
The Use and Abuse of Luther’s Political Advice

By IC GCritsch

(‚reatıon and Obrigkeit
The political Luther 15 neuralgic theme 1n Luther research. But debate
about the political Luther Calil should 1gnore his basic STanCce towards politics:
1t 15 part of God’s Order 1n creation; and this order 15 manitested the law, OTC

COomponen 1n the cCOomMmuUnIcCcatıon of Go0d’s word, 1n PIODCI distinction from the
other COMPONECNT, the gospel. Luther’s theological V1sS10N of creatıon 1S governed
by the well-known scheme of LWO regıiments realms |Regimente| an three
estates (Stände) „hierarchies.« Whereas non-human life 15 ordered by laws of
nature, human life 1S ordered by the three estates of family, temporal SOVEIN-
ment (Obrigkeit), and the church. » These AA the three hierarchies ordained by
God, and eed INOLIC; indeed aV enough do 1n living aright an
resisting the devil 1n these three. s

Luther Was concerned about the PIODCI distinction between these three
hierarchies, especially the distinetion between family and Obrigkeit ONC side
and the church the other. Family and Obrigkeit AdIC ordained
order, equilty, and Justice 1n the face of the constant human temptatıon
conftuse the divine anı the human realms, which cCreates chaos. The church 15
ordained console CONSCIENCES with the promise of { 8 K  S creation inıtiated by
Christ, who NUuU Hıs body, the church earth, by of word and
Sacrament: Whereas the Obrigkeit 15 identitied DYy the sword, the church 15
recognized by the word, audible 1n proclamation and visible 1n sacramental
enactmen Luther contended that the realms of the Ssword and of the word aATCc

NOt separated but rather distinguished the LtWO WaYy>S 1n which the ONC God
maılintaıns order 1n fallen creatlon. Since satanıc Anfechtung lurks everywhere
1n the world, the tamily, Obrigkeit, and the church A4dIC to work together avo1d
chaos.

Von den Konzziliis un! Kirchen, Am AL K 652, 15-20. 'his 15 NOTt the place
discuss the »J]rrgarten« of the doctrine of the LW kingdoms; ct Eric RITSCH!: Martın
od’s COUT' jester: Luther retrospect. Phil 1983, -129
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Luther considered baptism be the decisive liınk between the LWO regıiments
and the three estates The three estates NCOIMMPDASS all human vocatl1ons. As
early 4S 520, he linked baptism the reform of the church when he contended
that whoever 1st baptized 15 already priest, bishop, and DODC It, therefore,
bishops failed 1n their vocatıon, princes could and should become »CINCISCHCY
bishops« /Notbischötfe] the basıs of their baptism.? Normally, princes dIC

»gardeners and caretakers« of their subjects, »fathers and helpers« whom 15
entrusted the preservatıon of creatiıon from chaos.3 But when the interım the
meantıme between Christ’s 4SCENSION and Hıs return INCAN, 16 evil,
EINCISCILCY ATC 1ın order.

Luther’s political advice WAas gıven from this perspective of the PIODCI rela-
tionship between the estates, baptism, and VvOocat1ons. He SdAVC advice with
confidence In God’s promı1se of DNCW creation and with StroNg 0OSse of
skepticism regarding human achievements 1n the old creati1on. He lived VCIY
much 1ın the present, 1n kairological time filled with Anfechtungen but also

with the spiritual lıfe that 15 COILC Behind the mask of history he
discerned the eus absconditus who exercised Hıs majestıc CVCIMN

Christ the One Call know with certainty what this God has 1n
mind He g1Vves with those who live Dy faith 1ın Christ alone, and He also
takes AaWaVY with wrath the PUIDOSC of which CannoOot be SCCIL

Luther’s principal spiritual advice Wa  N when 1n Anfechtung about the
maJjesty of Zod flee from the God of wrath the God of Christians
ought live DYy faıth alone and NOtT WOILLY about the spiritual value of their gz00d
works, for then they eed feel guilt for advice that did NOT accomplish what 1t
intended; and they Cal CO  tfe specific sS1tuat1ions without being OVCI-

whelmed by ultimate
Luther WwWas by political thinker.* It W as 4S preacher of the word of

God that he SaVC political advice, preacher who had earned be astonished
and wonder AT the StTaANSE WaVYVS of God, but who W as willing usc COTILLIL1LOIN

and pastoral CONCECEIN when g1V1Ing counsel. He W as quıte of how

den christlichen Adel deutscher atıon VOI des christlichen Standes Besserung, 2 Am
44, 129 6 408, S-I  —
Letter Elector John dated May 2 1530O; 4.9, 307 210 Br $ 336; SE 53 1572}

with John ÄLLEN: history of political thought ın the sixteenth CENTLUTY. 1961I,
» | mysel{f ind that he WwWas 1n allıy strıict political thinker at all.«

08



inadequate his advice might be, and felt sheepish and oolish 1n world he SAa W

fooling itself and being fooled DYy God.> But he W as convinced that God ruled 1n
the midst of tomfoolery, usıng preachers like Jjesters advise rebuke
the world’s rulers.® He knew that the Obrigkeit 1n particular needed CON:

reminders that God W as 1in charge. Most ruler ATC fools and scoundrels, thinking
they Cal the distinction between divine and human}which 15

why w1se prince 15 » mighty Taic bird«
Luther’s political advice the electoral princes of aXOnY, his OW.: Obrigkeit,

W as influenced by the posıtıve attitudes each had toward the other. The Electors
Frederick, John, and ohn Frederick all respected Luther, and Luther considered
them the »TYTATIC birds« ıIn flock of often unreliable an ambitious princes.
Luther’s basıc STanCce 1$ reflected 1n the advice he SaVC Elektor John 1n 528, in
the cContext of the Saxon visıtatıons: the elector cshould continue the role the
Emperor Constantıne had played 1n sSsummoOoN1Ng the eaders of the church
Nıicea achieve retorm an! and 4vo1d dissension an strite 1n atters

of doctrine.® Electors Frederick and ohn generally heeded Luther’s political
advice, particularly with regard ecclesiastical retorm.? He NECW that few
princes WeIC 4S noble and fair 1n their role of Obrigkeit 4S the Saxon electors. At

tiımes, 5SaXonYy appeared Luther aV become model of Solomonic poli-
t1CS, existing according God’s word and blessed with the gifts of divine love.19
In Con  ‘J Luther viewed Catholic rulers 4Sperof the gospel 1n Jeague
with bad Christians, Jews, Turks, and »Schwärmer«.11

Auft des KOön1gs England Lästerschrift Titel, artın Luthers Antwort, 3, 32, 6-14
den christlichen del Am 44, 123 > 6, 404, 241; )as fünfte, sechste un! siebente

Kapitel Matthei gepredigt und ausgelegt, 30-=1 3 Am 2 124 32, 402, S-I

Von weltlicher Oberkeit, w1e weıt 11111 ihr Gehorsam schuldig sel, Am Z s
167
VorredeZ „Unterricht der Vısıtatoren die Pfarrherrn 1m Kurfürstentum Sachsen«, 8ö ..
Am 4O, 273 26, 200, 28-34
arl I RÜDINGER: Luthers Briete und GCutachten weltliche Obrigkeiten ZuUuTl Durchführung
der Reformation. 197/5, 142 »Di1e Kurtürsten Johann un:! ohann Friedrich handelten
weitgehend nach seinen Anweısungen.«
Wilhelm MAURER: Der kursächsische Salomo: Luthers Vorlesungen über Kohelet (1 26} und
über das Hohelied (1 30/3 In Antwort 4a4UuS der Geschichte: Beobachtungen un! yrwagungen
Z geschichtlichen Bild der Kirche; Walter UDress ZU: 65 Geburtstag/ hrsg. VO  } Wolfgang
Sommer un Mitwirkung Von Helmut Ruppel. 969, SOr
Eike WOLGAST! Luther und die katholischen Fürsten. Luther und die politische Welt/ hrsg.
VO  w Erwın Iserloh und Gerhard Müller Redigiert VO  5 Johannes och 984, 62
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Luther discovered that the satanıc disruption of order 1ın God’s creation 15
always linked specifics, usually disputes OVeCT finances and terr1ıtory. He
felt obliged advise the dukes of Manstfeld, especlally Albrecht, curb their
greed and Caic LLLOIC for the weltfare of their subjects, the maJjor1ty of whom
WeTIC m1ıners burdened by unjust labor practices.*“ He his last days 1n
Eisleben settling complicated s1ıtuation involving the dukes of Mansteld.

Luther advised princes uscCc the ban and the Ssword fight chaos and
rebellion 1n order PDICSCIVC order 1n creatlion. Rebels ikke Thomas untzer and
the unster Anabaptists deserved But he also criticized princes
indeed he called them satanıc when they attempted 1mpose total control In
their terrıtor1es, including control OVCI the souls of their subjects.13 He COMN-

tended that ruler had the right control souls, and if he did 1t W Aas the duty
of Christians resist him the basıis of the apostolic injunction obey C208
rather than human beings (Act C 29} However, Luther rejected all notions of
violent resistance the part of the COILLILLOIN people. 40 him, such resistance
W AasSs nothing but satanıc, utoplan »Schwärmerei«. He called instead fOr
allegiance the only Erue and final INnsurrection which Christ had begun »with
Hıs mouth«.14

Although Luther intended be guided by his theological ratonale for order 1n
fallen creatıon when Z1VINg political advice, he times increased the ens1i0on

between rationale and advice the breaking point. Hıs advice kıl!
rebellious and »Schwärmer« 15 example, dIC his advice Philip
of Hesse cCommıiıt bigamy and his advice the princes persecute the Jews.
But the whole, Luther remained CONsıstent. At least he W as SagaC1l0uUs 1n
discerning the S1N of confusing human and divineJ be ıt 1n the political
realm ın the realm of life 1n general. He W as convinced that all political advice

ermann KUNST:!: Evangelischer Glaube un! politische Verantwortung: artın Luther als
politischer Berater seiner Landesherrn Uun! seine Teilnahme den Fragen des öttentlichen
Lebens. 1976,
Luther rejected territorial church orders that permitted total Oovernment control. Letter dated
October 2 543 the superintendent of Dresden, Daniel YelIser (WA Br I 436, 3-I1 139 30|);
c£ Iso Heinrich BORNKAMM: [)as Rıngen reformatorischer otıve 1n den Anfängen der saächsi-
schen Kirchenverfassung. ARG 41 948]), 3}
Eıne Vermahnung allen Christen, sich hüten VOT Aufruhr un! EmpoOrung, Am
45, 671 S, 683, I8f; ct Iso Erıic RITSCH:! Luther and violence: reappraisal of
neuralgic theme SC} 1972]), 3758
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MUST be grounded In obedience the First Commandment of the Decalogue,
let God be God, and that violation of this commaAanNndment leads idolatry an 15
based the desire »IO be like God« .15

IT Ahusus NO  > tollit USUum)

The history of the effect (Wirkungsgeschichte] of Luther’s political advice
discloses LLOTC abuse than PIODCI us:  e More often than NOT, the abuse 15 closely
inked misunderstanding misınterpretation of what Luther sa1d and did
when conftfronted with diverse political s1tuat1ons. At tımes, practiıtioners of
hindsight use hermeneutics of cCoNven1lence and present the political Luther

MI1rror image of their OW. aBC But whatever the method, the neuralgic aspecCt
of allıy such history 1st the so-called doectrine of the *[WO kingdoms.

Recent Casc studies of how the doctrine has een sed in Lutheranism ave
demonstrated that Luther’s 1eW of the tWO realms and three estates has een
substantially abused.1® The findings disclose LW basic abuses. The first 15 the
collapse of the LW regiments into ONC SOVEINANCEC embodied DYy ZgOVeErNMENT,
which also dominates family and church his caesaropapism Was MOStT vividly
represented 1n Nazı GermanYy by the slogan » kingdom, ONC people, ONe
leader« (»Ein Reich, ein Volk, ein Führer!«]J, and by the establishment of
»„»Reichskirche«.17 The second abuse 15 the separatıon of the L[WO regıiments an
the three estates 'his particular abuse PTI'  S independent spheres of lite,
each of which generates 1ts OW. and eX1Sts within sSystem of political
pluralism. Both these abuses Create » special problem of destroyed wholeness«,
e »the dangerous chift of emphasis from political responsibility diakonia of

15 Gn 3, See Luther’s explanation the 1rS Commandment 1ın the arge catechism; BOOK
ONCORD. ed Dy Theodore Tappert Phil 1959, 365-369 ||> BSLK, 560, 569, 31 L,
133, 37 35

16 See the illuminating work Dy the Department oft Studies ot the Lutheran World Federation:
LUTHERAN SALI MIRROR SOCIETY?: AasSsc studies the theory and practice of
the LW kingdoms doctrine/ ed by Ulrich Duchrow. (Geneva 1977 ZwEeEI REICHE UN.
REGIMENTE: Ideologie der evangelische UrJentierung? internationale Fall. und Hintergrund-
studien 7ASNE Theologie und Praxıs lutherischer Kirchen 1mM Jahrhundert/ hrsg. VON Ulrich
Duchrow. GU 19775 1 wo AN  ® ONE OR sourcebook ın Christian social ethics/
ed by arl ertz 1976

I Lutheran churches e1028
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charity«.18 As result, Luther’s idea of wholistic CATO© for the neighbor 1n eed
has beed downgraded charity that separates religion from politics.!?

T'he historical trajectory of abuse begins with ohift of emphasis regarding the
relationship between Obrigkeit and cC1it1zens. Philip Melanchthon 11497-I1 5 60

longer considered g00d Obrigkeit » mighty L1Aaic bird Instead, he CONSI1-
dered Obrigkeit divine ordinance whom Christians should be subject 1n the
S\atiile 1LLANLNCT they ATC subject »„»the laws of the SC4SO11S and the change of
wınter and SUumMMEeETr« .20 Such 1eW of Oovernment precludes the critical ten-
S10N between the gospel and Obrigkeit that Luther had advocated. Seventeenth-
CENTLULY Lutheran Orthodoxy accepted this statıc VIeW, and coordinated
ecclesjastical cCOonst1itutions with those of the The church, the third estate
1n Luther’s scheme, WAas 1O comprised of three COMPPONECNIS eCONOMLIC,
political, and ecclesiastical representing loyal, NOT critical lınk with
g0OvernmeNtT. The church thus functioned part of the body politic 1n
terr1tory 1n which the prince Was SUIMNIMMUS ePISCODUS. In this >  I1 Lutheran
Orthodoxy had revived the medieval synthesis of prince an priıest, with the
latter being all the baptized who NO constituted the Landeskirche of gıven
terr1ıtory.

There WCIC eXCEPtIONS this prevailing 1eW Matthias Flacius (1 520 = | |,
who idolized Luther, objected the princes controlling the church, and abeled
them the embodiment of » DCW political Antichrist«. 21 oger Williams ca
604-I } the English champion of religious liberty, cited Luther 1n SUPPOIT of

his cCampa1gn church and According Williams, there 15
definite coNNnectıon between reedom of CONSCIENCE anı! Luther’s distinction
between spiritual and temporal realms; CONsScClencCe MUST remaın free an the

IMNUSt be separated from spiritual matters.??2 his abuse 15 quıte ditferent
from that of the defenders of territorial Lutheran orthodoxy. Yet both A

abuses, SINCE Luther advocated neither Caesaropapısm L1LOT spiritualistic
notion of faith

L5 Ibid, 302-305 3LE 315; quotatıon, AL E Ibid, SI
Apology of the Augsburg Contession, art .6 6; Book of Concord, 223 BSLK, 309, 1-6 5 M

Jörg BAUR: Flacius radıkale Theologie. TThK 197/ 5), 368
The link between Luther anı Williams has een analysed by Dietrich ERDMANN: oger
Williams: das Abenteuer der Freiheit. jel 1967 Williams’ reterence Luther 15 1n the Preface

»The bloody tenant vet 1INOTE bloody« oger WILLIAMS: The complete WIltings. Vol
1963, 191

68 8



(:;erman and Amerıcan pletists reacted cCaesaropapıst VIEeEWS by urging the
Obrigkeit COODperate with the church 1n establishing the kingdom of C268
earth by WadY of good works of love and Jüstice. ugus ermann Francke
1737 obbied fOr governmental institutions GAate for general education an!
welfare, appeal that W as heeded by the Prussıan overnmen(t. »K1ings ATı
princes MUST be awakened« he declared, »50 that the kingdom of Satan 1n the
world might be demolished and the kingdom of God erected« 3 The Amerıcan
pletist Samuel Simon Schmucker 1799 -1873| W as CVCI1 INOTEC optimıst1c about
cooperatıon between church and enhance the kingdom of God Appeal-
Ing Luther’s SP1r1t 1n the »Augsburg Confession«, he urged the church »IO

inculcate the Justice of revolution« 1n those overnments which, like the
Amerıcan overnment, failed bring end such S1NS slavery.?* Luther
W as not that optimıist1c, being convinced that Christians Al always remaın
»simultaneously righteous and INnnerS« (»simul Just1 et DeECCAtOrES«) long
they eX1ISt 1n this world

Pietism 1n general did NOt advocate dualistic distinction between Luther’s
[WO regıments, but 1t often did ENCOUILASC people become relatively indepen-
ent of govern1ing bodies. It allied itself with peasant movement opposed
monarchy and the church 1n Scandinavla, especlally 1n Finland. his
attitude Was also transmitted by pletist mi1iss1ionarles Asıa, Africa, an Latın
America.

The Enlightenment, the INse of iberal bourgeois sOclety 1n continental
Ekurope, an! COMBHGEH for » Protestant socijal« (evangelisch-soziale) values
especially 1n (:erman politics produced particularly pervertedunderstanding
of Luther. Frederick (Z 2, 740 6, later dubbed »The (:reat« F prince
of Prussı1a, expressed regrets that Luther W as not enlightened Deist, but
granted him PITECUISOLY Sp1ir1ıt 1n that direction. He added that Luther should
ave advocated nontrinıtarlıan, Socin1an Christianity that subjects itselt COIMN-

pletely the monarchy.?>

23 Quoted ın Erich BEYREUTHER!: ugus Hermann Francke, 3-172 euge des lebendigen
(‚ottes Marburg/Lahn 6,
Quoted in 1I1wo kingdoms and O!  ( world, 12

25 Letter dated May EFA Voltaire; quoted 1n Ernst /FEDEN: The legacy of Luther:
artın Luther an the Reformation ın the estimatıon of the (serman Lutherans from Luther’s
death the beginning of the asC of Goethe (Martin Luther un! die Retormation 1m Urteil des
deutschen Luthertums (engl.) Dy uth Mary Bethell L  } Westmuinster, 954,
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Throughout the nineteenth CENTLUTY, politicians and intellectuals 1n GermanYy
sed Luther SUPDOIT their ( W understanding of the relationship between
Christianity and the secular world They claimed that Luther had advocated

spiritual, inward life of faith which had bearing external political
decisions. hıs posıtıion Was promulgated by the eaders and spokesmen
for the (‚+erman Evangelical-Social Congress, of which Friedrich aumann
11860 -1919] Was typical example. He insisted that Luther had regarded politi-
cal atters 4S Iying outside the sphere of the Christians INCSSasc of salvation,
and that what OIIC 0€Ss c1ıtizen 15 not inftormed by the Christian faith the
Bible 10 be Christian be inwardly free ftrom lite’s external compul-
S10NS, »and 1t 1s iın this part of OUTI ife that 111 first of all be SETVAanNts
of Jesus«.+° hus Christianity W as restricted the inner personal sphere,
4S UtoOonNnOMOU 45 the external political ON The historical-eritical Luther
research initiated by arl oll 11866-1926] produced considerable debate about
Luther’s political advice but did NOLT end the abuse. oll detended Luther the
ploneer of the modern »culture STAate« ‚Kulturstaat), but Ernst Troeltsch
(1 930 viewed Luther 4S the advısor advocates of territorial absolutism
(particularly 1n Prussia). Such absolutism, according Troeltsch, 15 simply
repetition in modern dress of medieval authoritarianism, encouraged first by
Luther and then by his modern disciples.27

The Mse of Nazısm 1n GermanYy prompted »(jerman Christians« Deutsche
Christen] invoke Luther and his Reformation ın SUppOITt of unconditional
alliance of the gospel with the national-socialist S  i thus justifying their
allegiance the LLCW Germany.*®8 arl Barth 11886-1968] accused Luther of
being the spiritual father of what he called the Christianized version of (‚erman

.6 Quoted 1n Lutheran churches
27 Karl HOoLuLtL: The cultural significance of the Reformation/ fT. by arl and Barbara Hertz and John

Lichtblau. 1959, R German f@eX1 1n arl HOLuLL: Gesammelte Aufsätze A Kirchenge-
schichte. Luther. 1927/, 468-543; Ernst I ROELTSCH: Proterstantism an
historical study of the relation of Protestantiısm the modern world (Die Bedeutung des
Protestantismus für die Entstehung der modernen Welt (engl r by Montgomery.
x 1 - C Iso Eric RITSCH: Luther and the ate post-Reformation ramıitications.

In Luther and the modern 1n Germany/ ed by ames YaCY. Kirksville, Mıiıssourıi 1986,
45

8 Karl Heinrich)| RENGSTORF IHESIS No In 1wo kingdbms and 0)]81> world, 184/ fr of DIE
RENGSTORFER TITHESEN (OKTOBER 19335 Die Bekenntnisse und grundsätzlichen Außerungen
ZUiT: Kirchenfrage des Jahres 3} ed by urt Dietrich Schmuidt. G€E) 934,
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paganısm.“? Although the (;erman »Confessing Church« (Bekennende Kirche]
sed Luther atfirm that the lordship of Christ includes all of life,30
Jlarge MmMaJor1ty of (‚;+ermans haijled at least tolerated Luther the GGerman
Hercules who had opposed Roman and proposed (:erman Dietrich
Bonhoefter 11906-1945| conceded the possibility of such 1e W of Luther
because Luther had contirmed the old Constantinian fusion of church and 'J
which had resulted 1n »Minımal ethic of inner-worldliness«.31 American
CY1t1CSs AVE blamed Luther for what happened 1n („ermany under Hitler, charg-
ing the reftormer with making the dangerous distinetion between personal and

official ethic and teaching absolute obedience political authority.??
Although SOINC work has een one 1n tracıng the historical trajecCtory of

distortions and abuses and contrastiıng them with Luther’s OW. WI1tiNgs, much
LLLOTC work needs be done.33 But, SINCE there 15 solid evidence demonstrating
the PIODCI Uus«c of Luther by Lutherans facing modern political/ it
Cal be argued that abuse 0€es NOLT eliminate us  e (Ine example shall sutftice.

ITIT T he CASsSe of Norway
When GermanYy began 1ts military OCCupatıon of OrWaYy April Y, 1940, the
Norwegıan Lutheran church, led by Bishop Eivind erggraV ( ö884-1 9), made
effective use of Luther’s political advice 1n 1ts resistance the nazification of
Norway.** As leader of the ecumenical ın the 19305, erggraVv had

arl BARTH: FEıiıne Schweizer imme, 38 - 1 943 Zollikon-ZH 948,
BARMEN TITHESIS No I1wo kingdoms and ONC WOT. 187 DIrE GESCHICHTE DER (1 AUS
BENSBEWEGUNG DEUTSCHE CHRISTEN/ hrsg. VO  w} Arnold Dannenmann. Dresden 4, S /

31 Dietrich BONHOEFFER: No ruSty SWOrds: letters, ecturs and (9)  7 928 „ 6/ tr. by Edwin
Robertson and ohn Bowden. 1965, 3124

32 Reinhold IEBUHR: The ature anı destiny of 11a Vol E9053, 194{f; and William
SHIRER: The Y1se and all of the Third Reich 9, 226

33 The Commı1ss1ıon Studies of the Lutheran World Federation has sketched the trajectory of
the abuse of Luther’s two-kingdom doectrine. Its conclusion: Luther advocated Christian’s
responsibility for the world, »that 15 5SaYy, the church wıtnesses truth and right 1ın Y
dimension of live«; ct Lutheran churches O hat Luther’s doctrine of the LW regıments
has enduring relevance has een argued Dy varıety of scholars; GE for example, eter MANNS:
Luthers Zwei-Reiche- und Drei-Stände-Lehre. In Luther und die politische Welt, f; nNnoOote
above.
C Arne F]E£.LBU: Luther of 11I1NS 1n the 1g for Democracy. In World Lutheran-
15SmMm of today tribute Anders ygren 1950, 81-97 FOor history of the Norweglan
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tried prevent the impending world WAaIl, and he had earned much from the
(G‚erman Kirchenkampft. He W as placed under house arrest from April 42 until
the end of the WAarT 1n 1945, but he had succeeded 1n unıtiıng the Norwegıan
church agaiınst Nazısm.

Both sides 1n the struggle appealed Luther. (n June 3, 1940, the Quisling
government’s Department of Church and Education SCNT circular letter the
Norwegıan clergy who had resigned from their offices along with their bishops,
demanding they return their duties. The letter claimed the clergy WCIC 1n
sharp contfliect with Luther’s posit1on, and that the clergy had the God-given
duty SUPPOIT the The Swedish NCWSDAaAPCI »Stockholms tidningen«
commented the Norwegıan government’s letter with the Statement that,
according Luther, obedience the 4SSUMNECS that oOvernment obeys
COININON law »This 1S NOLT the CAasc 1ın OrWAaYy today, where the Quisling
Z0OvernmMeENtT regards itself above the law. «35

erggraV made obedience Norwegıan law OLLC of the principal 1SSuUes.
Appealing the Norwegıan Bar Assoc1iation Jo1n the church 1n 1ts resistance

the Nazı regıime, he reminded the lawyers that the oldest Norwegıan
law of 140 begins with the words »The SUOUICC of OUTI laws 1S the fact that
bow before Christ. «3° Religion and law, erggraV contended, MUST be PIOD-
erly distinguished the basıs of the VIEWS of Paul an Luther that salvation

not through g00d works but through FOr the sake of Justice 1n the
world, however, g00d works MUStTt be one through the law 1yranny perverts
law because 1t rejects the foundation of the law’s liberty and Purıty, »a philoso-
phy of lıte which acknowledges the absolute«.37 Although the church submits

the law, this 0€Ss NOt I1L1CAall that 1t submits what 15 seemingly law
Because CONSCIeENCE creates law 1n recogniıtion of absolute GOod, law al
religion A intimately linked each other. hat 1s why the church maıintaılıns
morality and asSSserts the dignity of CVECIY person.>®

Kirchenkampf SCC Bjarne HÖYE; rygve GER: The fight of the orweglan church agaınst
Nazısm. 1943 Torleiv AÄUSTAD: The doctrine of od’s two-fold SOVEINANCEC 1n the Norwe-
glan church struggle i{rom ifteen theses. In Lutheran churches 84-94

35 Quoted 1n HOye; Ager The fight
36 Quoted from ecture gıven beftore the Bar Assoc1ation 1n slo February ; J41 In Eivind

BERGGRAV: Man and the state/ E: by ( eorge Aus Phil L, 287-299, quotatlion, 8  0O
SWA Ibid, 293
38 [bid, 298 309 erggraVv: Man and the state,
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erggraVv identitied Hitler the prince 1n Niccolo Machiavelli’s » Il PIINC1DE«,
translating »PIINCIDE« 4S »„»leader« (Führer).?°9 He called for opposıtion the
Quisling overnment because that overnment required allegiance Hitler,
s1tuation erggraVv considered analogous ONn 1n which »the driver 15 Out of his
mind« the title of I941I ecture Luther’s 1eW of the duty of disobedi-
ence.+0 „It 15 high t1me«, he declared 4S his maın thesis, »IO establish that for
Luther, 4S for us, there 15 only ONeEe kingdom], and that 15 God’s kingdom We
aV only OMNC Lord, and there 15 only OILC kind of obedience.c „»Where 15
first and law 15 Ssecond, dIC 1n Satan’s kingdom. Luther calls this LYIANNY.
yranny’s authority 15 like that of driver I1UNaWaY horse. «42

erggraVv cited Luther sShow that Overnment has unconditional author-
1ty Unconditional authority 15 sinful and satanıc, and the church mMust tight
when the SINS 1n this INanNnnNnNer » [It 15 ONe'Ss duty he disobedient« 1n such
s1ıtuation.“ erggraVv agreed with Luther that Christians ave tWO WCaPpONS 1n
such fight, namely the word and suffering. He compared the Norweglans’
plight with that of the inhabitants of Le1pz1g under the Duke George’s PCISCCU-
t10N; the Le1pz1g C1t1zens WECIC NOt permitted the border into another
terr1tory where Lutherans held worship SEIVICES; they WCIC compelled DIC-
sent themselves with marks of identification for confession; they WECIC expelled
from the terr1tory; an! they WeIC robbed of their treedom of consclence. Berg-
S1aV then cited Luther’s reactiıon 1n 1533 this persecutıon model for
OrWway Luther condemned the duke for extending his rule VeCeT body, pPropEeITY,
and worldly things 1NCOMPDASS heart and CONSCIENCE, and declared that such
use of from Satan an! mMUust be opposed Dy refusing COODperate
and by speaking agaınst 1t 1n word and 1n suffering. »He who Kkeeps silent
shares IN the guilt.«44

erggraVv appealed Luther’s definition of the word of God both gospel an
law 1ın accordance with Christ’s mandate. » 1’0 preach the gospel 1ın heavenward-
SOarıng generalities 15 deny the Word that become flesh He who
silences Christ the rebuker has also silenced Christ the SAVIOL. «> Luther,
INOTICOVCI, had linked the COoMmMmMUNIcCatıon of the word of God the public office
of ordained MI1NIStIY. his office, like the office of Obrigkeit, eX1Sts within

Ibid, 300-319 41 Ibid, 300f. Ibid, 306 43 Ibid, 307
Ibid, 309-3I1L, quotatıion, 308; ct. Iso Verantwortung der aufgelegten Autfruhr VO  . erzog
eorg sSsamıt einem Trostbrief die Christen, VOIl ihm aus Le1ipzig unschuldig vernjagt,
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God’s created order 1n order rebuke Satan »The CIrCcumMstance 1S nNOt ONEC 1n
which spiritual PCISON 15 rebuke official PCISON., It 15 OILLC 1n which ON of
God’s offices 1S speak another of God’s offices.«46 In this I1  J the office of
the word has the duty preach God’s law the office of the SWOTd.

Like Luther, erggraVv distinguished between CLYIaNNYy and lawful authority.
Luther had admonished an yONC be obedient authorities that disre-
gard divine law and order 1n creatlion. But disobedience MUST be exercised 1n the
ame of the law and NOLT 1n the aillc of the gospel of Christ. »At this point the
Christian cıtizen 15 highter than the Second Table lof the Decalogue]l. He
eX1Sts 1n that sıtuation NOLT 4S child of God but OLLC who 15 subject civil
authority. He MUST aCt 1in the aine of the Jaw.« Neither the church 1OT

individual Christians ImMay TeESOTT violence, but they MUStTt risk their lives In
order point OUuUt SIN and injustice. „»Luther had forbearing an profound
TE VEIERNCGE for authority. But he also had 45 contrasted with those who later
called themselves by his Aa1l1llıc fearless, ( ot-gıven reedom toward all earthly
authority.« Norwegılans, LOO, should let God be God, who »Cannot an 111 not
sutffer an yONC rule SACT: the souls of IIC  an but Himself«. 47

erggrav’'s appeals WeIC quıte effective. All Lutheran bishops and deans
signed their offices; only SIXtYy of the ON thousand pastors stayed 1n office; and
large maJjor1ty of Cit1zens supported the Overnment 1n exile and the church’s
resistance. In October 1942, when the Quisling oOvernment ordered the confis-
catıon of Jewish TODEITY, SIXtY church eaders signed OPCNH letter of protest,
admonishing the Z0VvVeErNMENT that, »aCCcording Cod‘s Word, all people have,
1n the first instance, the SaIne human worth and thereby the Samııc human
rights«.%8 They added that such admonition Was nNOt interference with atters
of but rather, according Luther, obedience the highest authority,
„which 15 God« .49 If Zg0OvernNmeNtTt through tyrannical laws violates Christian
CONSCIENCES, Luther’s words »worldly authority chall NOLT rule VCI CONSCIENCE «
apply, and this government »MUust nNOot be obeyed«.>°

46 Ibid, 313
Ibid, f; last quotatıon from Von weltlicher Oberkeit, Am A 105 1, 562

45 PROTEST THFE TEMPORARY CHURCH LEADERSHIP AGAINST IHE PER:!  ON JEWS NOR-
WAY; HOoye; Ager The fight LA  N Ibid, 149
IHE FOU  ONS IHE CHURCH confession and declaration; Easter CVC 1942 Section
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ight 178
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The Norwegıan church renounced 1ts allegiance the April y 1942,
and became self-zoverning tolkchurch until May S, 1945 At the SAaliılıc tıme, it
Was contessional church basing itself Luther and the Lutheran Confessions
1n 1ts struggle achieve the DUIC COMMUNICaAtIıon of the Word of God

concluding reflection
It has become commonplace debate Luther’s Statements about politics. 'his
15 because he spoke INallıy sıtuat1ons, frequently shooting from the hip, 1t
WeIC As result,'there dIC mMan y images of the political Luther produced by his
OW. and Dy subsequent generations.>* Luther research has concentrated LLLOIC

systematic-theological aSsessmen than his impact the world 1n his
time later. There 15 eed do INOTEC reflection about the political Luther,
who W 4asSs troublesome both his contemporarıes and later generations.>*

Luther W as convinced that his OW. time W as LLLOIC burdened by the arITOSaNcC
of political 1n both church and than alnıYy other aSC Indeed, he
thought his OW. time might be the final dSC of history, the CIa 1n which satanıc

reaches 1ts climax. But he did not succumb apocalypticism. He alerted
his world this power with Christian realism, calling for the
distinction between divine and human DYy speaking of LtW. regiments and
three estates divinely instituted order until the end of time. He offered
political advice and lived with contfidence 1n GCor the of the future. 1O
Luther, politics W as the daily grind of working for balance of 1n order
prevent CYyIannN y and permit people interact with each other the basis of
their calling 4S Christians. Christians 288 be Christs their neighbors 1n
eed and, 1f eed be for the sake of Just1ice, EIMNEISCNCY Cacsars

5L See the illuminating history of Luther images by Heinrich BORNKAMM: Luther 1m Spiegel der
deutschen Geistesgeschichte: mıiıt auUSSCW. lexten VO  m} Lessing bis ZUTLI Gegenwart. 2., LICUu

bearb und CIW ufl ® 1970, CSD chapters and E the Luther ıimage ın the political
mMoOovemen of the I9th and zoth centurıles1EF 168-182).
Hartmut | EHMANN: Luthers welthistorische Wirkung geze1igt Beispiel der USA und Austra-
liens 1m ausgehenden I un! frühen Jahrhundert. In Luther und die Folgen: eıtrage Zur

sozialgeschichtlichen Bedeutung der lutherischen Retormation/ hrsg. VOI Hartmut LOwe und
Claus-Jürgen Roepke. 1983, 199 »3 gerade weil Luthers welthistorische Bedeutung weıt
über das Gebiet der Theologie hinausging, sollte man heute wieder mehr über den für Zeıtge-
OSSCIl W1e Nachwelt unbequem politischen Luther nachdenke
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