
(OZMENT: Humanism, schölasticism‚ aM the intellectual OrNg1nNs of the Reformation.
Continuity and discontinuity 1n church history Essays presented George untston
Williams/ ed by Forest Church and Timothy (George. Leiden 1979, 148, quoting L,
294, 9-—295, I 24), Fall 1533

16 JT]AWNEY: Religion and the rse of capitalism: historical study. 1926,
B 6, i Ba ©
18 26, 504, 41 SCC Iso WA 31 1, 190, KT3 4049, The essential literature includes

Wilhelm MAURER: Luthers Lehre VON den Te1 Hierarchien und mittelalterlicher ınter-
grund 197/70O; and Reinhard SCHWARZ: Luthers Lehre VON den T1 Ständen und die drei
Dimensionen der Lu])J 45 1978), y Jürgen ÜPPERS: Luthers Dreihierarchienlehre
als Kritik der mittelalterlichen Gesellschaftsauffassung. EvTh E 1949], 361—374,

substitute the hree Estates for the I1wo Kingdoms.
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of Luther thought 1fSs evolution What INaYy however combina-
L10N of the 1I1wo Kingdoms with the Three Estates such WdY that the
enduring between them illuminate the neuralgic PO1NTS Luther’
social teaching.

11

Luther teachings the 1I1woO Kingdoms and the Three Estates each expressed
distinct combination of tradition and CXDCIICNCC from particular his
GatTeGGI Luther for during the 10585 began ıthhis EXDCILICENCC ofhis
OW. unworthiness an! the inadequacy of the Church/’s proffered ot
and led him through Augustine Paul He appropriated the Augustin1an

of radical disjuncture between this world and the ext between the
C1V1tas dei an! the C1V1ITLAaSs diaboli, which he then developed through his luxuri-
OUS vocabulary of antıthesis future present eternal temporal SP1I1LT flesh
visible visible hidden OPCH inward outward heaven earth and Gospel law
He thereby completed the IECOVCLY of radical form of Augustin1anı1sm“*“® which
had een muted if NOtTt absent the maınstream of Christian thought the
welfth CENTLULY When Luther joined this V1IS1012 his principle of justification
Dy faith alone at the en of the 108 he erupted 1NTt0O his assault the visible
Church the aine of the invisible ON the sacerdotal hierarchy the aimnec

of the priesthood of believers When Luther asıde the Church
UfonOMOU: soc1lalzn he hardly noticed that his attack enaced the
temporal socilal order ell He did NOt allıy CAasSec CXpeECT this »kingdom of
S1111 and disobedience« last much longer The palpable ININ1INECIN of God/’
kingdom framed Luther triple blast of anı his thundering
X Duchrow: Christenheit und Weltverantwortung, 447 See the striking argument by Manorıe

O’Rourke BOYLE: 0O1C Luther: paradoxical S1112 and necessity. ARG 73 1982J), 69—93, that
Luther’S use of antıtheses from Sto1Cc OTMg11S.
FOr the reevaluation of late medieval Augustlılan1ıanısm much of 1t the work of Heiko
Oberman, SCC the reterence by Francıs OAKLEY Religious and ecclesiastical lite the E of
the Reformation In Reformation kurope guide research/ ed DYy Steven UOzment StL 1982
a here A em I

Ulrich ÄSENDORF Eschatologie bei Luther 1967 See Heiko A OBERMAN Luther Mensch
7zwischen ott und Teutel 982 O0—2 5y and Heiko BERMAN Martın Luther Vorläuter
der Reformation In Veritikationen Festschrift für Gerhard Ebeling ZU Geburtstag/ ed
by erhar'! Jüngel 1982 91 1I119, here at 07—102
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Chafles V 218 Worms 1n 1321 Thus, the Juncture between the Augustin1an
dualism of the I1wo Kingdoms an the personal experience of faith impelled
Luther into his CaIicCcI 4A5 disrupter of this world’s order.

Luther’s second role, teacher of order, began with his reaction the
Wittenberg disorders less than YCaI after his defiance of the CINDCIOI atWorms.
In his »INnvOocavıt Sermons« of early 522, he hammered at the theme of soc1ial
order, asking the Wittenbergers: »But where 1S the Order? «22 1T10M this point
onward, he later ))I aV always een and always 111 be the side of
those agaınst whom insurrection 15 directed, matter how unJust their

23 The (divinely sanctioned| eed for socjal order and temporal authority
L1LOW became the Cantus firmus of his soc1al thought, through the disorders of

52E 76 when Luther hıs IMNOST forceful political pamphlets until, 1n
the catechisms of 1529, he laid OoOWN the developed form of his teaching
social order. It took the shape of the doectrine of Three Estates.

The literary of the doectrine of Three Estates reach back ancıent
Greece an! Plato, but the European form first took shape INn the northern French
heartland of feudalism during the eleventh and welfth centurlies.?*+4 Its division
of the soc1ial order Oratores, bellatores, laboratores served from the first
guard agaiınst INOTC egalitarian socjal not1ions. With the revival of Aristotle, the
division of SOClety into three estates orders, usually ecclesiastical, military
and C1VIiL, became the typical doctrine of social StTructure for the entire Christ-
ian-Aristotelian tradition.?> It CAaATe Luther both through scholastic theology
and through the medieval catechetical tradition.

Priıor the Wittenberg disorders, Luther understood the Three Estates 1n
quite traditional 5  / that God has ordained »fOr SOINC the matrimonial, fOr
others the ecclesiastical, an for yet others the political CS  CC  J he 1n

1519° Durıng the following decade, however, Luther altered the received

L  J 9, 10— 3; SCC Heinrich BORNKAMM:!: Martın Luther 1n der se1nes Lebens: das
ahrzehnt zwischen dem Wormser und dem Augsburger Reichstag/ ed by Karın Bornkamm .
CO 1979, RE E

23 Am 45, 63 S, 680,
Georges DuBY: Les tro1s ordres l’imaginaire du feodalisme. 1978 ‚Englis The three
orders: feudal sOCclety imagined/ transl by Arthur Goldhammer. Chicago, 11 1980)

25 Very valuable StL 15 uth MOHL The Three Estates ın medieval anı renalıssance literature.

C1it
N I an there ATIC ull reterences the (disappointingly Scanty) literature 1n Maurer: Op

.6 2, 734, 0—28
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doctrine three WaYy>S First he uprooted the Church’s PI1INACY an made the
three estates equal dignity Secondly, he claimed Biblical authority for the
doectrine an fOor the estates themselves: »But the holy orders an fTUu!: instıtutes
ounded DYy God 41C these three the priestly office the matrimonial estate the

Theretore such three 1Nst1tutes orders dICS-temporal authority
sed Dy C064 Word an ordinance.cThirdly, Luther CaInec SCC the estates NOot
45 distinct soc1al ZSrOUDINSS but modes of soc1jal relationships. »First of all«, he
J MUST be part of family, father mother, child, SEervant 0)8 maid
Secondly, VYOU MUStT live ı C1Ity the COUNILY cıtızen, subject 0)8

ruler Thirdly, VOU ATC part of the Church perhaps pastor 4SS1IStant
SEXION SOINC other WaY Sservant of the Church if only you aVeaear
the Word of God d

Within the framework of the Three Estates Luther developed his teaching of
the »calling« |vocat1io Beruf) which W as long the MOST hotly debated aspect of
his soc1ial teaching F W as contended particular that with single revolutio-
na stroke Luther transterred the CONCECDL of calling DYy
God secular trades and professions The truth be that Luther
completed transter which had een underway the welfth CCENLULY He
taught that mundo OMC stands NnOot alone but socjal relations for each
»bound this life another PCTI: These relations build from the
offices 1Nto which God calls individuals, which collectively make his her
soc1ial place and which IMNaYy change with the different Stages of life Inan INnaYy
be father his children husband his wife, master his councillor

his reg1MC subject his PIINCC and parishioner his CO  10N

Maurer Op C1It 33
8 7,6 504, E aa n

766 16—27 6913 here transl by George FORELL Faith 2ACT1Ve love
ınvest1igatıon of the principles underlying Luther social ethics 4, Many other key

4A1C translated Edward RANZ AnY the development of Luther thought
ustice, law and SOCIELY Cambridge Mass 19
The basic work Gustaf WINGREN Luthers lära kallelsen Lund 1942 (German Luthers
Lehre VO Beruf/ transli by Egon Franz 1952 English Luther vocatıion/ trans|i by
Rasmussen Phil 1957 See 10 Werner CONZE Beruf In Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe
historisches Lexikon ZALT politisch-sozialen Sprache Deutschland Vol 1978, 490—507,
here at 402 pass VeCTI the because 1t longer VC controversial

3I 390 331
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female child INaVYy become maid 1n SErVICE, wifte husband, mother
children, mi1istress her household, though NOT, think, councillor pastor.
The callings, which dIC webs of soc1ial relations an! NOLT socijal group1ings, form
the cContent of the Three Estates. Through them God SOVCILNS Hıs human
creatures.>? Each estate 1S thus politia divina,®3 but NOtT politia christiana,
which would be contradiction 1n. 4S social place 1S meaningless
deo

It W as Luther’s political reaction the problem of soc1lal order during the
5205 that created tensiıon between the hree Estates an the eNncompassıngz

of Iwo Kingdoms. Through his political pamphlets during the
523— 526, Luther developed his teaching temporal authority, chiefly the

of the sword punish wickedness, whose wielder 15 hardly bound by
Christian moral law .34 Finally, under the of authority and obedience
he presented, 1n the catechisms of 29, his unitied doctrine of patriarchal soc1al
authority. Following long catechetical tradition, Luther placed this teaching
under the rubric of the Fourth Commandment: » FOT all other forms flow from
4N ATC extens10ons of parental authority. 'hus all those who ATC called ‚lords
stand 1n the parents’ stead an necessarily take their aM authority rule
from Ithe parental office]. Therefore, the Bible calls them all ‚fathers:, because
they exercCc1ıise 1n their OVEINANCEC the office of father and ought regard their
folk with fatherly heart. Just AS5, Ian y d90O, the Romans an! others called
the lords an ladies of the households »patres et matres familias:, that 1S, ‚fathers
and mothers of the household:, they called their princes an rulers »patres
patrıae« ‚fathers of their COUNTFY“. It 1Ss shameftul that Christians today
on’t call them Dy the Saillec titles at least regard them an honor them 4S

32 ILL, 210, I 43, 106, 340, od’s actıon hrough the forms of this world 15
especlally powerfully expressed 1n the lectures enes1s of evas- for example at 43, 7O,
y See Iso the expos1ıtıon of Psalm 127 1524), 1n 15, 368, 185—23; 31 L, 410, B Sa E

33 See Gerhard (SLOEGE:!: Politia divina: die Überwindung des mittelalterlichen Sozialdenkens
UIC. Luthers Lehre VOIl der Obrigkeit, reprinted ın his Theologische Traktate. Vol Verkün-
digung und Verantwortung. CO 1967, 9—108, who concludes: »„Luthers Bedeutung für die
Geschichte des Staats- un! Gesellschaftsgedankens esteht darin, den Staat: und die
durch iıhn bezeichnete Wirklichkeit VO neuentdeckten Evangelium her verstand« (107
his conventional V1EW 1S, Maurer (OD. Git:) has shown, quıte 38%
I 625; S A W: See Lohse Martın Luther, 7TO: and Walter VO  z LOEWENICH: Luthers

ellung ZUT rigkei 1966) Luther und die Obrigkeit/ ed Dy Gunther olt 107/2,
425—442
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athers c All forms of authority being essentially paternal each pPEISON has
several kinds of father Some later Luther reversed the direction of this
unitication of »earthly« »outward« (äußerlich) authority Dy collapsing all
forms into the authority of the ruler

Although the unification of all authority i the ruler has absolutist I1115,
and though Luther MmMay avVe provided SOILLC gr1st for the absolutist mill through
his emphasis St Paul’s teaching obedience |Romans } he did NOtTt permıit
the ruler invade the father’ authority AA AR the household, the ))H3US « »das
NHaus«, step which Caillc only much later. Nor, the other hand, did
Luther allow the heads of household allıy claim of right OT obligation the
PIINCC.

The ruler i father of his land; the ather i ruler of his household. Luther’
teaching represents neither clear derivation of the State from the household
NOT of the household from the State; and he thus stands squarely neither Callıp
of the struggle between popular SOVere1gnty an absolutism The relationship
between household and State MaYy hbe characterized analogia soc1lalis the
ultimate model of which God’s SOVEIC18N authority VeCeT the created world
Through parallels an! COMPATNISONS between CCONOINL an politia
Luther reinforces the analogy an

The analogia socialis thus 41CCOB for the StErucCctures of LW  e of the Three
Estates an represents Luther attempt Jegitimize the principles of soc1ial
order What of the third estate the Church? Here the 1L1woO Kingdoms AURY the
Three Estates do NOt properly mesh Luther began with fundamental distinc-

35 5 152, 20—35; Maurer Op C1It 19—24
36 A 30 152 10153 3515531
37 See Von Loewenich Luthers Stellung ZUT Obrigkeit 43
35 tto BRUNNER Das »Sanzc Haus« und die alteuropäische »Okonomik« In his Neue Wege der

Verfassungs und Sozialgeschichte „nd ed 1968 103—-127; Michael MITTERAUER Reinhard
SIEDER The European amily patriarchy partnership trom the Middle Ages the present/
transl by Karla Oosterveen and Mantred Horzınger Chicago L1 1982 7 d RS |German Vom
Patriarchat ZUTLT Partnerschaft ZU Strukturwandel der Familie ”nd TICV ed 1980)]

39 See 16, 504, ıf
On Luther’ relationship absolutism, SCC NDOW Quentin SKINNER: The foundations of modern
political thought Vol Cambridge 1978, and the thoughtful conclusions of Sheldon
WOLIN Luther the theological and the political Wolin Politics an! 151012 CONtINULTY and
1iNnNOVatıo: Western political ough Boston 1960 Ta 1-— CSD 42—14.

41 A 40 207/, 361
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tiıon between the spiritual an temporal churches> corresponding the 1wo
Kingdoms, though the Church alone eX1Sts 1n double form, 1n both kingdoms:
„The first, which 15 natural, fundamental, essential and genu1lne, should call

spiritual, internal Christianity; the other, which 1S fabricated an external,
should call fleshly, outward Christianity. Not that want them,
ONne rom the other; but it 15 Just when talk about PCISON aN! call him
‚spiritual: according his soul an ‚fleshly: according his body.«42

The estate called »Church« 15 primarily this latter, »fleshly« Church, which
18 inked the other, »spiritual« Church through the preaching of the Word and
through the SaAcCcraments (OQ)ver the spiritual‘ Church the ruler ‚Obrigkeit)| 15
Christ alone, who » an 111 tolerate suffer head lordship 1n Hıs
Church, by virtue of which OLLC PCISON might str!1ve be higher and better than
another«.%3 Thus, although the visiıble Church 0€Ss nNnOot M1rTTror the spiritual,
»FIIUE « Church, neither did Luther g1ve 1t patriarchal principle of authority of
1ts OW. analogous the other L[WO estates his 15 the 1C4SON for his oJack of
ecclesiological program«** and for the Church’s »disputed an indeterminate«
relationship the other LW  a estates.*> It 1s also the unstable theological ground
of all those odd ftorms of the Lutheran territorial church, distinct but NOtT
utonomou

Through 1ts unıque subordination 1ts COUNTLEIDPAIT 1n the ICSNUNM dei, the
visıble Church remaılns crippled, amorphous estate Luther surely intended
that the Three Estates be universal 1n and symmetrical 1n form »God’s
estates exX1st and endure through all kingdoms, through the whole world, an for

long it chall Jlast. «46 The priesthoods, cults an! religious laws of NOMN-

Christian peoples, particularly the ancıent Hebrews, might constıitute churches
mundo, but only the preaching of the Word and admıinistration of the

SaAacCraments forge connection between churches 1n both kingdoms. While
Luther MaNasecSs prevent the radically egalitarian »spiritual« Church from
invading the world of the Three Estates through this connection this would
ave produced illegitimate »theocracy« the connection itsel{t robs the

6, 296, 38 297, See Wolfgang STEIN: Das kirchliche Amt bei Luther. Wiesbaden 1974,
O2—2 Lohse Martın Luther, 57, summarızes the of the quest1on.

43 47, 233 s
Lohse Martin Luther, 8

4 Maurer: Op CiE:. 124.
46 31 II 410, 16
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»fleshly« Church of the character of true estate Speaking strictly
mundo, there{fore, 1n Christian SOC1letYy there AIC only L[WO estates, family an
ate; which 1n fact moved 1n take OVCI much of the control of religious
discipline 1n Lutheran territories.*/

'his analysis helps illuminate the od development of Luther’s teaching
the Church.*® Until 522 OT1 523, Luther emphasized the priesthood of all

believers, VEn the extent of sometıimes seem1ng derive ecclesiastical
office from 1 Then, presumably 1n reaction the Wittenberg disorders, eas-
ants War and Anabaptism, his focus chifted from general priesthood sacer-
dotium) ecclesiastical office (ministerium). 'h1is change 1all parallel the
tendency of the regNum diaboli become, 1n Luther’s CVYCS, merely the rCSNUNL
mundi an! for the Church be COTNC third zovernment« (drittes Regı1-
ment).“? The tension, however, Was resolved: the sacerdotium took
visible form; the mıinısterıum became utonomou

IT

Throughout 1ts long history, Lutheranism has eCeCn nagged by Luther’s refusal
permit the priesthood of believers take visible torm ın the regNUM mundiıi

4S congregationally organized Church, either In the constrained, Zwinglian
form 1n the ireer, Anabaptist ON  @ Hıs decision agalınst reconstituting the
Church 1n this WAdY, which he reached sometime between 52I an 5y MUST

be traced 1n large part his profound mi1istrust of the COIMMON people an! his
fear of soc1al equality.>° Contempt for „Lord Everybody« \Herr Omnes] an »the
mob« (der Pöfel) 1U1S like red thread through his WIlLtInNgs between the
Revolution of 525 3al S33 the yYCal after the Diet of Augsburg.>1 The king-

4.7 See Gerald STRAUSS: Luther’s house of learning: indoctrination of the yOoUNg 1ın the (‚erman
Retormation. Baltimore; 97 8, 0S8—1

45 See Lohse Martın Luther, 80
Maurer: Op Cit;;

5 There 15 nothing this theme than Friedrich LEZIUS: Gleichheit und Ungleichheit:
Aphorismen ZUI Theologie und Staatsanschauung Luthers. In Greifswalder Studien: theologi-
sche Abhandlungen, ermann Cremer ZU sjährigen Professore\:njubiläum dargebrac. C4}
1895, 285—326

5 I I G3 7_I6/ 676, 34{; O77 31; 28, 250, 8; WA Br y 93, 231114328 31 MayYy 1529; WA29,
600, 3 32, 485, WA IR 1, 360, 20—24.(758]; 2, 314, —30 2082), 16 June — I4 August EL
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dom of this world, he agaınst the rebels in 525, »CannOot endure where
there 15 inequality of PCISONS, that SOINC dIiC free an SOTLIC bound, SOINC Ar
lords and S(TILIC subjects«.>2 Unlike MOST Christian Aristotelians, Luther COIl-

demned revolt agalnst the ruler 1n all C:  J arguıng that the prince, however
unjust, 111 kl fewer PCISONS than 111 the rebels >3

Luther’s fear of social equality an rebellion explains sufficiently his litelong
preference for monarchy.** He did NOtTt condemn »arıstOCcraCy, 1ın Germany,
the ancient| Roman empiıre an! Ven1ce«, an! he NEW that in remote COTNEIS
of the Empire, 1n Ditmarsh an Switzerland, there W as »democracy, where
INanYy of the Common Man rule« 'his knowledge did NOt blunt, however, his
Convıctiıon that ordinary folk ATC incapable of govern1ng their () W affairs.

Luther’s lack of contidence 1n ordinary people INaYy be SCCH 1n the light of his
OW.: socjal experl1ence. Luther lived 1n SaXonYy which lacked the dense nNnet-
work of durable and communal institutions that characterized the
older settled lands of the (:;erman South and West.>/ The general ecCconOomı1cC
IECOVECIY after 1470, and In particular the wealth that flowed 1n silver Streams
from the Erzgebirge and other mınıng districts, nNOot only made Saxon urban lite
fluid an unstable, 1t also made the State far less dependent than elsewhere
local institutions.>® The remark of Saxon travelers westward, quoted above,
that they WCIC g01Ng »1INtoO the EmMp1re«, had soc1lal 4S ell geographical

5 I8, 22 7, 6—
53 28, 250, See Iso the long diatribe agaınst rebels 28, 246, 35 2L

Lezius: Op C:, 303 Luther’s VIEW the Imperial cCOonstıitution aTe analyzed by Wolfgang
ÜUNTHER: artın Luthers Vorstellung VO  o der Reichsverfassung. 976, CSD Ka80

X3 4, 240, 41—43 4342), February 1539 See his COM MENTS about the nobles 1n »Ob
Kriegsleute uch 1 seligen Stand se1n können« 19, 643, 644,

56 4, 240, 431 4342) See his COMMENT 1n I 635, I7f »Man Sagt, die Schweytzer
haben Vvorzeıten uch yhre Sberherrn erschlagen und sich se frey gemacht eifc

5 / See 1n general ascC. Sachsen 1m Zeitalter der Reformation; and Karlheinz BLASCHKE: DiIie
Struktur der Gesellschaft 1m obersächsischen Raum ZUr eıt Luthers. eıtrage ZUT Geschichte
der deutschen Sprache und Lıteratur 1970),Z Günther Vogler has recently reminded

that the COILINUNE WwWas nNOot unıversal German instıiıtution and WAas weak absent 1n the
German Ekast. AR:!  ® Literaturbericht 982), x review1ing eter BLICKLE: Deutsche Unterta-
nen ein Widerspruch.

58 LAUBE!: Studien über den erzgebirgischen Silberbergbau VoNn 1470 bis 1546 „nd ed
1976, 281, notes that the miıinıiıng districts exhibit »relativ fortgeschrittene gesellschaftliche

Verhältnisse mıiıt Übergangscharakter«. On uca ICVENUCS, sSCce ibid., 778
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MCAaNLNS The ON CeNter of stability this soclally fluid world W as the
territorial State which Luther »  S day waxed fat the silver from the

Luther Was Orn ell 1Nt0o upwardly mobile family which W as INOV111$
aWAY from 1fSs rural He had PIODCI hometown spending his boyhood

Eisleben Mansteld Magdeburg an Eisenach before landing the S1-

C and the MONASTEIY at Erfurt Neitheranprovided him ıth COIDS of
lasting riends an comrades 4N from Erturt he went Wittenberg, S1-

C without Corporate traditions There perhaps during his last LWENTLY
Luther found colleagueship and COOPeEeratıiıoN

Tradition and EXDEILENCEC shaped both skeletal STIruCcCtures of Luther social
teaching, the 1Iwo Kingdoms an the Three Estates The 1wo Kingdoms which
expressed Luther development during the 105 from troubled professor 1Nto

reformer emerged from the transtormation of Augustinıan tadition through
his personal search for The Three Estates which expressed Luther
development during the 5205 from retftormer 1Ntfo Protestant churchman
emerged from the transformation of Christian Aristotelian soc1ial thought
through his revulsion at soc1lal disorder 1wo traditions OLLIC Augustin1an the
other Christian Aristotelian both essentially medieval 1I1wo CXDEI1CNCES ON

deeply personal and radical the other soc1al anNn! CONSErVatıve both reflecting
the distintegration of medieval thought and 1INSLE1ILULLONS

The development of Luther teaching the hree Estates during the 205
softened an dampened the harsh antınomı1es of the I1wo Kingdoms Luther
became BVOT LNOIC entangled this world NOot least through his advice
PI1INCCS The lack of conformity, however between the 1I1wo Kingdoms and the

59 Blaschke Sachsen Zeitalter der Reformation, 126
60 See Karlheinz LASCHKE Wechselwirkungen 7zwischen der Retormation und dem Autbau des

Territorialstaates Der 29 1970], 347364
61 Brecht: Op CIT., y Oberman: Luther, OL, judges the soc1ial conditions of Luther oyhood

already »MOdern« neuzeitlich|)
62 Lohse artın Luther, 197, notes, »das Bild VO:  } der Obrigkeit ist für Luther Ooitfen bar

erhneblıchem Maße UrC. die !fahrung IMN1t Friedrich dem Weısen und der kursächsischen
Regierung bestimmt« g00d deal of Tes. alit has een brought 1Nto the subject of Luther and
the PIINCES by LW 00 Hermann KUNST Evangelischer Glaube und politische Verantwor-
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Three Estates at their chief point of Juncture, the Church, disappeared.
Through the boundary poured the insplratıon for Pıetism, that »CGGerman 1:
tanısm«, whose PIrOgram called for »CONVers1ion and regeneration 1n the SErVICE
of the soc1al improvement of the world and humanity«.® Defamed by Ritschl
an! offhandedly dismissed by Troeltsch, Pıetism an! 1ts sOc1jal actıyısm
nonetheless lay claim, alongside Orthodoxy’s soc1lal quieti1ism, ®“ Luther’s
practical Jegacy reforming professor and pastor. Much, indeed, of his teaching
softens with admonitions Christian love the harsh conduct of the world’s
affairs, nOot least 1n ecCcOoNOMI1C matters, in which his notoriously anticapitalist
attitudes 4TE VCILIY ell documented.®>

Many a! eloquent ATC the claims for Luther’s shaping influence the
modern ASC, rangıng from Hegel’s contention that »C1vil reedom aM the public
rule of 1aw ATC solely the fruit of the rediscovered reedom 1n God«;° recent

tung artın Luther als politischer Berater seiner Landesherrn und seine Teilnahme den
Fragen des öffentlichen Lebens. 1976; and FEike WOLGAST: Die Wittenberger Theologie und
die Politik der Evangelischen Stände: Studien Luthers Cutachten ın politischen Fragen. C
19785 It 15 worth not1ing that Frederick the Wiıse and („eorge the Bearded werec unusually able
and steady figures 1n princely generatıon of which three members had be eposed fOor
Strange violent behavior: uke Heinrich of Württemberg, Margrave Christoph I of Baden,
and Margrave Friedrich V of Brandenburg-Ansbach NO mentıon the exploits of uke
Ulrich of Württemberg!

63 arl HINRICHS: Preußentum und Pietismus: der Pıetismus ın Brandenburg-Preufßen als reli-
giös-sozlale Reformbewegung. C# I197/1,

64 TThe long compalıgn extricate Luther from »Melanchthonian Orthodoxy« have
begun with Ritschl’s attempt OV! Luther’s relevance the modern asCc see Lotz Op Cit:.

70—1 The suggestion has recently been renewed by Oberman: Luther, S, that Orthodoxy
WwWas formed bDy Melanchthon. It 18 business of miıine here COMMENtT this century-long
indecision about what of Luther’s thought ought be carried into the future I merely
point Out that it requires great credulity believe, 4ATIC asked do, that the social
CcConservatısm of Lutheran Orthodoxy represents NOL genulıne development of Luther’s
hought but the product of »misunderstanding« of Luther Dy those who knew and loved him
best.

65 FoOor theological orlentation, SCC Paul LTHAUS:! The ethics of artın Luther/ transl]. by Robert
Schultz. Phil 1972, chap. German DIie Ethik Martın Luthers. C4 196 Y;; 1LGÖO=1 8); an! for
VE brief historical orientatlion, SCC Francesca SCHINZINGER:! Ansatze ökonomischen Denkens
von der Antike bis ZuUr Reformationszeit. 1977, 96—I01I.

66 T10m German translation of eOorg Friedrich Wilhelm HEGEL/’S Latın rectorial ddress ın 30,
excerpted bDy Heinrich BORNKAMM:: Luther 1mMm Spiegel der deutschen Geistesgeschichte. N! ed

GO 1970, 237
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COMMEeNtT that Luther » ONC of the PICDaAaICIS of those transformations
through which kurope entered the AaSC of bourgeois revolutions«.67 What
ECEVCI their truth other grounds, such claims dIC hardly justified Dy Luther’s
social teaching. The radical possibilities of the revived Augustin1an dualism
and Luther’s OW.: struggle for weIc caught and held Dy Christian-Aristote-
lian soc1lal thought aMn Luther’s frenetic search for authority. Caught and held,
but NOtTt extinguished, for 1n the Church the boundary between the Iwo Kıng-
0oOMmMs remained thin an translucent enough allow the egalitarianism of the
FrCSNUMN dei be perceived 1in ghostly outline DYy the TIeCSNUIN mundi. Tenuous
1t WAas, the connection 4C10S55 this boundary sutfficed keep the Church from
becoming mıe soc1ial estate, though the connection could NOT, the other
hand, trouble the of authority, hierarchy an! 1n the other LW'  &b}
estates The Church thus possessed neither hierarchical of 1ts OW.: OM

of the Three Estates 1107 world-transfiorming through 1ts un1ıque COMIMNCC$-

tıon between the 1I1wo Kingdoms. Here lies the single innovatıon of
Luther’s teaching soc1al order: the Church ceased be institution of
soc1ial/ authority an independence. Standing at the Juncture of the I1wo
Kingdoms with the Three Estates, shaped Dy double tradition an double
experience, Luther’s Church possessed the specific qualities and DOWCIS of
neither.

The Luther who becomes Vi$iblé in the broad soc1al landscape of sixteenth-
CCeHNTUTY Germany, ONCE dismantle the walls erected by his modernizers, 1S
CONSsServatıve revolutionary, 1111l of the Church. It 15 pertectly fruitless seek
in his thought turnıng poıint 1n the history of kuropean ideas about
CCONOINYV, SOCI1etYy and the State On the ground of the Church; however, the

of his teaching proved both radical an permanent. 10 the degree that the
Church 1ın AT before Luther’s time W as genuılıne soc1lal instiıtuti1on, this change
constitutes the claim OUT historical attention of Luther’s social teaching.

AA

Luther’s mature social teaching combined the Augustinlian idea of the
I1wo Kingdoms with the Christian-Aristotelian idea of the Three Estates.

67 Erich HONECKER: Unsere eıt erlangt Parteinahme für Fortschritt, VEund Menschlich-
keit In Martın Luther und 186716 eıit Konstitulerung des Martin-Luther-Komitees der DD  Z

13 Junı 1980 1ın Berlin. 1980, 13
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Stafting from radically Augustin1an dualism during the later J
Luther developed the trıpartıte doctrine of ecclesia, 0economı1a an politia In

the social disorders of the 526 |Wittenberg disorders,
Peasants’ War, Anabaptism)].

The development of Luther’s teaching 1S be explained Dy his eXxper1-
ust his personal struggle for SIACC transtormed the 1woO Kingdoms

into WCaDOI of reform, his reaction the soc1al disorders transtormed the
Three Estates 1into instrument of soc1ial order.

The LW  ®] entirely worldly estates, family and State, AVE COTILNLLTLLON UuC-
ture which 15 patriarchal an authoritarian, but NOtTt absolutist.

The Chureh, the third estate, became neither force fOr radical change
through 1ts unıque connection the ICSNUMM dei 110OT patriarchal, authoritarian
estate like the family and the State 'his indeterminancy marks the chief point
of Juncture between the 1wo Kingdoms an the Three Estates.

The chief respeCL 1n which Luther’s soc1lal teaching Can be sa1d avVe had
normatıve value for the kuropean future 1S this: the Church ceased be soc1ial
institution of independent authority a!

A


