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Oetaber 30 G 31, 1975 

AND ITS SIGNIFICANCE FOR THE Ah'IHRTCAN RPGENTEXNIAE 

Lecture T : Tl~e ltyo Kingcoks a* 
t he  TWO G O ' P S % T E ~ ~  

1, The theme o f  l h P s  year's Ref~rmatisn Lectwes 
c a l l s  attention ts the fact t h a t  wc are almsst 

in t he  middle Qf our e s u n t r y k  Bicentennial sbser- 
vation,  h q ~ a t  w i t h  t h e  barrage s f  pubPPcl ty  we 
have been receiving through a91 t he  media, today 
harday a man al ive needs to be t o l d  of the events 
of Apr i l  $775, p l u s  the subsequent s ign ing  of t h e  
Declaration of Independence on J u l y  4, 1176 and 
t h e  eventual ratification sf the Constitution, to- 
ge the r  with the Bill o f  Rights, in 1790. 

2 .  A l l  t h i s  has evoked same thought and considera- 
tion about the  meaning of these events for us 

today, together with the csnsideration o f  our 
nation's future, A present-$ay evaluation s f  t h e  
founding of our  country and i ts past history will 
refleet a gamt of spinisns frm A ts Z, On the  
one hand there are those who without even an 
apparent critical fastnote proclaim h e r i c a  the 
Beautiful and chant that her "alabaster c i t i es  
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g l e m  Undimed by haman tears," A ~ e r i c a n  i s  beau- 
tiful f o r  i ts  heroes who loved ghe i r  eosi~ntry more 
than s e l f  and mercy mare than l i f e ,  

3, w i n i o n s  representing t h e  s t h e r  s ide  s f  t h e  
speetrm can perhaps be best a u m a r i z e d  b y  

simply c a l l i n g  t o  mini! ithe c u r t  statenen$ t h a t  
a l l  our  p re sen t  problems seen from the fact  t ha t  
i n  October 1492, Columbcs singly s a i l ed  too far, 
There has  been, a l l  :&7i%9 concede I think, a g r o ~ & ~ -  
i n g  & i d e  s f  pessimism laced w i $ h  p r z ~ h e c i e s  of 
gloom and doom, 

4 ,  W u t  there are a cou~le s f  other anniversaries 
t o  whi@h thought fu l  people  today will a lso  g ive  

more than  a pas s ing  Zhought and which, more than  
accidenta l ly ,  are t i e d  2% wit11  our  theme: THE 

DQCTRTNE OF TEE TWO K$NGDQ>IS AND I T S  
APKE FOR THE tXERfCAN EPCENTEPJ??IAkB It  

i s  Zhe 450th anniversary o f  the  Peasa.ntsg War, 
In  1525 there f%nal.ly came t o  a Read semethfng 
t h a t  had been fes te r ing  far  a long Zime -- t h e  
u p r i s i n g  o f  t he  peasants aver nearly a l l  Gemany 
and other parts  of Europe, The plight of the  
peasane, who i s  many cases was prac:lcallg a s e r f ,  
and t h e  greed o f  some sf  the asblemen #&rere bound 
t o  ultimately clash, Hartin Luther  was most un- 
willingly catapaulted i ~ t o  the m%ddXe s f  t h i s  
f r a y  when %he peasants made a seculax  use o f  K i s  
procla-ation o f  the freedom of  the  Christisn 
from the bondage which %he Cespel b r ings ,  I n  
t h i s  f a t e f u l  year a$ 1525 came three s f  1 4 u t h e r t s  
writings -rlrhieh have mueh t o  do with our theme 
and are o f t en  misunderstsad and misapplied, These 
writings were preceded by a couple which are most 
gemane t o  our theme, They were fsllswed by a few 
s thex pamphlets which he wrote three ox= fou r  years 
l a te r  and which deal t  with t h i s  t o p i c ,  In ac tu-  
a l i t y ,  in terms sf h u l k  these m i t i n g s  do no% I s o  
large i n  Luther ' s  t o t a l  l i te rary  output. Rut the 
are si~ificant in that they provide sme links 

- 2 - 

f o r  under-anding h y  Luther  and h i s  fel%cs%a Refor- 
mers coped with the  problems o f  man's e f f o f i s  to 
govern himself i n  a world which God created and 
s t i l l  upholds  by t h e  Word s f  H i s  power b u t  which 
h s s  heen infiltrated by t h e  Devil, 

5,  F i n a l l y ,  a t h i r d  date we should keep in mind 
is t h a t  i t  is t he  30t%l anniversary s f  t h e  end 

of t h a t  holacaust we c a l l  "140rld !liar P I ,  0x1 
Tuesday,  Sewember 2 ,  1945,  the Japanese formally 
surrendered on board the f l a g s h i p  Pl issouri  in 
Tokyo Ray, t hus  b r i n g i n g  to an end a w a r  s f  czitas- 
t r o p h i c  proportions. The war ended with a Rig 
Bang which revealed t h a t  the next  World War would 
be even more catastrophic, 1 weed h a r d l y  remind 
you t h a t  many people  o f  international prominence 
have sa id  t h a t  in reality Martin Lutt ler  is t t o  be 
blamed Esr t h i s  w a r .  

6 ,  b .%i le  a l l  times are critical f o r  the  people  
who live in them, the  Lard so arranges t h e  

history o f  the world t h a t  nearly every generation 
has good reason for  t h ink ing  that i t  is P f v f . w g  i n  
a more eritfsal per iod  than previous generations, 
The believer has good grounds f o r  a s s m i n g  t h a t  
the  end is nigh ,  h d  as he remembers t h e  Lord's 
prs%nise, "Surely  E Came quickly ,"  he p rays ,  '"ven 
s o ,  come, Lord ~ e s u s "  (g~ev, 22:%0), This f 8 c t  
fundamentally affec ts  t h e  believeras view o f  a l l  
wsr l d  events , 

7, But we aslust s t i l l  live out our allotted t i m e  
until spur Lord aceually does come t o  deliver 

us frm a l l  evil, Our purpose, then,  i n  these 
lectures is t o  h e l p  u s  to live more sober ly  dur ing  
t h i s  pe r i od  of waitPng by examining what our  Lord 
has sa id  about H i s  Kingdom and the Kingdom of the 
kTor%d so t h a t  we bet ter  m d e r s t a n d  how to conduet 
ourselves as cit izens of these t w o  kingdoms, 
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8, A s  we shal l  examine l a t e r  in mare d e t a i l ,  ou r  
Lutheran Confessions speak o f  t he  ' 'Wo King- 

doms" o r ,  more comonly,  " t h e  Two Powers" (potes- -,- 

tates): t h e  power of t h e  Keys sr the Gospel 
(potes tas  c lav im)  and t h e  pnwer o f  t h e  Sword 

) (Angsburg Confession, 
h%en the Confessions, an t w o  sr tl-aree occasions, 
declare that "the w r i t i n g s  of our  theologians 
have p r o f i t a b l y  illumined t h i s  whole ques t i on  of 
the a s t i n c t i o n  between Christ's Kingdom and a 
political kingdom (Ap. W I ,  2, 4 ,  131,  they are 
re fe r r ing  c h i e f l y  t o  the writings of Luther  of 
the preceding t en  years. So one must make a s t u d y  
of what he m o t e  dur ing  those first  tu rbu len t  
years of the  Refsmatisn,  

3. But first one must ,  as Luther  d i d ,  look a t  
some of the S c r i p t u r a l  evidence t h a t  h a s  a 

bea r ing  on our theme. One must then begin by 
looking at the  New Testament use of the  word 
"kingdom" (hasileia) .2 h d  we m t l s t  not pass 
t h i s  study over l i g h t l y ,  since it is altogether 
poss ib le  tha t  in our general th ink ing  we have 
missed one aspect of t h e  meaning af t h i s  word, 
P r o f ,  W I 1 1 P m  Arndt i s  probably correct when he 
says ,  "In our Lutheran circles it has been quite  
customary to look upon the  tern 'Kingdom o f  God' 
as an equivalent fo r  the  word 'church"' ( C B f 9  
January 1950, p,  91, He then points out t h a t  
today b h e ~ e  has been going on a much discussed 
question as t o  whether "kingdom" means "realm" 
OX- "reign '? * 

10, There can ha rd ly  be any ques t ion  t h a t  *is 
word as it w a s  used both i n  secular Greek and 

in Hew "restament Greek means not  only a kingdom, 
domain, or realm, bu t  also t h a t  i t  is a word of 
action, carrytng the meaning s f  rule or the govern- 
ing power and d i g n i t y  the king uses. Both meanings 
are present s ide  by side i n  Revelation 17~12 and 1 
"ten kings who have not ye t  received a kingdom" a 

- 4 -- 

"agreeing t o  give t h e  beast t h e i r  poweP- (bas i l e in )  
g o  r u l e f i  (NI&r) .  Here we see the word -- kas-i ---- l c i a  
used i n  close proximity t o  indicate $he r o y a l  
authority and t h e  realm where t h e  k ing  exercises 
it. These i w o  meanings merge i n t o  one a n ~ t h e r  i n  
the New Te-ament ss that, ie mtg81t be more precise 
to s3-y t h a t  here we have t w o  aspects of a s i n g l e  
concept OP meaning with t he  context  of the  word 
enabling u s  t o  see wliich aspect: receives t h e  more 
emphasis. In ~hrist's Parable of t h e  Pounds 
(Luke 19 : 1 2 ,  15), br.ll?ere the K J V  translates, "a 
cer ta in  nobleman went i n t o  a f a r  count ry  t t s  rece ive  
f o r  himself a kingdom," obvious ly  i t  refers  t o  liis 
rece iv ing  royal d i g n i v y ,  power and a ~ ~ t h o r i t ; :  ti? 
r u l e  a realm, The sther  aspect of ------ bas i l c i a  as a 
realm or t e r r i t o r y  is c lear ly  the  main point' i n  
Matthew 4:G:  "Again t h e  devi l  t ake th   hi^ up i i:to 
an exceeding high mountain and sheweth him a11 
t h ~  kingdoms of t h e  wor ld ,  and t h e  g l o r y  o f  them." 
8One can see t h i s  because here the  p lurzP  i s  lased 
and t t~ere  is an assa~mptfon of -~l%si.h",P%ty, 

11. 'It is now necessary t o  look a t  the modifiers 
of ;' kingdom" as used i n  the New T..s~-amen&. 

Immediately the Bib le  reader i s  serllrk by t h e  
fact t h a t  he has o f t en  read the expression "the 
kingdom of God" o r  "*he kingdom of heaven" or 
"the kingdom cf Chr is t"  o r  "the kingdom of trhe 
Father"  o r  simply " t i le  kingdom" w i t h o u t  a modis- 
f i e s ,  Me will f i n d  these expressions used con- 
s ide rab ly  over a hundred times in the l4ew Testa- 
ment and ehel-e i s  no s i p i f i c a n t  d i f fe rence  in the 
meaning of these terms, although there may be a 
special  emphasis, where, f o r  example, the kl~gclorn 
o f  hewela emphasizes the  transcendent character of 
Christ's kingdon. These terns des igna t e  t h e  r u l e  
and t h e  work of Gad i n  bringing sinners i n t o  s 
personal relationship with H i m ,  so  t h a t  We r u l e s ,  
guards ,  and p r o t e c t s  them as I I i s  special  chosen 
people. Chr i s t ' s  preaching and tha t  of H i s  
apostles was tha t  people  should repent  because 
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t h e  Kingdom o f  God was at  hand (Matt, 4 ~ 1 % ;  
Mark 1:15). Ifen are r~ seek the  Kingdom o f  Gad 
and H i s  r igh teousness  (Matt, 6 ~ 3 3 1 ,  P a u l  t e l l s  
us t h a t  t h e  Kingdom of God i s  not  meet and d r i n k ;  
b u t  r i g h t e ~ ~ s n e s s  and peace and joy i n  &he I b l y  
Ghost (Romans 1 4 : 1 7 ) ,  God's kingdom comes in 
pswer (Nark 9:1), It does not  consist i n  t h e  
word o f  men, b u t  i n  t h e  pswer o f  God (I Cop, % : 3 0 ) ,  
T s  preach the Gospel  i s  t o  preach t h e  Kingdom sf 
God. This, o f  course ,  implies that  one i s  t o  
preach the  w h a l e  of Christ's teaelling and a l s o  
t h a t  s f  Wis apost les  (Matt, 28:P8-201, 

12, Haw does one e n t e r  t h i s  Kingdom, o r ,  ra ther ,  
ITow does one receive it? Here t h e  fundamen- 

t a l  p a i n t  is that  he receive it as a g i f t  of God: 
"Fear not, l i t t l e  f lock,  f o r  i t  i s  your Fatheres 
good pleasure t o  you t h e  kingdom" (T,trke 12; 
3 2 1 ,  Jesus promi he confessing Peter t h a ~  $Pe 

ngdsm of heaven 
us t o  a kingdom 

t h a t  God h-as s e t  -- 
u s  i n  t h e  Kingdom of His Son $ C s % ,  1:13), and 
t h a t  f i n a l l y  t h e  1,osd del ivers  His Relievers Prom 
a l l  evil into H i s  heavenly kingdom (2 Tim, S:P8), 

3 ~aul's a s t  statement leads $0 a f i n a l  obser- 
va t ion ahout  the  Kingdom of Cod: The preac11- 

i n g  o f  the Kingcl~m i s ,  as the thealogians say, 
"'eschaeological"; chat i s ,  f e  looks beyond t h i s  
world Pnta the  w o r l d  of eveklasting glory ,  There 
is a f i n a l  de l ive ra~ce  from the  ~ r o r l d  o f  evil 
for  every member o f  Christ" kingdom, because 
we have reeelved 8 kingdom xghic%~ cannot be moved 
(Hcb, 12:28), The New Teseament several times 
cal ls  it t h e  I ~ i n g d o m  o f  heaven" (Matt. 3:2) ,  
which emphasizes t h a t  t h i s  kingdom i s  ulti~ately 
oeher-worldly. No%r we 811 l i ve  in t he  shadow s f  
e te rn i ty ,  bug even twl ly  the  shadow Recomes t h e  
reality (1 Cor. 13:12). Later i n  these lectures,  
xghen we cons ider  Luther's prspssa l s  fo r  Refomaeion 

in the  secular realm,-we should remember t h a t  f o r  
Luther  members o f  GodPs Kingdom are  here on e a r t h  
only as pilgrims and t h a t  the i r  real  citizenship 

1 4 .  ~uther's understanding o f  the "Kingdom o f  
God" encompasses a l l  these ideas .  He recog- 

n1zt.s t h a t  i t  is a realm, a ho ly  na t ion ,  ~ g l ~ i c h  has  
t h e  k ind  of people  who give Christ "their obedience 
gladly and willingly" (I,w 1 3 ,  288, 2 8 9 )  .3 But 
I .uther,  as  a perceptive, B i b l i c a l  scholar ,  is  very 
much aware that the concept of b a s i 1 e i a  inc ludes  
the roya l  r u l e  and power of God. In the Second 
Petition ("Thy Kingdom C o m e " ) ,  L u t h e r  expla ins  
that Cod's Kingdom comes without  our  prayer ,  b u t  
we pray  that "it may prevail among us and with 
as" (LC, III,50). And i n  a semon f o r  S t .  ~arbara's 
Day, on the t e x t ,  Flat t . 25 : 1-13 (The Parable  of the 
Ten Vi rg ins ) ,  Luther  expands on what S c r i p t u r e  
means by "the Kingdom of ~ o d , "  its power and its 
influence : "since the words, kingdom of heaven, 
kingdom of God, kingdom of Christ, are often 
spoken about i n  the New Testament, it is impera- 
tive that a Christian know what it means, namely, 
that it is nothing else ttkan t h e  Word which pro- 
claims the forgiveness of sins, and it is the 
Holy ~ o k ~ e l .  Because i n  t h i s  kingdom there i s  
pure grace and goodness, pure forgiveness and 
remission of sins, pure love and f r i endsh ip .  "4 

15. There i s ,  ho~rever, a lso another kingdom tha t  
-is f a r  d i f fe ren t  from t h e  one j u s t  de se r ihed ,  

It is t he  "kingdom o f  the  wor ld , "  or  the secular 
kingdom. In t h i s  phrase "kingdom" carries t h e  
s m e  connotation s f  being not onfy a t e r r i t o r y  
ru l ed  by one but  it includes t h e  idea o f  a migh:hty 
working and power. In the modifier, "of the wor ld , "  
we will recognize one of the most cornon words used 
in the New Testment several hundred times, P r o f i t -  
able as it might b e  for  us t o  make a d e t a i l e d  word 
s tudy  of t h i s  word, it is obvious that the limits 
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of time and space will not  p e r m i t  that.5 But t o  
understand the  Lutheran doct r ine  aE t h e  Tho R e a l m s  
i t  i s  necessary t o  review some o f  t h e  essential 
ways i n  ~ ~ h i c h  t h e  New Testament uses t h e  ward, 
Basical ly ,  "world" (ko~mos) refers t o  t h e  t o t z f i t y  
s f  a l l  creaked ehings: ?'God t h a t  made the  world  
and a P P  t h i n g s  the re in  (Aces 19:29; John L:80), 

316, T,ike every th ing  t h a t  i s  created,  the  kosmos - 
i s  f i n i t e :  tha t  i s ,  it has a beginning and 

it will have an end (Mate, 24:21; 1 John % : P 7 ) ,  
Its transitory nature i s  s f  its very  essence, 
More specifically, t h e  kesmos i s  t h e  abade o f  man, 
The New Testament bas f n  mind the  i n h a b i t a n t s  of 
t h i s  planet--the na t ions  o f  t h i s  wor1.d (Luke 12:30). 
Then kosmos refers to  mankind as a f a l l e n  c r e a t i o n ,  
so t h a t  there is a deep g u l f  between God and t h e  
world, which i s  traced back t o  t h e  s i n  s f  t h e  first 
man: "As by one man s i n  entered i n t o  the  kasmos, 
no t  to condemn i t  bu t  t h a t  the -- kssmos thrsugl2 T4im 
migPBt be saved  (John 3 : I9) ,  P!ence, God was i n  
Chr is t  reconci l ing  ehe kosmos - unto i;l%imsel.f, n o t  
impgtting t h e i r  trespasses unto them (2 Core k I . 4 ) .  
men one believes tha t  C h r i s t  Jesus came i n t o  the  
kosmos t o  save sinners (1 T i m ,  P:15), t h i s  f a i t h  
i s  imputed t o  h i a n  f a r  rightesusness, and he i s  
del ivered  from t h e  power s f  darkness and brought  
i n t o  the  kingdom of Cad's dear Son (Col. X:13)# 
h d  so ,  such a one h z ~ s  a new citizenship ( P h i l ,  3: 

' 2 0 ) .  But he cagngsst as yet come sumo&"  t h e  kosmss, 
in the sense t h a t  he i s  still p a r t  s f  t h e  er tg ina8 
creation, Me is no$ to assoe%ate with e v i l  men of 
zhe kosmos, bu t  he aan't escape them altogether; 
fo r  then he muse needs g s  out  sf the  kssmss 
$1 Core 5 ~ 1 0 ) ~  Since the - kosmos, as viewed i n  
apposition to the sa in ts  sf God OP H i s  church, 
i s  t h e  sum t o t a l  sf t h e  unbelieving who are the 
enemies of God and Ria ehssen people, $he - kosmos 
is  a great obstacle to t h e  Christian l i f e .  Friend-  
s h i p  w i t h  the kssnos i s  hazred tgseprards God, and 
hence the  people of Cod are n s t  to be  confomed t o  

- 8 -  

this kosrnos ( ~ s m ,  1%:2), maugh the hatred o f  t h e  
kesmss will be turned against t h e  followers of 
Chr i s t  (1 John 3 : 1 3 ) ,  they  should remember t h a t  
the  kosmos passes away, bu t  he t h a t  does the will 
of the  Father  remains i n t o  e t e r n i t y ,  %'his i s  t he  
f a i t h  which has overcome t he  kasmos (1 John 2 : L 7 ;  
5 : 4 ) *  

1 9 ,  h d  so there are  t w o  Kingdoms ox two R e a l m s ,  
t h e  s p l r i t u d  and t h e  s e e u l a t ,  which ex i s t s  

simultaneously s i d e  hy s i d e  i n  t h i s  world, T h i s  
world was snee good (Gen. 1:39).  Rut, as we have 
seen ,  it is a fallen world because sin has  en tered  
hman l i f e ,  But  man s t i l l  remains ~od's ereattrre, 
w i t h  the result tha t  God has not  only p rov ided  a 
direct  rule over men in t h e  in~arnatfon of ' I I ~ s  Son 
and the  sending of t h e  Holy S p i x i t  "cxrough t h e  
Gospel t o  work f a i t h  i n  men's h e a r t s ,  h u t  Me a l s o  
set up ordinances by which men's l i ve s  i n  t h i s  
world, whether they are believers sr unbelievers, 
are ts be  r egu la t ed  and guided,  These ordinances 
not  only curb the s i n f u l  tendencies o f  men b u t  are 
also conducive to t he i r  comsn welfare, Wsth 
k i n d s  of men are subject  ta these ardinanees, 

18, To c l a r i f y  this s o m e ~ ~ h a t ,  it is  well t o  note 
t h a t  the expression '!the kingdom of the  

worldy9 may refer to t h a t  part  of f a l l en  %ankind 
where Satan as a strong man guards his oxkm house 
(LgaEce l1), But the term a l s o  refers t o  t h e  secu- 
l a r  kingdom as Cad's crea$fon,  xghieh He has  n o t  
y e t  forsaken bu t  s t i l l  preserves and rules through 
H i s  Providence anrl through I I i s  ordinances i n s t i t u -  
t e d  f o r  the  good o f  a h 1  mankind, These ordinances 
are the  fami ly ,  and government, and t h e  different 
vocations t h a t  are in harmony w i t h  the will of God, 
i n d i c a t e d  i n  general i n  t h e  Ten C 
Satan, o f  course, works both i n  t h e  kingdom s f  
God to deceive, and i n  the  secular xgorld, Rut G o d  
overcomes h i m  i n  the  heavenly kingdom through the 
Gospel,  and in t he  secular  kingdom PIe p u t s  l i m i t s  
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to h i s  ev i l  workings by HAS Provideme, which 
shapes and preserves the  world  through t h e  secu- 
lar  orders created f o r  t h e  purpose o f  curb ing  
fallen mankind's evil i n c l i n a t i o n s  towards sin, 

1 9 .  To pull these th ings  together then,  t h e  
Christ ian f i n d s  hfmselg i n  t w o  realms o f  

existence simultaneouslye mere is only one 
Christian individual, but he e x i s t s  in bath 
realms, the heavenly and the ear thly .  Scripture 
presents a fendamengal dualism of an earth1.y and 
a heavenly kingdom. Luthe r ,  the  deep B i b l i c a l  
student t h a t  he was, caught this R i b l i c a l  aspect, 
j u s t  as he d i d  the  fundamental distinction be- 

. tween t h e  Law and t h e  Gospel,  As F ,  Edwar$ Cram 
has shown, Luther d i d  n o t  a r r i v e  a t  t h i s  under- 
s tanding i m e d i a t e l y ,  bu t  came t o  i t  through the  
1528's ~ghen he had t o  s t r u g g l e  with t he  p r a c t i c a l  
problems which the Refomation broup,ht on. H i s  
mind then clarified itself, with tile result t h a t  
by 1530 he had completed t h e  formulation also of 
t h i s  dsetrine,6 I n  dme l a s t  of his three beaks 
i n  cora~leetfon with the  Peasants '  War, 
Letter sn  the Harsh Book Against t he  Peasants 
(1525) , in =h Luther defends tT6 views h y h a d  
advanced In t h e  two previous hooks t h a t  were 
occasioned by the  Peasants'War (Admonition to 

one &he k i n g d m  o f  Gad, and skher the  kingdom of 
the world, I have m i t t e n  this so often that 1 
am su rp r i sed  tha t  *ere i s  anyone xjho does not 
know it or remember i t ,  Anyone who knows how to 

tAere i s  only forgiveness, cons ide ra t i on  for one 
another, Isve, service, the doing of good, peace 
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joy ,  e tc .  But t h e  Kingdom o f  t h e  World is  a king- 
dom of wrath and seveirity. I n  it there is only 
punishment, r ep res s ion ,  j u d p s e n t  , and csndema- 
t i o n  t o  restrain t h e  wicked and p ro tec t  t h e  good, 
For t h i s  reason it has  t h e  sruord, and Scr ip t t r re  
ca l l s  a prince sr l o r d  '~sd's wraths7  o r  'Cod's 
rod '  ( ~ s a i a h  14 :56). " (IN 4 6 ,  69,  7 0 ) .  

20, X%ze Luthe r=  Ceswfessisns, wirich emnc i a t e  
these p r i n c i p l e s ,  speak also o f  authority 

and power (AC, XVI and XXVIII; Ap, 1 )  and t h e y  
J n s i s t  t h a t  one m u s t  d i s t i n g t s i s k  between the "Power 
of t h e   word" fpo tes tas  ) and the "~ower  of 

P 

the Keys" ( ~ t s t a 8  c lax~i)  (AC3 XWITI? 1-18)s 
These a r t i c l e s  a s se r t  that  ef these powers. I:st71 
a f f e c t  h i s  entire l i f e  on e a r t h ,  131xt  Re has  t o  
learn  t h e  difference between these t w o  powers and 
i n  .cshat sphere they way be legitimately u s e d ,  
Ilence, A r t i c l e  X V I  of  the Apology makes these 
points : ~ h r i n t  's kingdom i s  spiritual, which  
T!e r u l e s  through His !fiIo~-d, But as long; as WE a m  
here sn t h i s  earth t h i s  distinction between t h e  
t w o  kingdoms enables 11s to make outward use  of a14 
p o l i t i c a l  ordinances o f  t h e  nation in which we  l i v e ,  
such as cour t  decis ions ,  punishments, wars, m i l i t a r y  
serv ice ,  etc. But the Gospel does  not  b r i n g  i n  any 
new laws, bu t  we are t o  obey e x i s t i n g  laxas, even i f  
t hey  have been f o n u l a t e d  by the  heathen.  Rut,  o f  
course,  as t h e  Augsburg Confession has a l r e a d y  made 
clear ,  i f  a c i v i l  a u t h o r i t y  should  command somethin? 
t h a t  cannot be obeyed w i thou t  s i n ,  we must obey 
God rather  than man. I.'ith these explanat ions  o f  
political affa i rs ,  good men may be involved i n  
p o l i t i c s  w i t h o u t  wondering w l ~ e t h e r  t hey  are deny- 
ing  the Gospel, 

21. Since 1 real ize t h a t  t h i s  b r i e f  summary may 
raise many questions, bo th  theoret ical  and 

practical, regarding the  ways in which theae tws 
powers are kept separate and yet employed by t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  Christian, I s h a l l  go into more specific 
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L u t h e r  faced, whether &hey o r e  essewrial%.y d i f f e r -  
ent from those tha t  ccntrswg us, and iaow he and 
h i s  f e l h w  Refomera ri"o~7I.a cPe-2.g~ and laity) 

t h e i r  resl3ective re~p~nsibilities, 

22, As 1 attempt i n  ;:his b r  ief review t o  surmarize 
I,a.~tlrrer's csneeption s f  ~ G I J  t he  C h r i s t i a n  i s  ta 

d k f f e r s n t i a t e  between t h e  t w o  authnrtties and con- 
duc t  himself as he rarr les  on Elis d u a l  existence 
i n  t h e  t w o  real-as, I am aware t h a t  onc must be csrr-- 
f u l  no t  t o  d r a w  swe~~ing conclttsions from fraC-mea- 
t a r y  quotations fron I ,u ther ,  President Edgar 
Carlson i s  c e r t a i n l y  s i g h t  when lie says that  -'bv 
exclusive use of  c a r e f u l l y  se3 ~ c e e d  passages one 
can prove t h a t  Luther  regarded secular rulers  as 
instruments of  t h e  d e v i l  and she advexsari es o f  
h i s  cause; and one can prove t h a t  he regarded them 
as instruments o f  God who can do no wrong."T 
P r o f .  Gordon Rupp, one o f  t h e  t w o  great  modern 
English Luther  scholars, sugges ts  that " them i s  
much evidence t h a t  generaticns o f  Court chaplains 
expounded Luther 's  doc t r ine  o f  ---.- 0brigl;r;eit for the  
benefit s f  Protestant Princes and their s u b j e c t s  
i n  a way wi~ieh d i s a s t r o u s l y  over-sjnnl i f i e d  
Tauther ' s profound a ~ d  s u l ? t l e  t e a c h i n g  and w i t h  
fa r - reaching  g r a e t i c d  r e su l t s ,  9:8 

2 3 .  One m u s t  also remember tirat Luther's volumi- 
nous writings over an extended per iod  o f  time 

may contain some loose ends where he was no t  en- 
tirely consis tent .  Also, f a l l i b l e  human be ing  
t h a t  he w a s ,  too ,  he may not  always have been s o  
consis tent  w i t h  what he wrote ia ~ 1 1 3 %  he d i d  and 
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I n  t h e  advice that he may have given t o  secular 
r u l e r s  under a great-variety o f  t r y i n g  ejreurn- 
stances, Lutlaer w a s  u s u a l l y  Living from one c r i s i s  
t o  another ,  and he d i d  no t  have very good examples 
from % ~ I s ~ B F ~  and contemporary p o l i t i c s  t o  fol%ow, 
But a c a r e f u l  s t u d y  s f  his position will show t h a t  
Lu ther  here, t oo ,  had found i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  
d e f i n i t e  p r i n c i p l e s  t o  g u i d e  him and t 4 a a t  these 
p r i n c i p l e s  can h e  systematically presented ,  w i t h  
t he  caution t h a $  they b e  no t  over-simpPificd, 
Luther's counsel  on secular  affairs--and he w a s  
forced t o  give a l a rge  amount of such counsel-- 
may not  always have 43cew r i g h t  sr t h e  b e s t  b u t  
they c m e  from some definite prcmiscs. 

2 4 ,  During h i s  p.bz$lic career, L u t h e r  w a s  f aced  
wf t h  cer ta in  prglklems and c o n d i t i o n s  w i t 1 1  

regard  t o  government that  were not o f  taj s ovzn 
making b u t  were rather  an inheritance from t h e  
p a s t .  Dtarlng t h e  $b$edPeval Ages there was tlae 
r ecogn i t i on  t h a t  God had estab%lslxeBb t w o  Eesrces 
in t h i s  world of men, one ~ ~ h i e h  looked ~ f t e r  the 
spiri~ual l i f e  was called ehe polqer s f  t i r e  Keys: 
t h e  o t h e r  5~19ich God had i n s t i t u t e d  t o  curh eevf 1 
rms cal led  the  power s f  the Sword,  The t w o  
forces OP powers were regarded  as mutualPy com- 
plementary, bu t  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  sword,  which was 
wielded by the ex te rna l  organized Roman Catholic 
Gt-nurch, w a s  regarded as supreme, Although noc 
a l l  r u l e r s  o f  s t a t e  were ready t o  g r a n t  tha t  
such was tthe case, as you remember from cltureh 
h i s t o r y ,  t he  P a p a l  Hierarchy nevertheless had 
achf eve$ tremendous power and could  b r i n g  any secu- 
l a r  authority to heel ,  The Refomers w e r e  q u i t e  
aware of 2"E-a~ s i t u a t i o n  since t%lry were f e e l i n g  
t h i s  a u t h o r i t y  whew the  Papal  e d i c t s  were supposed 
t a  be enh reed  by the  Emperor and when $he Pope 
resewed the  r i g h t  to c r a m  $he Emperor, e t c ,  But 
they  d i d  not f i n d  t h i s  sgate of a f fa i r s  t o  be i n  
hamony w i t h  the  revealed wtP1 o f  God, Lu the r  
says: '"ce upon a t fme  Popes, B i s h o p  Pr?.eses 
and Plsnk..; had suc1.a au thor f ty  t h a t ,  with their 
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-letters of e x c o m u ~ & c a ~ i a n ,  they cauld faace 
drive kings and pritxces wl~exe-er they  v isbed,  

26, h d  then t h e  Reformers were faced wi th  a 
t h i r d  mag~ement, =which h d d  shag i f  a person 

became a B r i s e l a n  he should withdraw eoq leee ly  
fxom the worrld, so &ha6 he had no part: in c i v i l  
government, d i d  no6 hold properry  nor share i n  any 

en ta l  d u t i e s  whatever. Hence $he Apology 
declares t h a t  it i s  'Yfahse t o  claim that  Christian 
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perfect ion consists i n  not holding property" (Ap9 
X V I ,  9 ) .  Some o f  t h e q u i e t i s m  found today, to- 
ge ther  with a notion t ha t  government i s  s l i g h t l y  
e v i l  and t ha t  basieal%g underneath it i t  i s  an 
enemy t o  ehe Gospel and t h e  Christian, m y  not be 
unrelated t o  what the  Refomaers ran i n t o ,  

27, To remove a l l  these miseoneeptions, Luther  
%Tote many ar t ic les  and books ~rhfc1-e are t h e  

background f o r  the p r i n c i p l e s  s ta ted in the  Luth- 
eran Confessions. Perhaps the sfng$e erasst iapor -  
t a n t  one was written i n  1523: Temporal h t h o r i t y :  

4 5 ,  77- 
129) Bornkam i s  undoubtedly r i g h t  i n  claiming 
t h i s  t o  be  the  "'mature preseataeion o f  h i s  doe- 
t r ine"  on the distinction between the  kingdoms .9 

28, In  1520, when %weher wrote h i s  Address to %he 
- s =  -- 

Chr i s t i an  Nobili ty,  he asserted t h a t  the -- P 

spiritual authoriey i s  noc exempt f r a m  %he juris- 
d i c t i o n  s f  t h e  temporal a u t h a a i t y :  "1 sag there- 
fore t h a t  since the temporal aucb~szP.$g i s  ordained 
o f  God t o  punisla the wicked and pro tec t the  goo6, 
i t  should be l e f t  free t o  perform 'ts o f f i c e  in 
the whsf e body sf  Christendom without restrictlc7a 
and wj-thou$ respect t o  persons, whet be^: i d  af feeks  
pope, b ishops ,  p r ies ts ,  monks, nuns, or anyone 
else" (LVi 4 4 ,  130). In h i s  xmi.cings Luther  eon- 
s t a n t l y  refers to Rsmns 13:1-7; % Fe$er 2:13-16; 
P Tlmothy 2:%-3;  and Park 12:13, as the basis f o r  
the  t r u t h  t ha t  the ternpara1 authority i s  orda ined  
sf  God and independent of the spiritual powers, 

29.  Rut by 1522 Luther had a l r eady  begun t o  won- 
d e r  where the aughoritg OF Caesar ends s ince 

we are Cs gfve to Caesar only the things t h a t  be- 
long t o  Caesar and we eertafnly are not t o  give t o  
him the  t%aii;.ags t h a t  Belong %s God, The situation 
becme more aggravated as s m e  sf  the Princes be- 
gan p u t t i n g  pressure on t h e i r  sub jec t s  wst t o  
aktend the Unber s i t y  o f  Wittenberg, and it came 
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the whsf e body sf  Christendom without restrictlc7a 
and wj-thou$ respect t o  persons, whet be^: i d  af feeks  
pope, b ishops ,  p r ies ts ,  monks, nuns, or anyone 
else" (LVi 4 4 ,  130). In h i s  xmi.cings Luther  eon- 
s t a n t l y  refers to Rsmns 13:1-7; % Fe$er 2:13-16; 
P Tlmothy 2:%-3;  and Park 12:13, as the basis f o r  
the  t r u t h  t ha t  the ternpara1 authority i s  orda ined  
sf  God and independent of the spiritual powers, 

29.  Rut by 1522 Luther had a l r eady  begun t o  won- 
d e r  where the aughoritg OF Caesar ends s ince 

we are Cs gfve to Caesar only the things t h a t  be- 
long t o  Caesar and we eertafnly are not t o  give t o  
him the  t%aii;.ags t h a t  Belong %s God, The situation 
becme more aggravated as s m e  sf  the Princes be- 
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aktend the Unber s i t y  o f  Wittenberg, and it came 



t o  a head whew Duke e o r g e  of the Duchy of Saxony 
demanded t ha t  a l l  of the New Testment transfa- 
eions which Luther  had done were $0 be delivered 
i n t o  the hands o f  t he  o f f i c i a l s ,  After Luther had 
preached several semons sn these issues, he pub- 
l i s h e d  them in t h i s  l i t t l e  treatise, Secular liuthor- 
i t y e  0x1 the basis of Scripture he dealt with the 
basic issues of where does the gsvermewt derive 
I t s  power? f i a t  are i t s  limits? mat are its 
power functions? 

30, Luther begins by asserting the  divine origin 
sf temporal authority, that it is clear from 

Scriptwe that it is Gsdss w i l l  that the temporal 
sword be  used f o r  the punishment of the wicked 
and the protection o f  the upright (LW 45, 87). 
GodPs people, true believers in the Kingdom o f  
God, ts be sure, need no temporal l a w  or sword 
because the l a w  i s  laid dom fo r  the lawless 
(Lw 45, 901, Nevertheless there i s  need for a 
diffe~ent government 'sbeyond the Christian es ta te  
and the RirPgdom of Gode' because there are '"few 

erue believers and still fewer who live a firis- 
t f ca  life," 'Hence it was necessary for  God ts 
ordain ~ W Q  gmemments and one must carefuPly 
d i s t ingu i sh  be tw~en  these t w o  goverments, Both 
must be p e m i t t e d  $0 remain, the one ts produce 
righteousness and the sther ts bring about exter- 
nal peace and prevent evil deeds (L1J 45, 9 2 ) .  

toward your neighbar,* me GaspeP does not  fo rb id  
t h i s ;  in fac t ,  i n  other  places, it actuaf$y c ~ m -  
mands i t e U  L 5 9 5  9 6  'Ififle it is t r u e  t h a t  
there may be a certain freedom as =&o when t h e  use 
o f  the  sword is to be app l i ed ,  IPbut  here you see 
t h a t  gotar neighbar needs i t ,  there love constrains 
you t o  da as a matter of necessity t h a t  which 
would o t h e n ~ i s e  be opt ional  and not  necessary f a r  
you e i ther  ts do o r  t o  leave undone9' (LW 4 5 ,  981,  

32, How far does temporal auehor i ty  extend? No 
far ther ,  answers Lu the r ,  than $0 l i f e  and 

p rope r ty  and external a f fa i r s  on earth,  1% i t  
presumes t o  r u l e  over the  soul  and prescribe l a w s  
i n  tixis area, i t  encroaches upon Gad ' s  gavermmes%t 
"We w a n t  to make t h i s  so elear t ha t  everyone w i l l  
grasp  it, and t h a t  our f ine  gentleaen, t he  p r inces  
and bishops ,  will see laahat fco ls  2hcy are i4.~b~en t h e y  
seek t o  coerce the  people w i t h  t l ~ i r  laws and corn- 
mandments i n t o  believing t h i s  o r  tha t"  (L'T 445, 1651, 
Q ~ e r  w h a t  fs on earth and belongs t o  the te~poraP 
sartK%g kingdom, man has aut:hox:itg Lrmn Cod (Gene- 
sis 1:26), b u t  whatever belongs Es heaven and the  
external kingdom is exclusively under the Lord o f  
heaven, Peter efearly sets a l i r a % &  eo t h e  tern- 
psraP author%$y i n  Acts 5 : 2 9 ,  because i f  we had 
t o  do everything ghat the  t e ~ ~ o r a l  authority 
wanted, there would have been no pafnt i n  Peter 
saying :, "Ve must obey Gad rather than men, '' 

31, me Christian must make himself available (LW 45, Ill),  

f o r  governmental services even $0 the ex%ent 
o f  being "hangman,"'because t h i s  is very "benefi- 
c ia l  f a r  the  whole world and your neighbor"; he, 
o f  course, would not be doing that for  the puqose 
o f  avenging himself but far  the good of the neigh- 
bor: "In what concerns you sand yours, you govern 
yourself by the Gospel and suffer injust ice  to- 
wards yourself as a t r ue  Br i s t i an ;  in what con- 
cerns the person OP property s% others, you govern 
yourself according to love and tolerate no injustice 

33,  Luthe r  then takes up a case i n  p o i n t ,  In  
1522 the  Duke of Bavaria had issued a =ndate 

forb idding  h%s sub jec t s  t a  read ax discuss Luther's 
bsoks, And, as I have already noted,  Ddbe George 
of Saxony had proscr ibed  kueher's New Tesgament 
translatian, demanding tha t  all ehe copies a l r eady  
oue be turned over to the  offPeHa%s, ~uther's ad- 
vice fs : "If your prince or tmperaP  ru l e s  com- 
mands you to s i d e  w i t h  the Pope, to believe thus 
and so,  08 to get rid sf certain bsoks, you should 
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say, 'It i s  not fireing t h a t  baci.fer (i.e., Satan) 
should s i t  a t  the s ide o f  God, Gracious S i r ,  I, 
owe you obedience i n  body and paoper ty ;  command 
m e  within the  limits a% your a u t h o r i t y  an earth 
and I will obey, But f S  you cormand me t o  g e t  
r i d  s f  certain books, I will not  obey; Ber then 
you are a ty ran t  and cver-reach yourse l f ,  c 
ing where you have n e i t h e r  the  r i g h t  nor the author- 
i t y . ' "  (Lw 45 ,  112). H e  caps this section of the  
Treatise by t e l l i n g  the  s u b j e c t s  of the kingdoms 
i-wapol-eped that "they skasuld not tu rn  i n  a s ing l e  
page, not even a l e t t e r ,  on pain o f  los ing their 
sa1va$$oness mile a c k w o ~ ~ h d g i ~ i ~ g  t ha t  princes are 
governing in God's place, Luther  does not by any 
means give them a blanket  clean b i l l  of h e a l t h ,  as 
some moderns have though$ about Luther ,  f o r  he 
makes the realist ic appraisal: "You must knew 
shat since the beginning o f  &he world a w i s e  prince 
i s  a mighty rare b i r d ,  and an upr igh t  prince even 
rarer. They are generally the b igges t  f o o l s  or  
the  worst scoundrels on earth; therefore  one must 
constantly expect t h e  worst from them" (LW 4 5 ,  
113). Were ane is tempted t o  exclaim: "Shades o f  
watergate l " 

34 ,  %uther then concludes &his  sectfon by recog- 
n iz ing  t h a t  gsvemmen$s can by indirection 

shape b e l i e f s  and promulgate accepted dogms,  It 
was poss ib le  that  someone night  abject that  Luther 
was too d r a s ~ f e  i n  such a sweeping proseription 
agaiust obedience, arguing t h a t  the temporal power 
i s  not forc ing men t o  believe; "it i s  simply seeing 
to i t  externally thH% as one deceives %he pesp le  by 
false doctsfne9"(L~ 45 ,  Ill?), Luther answers tha t  
tha t  i s  the  function ad -the bishops ts f i g h t  heresy, 
P 

which can only be done by God's Word. 1Ie reasserts 
again the pr inc ip le  t ha t  one c a n a t  be forced t o  
believe anything: t'Heresg i s  a a p i r f e u a l  matter 
which you cannot hack to pieces d t h  iron,  consme 
with f ire,  or drown in water. &d's Word alone 
prevails here, as St. Paul says in 2 Cor. 10" 
(IN 45, 114). In the f ina l  section of t h i s  Treat 

- 18 - 

we. should note t ha t  Epthar gives s m e  pract ical  
advice t o  princes as t o  how they should exercise 
the i r  power, 

35 ,  As you no doubt noticed i n  t h i s  ssctlsn, i n  
s u m a r i z i n g  Luther,  the  words such as "govern- 

ment, " ""pwer , '' "'authority, '"have been used and ns t 
very often the  word "kingdom." Th i s  f a c t  i s  o f  
same importance and merigs more than a m e r e  foot-  
note because it adds a dimension t o  our  understand- 
f hg  s f  how Luther viewed the prsbPem of a Chris- 
tian's conduct i n  the  two kingdoms, In Lecture I, 
I demonstrated t h a t  the  New T e s t m e n t  lexical  ev i -  
dence clearly indicates  tha t  the  word "kingdom" 
does wst merely mean kingdom or  domain b u t  tha t  it 
also carries with i t  the connotation of the  exer- 
cise o f  pwer, ruke, o r  gsvernment, We have tended 
ts th ink  only s f  "kingdesm" as a r e a l m  and thus  have 
tended to equate the "Ringdm of GodS1 with  the 
"church" and the "kingdom o f  the  world"  w i t h  the 
"state" so t h a t  we t a a  about the "separation o f  
church and seatepgB o r  "the wall o f  separation be- 
tween church and state," In sso doing, w e  may have 
missed an aspect which t he  Sc r ip tu res  present  and 
poss ib ly  we have caused for surse%ves needless 
difficulties, 

3 6 ,  I believe t ha t  Luther, who so of ten  shows 
h i s  perceptive understan- of t he  B ib l e ,  

caught this dimension, f o r  he not  only uses here 
the word 'kkin@domg' (Reich) b u t  alsa  s word w e  

u 

usanafly transfate as P"gave 
1948 a Swedish scholar,  Gustaf ~ 8 m v a l l ,  published 
cbe results of his research studies of ~uther's 
Two nngdams, w i t h  the s ign i f i c an t  t i t l e :  

Subsequently, 
in 1947 the book was translated i n t o  Geman, and 
since tha t  time t h i s  rather small book has had a 
profound effect on understanding Luther in this 
area. mile scholars may disagree about c e r t a i n  
aspeees of T8mvaPlVs f i n d i n g s ,  they are agreed 



say, 'It i s  not fireing t h a t  baci.fer (i.e., Satan) 
should s i t  a t  the s ide o f  God, Gracious S i r ,  I, 
owe you obedience i n  body and paoper ty ;  command 
m e  within the  limits a% your a u t h o r i t y  an earth 
and I will obey, But f S  you cormand me t o  g e t  
r i d  s f  certain books, I will not  obey; Ber then 
you are a ty ran t  and cver-reach yourse l f ,  c 
ing where you have n e i t h e r  the  r i g h t  nor the author- 
i t y . ' "  (Lw 45 ,  112). H e  caps this section of the  
Treatise by t e l l i n g  the  s u b j e c t s  of the kingdoms 
i-wapol-eped that "they skasuld not tu rn  i n  a s ing l e  
page, not even a l e t t e r ,  on pain o f  los ing their 
sa1va$$oness mile a c k w o ~ ~ h d g i ~ i ~ g  t ha t  princes are 
governing in God's place, Luther  does not by any 
means give them a blanket  clean b i l l  of h e a l t h ,  as 
some moderns have though$ about Luther ,  f o r  he 
makes the realist ic appraisal: "You must knew 
shat since the beginning o f  &he world a w i s e  prince 
i s  a mighty rare b i r d ,  and an upr igh t  prince even 
rarer. They are generally the b igges t  f o o l s  or  
the  worst scoundrels on earth; therefore  one must 
constantly expect t h e  worst from them" (LW 4 5 ,  
113). Were ane is tempted t o  exclaim: "Shades o f  
watergate l " 

34 ,  %uther then concludes &his  sectfon by recog- 
n iz ing  t h a t  gsvemmen$s can by indirection 

shape b e l i e f s  and promulgate accepted dogms,  It 
was poss ib le  that  someone night  abject that  Luther 
was too d r a s ~ f e  i n  such a sweeping proseription 
agaiust obedience, arguing t h a t  the temporal power 
i s  not forc ing men t o  believe; "it i s  simply seeing 
to i t  externally thH% as one deceives %he pesp le  by 
false doctsfne9"(L~ 45 ,  Ill?), Luther answers tha t  
tha t  i s  the  function ad -the bishops ts f i g h t  heresy, 
P 

which can only be done by God's Word. 1Ie reasserts 
again the pr inc ip le  t ha t  one c a n a t  be forced t o  
believe anything: t'Heresg i s  a a p i r f e u a l  matter 
which you cannot hack to pieces d t h  iron,  consme 
with f ire,  or drown in water. &d's Word alone 
prevails here, as St. Paul says in 2 Cor. 10" 
(IN 45, 114). In the f ina l  section of t h i s  Treat 

- 18 - 

we. should note t ha t  Epthar gives s m e  pract ical  
advice t o  princes as t o  how they should exercise 
the i r  power, 

35 ,  As you no doubt noticed i n  t h i s  ssctlsn, i n  
s u m a r i z i n g  Luther,  the  words such as "govern- 

ment, " ""pwer , '' "'authority, '"have been used and ns t 
very often the  word "kingdom." Th i s  f a c t  i s  o f  
same importance and merigs more than a m e r e  foot-  
note because it adds a dimension t o  our  understand- 
f hg  s f  how Luther viewed the prsbPem of a Chris- 
tian's conduct i n  the  two kingdoms, In Lecture I, 
I demonstrated t h a t  the  New T e s t m e n t  lexical  ev i -  
dence clearly indicates  tha t  the  word "kingdom" 
does wst merely mean kingdom or  domain b u t  tha t  it 
also carries with i t  the connotation of the  exer- 
cise o f  pwer, ruke, o r  gsvernment, We have tended 
ts th ink  only s f  "kingdesm" as a r e a l m  and thus  have 
tended to equate the "Ringdm of GodS1 with  the 
"church" and the "kingdom o f  the  world"  w i t h  the 
"state" so t h a t  we t a a  about the "separation o f  
church and seatepgB o r  "the wall o f  separation be- 
tween church and state," In sso doing, w e  may have 
missed an aspect which t he  Sc r ip tu res  present  and 
poss ib ly  we have caused for surse%ves needless 
difficulties, 

3 6 ,  I believe t ha t  Luther, who so of ten  shows 
h i s  perceptive understan- of t he  B ib l e ,  

caught this dimension, f o r  he not  only uses here 
the word 'kkin@domg' (Reich) b u t  alsa  s word w e  

u 

usanafly transfate as P"gave 
1948 a Swedish scholar,  Gustaf ~ 8 m v a l l ,  published 
cbe results of his research studies of ~uther's 
Two nngdams, w i t h  the s ign i f i c an t  t i t l e :  

Subsequently, 
in 1947 the book was translated i n t o  Geman, and 
since tha t  time t h i s  rather small book has had a 
profound effect on understanding Luther in this 
area. mile scholars may disagree about c e r t a i n  
aspeees of T8mvaPlVs f i n d i n g s ,  they are agreed 



t ha t  Luther  had a second dimension i n  mind when he  
spoke of t h e  two kingdoms as evidenced by h i s  con- 
s t an t  use of Far exmple ,  Luther uses 
the tern 95 times in his comentary on Psalm 2-01, 
which is real ly an essay addressed t o  the  new 
Elector ,  John Frederick, on how t o  conduct h i s  
governmental r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  (Lw 13, 146-224). 
me t e r n  is  s f  c e n t r a l  importance i n  
understanding ~ u t h e r k  v i e w  o f  govermewt, s p i r i -  
tual and sec;lar. Prof. Alf red  Von Rohr Sauer, 
who t rans la ted  l~uthesr's ccsmentary i n t o  English, 
remarks, " that  there seems t o  be no English word 
even approaching i t  i n  connotation," and hence 
he was forced t o  translate i t  i n  a v a r i e t y  of 
ways, such a s ,  "charge," "administration," 
"kingdom," "authori ty,"  "exercise of government," 
etc. (LW 13, 147). Luther, cementing on Psalm 
101:5, is t r a n s l a t e d  as saying: "Thank God, i t  
is n m  manifest enough go d l  t h e  rqorld how the 

weed t o  be dist inguished" 
(LW 13, 193; my emphasis). The tern "two govern- 
ments" po in t s  t o  the two ways i n  which God effects 
H i s  will in the  spiritual and the secular  realms 
whieh are in the w r l d ,  So, Luther, fo r  example, 
in his i s  speaking not  onby of 
what w e  would c a l l  "churchf' and ' , s ta te ,"  but  a t  
the same t i m e  of two sets of re la t ionsh ip  wi th in  
which the ~ r i s t f a w  l ives .  He has h i s  existence 
in a r f s t  and a% the  same time h i s  exis tence  in 
the  secular, 

37, me Lutheran Confessions catch t h i s  whew 
they use the  terns "Power of the  Keys" and 

"Power of t h e  Sword." mrough the P O W B ~  of the 
Keys the believer has come t o  know h i s  Savior and 
through faith he has the  f o ~ g i v e n e s s  of sins, 
l i f e  and sa lva t ion ,  and he l i v e s  i n  a new re la -  
tion of love  t o  God and his f e l l o m e n ,  Ow the  
other  hand, he s t i l l  has a c 
with mankind i n  general where the law regu la tes  
everyone's external actions. J u s t  as he must 
learn t o  d iv ide  and apply the  Law and the  Gospel 

to himself, so  the Cht i s t i an  w s t  understand t h e  
difference between these two powers 0% gsvern- 
ments and in what sphere they may be legitimately 
used,%O 

38. It remains f o r  us t o  Pssk a t  ho~g Luther en- 
visioned t h a t  these  p r inc ip les  would be car- 

r i e d  out i n  a p r a c t i c a l  way. Chris t ians  should be 
active in government and a l l  the affa i rs  of the 
secu la r ,  possess property, be married, buy and 
s e l l ,  e t c .  Ehrriage and proper ty  were i n s t i t u t e d  
i n  Paradise and o r i g i n a l l y  had nothing t o  do with 
the  f a l l  i n t o  sin. But now even af ter  the  fall, 
the  w i l l  of God takes  shape i n  the  d i f f e r e n t  voea- 
t i o n s  i n  t h e  secu la r  world. Tnis concept of 
Luther and the  Reformers is much broader than our 
concept of the  "state."  It i s  not  conceived i n  
t e r n s  of a p o l i t i c a l  i n s t i t u t i o n  but  rather of a 
general way of God's r u l i n g  the  world. 

39. Luther d i d  nor h e s i t a t e  t o  give out a consid- 
er%lsPe mount o f  advice t o  the secu la r  r u l e r s ,  

OTP severa l  o ~ c a s i m s  he easaerts that i t  is the prea- 
cher ' s  duty t o  preach t o  and rebuke rulers. H e  does 
not  presume t o  give advice t o  government o f f i c i a l s  
on t echn ica l  ma t te r s ,  such as  how t o  levy taxes ,  
because these  are matters f o r  "the lawyers" t o  work 
out s ince  "it i s  not fitting t h a t  I ,  an evangelist, 
should make decis ions  i n  such matters" (LW 46, 39). 
Yet, a s  one who also preaches the law, he does feel  
j u s t i f i e d  i n  pointing t o  the f a u l t s  of the govern- 
ment, suggesting f e s t e r i n g  a reas  of i n j u s t i c e  that 
need improvement, as he d i d  i n  h i s  famous To the 

er makes spe- 
c i f i c  suggestions as t o  how the temporal authori-  
e i e s  could reform t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  affairs. We sug- 
ges t s  the  a b o l i t i o n  of begging by enacting a law 
t o  the  e f f e c t  t h a t  every city should look af ter  
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"Power of t h e  Sword." mrough the P O W B ~  of the 
Keys the believer has come t o  know h i s  Savior and 
through faith he has the  f o ~ g i v e n e s s  of sins, 
l i f e  and sa lva t ion ,  and he l i v e s  i n  a new re la -  
tion of love  t o  God and his f e l l o m e n ,  Ow the  
other  hand, he s t i l l  has a c 
with mankind i n  general where the law regu la tes  
everyone's external actions. J u s t  as he must 
learn t o  d iv ide  and apply the  Law and the  Gospel 
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i t s  a m  paor "i f  only we had the Courage and the  
intention t o  do so" @$kt 4 4 $  189) In general, his 
judgznent i s  tha t  "'the secular law--God help  us-- 
has become a wilderness" (LW 4 4 $  %03)* Thi s  state- 
ment, indeed, has a =adern r i n g ,  

48. On one occasion Luther sa%d:  "It i s  not re- 
be l l ious  t o  l e t  oneself be deposed, b u t  it 

wauld be rebe l l ious  i f  one who preaches t h e  Gospel  
d i d  not  ekastize $he v ices  o f  the authorities, 
For such $3 the b e l ~ a ~ i ~ r  a f  a lazy and useless 
preacher, "I1 In h i s  commentary on Psa lm 101, 
which deals w i th  govemaental csnditions, Luther  
says: "Now, i f  a preacher fn h i s  o f f i c i a l  capa- 
c i t y  says t o  kings and pr inces  and t o  a l l  the  
wosld, 'thank and fear God, and keep His comaand- 
menta,' he i s  not meddling in the affairs of' secu- 
lar government. On " L h e  contrary,  he i s  thereby 
s e r v i n g  and being obedient t a  the  h ighes t  govern- 
ments' (Lv 13, 195). It would appear go Luther 
t ha t  the church does exercise a wholesome maral 
influence an society,  also through procPaIming 
the revealed Law, E t~ the r  d i d  believe tha t  when 
one semed h i s  country and rendered service t o  
h i s  neighbor, the coman&2ewt sf  love 1s a p p l i e d  
not only ro the Christian's pr iva te  life bu t  also 
t o  h i s  pub l i e  affairs,  h d  t h i s  not least ashen 
the  Law s e w e s  8s an inhibitor o f  e v i l  men's 
actions, B t  is a false idea  o f  mercy to think 
t ha t  evil-doers should g s  unpunished, and i t  does 
not  B L m  out o f  love $0 axe3s neighbor who needs 
progeetion against  evil-doers, Luther usua5Iy 
demonstrates this tmeh wi th  ragher vivid,  con- 
crete exampl9s: "Suppsse I was ed;, break i n t o  a 
aan's house, rape h i s  w i f e  and daughters,  break 
open h i s  strong box, take h i s  money, pu t  a sword 
to h i s  chest and say, 'Ef you will not pu t  up wf&h 
t h i s ,  1 shall rug gsu tkrsugh, f o r  you are a god- 
less wre$cheB; then if a crowd gathered and were 
about to kill me, or if the judge ordered my head 
off, suppose I were to cry out, 'Hey, Christ 

- 22 - 

teaches you t o  b e  mezciful and not t o  kill m e , '  
what would people say?" (LW 4 6 ,  68).  In  t h i s  way 
Luther  defends the posltion he took in t h e  Peasants" 
War wE%en he t o ld  the  noblemen t h a t  %hey were o b l i -  
gated ts rescue innocent people from the  uwcan- 
t r o l l e d  mobs o f  peasants who were running wild in 
robbing, plundering and murder, mis i s  the eon- 
t e x t  f o r  his words quoted SO often as the  reason 
f o r  the  Nitler atrsh=i$ies: '%ee whoever can s tab,  
smite, slay, P f  you d i e  i n  doing it, good f o r  
you! A more blessed death can never be yours ,  
f o r  you d i e  while obeying ehe d iv ine  Word and 
comandment i n  Romans 13, and in loving service 
$0 your neighbar, wl~orn you are rescuing frm the 
bonds of h e l l  and of the devil" (US 4 6 ,  5%,55). 

4 1 ,  But one must not i n f e r  from this incident t h a t  
Luther w a s  a heel-clicking "law c%nd o rde r s '  man 

who thought t ha t  one nust e ~ c t  the l a s t  pound o f  
flesh. 1x1 fac t ,  when the peasants' rebel l isn was 
finally set dom,  he was appalled a t  the  cruel and 
vengeful behavior o f  some o f  $he rulers, Ee d2d 
not "intend to  strengthen the  raging  t y r a n t s  o r  
$0 praise t h e i r  raging" because "they are not  seek- 
i ng  to punish and s t o p  r e b e l l i o n ;  rather ,  they  are 
sat is fying t h e i r  furious self-will and cooling a 
rage, v ~ l ~ i c l a  t h y ,  perhaps, have long nursed,  think- 
ing  t ha t  they now have an opportunity and excuse 
t o  do SQ'YLW 4 6 ,  821, 

42,  A s  a ~ a k t e r  o f  fact ,  Luther calls for  modera- 
t i o n  i n  t h e  app l i ca t ion  o f  the  Law to dndf- 

v idua l  cases. Justice and equ i ty  were h i s  great 
concerns, We recognizes tha t  i n  the secular warBd 
c i v i l  r u l e  proceeds by demands, bu$ i n  h i s  Table 
Talk, obsewes ' t hus  and so it-must be d o n e m e  
less w e l l  it works ou t , "  h d  we should n o t  forget  - 
t h a t  just before the Peasants' War broke o u t ,  
Luther urges t h a t  %be authorities ""try kindness 
first, f o r  you 80 not know what God will do t o  
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prevent the  spark tha t  will kindle  a l l  enmany and 
start  a f i r e  as one can exginguish; ru le rs  are not 
appointed t o  e x p l o i t  chair sub jec t s  fox t h e i r  own 
p r o f i t  and advantage h u t  t o  be concerned about the  
welfare sf  t h e i r  subjects" (LW 4 6 ,  2 3 ) .  h d  so,  
with regard to the enforcement o f  l a w s ,  Luther  
counseled agains t  overly-strictness: "WE must 
allow exceptions and not let the law take its 
strict course, In  same cases the law ought to 
yield and j u s t i c e  take i t s  pilace" (LW 4 6 ,  101). 

43 ,  Luther i n  h i s  'gSemaegn on Keeping a i l d r e n  i n  
School," calls for higher eudcation so that 

men of comon sense and noderation w 1 % 1  be pre- 
pared for public office, and he asks who is capa- 
ble of ruling effectively. He answers his rhetor- 
ical question: "Certainly not those who would 
rule with the fist, as many now think to do. For 
if men were to rule s o l e l y  by the fist, the end 
result would surely be a bestial kind of existence; 
whoever could get the better o f  another would s i m -  
p l y  toss him i n t o  the discard  p i l e .  We have enough 
examples before our eyes t o  see what the fist can 
accomplish apart from wisdom or  reason" (LW 4 6 ,  
239) .  

44. Luther" advice t o  the princes in his 
i s  t ha t ,  "'first, he must give eon- 

sideratfan and atteation to h i s  sub jec t s  and real ly 
devote himself t o  i t ,  mis he does when he directs  
h i s  every thought t o  making himself useful and 
beneficial to them;. when instead of thinking ' the 
land and t he  people belong t o  me, I w i l l  do dnat 
b e s t  pleases me,' he thinks rather, 'I belong to 
the  land and t h e  people, I shall do what i s  usefu l  
and good f o r  them."' This will include that one 
must go by the proverb, "he cannot govern who can- 
not wink at faulltsg"~W 4 5 ,  120,124) .  

45 ,  Luther holds that rulers must always keep in 
mind mtural law which is roughly equivalent 

to the Golden Rule, "That I should do as I would 

be dowe by, 'vThis  will of ten  l e a d  t o  adjus t fng 
matters without law basks, b u t  it w i l l  lead t o  
free decisions, "given however by love and natural 
l a w ,  with which all reason i s  f i l l e d . "  As an ex- 
ample of s w h  excellent ~UPfag, Luthex t e l l s  a 
l u r i d  s t o ry  %ram the  l i f e  o f  Charles the Bold, 
Duke of Burgundy (1467-14771, a seory  ghat could 
well be a scenario %or one af our  modern h o r r ~ r  
sex f i l m s ,  But l e t  Luther  tell i t  i n  h i s  c ~ m  
w : "This s t o r y  i s  t o1  d o f  Duke Charles o f  
Burgundy, A certain noblemaw Rsok 8x1 eaefny 
pr isoner ,  The prisoner's w i f e  came ks ransoa 
her husband, The wsblenaw promised te give back 
the husband an condition t h a t  she would lie with 
him, The woman was v i r tuous ,  yet wished t o  s e t  
her husband free; ss she goes and asks her  knus- 
bawd whether she  should do t h i s  t h i n g  i n  order 
t o  set him free, The husband xwsished ts be set 
free and t o  save h i s  l i f e ,  ss he gives h i s  wife 
pemission.  A f t e r  $he nobleman had l a i n  w%&h Ehe 
wife, he had the  husbsnd beheaded $he nexe day 
and gave him t o  her as a corpse. She 1.ai.d che 
a47"nsle case before Duke Char les ,  He s~rnh;~~2owed the 
nobleman and eo nded him ts marry the  woman, 
'P,\%@n t h e  wedding day was over, h e  had the noble- 
man beheaded, gave the woman possession o f  h i s  
proper ty ,  and re s to red  her $0 honor, Thus hc 

t P punished the  crime i n  a pr ince ly  way* Luther 
ends t h i s  s to ry  and h i s  book on --- Temparh7.1 k~nehor i ty  --- 
wf ek these words : "No Pope, n0 j ~ x i s  t , no law 
book saufd have given h i m  such a d~cision, It 
sprang frhsxn untrameled reason, above t h e  1 8 ~  i n  
a l l  the l a w  books, and i s  ss exeellent tha t  every-- 
one must approve o f  ie and f i n d  the jus t tce  o f  i t  
m i t t e n  i n  h i s  o m  heart, S t ,  Augustine relates 
a similar s t o ry  i n  The Lard's Semon_on t h e  Elount. 
Theref o re ,  we shou1rkeep written la;~s sub jec t  t o  
reason, from wh%ch they origPnaBly welled for th  as 
from t h e  spring sf justice, We should nat make 
the spring dependent on i ts  r ivule ts  o r  m&e pea- 
son a captive of letters" (Lw 45, 128.129). 
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46. mi, balanced use o f  l a w  and jus t ice  i s  not 
found mong many of  the wcprld's rulers. They 

are rare b i r d s  who have t h i s  sense o f  e q u i t y ,  In 
h i s  "Sermon on Keepirag Childsen i n  Scbaol," Lrrther 
says that: it i s  a f i n e  thing i f  "an emperor, prince 
or l o r d ,  i s  by nature so w f s r  and able ehat he can 
instinctively hit upon what i s  r i g h t ,  as could t w o  
lnen I knew, Duke Frederick o f  Saxony and S i r  Fabian 
Von Fe l i t z sch ,  t o  speak o f  men no longer l iv ing .  
Such rulers are p r e t t y  pars b i r d s "  (LW 4 6 ,  2 3 9 ) .  

47.  While Luther  r e c o p i z e s  t h a t  a r u l e r  or judge, 
t o  be an effeeffiq~e one need not  be a mristia13 

(Lb7 4 5 ,  99.127) . he nevertheless s t rongly  urges 
t ha t  Christians participate i n  government, and he 
believes that t h e i r  pa r t i c ipa t ion  will be a bless- 
inn to t h e  land. I n  a general way he says i n  - 

tha t  Pe would be f ine  and fit- 
ting if a l l  princes were gocd t r ue  Christians. - 
For the  sword and auehessrity, as a part icular  ser-  
vice c f  God, belong more appropr i a t e ly  to Chris- 
t i ans  than t o  any other  men on earth. "Tnerefo~e 
you should esteem the smrd o r  governmental author- 
i t y  as highly as the estat;e o f  marriage o r  husban- 
d ry  o r  any other c a l l i ng  which God has instituted" 
(UJ 4 5 ,  loo) ,  

48. In  a more specif ic  context, Luther is his 
(15291, first makes 

it clear t h a t  he i s  not urging the Emperor t ha t  
w a r  against the  Turk be made in the nature of a 
crusade, re l igiously motivated and l e d  by the 
church, bu t  rather it is to p r o t e c t  the ~mperor's 
subjects  who have been wrongfully attacked by the 
Turk. H e  then exclaim: " W B P U ~ ~  to God that they 
(i.e., the worldly rulers) were all Christians o r  
ghat no one w w B d  be a prime unless he were a 
Christian! Things would be better than they are 
now and the Turk would not be so powerful" (LW 4 6 ,  
1661, 

49. I am quite confident that Luther would have 
agreed with t he  judgment Cardinal  IJoNolsey, 

Henry ~111's Prime &Enister, invoked upon himself: 

Had I but  served my God with half the zeal 
I. served my King, He would not i n  my age 
H a v e  left me n&ed to mine enemies, 

50. With these general p r i n c i p l e s  enunciated froio 
Luther  and the  Lutheran Confessions, perhaps 

we can now in Lecture III examine their signifi- 
cance for us as we celebrate the Bicentennial, 

51. 17761 J u l y  4 :  "When i n  the  course of human 
events it becomes necessary for  one people to 

Bissohe the political bands which hme connected 
them with another, We, therefore, a a 

solemnly publish and declare, That  these United 
States are, and of r i g h t  ought to be, Free and 
Independent States: That they are Absolved from 
all Allegiance to the B r i t i s h  Crown." So,  w e  have 
t h e  Revolutionary !<Jar, o r ,  t o  pu t  it more unkindly 
but poss ib ly  more accurately, the F?ar o f  Rebellion. 
From the storehouse of my short  memory of whae I 
have retained from at tending pastoral  conferences, 
I recollect t a t r en t s  o f  words on the i l l e g a l i t y  
and the sinfulness of events t h a t  brought our 
country into existence as an independent nat ion,  
accompanied w i t h  the  $udmenil% tkag: klartin Luther 
would have had no part i n  it. I do not know if 
there is anyone among us who is inc l ined  to accept 
Prime Minister Harold ~ilson's generous invitation, 
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recent ly  made t o  Vice  President Rockefelbler, t o  
mark the  Bicentennial i n  a significant way by 
applying f o r  readmission t o  the B r i t i s h  Comon- 
wealth. But the re  are prsbably questions t h a t  
come t o  mind, and I believe that they would be 
r e l a t e d  t o  quest ions t h a t  have a r i s e n  wi th  re- 
gard t o  Luther and the  Peasants" War, 450 years  
ago, and World War 11, t h i r t y  years ago. 

52. F i r s t ,  l e t  m e  say t h a t  I, no more than Luther, 
w i l l  want t o  specula te  on whether human exis-  

tence would have been b e t t e r  in. some other  poss ib le  
world where our exis tence  a s  colonies would be sub- 
j e c t  t o  he r  Royal Majesty, Elizabeth 11. In  o ther  
words. I cannot, nor do I want t o ,  peer i n t o  the  
counsels of t h k ~ e u s  Absconditus. I do know t h a t  
God's foreknowledge, two hundred years  ago, ex- - 

tended a l i k e  over the  good and e v i l  on t h i s  conti-  
nent and the  European continent ,  but  t h a t  t h i s  w a s  
not a cause of e v i l  o r  But I a l s o  know t h a t  
God's r u l i n g  Providence did  con t ro l  e v i l  and im-  
pose a durat ion on it ( ~ p .  X I ,  4 ) .  So, today we 
w i l l  have t o  recognize the  s t a t u s  quo a s  i t  e x i s t s .  
But, the  thought of p a s t  h i s t o r y  should lead us t o  
t r u e  repentance and a confident t r u s t  i n  the  prom- 
i s e s  of the  Gospel and a d e s i r e  t o  serve  our God 
and our fellowmen i n  t r u e  godliness. 

53. W e  must acknowledge the  f a c t s  of h i s t o r y ,  
t h a t  kingdoms r i s e  and f a l l ,  and thus allow 

f o r  change i n  the  course of hman  events. Luther, 
i n  h i s  famous l e t t q ,  "To the  Chr is t ian  Nobi l i ty  
of the  German Nation Concerning the  Reform of t h e  
Chr is t ian  Estate" (1520), recognizes these  f a c t s  
of l i f e  when h e  analyzes the  pope's pre tense  t h a t  
he took the  Holy Roman Empire from the  Greek Em- 
perors and bestowed i t  upon the  Germans: "There 
is no doubt t h a t  the  t r u e  Roman Empire . . . has  
long s ince  been overthrown and come t o  an end. . . 
This happened under the  Goths but  more p a r t i c u l a r l y  

when the Muslim Empire arose almost a thousand 
years ago. . It i S  a small th ing  f o r  God to 
throw empires and p r i n c t p a f h t i e s  absue, H e  i s  so 
gen t l e  with them tha t  once i n  awhile He gives a 
kingdom to a scoundrel and takes one from a good 
man, smetimes by t h e  treachery s f  wicked,  f a i th -  
less men, and sometimes by inheritance." (UJ 44,  
207,208) .  

5 4 ,  But rebe l l ion  was involved t w o  hu2dred years 
ago,  and cer ta inly Rcno~s 13: 1-7 and 1 Peter 

2:13-16 ca l l  f o r  obedience to the  ecnseituted 
authorities, Bus Luthezan Csnfessbons declare 
t ha t  the  h s p e P  "comands us ts obey the existing 
l a w s ,  wlnetlha they were fomula$ed by heathen or 
others ,  and i n  t h i s  obedience to practice love" 
A 1 3 )  Luther on severah scc~%$ons  w a s  
explicit  about r ebe l l ion ;  f o r  example, i n  h i s  
bookle t ,  "bfi~etl~er S o l d i e r s ,  Too, Can B e  ~avecl" : 
'2 say t h a t  rulers are not  to be opposed wi%h 
violence 8nd r e b e l l i o n s ,  as t h e  Romzns, Greeks, 
tlre StqBss, and the Danes have done; rat'e~er there 
are other  ways of dealing w i t h  then" (LW 4 6 ,  108). . 
Luther  here sets f o r t h  a dictum, but there i s  a 
s l i g h t  modification even in these words. We is a 
conservative in h i s  th ink ing  and likes t o  make 
haste slowly. On one occasion he said, "Changing 

ent  is one th ing ,  Improving a govermenz 
is another."12 Luther recognized God's wisdom i n  
i n s t i t u t i n g  government because i%s resmains t h e  
evil proclivities sf  men which are al.r+.ays thseakew- 
ing  $0 break out  i n t o  vfslenee--c~ar, R e b c l l i s n  
leads to war, since there are very few bloodless 
csups, ~ u t h e f l s  horror of w a r  is  well knom, and 
we have a11 read h i s  statement: "!Gar :% t he  great- 
e s t  plague t ha t  can a f f l i c t  hmanigyg i t  destroys 
r e l i g i o n ,  it d e s t r o y s  states,  it des t roys  families. 
Any SCOUT~E is preferable ts it." 

5 5 ,  mat i s  rather awmaksus i n  our day i s  t h a t  
though we l ive i n  the shadow sf a nuclear 

war, we are quite c~mplacent about the horrors  ~f 
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w a r ,  what with a l l  our creature comforts and h igh  
standards o f  material l iv ing.  Yes, we m y  say tha t  
we agree with General Shermn when he  sa id  t h a t  war 
was iaelal., b u t  t h a t  word through sheer overuse and 
systematic demythologization has become so meaning- 
less t o  us ghat i e  2s more o f  a sopsrifke than a 
statement o f  revulsion, She-man was more concrete 
in a le t ter  to h i s  wife: "You cannot qualify w a r  
in harsher terns than E will. War is cruelty and 
you cannot ref ine it, . . . 1 begfn t o  regart l  dea th  
and mangling o f  a couple of thsusand men as a small 
affair, as a kind of morning dash--and it may well 
be that we have becoae ss hardened,'? mis sounds 
almost like Luther  who de$ested war, not only be- 
cause of the inevitable b h o d s h e d ,  hunger,  and suf-  
fering &hat fallows in i t s  wake, but  also because 
it tends t o  malce men more morally calloused than 
in peacetime, 

56. There is, however, as we have already noted 
in Lecture $1, a point  where a Christ ian at 

all. costs must disobey his goverment,  bu t  it is  
not  easy to defrhne t h i s  exact p o i n t  under every 
s e t  s f  eircmstances. But,  as Luther says, we 
resist t h e  government when it openly tries to 
empel us to do wrong against God or men (Lw 4 4 ,  
9 2 )  . 
57, Ts take, f irst ,  a theoretical case which 

borde r s  @Ease $0 the matter s f  r e b e l l i o n ,  
Luther sags that i t  i s  only r i g h t  t k z e t  a pr ince ,  
king,  0% l o r d  should be deposed i f  he b e e m e s  
insane ,  "for he i s  not to be  considered a man if 
h i s  reason is gone,'' But i t  must be added t ha t  
W h e r  i s  also o f  the ' '~ap~n%sn@' that madmen and 
t y r a n t s  are not the  same because in the former 
case "the light o f  reason has gone out" (LW 46, 
105). But h i s  renarks do raise some interesting 
questfons, for examle, as t o  ~ghether a die ta tor  
is insane &en he puts  i n t o  effect d pol icy  of 
mass genseide, as oecumed some thirty years ago. 

58 .  But there is a practical case from ~uther's 
o m  life that  we might take into considera- 

tion when we consider t h i s  general problem, Luther, 
in his says t ha t  ts act as a 
f i r i sg ian  "a prince should not go ts w a r  again= 
his  overlord--king, emperor, o r  o ther  l iege lo rd"  
(LW 45 ,  E26$, Be wrote t h i s  i n  1523, but  in Jan- 
uary I539 he w a s  along in arr iving at the grave 
decision to resist the ~ n p e r o r  .I3 In a mema%.andm 
signed by Luther ,  Jonas, Bucer, a n d  Eklanchthon 
(Fa &hat order) ,  they answer ~ W O  q l ~ . e s & i m s :  
1) governments ought $;o defend $heir sub- 
jec%s against  u n j u s t  power, agatnst princes, and 
against the  &penex, enpae:fall?_y i n  matte~s 8: 

m 2  yelj&og. irle answer j a  ~ f E i r m z C i x p 2  ., 0 x 2  

she basis r-f ~ ~ a z u r a l  jZb~,  G ~ e - ~ a - i ;  b Pb-- * 3 - ~ g h - < c ,  "2:- 1.-  --,.a. 3 

p r ~ r a e t s  h i s  family fxom qiaEeoee, so sht~ulc: a 
p3;ja=e3 on the example QE ConsZanZiae who over- 
threw $he tyrant  Liein%csn 2ro$eck k 2 ~  peogiz 
frcra musdersas emperor &kAa ttou93, ccmpc:f thyi.;i ea. 
L ~ ~ l , , p k e ~ y  2nd idolat ry ,  I n  such a r ese  thr. bond 
Letween infer5,os and superior is (?Fssnl-~ied. %33425<* 
naztlrae (by the Paw a f  na~ure) . To $he quea6 ,P~~ i :  
2 )  $$%ether the defender ought ;:a "i~eie until kEa 
enemy actually attacks, the answer w a s ,  "Mo." If 
the  ban has been pronsunced against an a l l y ,  the 
defender has the  rigl2t $0 ant icipate  the a~kaek ;  
"far the Gospel does not  f o r b i d ,  raeheu it eon- 

the  o f f i c e  o f  government and na tura l  law." 

5 9 ,  msese xgere 88f f i cu l t  times for  the  Snalcald 
League, wB-iich had been organized e$gh% years 

earlier ,  and the document demonstrates tkat under 
certain condi%isws there c ~ u a d  be orderly resis- 
tance t~ a higher power, As you h a w ,  however, 
the Smalcald Wars soan broke ou t ,  and milbearfly 
they were not too successful for the Protes tant  
Princes. 
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60. However, all th!-F. is not tn  say  t h a t  Luther 
and the Reformers would have agreed with the 

arguments t ha t  Jeffexson furmui.ated for the thecry  
o f  t he  American Revolution, Thee 2mhien w i l l .  
have t o  remain in the reai*m o f  the theoret ical ,  
But we have seen that Lilthe- Gras not t o t a l l y  in- 
f lexible  i n  h i s  dea l ings  wich chi- ggvemment and 
that  under certain c$-rcumea~~ces one n ~ u s t  use  
the power o f  Ehe Sword against the  higher  powers 
and tha t  there i s  not t o  be blind obedience. It 
i s  not the case, as i t  was w i t h  the  S i x  Hundred 
who made the  b l ind  charge at Balaklava: 

Not though the s o l d i e r  knew 
Someone had blundered; 
n~eirs no$ t o  make r e p l y ,  
mefrs not  to reason why:, 
n e i r s  but to do and d i e ,  

It i s  of f u r t he r  importance go note t h a t  Natural  
Law p lays  an important part i n  the thinking o f  
the Reformers, 

61. As one reads the Declaration of Independence, 
one is immediately struck by the r e l i g ious  

tone and terminology found there. The appeal t o  
author i ty  is  t o  the  "Laws o f  Nature and Nature's 
God," and i t  i s  asserted t h a t  the Creator has en- 
dowed a l l  men wi th  certain unalienable Righ t s ,  
and t h a t  among these are L i f e ,  L ibe r ty ,  and t h e  
Pursui t  o f  Happiness, !&en one inquires as $o 

what was the r d i g i ~ u s  background ghat w a s  pre- 
dontinant among the  Founding Fathers, the  answer 
i s  q u i t e  simple: It was Deism, or French Enlight-  
enment, o r  Rationalism. To be sure, there were 
Roman Caeholics and Calvinism mang these Faunal- 
ind Fathers, b u t  they were i n  the  minority as in- 
tellectual leaders.14 Prof.  Robert N. Bellah o f  
Harvard has recently shown tha t  the religious be- 
l i e f s  and cersswonies which have been assostated 
w%th our gave 

"aased on the re l ig ion  o f  the Enlfgheenrnent: "Pew 
have realized thae there ex is t s  a longs ide  o f  and 
rather clearly differentiaged from eke churches an 
elaborate and well-iastitutionalizeB c i v i l  religion 
i n  America. "I5 

62, The doctr ine  sf  Natural  Law ("the L2ws o f  
Nature a d  sf Nature's Gad@" i s  a fundamental 

thesis  s f  D e i s m ,  so t ha t  we can s a y  that when our 
country w a s  founded, i t s  fundmental 12;~ !gas 

gzsunded i n  Natural Law, B r i e f l y ,  the 18 th  cen- 
t u r y  held t h a t  Natural Law implied a body o f  
p r f n e i p l e s  which rested upon a dfvinePy i m p h n t e d  
knowledge within hman nature,  meref ore r%ght 
and wrong are everlastingly f ixed by nature  and 
are no t  de temined by man's choice, %ere isn't 
time here t o  investigate t he  influsnees 0% the  
p a s t  (PPato,  S c r i p t u r e ,  Augustine, Biowaa Aquinas, 
Luther, t4eBanehtbsn, Calvin, G r s t i u s ,  Loeke, e e e , )  
that  @ m e  $0 bear on t h e  doctr ine  as espoused by 
the Founding Fathers, But suffice i t  t o  say e h ~ %  
t h i s  law was regarded as un%versa% and thae i t  was 
above t h e  laws enacted by 2n-y governmezt; ra ther  

ental  laws W e r e  based 6x3 tzatural LSiW'a 

63, h e  oZ the $um%ng ques t ions  t ha t  confronts  
the be r i e an  citizen taday 5s r ~ k ~ e t h c r  t ha t  

conception i s  st911 viable or wlleehes it must now 
be given up f o r  something else after  t w o  hundred 
years, m%s leads t o  the question ~qhether aw 
h e r i c a n  c i t i z e n  ( a d ,  more partbcularly, one 

i t t e d  to the  divine revelation in the 
Scripture) can lns f  st t ha t  ttnere are inviolable 
Laws of Mature which must be upheld by our govern- 
ment and t ha t  a citizen should employ h i s  vo t ing  
po'ci~er and all other  avenues o f  publ ic  redress open 
$0 him to have laws enaceed t ha t  uphold such 
standards , 

4 4 ,  Possibly sophisticated DePsts who had spun 
out  a$ 8Oine length theories regarding Natural 

Law might have regarded Luther as rather naive in 
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h i s  concepts o f  Natural Law, buiL &uthmrts p o s i t i o n  
i s  not  far  Prom t ha t  of the Deistic conception tha t  

are everlas ~i f ixed i n  naeure, 

6 5 ,  Ltathe~ regarded as t he  highcs~ eartihly 
g i f t .  %I h i s  sermons on the isa techism (15283 

he says r: "Eae greatest %reassre your neighbor has 
on earth fs h i s  life and body, T h i s  God would 
have secured from a l l  violence and assault and 
with t h i s  comandment He bu i lds  a wall around h i m  

and says, 'You s h a l l  not  k i l l . *  . . . 9k.erefare 
in these eomandment; are contained the  s i x  ~ t ~ o r k s  
of mercy. I f  he  i s  hungry, feed h h ;  if ke is 
naked, clothe him; i f  he i s  in p r i s o n ,  v i s i t  him, 
etc. (Hatt. 25 :35 -36 ) .  Othemise you are guilty 
s f  his death. If you can avert h i s  danger,  do s o ;  
if n o t ,  you become g u i l t y "  (LW 51, 152; C f ,  LC I, 
185). 

66, The Confessions likewise assume t h a t  thc Law 
is  w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  hearts of men: "'For the  Law 

of God is  w r i t t e n  on t h e i r  hearts, just as the Efrse 
man immediately a f t e r  his creation received a law 
according t o  which he sl-ssu%d conduct himself"  ((SD 
VI,5). \*&ern t h e  Apslagy says  that w e  are t o  obey 
e x i s t i n g  laws of t h e  c i v i l  e s t a t e ,  t h e  assumption 
is t h a t  the l a w s  of the c i v i l  e s t a t e  are based on 
Natural  Law, althaugIr they may n o t  a t  a l l  times 
embody all t h a t  is  h p l i e d  i n  Natural Law, 

67, Today many i n  our country are wrestking wi th  
t h e  problem of how they can preserve tine l P f e  

of their neighbor,  the unborn infant, Should a 
Chr i s t i an  use  p u b l i ~  icedress i . sn  w%latever f o m  k t  
may be feasible t o  carry out h i s  ob l iga t ion?  
Luther spec i f ica l ly  says %hat  snc should no t  hes i -  
tate to go to cour t  to secure jus t ice  and protee- 
tion f o r  his neigknb~r, because here ''WE 2re ta lk-  
ing  about a Christian-in-re la ti ax^; not  about his 
being a Christian, but  abou% t h i s  Lffe  and h i s  
obl igat ion i n  i t  ts some other P ~ P S O F . ,  ~ ~ h e t h e r  
under him o r  over him or even akongsFJa kPm, l i k e  
a l o r d  o r  a Lady,  a wife  or chlldrea or neighbors, 
sj.110m he is obl iged ,  if pswsjble, t o  dcfezd ,  $:lard 
and p ro tec t "  (Ew 21, l O l j > .  

62 ,  The Refomieks real ized t h a t  n o t  all thoqc in 
gsvemmenta1 au thor i ty  would be Cllr2.s tians , 

but on the b a s i s  s f  S c r i p t u r e  they simply took 
for granted t h a t  r u l e r s  would recognize EJaturaP 
Law, which the Reformers defined as "a cornon 
judgment to which a l l  men alike a s s e n t ,  and 
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therefore one which God has inscribed upan the soul  
s f  each man8"(Melanchthon, 1521) B e  Reformers 
assumed t h i s  &s be a universa l  %ruth awd tha t  every 
man will admit it f r ~ a  t h e  inne~mast recesses s f  
h i s  own heart. It ca.?'~: be p::vved Fram gove 
l a w s ,  since t h e  Iaws o f  government are grounded 012 
t h i s  universa l  Natuxa% Law, 12 a person wants ts 
deny t h i s  universa l  t z c ~ t h ,  t h e  cowscnsus - ------ 
w i l l  not ccanvince him, h e c a u s e  1 2 ~  is denying what 
he already knsw~ by n a t ~ ~ m  t~ 3e t r u e ,  C ,  S ,  Lewis, 
i n  a book writtea near ly  ~ h l r ~ y  y ~ ~ ~ r s  a g ~  buk w h i c h  
fortunately i s  again bzlng discussed QTwe i1boXiti~ri  --- 
of ~ a n ) i S  also b r i ~ g s  cr;& t! i fs pa in t  xFery--a&arly. 
By means s f  a wide vir:rlety o f  qus$a?fans from 
heathen sources, Lewis ahaais in an $mgresslve way 
%he universality o f  NaCurel  Law s f  general and 
special benef icenee, ch in~eltides du",%e t o  par-  
ents and el ders , sexual -? us t i e e  , hones ty, t ru th -  
fu lness ,  mercy a-nd m-ssagwanldEp. Yet Lewis  says 
t h 9 t  he i l ~  ' I a $  t ry fng ;=s prove i t s  v a l i d i e y  by 

-e---v. 

the  sxg1ak@2c .f'1.%3 C:J=": rx. ~ 3 ; ; z ~ e n t  % ~ ~ a 1 i ~ d - j y y  
cannot be deduced, Fo;: zhos::., ";.P%-Io de nc~e perceive 
i t s  rational i t g  , even ~ ~ n i v c r s a l  cansent could rise 
prove it,'" 

69, As far as 1 can see,  the gefsrmers csu ld  noe 
visualfze a soej-e%y which would become pre- 

domfnant%g naturalistic in its Zwkzdmen$al think- 
ing ,  t ha t  i s  ts say ,  a a s e i e t y  wllieh holds  that 
there awe no divine supernaeural directives for  
a l l  mankind, but t ha t  one's bel ie fs  about right 
and wrong are simply conditioned responses picked 
up from one's enviroment and which, at the most, 
can only reflect  one's personal feelings o f  
approval sr disappr~vgl~ b u t  they need i n  ws 
sense be b%nQiag sn sthers, The Refon3ers could 
not i n  any way v isua l ize  a modem philosopher 
writing a chapter vh9ch i s  a cr i t ique  of ethics 
and theslsgy in wh%ch R e  says: '"I now 1 genera- 
l ize  my prev20us statemene and say, ' s t e a l i n g  
money i s  wrong,' I produce a sentence which has 
%PO factual meaning--that is, expresses no 

propssftbsn which can be either true os false,  
It is as if I had written 'stealing msneyl!'-- 
where the shape and thickness s f  the exclamtion 
marks show, by a su i tab le  convention, tha t  a spe- 
cial sore sf msraP disapproval is the feeling 
which i s  being e~ressed, It is clear that there 
is nothing said lae~e whPc1-n can be t r u e  o r  false, 
h o t h e r  man may disagree with me about the  wrong- 
ness of s tea l ing ,  in the  sense t h a t  he mag not  
have t h e  same f e e l i n g  about stealing as E have, 
and he may q u a r r e l  wi$il w e  an accsesnt s f  my moral 
sentiments, But he cannot, s g r i c t l y  speaking,  
contradict me, f o r  in saying t h a t  a cerfain type  
of action is r i g h t  or wrong I'm not  making any 
factual statement, not even a statement about my 
s m  state sf mind, 1 am merely expressing cer- 
tain moral sentiments . "I8 
$8,  The fact that our fundamental herican phil- 

osophy has changed raises real questisns, 
not only because it is contrary to t h e  philosophy 
of our Founding Fathers, bu t  because i t  confronts 
the Christian (and also the non-Christian) who 
has csnvictions about t h e  universality and the 
applicabiaity of Natural  Law, as to haw far he 
can go in using his influence to have l a w s  enacted 
t h a t  do p r o t e c t  a l l  hman l i f e ,  It appears  ts me 
tha t  here is one of the  grea$est problems f a r  us  
ts n e s t l e  w i t h  as we begin the t h i r d  century s f  
our existence as a nat ion,  

Last spring we had D r ,  SLIarolgd 0 ,  J, B P O ~  
on c a p u s  for  a couple of days, H e  delivered 

one l e c t u r e  (subsequently published)19: "k%at the 
Supreme Court Mdn? ho~r--hCient  and Early CI1xIs- 
tian Views on Abortion ," which certainly dzives 
home the po in t  X have been making with regard to 
the naturalistie assumptions that pervade our 
society, including the courts. Dr. Browpi pointed 
out that it was obvious t ha t  the 1973 Supreme Court 
decision on abortfon "r.represented a deliberate and 
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drastic break with $he traditisn of ethics in 
the Western World," t h a t  is, Judaism and Chris- 
tianity. But the  cour t  d i d  aoore when i t  discounted 
the pre-mPis%ian Bippacratic Oath, on the assmp- 
tion t h a t  i t  d i d  not represent the  universal  agree- 
ment of the ancient world bu t  only t h e  'kef~rrnist 
thinking of the  Pythagorean Schoal." Dr. Brown 
then goes on t o  show tha t  the  Supreme Court's re- 
search w a s  faulty, not snPy i n  ehat it depended 
on a seconary source but that i t  didn't even read 
i t s  secondary ssuree pxopexPg, wi th  the r e s u l t  
tha t  its "appreefatiaa of the moral s tandards  o f  
pagan a n t i q u i t y  is p a r t i a l  and defective." To be 
sure ,  there were exceptions i n  the ancient world  
where abort ion was practiced, But t h i s  w a s  due 
to the general moral decadence which had come over 
t h a t  par t icular  society;  nevertheless, many pagan 
codes of l a w  considered causing a miscar r iage  a 
most ser ious  crime, 

72, Gad has given t s  man Natural  Law, which i s  
to be enaPodfed in a natisn's l a w ,  Because 

o f  the deep-seated wickedness of mas m d  his hard 
heartednesa, this Baw mag be disregarded,  But 
the mristian, recogngzing t h i s  l a w  as divinely  
given for  Che good of sseiety, can r ightful%y 
work with others to have these standards restored 
$0 the nation's lass,  A t  the  present time it 
appeazs t h a t  ZhPa can be done only through some 
kind of a Hman L i f e  hendmene, A person cannot 
dismiss h i s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  over against his neigh- 
bor to protect  him by saying  that one can't make 
men good by passing'laws of which they do not 
approve, Indeed no t ,  but one can make them 
behave and one can protect and defend &he help- 
less from the  strong, aLB af wkaich is in accord 
with God's will, m e  is not j u s t i f i e d  in reduc- 
h g  the  l a w s  of &&ne gavemment ts the lowest corn- 
mon denmiflator so that the re  wsnBe be so many 
law breakers or that the majority w i l l  always 
agree an the particular l a w .  &en though there 
were no others tghs were convinced that unlimited 

abortion is contrary -to the GqaturaP Law of the 
protection of l%fe, we as secular persons are 
not to b e  denied a voice in the deteminatfon of 
p u b l i c  policy sn abor t ion ,  h e ' s  views should 
not be disqualified simply because !dats~_ra% Law, 
in t h i s  case, is made very e x p l i c i t  in t h e  
Sc r ip tu res ,  It i s  t r u e  t h a t  one w i l l  r ecognize  
that the hardness of heart  found 2.n many people 
m y  cause some difficulty i n  enforcing ibegisla- 
t i o w  so that cer tain transgressisns way f o r  a 
time go m p m i s h e d  $0 avoid a grea t  evil ( e . g e 9  
such as a popular  upheaval against those i~ 
authority). Eut  i t  seems to me tha t  t h i s  f a c t  
cannot be used ts j u s t i f y  %Re bobrest p o s s i b l e  
level of e thics  fo r  framing secular I e g i ~ J - a t H s n ~  
Indeed, as we observe t h e  B$cen.tennia% in a scr-  
3.sus and meaningful way, e e  must  recogn:Lzc t i la% 
one of our greatest  problems facing us i n  our 
nat ion is ho~a  t o  cope with the prevai.ling ph i l s so -  
phy o f  naturalism which holds :haat: the natural  
world is the whole a f  r e a l i t y ,  and %lm% tlaere i s  
cer ta inly no s u p e m a t ~ k r % 1  value, saxh as the 
Natural Law, written i n  t h e  hearts sF nen, 

7 3 ,  Then there i s  the problem stemming from the 
temptation to say  that,  Christendom ougIlt ts 

demand and work f o r  soc ia l  reform i n  the naze s f  
Cl~r i s t ian i ty .  1Sere H, w s u l d  sugges t  t ha t  them 
be made a careful  distinction between t h e  
Kingdoms and $he WB POW~TS, Definitions derived 
from the Scriptures are impsreant, Ts the Reform- 
ers the c l~ureh  was the '"assembly of s a in t s  and 
t r u e  be$ieversi"QAC V I I I ,  11, 'To t he  church was 
given t h e  poxder of the Keys 
and that fnvolves only the  p 
Gospel, to remit and r e t a in  s in s  and to adminis- 
ter the s ac r aen t s  (A6 XI%, 5).  This estab- 
lishes the Kingdom of God, 9~11f c%% i s  a kingdom of 
grace and mercy in wdish  there is only forgive- 
ness, consideration for one anot'i-ter, love, s e m l c e ,  
t he doing of good, peace, joy, ete. (Lw 46,  69) . 
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Hence t h i s  kingdom and this power have nothing t o  
do with t h e  regulat$on and the m e l i o r a t i o n  s f  the 
world's a f f a i r s ,  

74, To be su re ,  the church i n  this world i s  never 
"pure church, " but ,  as Luther has remarked, 

i t  shows i t s e l f  i n  d i f f e r e n t  "masks" ((ecclesia 
- - - 

lasgsalis),  organizat ional  f o m s ,  ete, A s  t h a t  i t  
may carry  out  same functions i n  which the secu la r  
kihgdom is a l s o  involved. For e x q l e ,  pas to r s  
carry  out  c e r t a i n  l e g a l  functions i n  connection 
with marriages $Plat belong t o  the  secular  kingdom, i 
In the  a rea  of education, the maintenance of I 

orphanages and r e s t  homes, schools and col leges ,  Li 
etc., the  church is i n t e r e s t e d  i n  preaching the  
Gospel; f o r  the  church, t h a t  i s  the  primary e f f e c t .  
And y e t  t h e r e  is  a l s o  a secu la r  e f f e c t  i m s h e d  
here  which, f o r  the  church, is secondary, such 
a s  the  t r a i n i n g  of e f f e c t i v e  candidates f o r  good 
c i t i zensh ip  and f o r  t h e  various vocations of t h i s  
l i f e ,  Here one or  a group may be working i n  both 
kingdoms or  wielding both powers--the s p i r i t u a l  
and the  secu la r ,  and i t  sure ly  would not be wrong 
i f  these groups were reimbursed for  the  sewbees 
rendered i n  the  secu la r  kingdm, The secular 
e f f e c t  would be the p r i m a q  i n t e r e s t  of the  s t a t e ,  
while the  s p f r i t u a l  effect would be the  prtmary 
one f o r  the  church as wielding the  power of t h e  
Keys, Further,  as an ex te rna l  f o m ,  it  may a l s o  
go t o  court  f o r  var ious  l eg i t ima te  reasons. 

75, But i f  the church in its outward form is  
c o m i t t e d  t o  what i t  ought t o  be, a l i t t l e  

f lock ar commun$hy of pure s a i n t s  mder one head, 
mrist ,  called together by the Holy S p i r i t  and 
i n  which one s t i l l  hears  God's WQIPCB, then its 
purpose i s  nst $0 reform the world, As the  King- 
dom of God i t  wields only the  potger of the  Keys, 
t h a t  is i ts  mission, h d  its v i e v o i n t  is  eseha- 
to log%cal ;  i t  has i ts exis tence  i n  t h e  Chr i s t ,  
the  g l o r i f i e d  S w i o r ,  and i s  await ing H i s  g lor ious  

return when the members of t h e  kingdoa will be 
f reed from a411 s i n  t o  eternally enjoy God E?imself, 
wor ld  without end, 

7 6 .  hot he^ deduction some draw when eh%y under- 
stand the Gospel has the power to change one's 

l i f e  and when they see t h e  disordered state of the 
world, and particularly one's own country, i s  that 
we merely plead f o r  the  conversion of i n d i v i d u a l s  
by the  preaching of the  Gospel i n  t h e  hope that 
someday we s h a l l  have enough of such persons t o  
make a "Christ ian world" o r  "a Chr is t ian  nat ion ."  
But this is an over-simplif icat ion.  The obl iga-  
t i o n  t o  preach t h e  Gospel t o  all nations is c l e a r l y  
set f o r t h ,  and everyone who claims the  rime o f  
e h r i s t  w i l l  t ake  i t  ser ious ly .  Fur ther ,  i t  is 
t r u e  t h a t  the Claristian sesves as a leaven i n  t h e  
world, and his love f o r  h i s  neighbor should serve 
t o  mi t iga te  some of t h e  e v i l s  i n  the  world. But 
the  f a c t  remains t h a t  the days are e v i l  and will 
be more so a s  time approaches the judgment day. 
This assumption t h a t  eventually by preaching the  
Gospel we s;hall g e t  some kind of Christian world  
i n  the f u t u r e ,  does not  reckon se r ious ly  with 
t h e  problem of the  depravity of man, and i t  may 
lead t o  some kind of hope f o r  a millennia1 period 
( p r e  -- or  pos t )  when t h e  problems tha t  plague us  
w i l l  be, i f  not el iminated,  a t  least alleviated. 
Bu$ Scr ip tu re  leaves no room f o r  t h i s .  

77. These f a c t s ,  however, wmely the fact t h a k  
the  w r l d  i s  ev i l ,  tIlat many resist the  work 

of God i n  t h e i r  h e a r t s ,  a d  &ha$ the  so l e  purpose 
of the  power of the Keys is to proclaim the Gospel 
i n  every f o m  -- these  fact& do not  i n  any way 
excuse the ind iv idua l  Chr i s t i an  from showing h i s  
love t o  h i s  neighbor in eveq  way tha t  is  open t o  
him, Ne l i v e s  not  only i n  the  n n g d m  sf  k d ,  
wielding the  power of the  Keys, b u t  he is  also 
i n  t h e  secular  kingdom and he  wields the  paxqer 
of the  sword, both of which he w i l l  employ fo r  



Hence t h i s  kingdom and this power have nothing t o  
do with t h e  regulat$on and the m e l i o r a t i o n  s f  the 
world's a f f a i r s ,  

74, To be su re ,  the church i n  this world i s  never 
"pure church, " but ,  as Luther has remarked, 

i t  shows i t s e l f  i n  d i f f e r e n t  "masks" ((ecclesia 
- - - 

lasgsalis),  organizat ional  f o m s ,  ete, A s  t h a t  i t  
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In the  a rea  of education, the maintenance of I 

orphanages and r e s t  homes, schools and col leges ,  Li 
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75, But i f  the church in its outward form is  
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f lock ar commun$hy of pure s a i n t s  mder one head, 
mrist ,  called together by the Holy S p i r i t  and 
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to log%cal ;  i t  has i ts exis tence  i n  t h e  Chr i s t ,  
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return when the members of t h e  kingdoa will be 
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7 6 .  hot he^ deduction some draw when eh%y under- 
stand the Gospel has the power to change one's 

l i f e  and when they see t h e  disordered state of the 
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77. These f a c t s ,  however, wmely the fact t h a k  
the  w r l d  i s  ev i l ,  tIlat many resist the  work 

of God i n  t h e i r  h e a r t s ,  a d  &ha$ the  so l e  purpose 
of the  power of the Keys is to proclaim the Gospel 
i n  every f o m  -- these  fact& do not  i n  any way 
excuse the ind iv idua l  Chr i s t i an  from showing h i s  
love t o  h i s  neighbor in eveq  way tha t  is  open t o  
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wielding the  power of the  Keys, b u t  he is  also 
i n  t h e  secular  kingdom and he  wields the  paxqer 
of the  sword, both of which he w i l l  employ fo r  



the benefit of his neighbor, Often, and not with- 
out reason, the charge is brought that especially 
orthodox Lutherans have escaped from the obliga- 
tions of the Golden Rule by observing that the 
church's only obl iga t ion  Bs t o  preach %he Gospel, 
This is of ten  f o r t i f i e d  by the  thougkit that since 
the world is very ev i l ,  one can't do much &oat  it 
a n p a y  except to pray %or a speedy end, 

98 ,  The Lugheran Ref~mers take the gesitfsn t h a t  
no one is exempt f ~ s m  the obligation of IQV- 

Ing oness neighbor as he loves h i s  own s e l f ,  This 
t 

i s  perhaps most dramatically exemplif ied in 
~uther's Comentary on the Semsn on the  Mount, 
Our S~VIOP'S Semon on the  Mount raises some real 
prebklems f o r  @BilrrIist ' s  fo l l~x~e -ae ,  znd, as Heinrich 
BornIcmm has said, it "alway% isroubles Christbanf ty. 

"20 The state  of our nation on i t s  200th 
anniversary should l e a d  us a11 into taking a good 
second Hook, and one t ha t  i s  i n  depth ,  a t  our 
~avior's Semen on the El~.lount. As Bornkam adds ,  
the problem that eonfssnts  us i s  "the problem of 
the  re la t ionsh ip  bekween the  r e a l i t y  s f  l i f e  and 
t h e  r a d f c a l i t y  o f  the comands of Jesus ,  "One 
so lu t ion  to t h i s  problem t h a t  has  been o f fe red  
is, as Lut'r~er says, tha t  "&r%st does no$: ineend 
eveq th ing  he teaches i n  the f i f t h  chapter  
(i ,e, , Matthev) t o  be regard& kg h i s  Chr is t ians  
as a cormand far them $0 observe; b ~ t  he gave 
much sf i t  merely as advice to those who want =to 
become perfect,  to be k e p t  by anyone who p3,eases" 
(LV 21, 3 , 4 ) ,  This v i e ~ ~ 4 l n t ,  T a ~ t F P e f  imediately 
rejects ou t  s f  hand, Other so lu t ions  t ha t  Luther  
rejects inc lude  tile one tha t  because of the free- 
dom i n  Chr is t  Cnristians "keep noth ing  at all o f  
this teaching of mristg'; and he a l so  rejects the  
v i e ~ o i n t  of those vl~o "lean too far to t h e  r i g h t  
when they teach miserable s$uff like tlafs:: that 
it I s  mang to own prgvate prope r ty ,  ts swear, to 

o l d  o f f i c e  as a ruler or a judge, ts p r o t e c t  or 
efend oneself ,  to stay with wife and children. 

- 42 - 

Thus t h e  d e v i l  blows-and brews on both  s i d e s  ss 
t h a t  $lacy do no t  recognize the  d i f ference  bet~geen 
t h e  secular and t he  d iv ine  r e a h ,  much less what 
should be the d i s t i n c t i v e  doctr ine  and action In 
each redmu (LW 21, S ) ,  

39, n ~ e  %pistfan a p p l i e s  Christ's w s r d s  es h i w -  
self iiw a most reel way9 remenbe~ing~ as 

Luther says, t h a t  "Christ is addres s ing  Kis scr- 
wen only ts H i s  mristians" (LW 2%,107), H e  
suffers evil upon himself, he seeks n s  revenge, 
and tolerates  injustice, because t h i s  is the will 
s f  arrfst* True,  the  demands of the Law and h i s  
own s i n  and inadequacies constantly dr ive  h i m  to 
t h e  Gospel fiere he f inds  the r ighteousness eshiek 
exceeds the righteousness o f  %Re Scribes and 
Pharisees ( ~ l a t t .  5 : 2 0 ) ,  t he  r ighteousness t ha t  
avails before Gad, the r ighteousness by f a i t h  i n  
the atoning sacrifice o f  Jesus  Chr is t   om, 3 ~ 2 2 - -  
26) .  But this faith which saves is s t i l l  a l i v i n g ,  
busy,  active thing. It does good works incessantly 
(LGJ 3 5 ,  370) .  n u s  the Chr is t ian  i s  simul j u s t u s  - - 7 x  

(at one and the  same t i m e  r ighteous  
and a slnner), and mxis tk  Semen on the Pifount 
heSps him in & h i s  two-fold way that i$ has an 
accusatory function i n  d r i v i n g  him t o  seek E s r -  
giveness far a l i f e  f a l l en  far s h o r t  of the ideal  
in t he  Sermon on the Mount, and a guiding function 
i n  tha t  it shows him how f a i t h  i n  ac t ion seeks t o  
s e n e  his neighbor, 

80. But t h e  fact tha t  t h e  t r u e  Christian will 
sudfer great lndignitPes against himself does 

not p e n a i t  him t o  think that likewise his neighbor 
can well su f f e r  t h e  same, because the believer 
knows t h a t  he should do t o  men as he would t h a t  
men should do to h i m  (Luke 6 : 31 ) .  And so ,  as he 
carries out these r e spons ib i l i t i e s  t o  h i s  neighbor,  
he does not leave t h i s  world b u t  l ives a l so  in the 
secular world a d  under secular rule, H e  is also 
a secular person as well as a Chris t ian  person: 
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"So he l i v e s  sinnultaneouslgP as a Christian toward 
evefyone, personally s u f f e r i n g  all sorts of t h ings  
in the world, and as a secular persow, maintaining, 
us ing ,  and per f sming  a l l  the  functfans r equ i r ed  
by the l aw sf h i s  territory o r  c i t y ,  by civil law 
and domestic law" (EW 21, 1131, 

81. Now, one semes h i s  neighbor through h i s  
vacation; Paul says: !'Let every m a n  a i d e  

i n  the same c a l l i n g  wherein he was called" (Cor. 
9 ~ 2 0 ) ~  Rex-e is the arena where the a x i s t i a n  is 
to perform good works as a service of love to h i s  
neighbor. God gives these various offices for 
the presenration of the world, and t h e  good of 
mankind, wfbere the a x i s t i a n  can exercise his love 
to h i s  neighbor, A s  a matt- of fac t ,  L u t h e r  
holds t ha t  the entire doctrine a f  vocation has 
i t s  origin in the Fourth Commandment (LC I, 125 ,  
126, 141, 150, etc.). 

8 2 ,  With these general principles in mind, the 
m r i s t i a n  can make the decis ions  necessary 

as new cirsuwstances capme before him, The desi- 
s ians  may be d i f f i c u l t ,  b u t  they can be made. 
Luther does take up sane pract ical  e x a p l e s  i n  
h i s  @omentar.g~, which might have a bearing on 
OUF l ives 450 years later, i n  anather land, and 
under ansther gave ent, A Chr i s t i an  does not 
go t o  cour t  f o r  himself (LW 21, 108) b u t  he can 
be a secular official o f  any ranlc from l o r d  t o  
maid,  because "there i s  no geet ing  around it, 
a Christian has ts be a secular person af same 
s o r t q '  (LW 21, 109). Re is a "Cl~rist ian-in-  
re la t ion ,"  and as such he must defend, guard 
and p ro tec t  h i s  neighbor at all coats:  "Here it 
would be a mistake to teach, 'Turn the other 
cheek and throw your cloalc slay with your coat.' 
That. would be r id i cu lous ,  l i k e  the  case sf the 
crazy saint who l e t  the l i c e  n ibble  a t  himn and 
refused to k i l l  any 0% them on account s f  this 
text, maintaining t h a t  he had ta suffer and 
could not resist evil" (LW 21, 110). 

83. On court and Law proceedings, which always  
plague u s ,  Luther  c l a r i f i e s  the "difference 

between the  two persons that a Chr i s t i an  must  
carry simultaneously on earth": "'It is permis- 
s ib le  far you t o  use on8efi-y procedure in demand- 
i ng  and obta in ing  your r i g h t 9  bug be caeefil not 
to "waxre a vindictive heart8' ( L W  21, 1%1), 1bXth 
regard t o  1-fate. 5 :39 (Do not. resist ev i l ,  eze.) , 
I . u i "h~r  declares tha t  "an behalf o f  sthers  . 
he (i, e ,  , the C h r h t d a n )  may and should seek 
vengeance, j u s t i c e ,  and psote.ct ion, and help, 
2ad do ZB much 3s he can t o  a~%laieve p$tt"LT;4 4 5 ,  
181) It is i n  these areas t h a t  t h e  C h r i s t I s a  
i s  under o b l i g a t i o n  $8 do unto  others  as he rssu1.d 
have them da t o  him, T h i s  xcouBd nst b r i n g  abcut 
a millennia1 r e v s l ~ ~ r i s n ,  b u t  i t  would g o  a long 
way t o  aklexriate s u f f e r i n g ,  e s t ab3 i sh  mare e q u i t y ,  
and br ing  b le s s ings  t o  our nation- God has 
blzssed us w i t h  good r u l e r s  awd t h o u g h t h l  p e o p l ~ ,  
because es we Book around tzs an4 ox:er azz x : ~ t  Lori's 
h-js$ory, bloody afid ~ ~ ~ r ~ i . . ; ~ I ~ ~ &  25 -~~;::&~:~ ~.,-2;,spt~~s 
l;ave been, we rmst acknowledge w H ~ h  L ~ f k c i y  - i ~  h t c  
Zxplanation of the  Fourgh Comraandment : "Soae~~& ere 
on earth there nust  still be some g o d l y  people,  
or  else God would not  grmt us se  any blessings: 
T f  1-2 depended sn  our meritsX we wouPd n ~ t  h a ~ e  a 
penny i n  the hsuse sr a s ~ r a w  i n  t h e  f i e l d "  
(LC I, nsg> ,  

84, There are b les s ings  thae we should gra-efully 
acknsb~ledge a t  the  B%ceneennbal, There i s  a 

Coastitutisn w i t h  its famed B i l l  s f  R i g h t s  zha t  
h s s  stood up f o r  nea r ly  $we hundred years, 1% 
does contain some majestic guarantees; aur prsb-  
lem.has been tha t  we have nsg a1~~~ays  lived up ts 
them. &ce there. was no equ i ty  for  slaves, Some 
BF these provisions i n  our Canst%$utisn are 
couched i n  general terns so $hat we might say  
tha t  today the i r  Pneerpretation is endangering 
our s tate,  and we should be aware of t h i s ,  Tg~ere 
w a s  to be no "emel and unusual punishment$'' 
&ich two hundred years ago meant t ha t  one shouldn't 
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them. &ce there. was no equ i ty  for  slaves, Some 
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w a s  to be no "emel and unusual punishment$'' 
&ich two hundred years ago meant t ha t  one shouldn't 



be hanged, drawn, and quartered i n  public.  Today's 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of i t  has eliminated c a p i t a l  punish- 
ment. There was t o  be "freedom of speech," but  
whoever would have dreamt even twenty-five years 
ago t h a t  t h i s  would have opened up the  s l u i c e  ga tes  
t o  a publ ic  t o r r e n t  cf obscenity and pornography 
t h a t  threa tens  our mutual l i f e  together a s  c i t i z e n s .  

85. The F i r s t  Amendment a l s o  says t h a t  "Congress 
s h a l l  make no law respecting an establishment 

of r e l i g i o n  o r  p roh ib i t ing  t h e  f r e e  exerc i se  there- 
of." This statement has i n  these  l a t e r  years  been i 
receiving an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  which places  near ly  
a l l  the  emphasis on the  f i r s t  c lause ,  s o  t h a t  the  
Court tends t o  see  "establishment" i n  every case 
where the  s t a t e  and a church group might have a 
common i n t e r e s t  and concern. Often t h i s  can re- 
s u l t  i n  persons being deprived of t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  
a f r e e  exerc i se  of r e l i g i o n  unless they conform 
p r e t t y  much t o  what Prof. Bellah c a l l s  America's 
" c i v i l  re l ig ion."  It may have been b e t t e r  t h a t ,  
ins tead of t h e  two compromise c lauses  t h a t  a r e  
somewhat ambiguous and were f i n a l l y  adopted by 
the  F i r s t  Congress, the  Congress t ~ o u l d  have 
adopted the  o r i g i n a l  wording which Janes Madison 
offered i n  the  House of Representatives on June 8,  
1789: "The c i v i l  r i g h t s  of none s h a l l  be abridged 
on account of r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f  o r  worship, nor 
s h a l l  any na t iona l  rel i-gion he es tab l i shed ,  nor 
s h a l l  the  f u l l  and equal  r i g h t s  of conscience be 
i n  any manner, o r  i n  any p r e t e x t ,  in£  ringed. "21 
Another pressing problem f o r  us  t o  consider i n  
the  Bicentennial i s  t~hether  o r  not r e l i g i o u s  
l i b e r t y  has been endangered by recen t  Supreme 
Court decisions.  Indeed, as W P  recognize our 
b less ings  w e  must remember t h a t  e t e r n a l  v ig i l ance  
is the p r i c e  of l i b e r t y ,  and t h a t  t h i s  e t e r n a l  
v ig i l ance ,  too,  has  t o  do with our neighbor a l s o  
so  t h a t  we  p r o t e c t  him i n  h i s  r i g h t s .  

86. Men f i l l  the  o f f i c e s  of the  government, and 
God has given u s  good g i f t s  here ,  too, which 

we should acknowledge with g ra t i tude .  To avoid 
controversy ,  I s h a l l  name only a few, keeping the 
l i s t  small and somewhat d i s t a n t  i n  point  of time: 
Washington, Franklin,  Jef ferson,  Pfadison, Lincoln. 
A t  the Bicentennial we s h a l l  be thankful t o  our 
Lord f o r  them, espec ia l ly  s ince  a l i t t l e  thought 
w i l l  convince us t h a t  not  many i n  au thor i ty  a r e  
blessed with a combination of i n t e g r i t y ,  equi ty ,  
and justice and p r a c t i c a l  comon sense. Luther 
could name only two t h a t  he knew i n  his l i f e t i m e  
(EW 46 ,  239). Further,  Luther bel ieves  t h a t  the  
q u a l i t i e s  of good r u l e r s  a r e  a l s o  t o  b e  found i n  
the practical works of pagan authors:  "Therefore 
ghoever wants t o  learn and become wise in secular  
zovemment, l e t  h i m  read the  heathen books and 
.~jri"Qigggs'"LW 13, $ 9 9 ) ,  Luther  suggests t l i a t  one 
~ u l d  do dorse than fsSBow :he example af Hercu- 
- 6;s , ?r;nc u e s p i t e  sins and vices r.~i>ia:h C1F6n 
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8%. We cer ta inly have reason to pray fe rven t ly ,  
as w e  do every Sunday i n  our General Prayer: 

"'Let Thy pro tec t ing  hand be ever our nat ion and 
csa_an%ry, and over a l l  who t ravel  by %and, a i r ,  
o~ watexr- P r s s ~ e r  w ' r l a ~  is gooil mong u s ,  aird 
S r l a g  izu naaght  &+very EVSI counaei and purpose,  
P ro tec t  and b l e s s  any se rvan t s ,  the Pres ident  
of the  United S t a t e s ,  the  Governor of t h i s  Common- 
wealth, our judges and magis t ra tes ,  and a l l  o the r s  
i n  author i ty .  F i t  them f o r  t h e i r  high c a l l i n g  by 
the  g i f t  of the  S p i r i t  of Thy wisdom and f e a r ,  
t h a t  we may lead a qu ie t  and peaceable l i f e ,  i n  
a l l  godliness and honesty." 

88. 1 would l i k e  t o  c lose  with a word from Elartin 
Luther, as he  comments on Psalm 90:17: "And 

l e t  t h e  beauty of t h e  Lord our God be upon us:  and 
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estrablish $Zaou the work of our hands upon us; yea, 
the work s f  our hands e s t ab l i sh  mou it.'' "Hoses 
prays, ' I n  the w&e sf t h i s  Thy work we came with 
our work, a f ter  we have been j u s t i f i e d  and now 
l ive  as saints Pw obedience t o  Thy word, and this 
xgork is pleasing and aceepgable to Thee, But 
t h i s  work, too, is the  result o f  Thy grace and 
s f  ehat wark which mau d i d s t  f irst per fam.  
merefore may the favor s f  the  Lord our  God rest 
upon us, Hay we please IIim, since we were recon- 
c i l e d  to Him through the death of I I i s  Son. ' 

as verse, Moses repeats the  seesnd p a r t  o f  th" 
ThLs part reads: 'The work o f  our hands, estab- 
lish thou it,' H e  d ~ e s  ?h i s  perhaps because he 
wants to show the difference between the spiri- 
t u a l  and the temporal kingdom* Pn view of t h i s  
difference, we must a l so  malee a difference between 
our works* There are some warks which WE pe r fam 
In the church, there are others iqhich we perfem 
in the home and which have to do with econamic sr 
p o l i t i c a l  life, In the church we do wlxat has 
reference Es the soul and spiritual life, i n  the 
home and i n  economic and p o l i t i c a l  we do 
what has referenee phys ica l  l i f e ,  . . . In  
the fomer a f  the  repeated petitions, I J IQS~S wishes 
to  stress that work by which Gad governs us b u ~  
i n  wl~iclizi we, too,  are ac&ive through teaching, 
consoling, c~nfuting~judgfng, bap t i z ing ,  p a r t i -  
c ipa t ing  La and a b i n i s t e r i n g  Rely comunian, 
mese are works by which $he churches are governed 
and the people are guided i n  matters s p i r i t u a l  . a 

In h i s  r e p e t i t i o n  sf the petitisn, ' ~ s t a b l i s h  mou 
the work of our hands,' Moses is thinking,  so H 
conclude, of the wark which has t o  do with p o l f t -  
Bcal and domesCic affairs ,  He is praying %hag 
God migh! grant  universal peace and t h a t  there he 
no chaos in the world, even as Paul exhorts us 
to pray f a r  Pk%ngs and Esr a11 that are in author- 
i t y ,  t ha t  we may lead  a q u i e t  and peaceable life' 
(1 Tim, 2 : 2 ) ,  . . . So we see Moses praying in 
t h i s  Psalm Ear things essential ts t h i s  l i f e ,  

Be prays first of a l l "  fcr remission sf  sins and 
eternal l i f e ,  Y e %  we are n o t  t o  be i d l e  i n  t h i s  
l i f e  but  must, t o  ou r  dying day ,  establisi., chz 
sou% through the  Word o f  Ckxl and, ua6er peacef51t 
eabaditiona, provide absa f o r  the  seeds sf t h e  
body; krence Moses prays  t ha t  p i e t y  r i a tg i l ~  be 
sig11el-y taeagl~t and peace be prese~~ed, F f i e ~ t  ye 
have a%% t h i s ,  our hope for e ~ c z n a i  Z i % e  i s  ccr- 
tain, . . . This  is not  only a petition h u t  also 
a promiss ;  we have show1 t h i s  elsewhere r ega rd ing  
prayers p re sc r ibed  by the EIs1-y Spirit in the 
sacred Scriptures, . . . May God and our  XeZeerner, 
Jesus C h r i s t ,  grant t h i s ,  h e n . "  (LIJ 1 3 ,  139-14:). 
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At the o u t s e t  a word o f  camendation is 
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to a huge and all but f i n a l  federation or  merger. 
Church-state problems will multiply and intensify, 
also and perhaps e s p e c i a l l y  f o r  smaller church 
bodies no matter how fervently they wish they 
"had in the wilderness a lodging glace of way- 
fa r ing  men." I n  view o f  the  practical and pecu- 
n iary  problems involved, t h i s  matter of church- 
state  re la t ions m y  well claim more grassroots 
attention in the gears ahead than any o$her esw- 
cem eonfronting us, 

A word of cornendation i s  also in place a t  t he  
outset f o r  the lecturer who so ably carried out  h i s  
s ta ted purpose o f  help lng  "us t o  l i ve  more sober ly  
durkng t h i s  p e r i d  of wa i t ing  b y  examining wha6 
our Lord has s a i d  &out His Ungdsm and %he King- 
d m  o f  %he world ss thae we better understand how 
go conduct susselves as ef t fzens sf these t w o  
kingdms," A l l  three sections have s t rong  po in t s  

ent bu t  the second i s  especially 
use fu l  wi th  i t s  description of '%Qx~  he Refomers 
Put Principles  into Action,'" 

c t ion One, "me %o engdom m d  the T$ss 
ents, 'has the t i t l e  prmises, lays  stress 

on the frequently overlooked main element in the 

definition of t h e  New Testament concept o f  kingdom, 
t he  "reign" aspeet th'at p o i n t s  t o  t h e  exercise o f  
royal  authority rather than t o  t h e  place cr the  
people ru l ed .  E%ny o f  the problems and much s f  
t h e  eonfusion associated with t h e  doc t r ine  o f  t h e  
two kingdoms, as Pro f .  Tebgen s ta tes ,  can br 
traced te an overstress o f  the spacial  connota- 
tions of the term. A f u t i l e  and f r u s t r a t i n g  
attempt i s  made %a draw a s t r i c t  l i n e  sf demar- 
ea t ion  between two overlapping e n t i t i e s ,  w h i l e  
the all-important matter of keeping functions 
and means where they belong g e t s  neglected. 

The essayist  has very p rope r ly  emphasized 
~utber's clear grasp  af the  nain t h r u s t  in t h e  
term "kingdom" ( 1 4 ) .  One addicion might be 
made in connection with t h e  A m d b  quotation (9): 
"In our  Lutheran circles  P t  has been q u i t e  cus- 
tomary t o  look upon the  tern 'Kingdom of God' 
as an equivalent f o r  &he word kchuxeh,"' Waek 
in 1918 John Schal les  wrote for tho Wawatosa 

Quartalsehrift an ar t i c le  ow "Das 
-7-- 

fcb he  does nct  pu t  the t w o  
meanings o f  "realm" and " ~ e i g n "  an an equal 
foot ing bu t  emphatically stresses the over- 
r id ing  i m p o r t a c e  of the "reign" aspece, i n  
contrast t o  the very secswdaq and derived 
"realm" aspeet. A whole generation c f  !+!iseonsin 
Lutheran Seminary students w a s  referred to chat 
writing whenever they had d i f f i c u l t i e s  with the 
Second Petition or related material. ~challer's 
forty-page ar t ic le  appears in the A p r i l  and July 
issues o f  t h e  1918 or  fifteenth volune o f  the 
per iodical ,  

Treating "How t h e  Reformers Put  Pr inciples  
i n t o  Action" i n  the second section, the lecturer 
wisely cautions agains t  sverstressing one isolated 
comment or  one unfortunate inconsistency on 6he 
subject  in Luther's "voluminous wr i t ings  aver an 
extended p e r i o d  of time" (23). Prof.  Teigen has 
practiced well what he preaches about seeing and 
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presenting Luther s t e ad i l y  aad whole on t h i s  issue. 
He has furnished us a good overview of Luthe r ' s  
approach, both i n  what he rejected and corrected 
and in what he advocated and e f f e c t e d ,  Of particu- 
lar value is the discussion of te Luther used 
and the i n s i g h t  they supply i n t o  h i s  deep grasp of 
the Bible t r u th s  fnvslved 0 5 - 3 6 ] ,  

In  the paragraph which deals with ~uther's 
advice to secular rulers contained in To the 

(391% is found a warding open 
ersimplification and overstress, 

1s Luther in the t h i r d  part sf Ts the mrtstian 
Nobilftv actuafly makina, as is stated, "speeifie - 7 

suggestions as t b  how the temporal authoriiies 
eeuPd reform tlaeir political affairs?" 

Should there not be more recoe;~~ition given 
to the epithet supplied for the nobility in the 
title? Was Luther as a preacher sf the Gospel 
instructing the government sr was he preaching 
the l a w  in i t s  t h i r d  use t o  Christian mlers 
and thus fostering t h e i r  sanctfflcation in their 
d i f f i c u l t  station that  offers so m m y  threats to 
a life of sanctification? As Gospel preachers 
we preach the l a w  as a guide to Christians for 
their sanctification; to the unregenerate we 
wesent the Paw as a d r r o r ,  but not in the 
interest of outward reform, If a curb functisn 
and outward reform result, that is a by-product 
of the Gospel preacher's s e n i c e .  

w 

h o t h e r  factor should be mentioned, Luther 
self introduces that t h i r d  part sf To the  

with its 26 or 27 points by 
s dreadful state of a f fa i r s t9  

should be cared fear Psby the temporal authority 
o r  by a general council" (Lw 4 4 %  156) . The 
affairs under consideratian are not strictly 
political since they involve benefices, pilgrim- 
ages, festivals, begging related to the church, 
and other matters that fall well wfhtin the 

ecclesiastical realm, In fac t ,  when Luther  f i n a l l y  
g e t s  t o  the  las t  of i h e  26 o r  27 p o i n t s ,  he himself 
introduces i t :  "Enough has now been s a i d  about the 
f a i l i n g s  of the  We s h a l l  now devote a 
seet iow t o  the  f a i l i n g s  o f  the  temporal esta te"  
(LW 4 4 ,  2121, Incidenta l ly ,  the final Luther ref- 
erence i n  39, QLIJ 4 4 ,  % 0 5 ) ,  f s not  rs be found there, 

me t h i r d  sectiaw, "Obseming the Bicentennial, 
with its concern for  practical appbica t ions  of the 
Bible  t p ~ t h s  and the  b fomers  "guidelines t o  o u r  
s m  complicated situa&isns allows f o r  and invites 
much more eommeat and contraversg, In  general ,  
this reactor is somewhat less pessimistic in his 
approach to the Bicentennial than t h e  %eeturer, 

Several reactions t o  the discussion of OUT 
Constitution (84-85) are paesented f irst ,  It may 
be well to somd the warning t h a t  "'p~ovisicsns i n  
our Const i tu t ion are couched i n  general terns so 
that we might say that today t h e i r  interpretation 
is endangering our but i t  should a lso be 
reme%n$dered tha t  the genius o f  Morris f o r  c l a r i t y  
of ewression, and also E s r  u n ~ l a r i t y  when neces- 
sary, has given us an adaptable docment under 
aj9kich such delicate matters as minority rights, 
judicial review, and coequal interlocking branches 
can be maineained i n  a state s f  workable tension, 
Also, our pornography p~sblerns  result, not so much 
f ram vagueness in ehe t e m i n d o g y  "'free8om csB 
speeeh,'"~ ffrsm an i n a b i l i t y  $o defiaae in a 
l ega l ly  workable fashion tl2e tern ''obscenity,'' 

4ehe d u a l  rel ig ion clause in the F i r s t  b e n d -  
ment comes under fire in the  third Beeture a lso ,  
Again, a broad wording has sewed we11 in antfc i -  
pa t fng  and charting devefopments as y e t  unknom 
when t h e  fomalat ion w a s  conceived, mat wording 
has also been carried smao%hly Jnes the  area of 

ents by hendment XIV as in te rp re ted  
since the P9208s, To say t&rat "in these lagcr 
years" ((85) the establishment cfause %a being so 
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overplayed that the prohibition sec t ion  i s  being 
overruled is to ignore such a significant recent 
in te rpre ta t ion  as the extension o f  t h e  eonscien- 
tious objector's r i g h t s  t o  ehe a the is t ic  non-joiner 
and lone wolf. One might even argue t h a t  there 
have been so f e w  "p~ohibition" r u l i n g s  l a t e l y  be- 
cause Amendment I has so successfully secured us 
as f u l l  a r e l i g i o u s  freedom as can be attained 
here below. The t i m e  seems actual ly  t o  have come 
when an attempt at a removal of the  prohibi t ion  
against the Mormon practice of polygamy could 
successful ly  be attempted. 

If the U. S. Supreme Court has been re jec t ing  
establishment endeavors r i g h t  and left, it i s  be- 
cause so many establishment devices are being 
attempted from the r i g h t ,  if not  from the l e f t .  
It should also be recognized t h a t  the  Cour t  has 
been consistently applying i n  the r u l i n g s  its o m  
very sensible triple guidelines announced on 
June 28, 1971 in Lemon v. Kurtzman, Carley v. 
DiCenso, and Robinson v. DiCensa (The Pennsylvania 
and %ode Is land cases). The gu ide l ines  are:  
1. the s ta tu te  i n  question must have a secular 
legislative purpose; 2 .  its principal or primary 
effect mast be one that  wefther advances nos in- 
hibits religion (Allen in 1968) ; 3. the statute 
must not f o s t e r  "an excessive government entangle- 
ment with religion" (Walz i n  1970).  

mile t h i s  discussion of the Constitution 
and its Amendments is not the most imporeant issue 
before us, it has bken permitted to stretch out  at 
length f o r  two specific reasons. F i r s t ,  t h i s  is 
a demonstrat$on that  in t h i s  subject  i t  i s  possf- 
b l e  f o r  fellow bexiweas t o  differ  rather - % s i d e  
withoug se r ious  threat to t h e i r  fellotqship, 
Secondly, a warning is sounded tha t  we be careful  
to see both sfdes of the case when we inc lude  in 
our eceleshstical  statements comerrats an eonst%- 
tutional and po l i t i ca l  issues. Prof .  Teigen 
actually has been too careful in several instances. 

In connection wfgh resistance $0 a higher  power, 
he mentions b u t  does aot *&reat i n  depth  the  
~aa%eaPd k a g u e  eiseumstanees (591, 11% a similar 
fashion it is h in ted  tha t  the  Wevs%ut%snary War 
was r e b e l l i a n  b u t  l i t t l e  i n  the  way s f  an answer 
is suppl ied  f o r  t h i s  significant and relevant 
questBsn o f  the  Bag, Were especially,  guidance 
is needed so that  the Bicentennial in our  churches 
and schools  i s  not turned i n t o  a complete repodia- 
t ion ,  without  consideration f o r  t h e  difficulty of 
identifying t h e  actual power under varying eirctm- 
stances , 

mat we are especially interested i n ,  however, 
i s  t h e  matter o f  applying &he teaching of t h e  $wo 
kingdoms i n  our sanctified l ives ,  Eaeh s f  us  
should feel ineluded in t h i s  eoment (77) :  '"Often, 
and not without reason, the  charge is brought t ha t  
especially s r t h s d s x  Lutherans have escaped from 
the ob l iga t ions  of the Golden Rule by obseming 
ehat the ~kur6h's only s b f f g a t i ~ r a  I s  t o  preach 
the  G ~ s s p e l , ~  We will want cherish another 
reminder ( 4 0 ) :  ""Luther d i d  believe tha t  when one 
served h i s  country and rendered sewice ts h i s  
neighbor, the  comandmene of love is app l i ed  no% 
only t o  the  &ristfawVs private IPfe but  a l so  t o  
his publ ic  affairs," A l l  s f  us will agree with 
chat statement af goal, 

Tsere may be same question about means, The 
essayist raises &he basic quest ion s f  t h e  day 
when he asks (63) whether an her fcan  believer 
can gwsise tha% "there are inviolable Laws of 
Nature which must be upheld by our govema~en$ and 
thae a citizen should employ h i s  voting power and 
a l l  ocher avenues of pub l f c  redress open $0 him 
to have l a w s  enacted tha$ uphofd such standardsm'' 

me essayist seems ts assume a t o t a l  abandon- 
ment by the h e r i e m  govemmene and society 09 
absolutes in the moral f i e l d ,  It is tme, much 
of the evidence points in that direction, In two 
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chat statement af goal, 

Tsere may be same question about means, The 
essayist raises &he basic quest ion s f  t h e  day 
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me essayist seems ts assume a t o t a l  abandon- 
ment by the h e r i e m  govemmene and society 09 
absolutes in the moral f i e l d ,  It is tme, much 
of the evidence points in that direction, In two 



of out far-oat states, however, i n  California and 
sew York, there are political f i g u r e s  such as 
young Governor Brown and Senatsr Buekley who run 
up b i g  vote t o t a l s  d e s p i t e  t he i r  f im and urnis- 
takable cornitmeat g a  moral a b s s l u t e s ,  Even if 
i t  were granted thac anti-farsoatism in m o r a l i t y  
h o l d s  absolute swayB the questgaa w s u f d  a t l % %  be 
vhether tha t  i n  &$self vould sadicellg change the  
shape of Christian c i t i z e n s h i p ,  

As c i t i z ens  we will by vote and vs iee  urge 
our opinion on such matters as crime and punish- 
ment, divorce and abor t ion ,  b a t  we will not as a 
church lobby or coerce the govenment to take 
reasonable and +the u s e f u l  s t e p ,  even t he  s t e p  
t h a t  accords with t h e  conseiewce 8nd the n a t u r a l  

f many, We ean't and shouldn't wryant 
more $%-an ghat ,  even if Natural Law 

bas been d i so~med ,  Ve bavsnk t$bcreSy been f reed 
from t h e  03.d g u i d e l i a e s  and restraintw, Paul 
def ines  government as "powers thab he,'' not as 
powers t ha t  hold t o  Natural  Law. Men may disavov 
Natural Law bugg like it o r  n o t ,  the implanted 
natural knowledge o f  G o d ,  eonscience, and the  
insergbed ba~k~  will s t i l l  have an effec t ,  

For h i s  p a r t  the essayist so emphasizes 
NaCural Law and the present lack of i t  t ha t  the  
impression P s  f e f e  that  new forms of citizenship 
and sanetlficatisn are the need s f  the  Asur, He 
urges on us the Apsbogyk 'kasumppLion t ha t  he 
laws a d  the c t v i l  es$a$e are based ow Natural 
Law" (65). O f  the  Reformers he says,  "Om the  
b a s i s  a5 Ssr%pgure they s inp ly  took for granted 
chat r u l e r s  would recognize Natural Lawr"(68). 
rfiere follsws a def ing t ion  o f  Natural  Ea'9ip suppl ied  
by a Melanchthon quoeation, %wadequage%y located 
as "1521. '' Then the point  i s  made (70)  : "The 
face t h a t  our fundamental kerfcan philosophy 
has changed raises real questions, not only be- 
cause it is contrary t o  @he Pounding Fathers, 
but because it confsones the Chris t ian  (and also 

the non-mristian) who has ~onvic%ions about the 
universality and the  applicability o f  Natural  Law, 
as t o  how far  he can go in us ing  h i s  influence 
to have laws enacted that do p ro tec t  hman l i f e .  @ '  

We can agree t h a t  much, if not  a l l ,  Refoma- 
t i o n  writing on the sub jec t  assumes a governmental 
commitment to Natural Law and t h a t  l i t t l e ,  i f  any- 
th ing ,  of S U C ~ B  a comitment ex i s t s  today, One 
would, however, s t i l l  ask what new factors are  
operatgve in the matter of Christian citizenship 
and sanctification. The Christian citizen may 
work hard for a right-to-life amendment, but it 
i s  conceivable that he might be d i s i n c l i n e d  to 
travel the  amendment route .  He might suffer, on 
the grounds o f  eqediency ,  abortion-on-demnd in 
a day when public  opinion is s e t  on having such 
abor t ions  one way or the  other. The danger i s  
there tha t  w e  i n  our  concern might center on one 
practice of c i t i zensh ip  and erroneously insist 
that all others share our convictions, t hus  en- 
dangering Clhriseian l i b e r t y ,  

The days may be ev i l  bu t  we can st i l l  cele- 
brate the Bicen$ennial to the g l a r y  s$ our Cod. 
\Je cca celebrate i t  i n  obedience to H i s  will, 
t r u s t i n g  tha% He i s  s t i l l  exe rds ing  control  and 
carry ing out His purposes, W e  can celebrate i t  
by continuing to practice the  citizenship the 
Scr ip tures  enjoin. We can celebrate it rejoic- 
ing in evidences o f  such citizenship tha% we see 
i n  t h e  lives o f  other believers and i n  our  o m  
l ives,  counting them not as secular and secondary 
effeces, b u t  as i n t eg ra l  and inevitable elements 
in our l i f e  sf f a i t h  and salvation, We can cefe- 
brate the Bicentennial wi th  fervent prayers  to 
t h e  throne of grace on behalf of t h i s  good land 
of ours  t ha t  Me has given and maintains, We can 
celebrate i t  by u t i l i z i n g  its freedoms t o  bring 
the GsspeX to more host souls and seeing $:ha 
thereby transformed i n t o  heirs of the heavenly 
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kingdom and 8e the s m e  t h e  i n t o  that  most valu- 
able o f  national rresouzPces, Christian eftlieens af 
her ica .  They may be few bua: they are the  few f o r  
whose sake God hold& up Mis Jmdwents and grants  
am entrance i n t o  a t h i r d  eentunc-y. 

Reactor: Dr. David Scaer 

Is i t  Lutheran t o  Celebrage the h e x i c a n  Revolution? 

me RefamaEisn Lecture Series t s p i e  here at 
Bethaay College, Nankatcr, Minnesoaa, is i n  a way 
revolutionary i n  itself. If wauld s e m  tha t  the 
theme o f  Professas 'ieigen'a IEC~PIP~S TIlE LUTNEWH 
DOCTRINE OF TEE TWO KINGDOMS &%ID I T S  SlCNZFICd4NGE 
FOB TBE AHERXCAJV BICENTE2THIMa wou%d have already 
appeared in mi. fom nr a~,oeheu as the central  
thought f o r  seminars, ess~ygra , and books w i t h i n  
AaexPean La~he$8n&sa3 But it has not, &%ae 
w ~ % " d  seem an obvious ebene f o r  nsst Lutheraa 
G;aurches on t h i s  point  has been neplecsed. Hy 
owa reactien is that  $2 might prove t o  be too 
eabarrassing f o r  soae Lathesans to f i n d  oub whal: 
Elather r e a l l y  had t o  say about pcflitieal rebel- 
Lion. Especial ly I anr seferr2ng t o  mmy prominent 
Lutheran theolog%ans who have adopted the p o l i t i -  
cal oriented 'theolygy o f  hope' ale the wore radi- 
cal ' theology o f  revolutian. ' T h i s  type of the- 
ology rarely cbiaisis m y  dependence BB Luther  and 
r i g h t l y  so, 

Professor Teigen begins h i s  last  lecture, 
" Observing l~he  Bicentennial, " by recalling pas- 
tozal conferences where "torrents o f  words an the 
i l l e g a l i t y  and the sinfulness of ewenes that brought 
our country into existence as an independent nation, 

ai,e poi22  2 ~3 -, sbak%ug -- - i s  that h c k i e x ~ n s  - 
snd 1 meaz $hose a$ ~J,S 337hg3 0-f 3 r y k ~ ~ ~ I J ~ ~  

p:e8ervjbn- 0 tlie s t z i c g  1-4237j-$:ag2 ~f ~ Q ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~  - h<-yje en- 
j0y2& &he bzsg 0f 2 ~ 3  - 3 ~ " - 4 % - 2 "  y-2ma&vsk k ~ ~ s ~ a ~ ~ 3 ~ a ~  v ~ f d s ,  

- r>t2 sue il~~-j-jd ~ae h ~ t r e  b z e ~  f y z t i c ~ g  sf tkkk &iq~riedfi 

ke~pa%~tionarp Idax as a s & - ~ ~ a J ~ o u ~  a c t ,  2s Prcffasc-c~; 
ve Lczgez * recal fe,  xZ2d ~2% $kza g$:Ezr l;zz~d T J ~  ile\rg :rtz~l-- 

rj' 

aged to t a k e  c r e d i t  fa r  she &aez&cagL ?J&$Pan 3s 2 
natura l  aaeg r~~g th  a f  Tdatbez-'a pzixicLp2~ ~f $he 
u n i ~ e r a a l  pries.*,hood - ~ i t h o ; ; ~ t  seeing %he apparent 
csntradietisn, A% the same g ima we have suppsgzad 
Luther's posie%on i n  desrylng the rebel l ious  pea- 
sants o f  ehe 1520%~ If we see the Aaeriean Reoa- 
%u&ion as a natural autgr~w$h s f  Luther" thought 
and Peasang Wars as an amaeura% oulgrowth,we are 
obvfoualg d ~ ~ ~ l ~ e d  BW a ~ ~ n t f a d & ~ t L ~ n a  1 eh$& 
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6hat we em unmake the  prelhislaiy judgment that 
Lutherandssn in her iea  has Ehrough unconscious 
osmosis adopted the  Calvinistic engendered promised 
land ecncepb of the hericala nation which i s  s e i l l  
a major t ene t  o f  the secular c i v i l  religion.  

I am going so l e t  stand t h i s  contradiction t ha t  
same Lutherans criticize &he acts of %he he r i ean  
mlonists as r e b e l l i o u s  and &hat others sometimes 
cake eredPt for  at %east some of the philosophical 
khought t ha t  brought t h i s  nation i n t o  existence. 
I want r o  speak more sgeeif ical ly  t o  the historical 
and pol i r ica l  question o f  whether the  herbeans 
were rebels o r  t r ue  Eraglishmen. Was it the War of 
Rebellion or the War of Independence? me l a t t e r  
thesis will be  defended, In wo way m I casein8 
nry lab: with Peter Mtrhlenberg who case aside h i s  
preacher's gcwn i n  Virginia fo r  a colonel% s n i f o m  
r igh t  i n  the middle o f  a ehurch service. A person 
who pu t s  aside p a s r ~ r a l  responsibility should not 
be held up as an eeaga~le as the 1975 October iLuth- 
eran Brotherhood calendar does, Bowever% 1 zm 
suggesting that: the actions of  Panerican p a t r i o t s  
were those not a f  rebels spurred sn by the radfeal 
thoughts o f  the EnIPghCenment, bu t  aeticas o f  men 
Loyal tc the English understanding o f  law. 

meaeve~ we try go determine i f  the principles  
o f  one age are applicable t o  another, we will in- 
evitably get  sursePves i n  diffderalgy because rarely 
is there rea l ly  a oee-for-one equation, Here, of 
course, i s  a poteaklal seedbed o f  false doctr ine or 
Pegal isn.  Do w e  heally. know for  swe what a Paul, 
a Pe%ex, or a Lagher wouBd do %a a given si%uatdon 
t o d a g ?  Some have used changing hfstorfea% s i t u -  
ationa as camouflage to iatzoduee new doctrine,  as 
for  exmpBe the ease sf  waaen pasears An Lacheran 
churches today, @e axe $old chat ehe cultural s i t u -  
aefon between ehe fSrs$ and the tweneieth centur ies  
is ss vast  tha t  Paul's words are no longer really 
vaBPd %odagu, SQ those wieh a revaalu&ionaq mind set 

~ 8 t h i w  Lutheranism could say  that  P a d h  sadmoni- 
t ions  of obeying bhe emperior are also no longer 
valid, ar they are siGplp ignored, A t  face va2,uc 
ft would appear t h a t  the knexicaa confbic~ was 
caused by an %moral revolt a f  cslenies against 
~ h e  lawful authority o f  the  aoeher country,  But 
i s  t h i s  rea l ly  a progar  perspecgive sf t h a t  aitu- 
a&i.on? mere i s  no doubting t h a t  the  eziperor or 
higher  authorit2es are t o  be obeyed, But in I776 
who was -&he 'emperor'? m-~ho were the  h igher  gov- 
erning author ie ies  to which colonia l  Christians 
had ts be sub jes t?  It i s  th i s  question, hcwevgr, 
which is ehe keg any Luther= celebration of 
the h e r i e a n  Bicentennial, o r  RebeBBisn, whieh 
must be answered, T h i s  1.8 a ques"%inn whieh 
Professor  TeLgen does not probe in h i s  lecture, 
It i s  assumed that i t  was Gesrge 111% It is t h i s  
a s s u ~ t i o n  1 would like $0 probe, In  fac t ,  one 
g e t s  the de f in i t e  impressLon t ha t  if ssmc of us 
were alive i n  t ha t  period v e  would have slded wi th  
the B r h t i s k  ii,o$al%sts, & X also am 832 hgPsghf%e 
2nd also brought up i n  Luther  thought,  I would 
have probably seen the  matter chat way too, 

B 3 t  by developiag a sZ$ghtlg differeat pain$ 
o f  view % would like $Q suppar t  the t h e s i s  ghat &he 
k e r b c a n  War s f  Independence was f n  accord wleh 
Lutheran principles --- no$ in %he sense of a secu- 
larization of Luther's pr inc ip les  of the universal 
priesthood, bat  i n  the sense $fiat the Xnftglssh ~ n d e r -  
standing s f  higher  r u l i n g  authorities gas d i f f e r e a t  
in the eighteenth eaatury than, was the & r ~ a n  under- 
s tanding i n  the  sixteenth o r  f o r  t h a t  meter  the  
Petrine or  Pauline understand$ng f n  the first 
century, 

It must be ps ln ted  au t  t ha t  $he question cP the 
legitlrnate authority i s  an area a f  controversy i n  
which EueReraas have d i f f e r e d  even w i t h i n  ehke fe l lm- 
sh ip  sf the  S p o d i c a P  Conference, A t  the  time o f  
Cgvil  War, C,PeWe Waleher tended eo s i d e  wfth the  
South. Pef iaps  Ehe bes t  eq%anat isn  of t h i s  was t ha t  
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he viewed &he United Stages as he viewed Gemany* 
a loose confederation cf states i n  which the seal 
power rested with ehe states and not with confed- 
eratioa or  union. Professor Teigen polrrnted s u t  %hat 
Lather recognized the principle c f  s id ing  with the 
princes agaknst the  emperor. Others s a w  the Fedexax 
Union as the ulttnoate e%vi l  paweat. I think t ha t  $1: 
i s  wong to cr i t i c i ze  either opinion as mong. 
State governors could be seen as comparable t o  the 
Geman pravincial princes including Luther's pro- 
tecting electors. Up t o  the C i v i l  War, t h e  ques- 
t i o n  was constieutisnallp unanswered zqhetker sr not 
a state s s u l d  leave $he Union, Mara%fy, Isgical%y,  
or constitubionally T personally see no reason why. 
before 1861, a state cauld n o t  take netion t o  for-  
sake the  Union, The fsmatian o f  %he naeion could 
hardly  be cmpared to lnso lub i l i ey  sf  matrimony. If 
the people o f  Nest Virginia could leave Vi rg in ia ,  
why could not the coafederacy opt for  independence 
as d id  the her icaa c~lsnists a h o s t  a c e w t u q  be- 
fore,  No one d s t ~ b t s  t h i s  --%hat the C i v i l  Wax pro- 
vided an answer to the question o f  federal inscplu- 
b i l i t y  with an argument s f  a super lo r  industrial 
and m i b i g a q  force, 

But the point  2s th is :  tha t  Wafther wanted to 
honor the higher  forces, ChaG i s ,  the emperor for  
him w a s  the  person o f  the state governor and not 
ghe President o f  $he Uaited Stages ,  La&Aer saw a 
greater allegiance t o  the E lec to r  o f  Saxony than 
be did  ts the  &peror s f  che EoBy Romn Empiree Pn 
&he cases c f t ed  there were d%fferences among Lath- 
erans over who f i t   he r01e of the "emperor" to *am 
aBBsgiajaee was due, b u t  there was no squabble t k a t  

parg sf the  eighceengh century 0% the Marxist Corn- 
munfse revslutlonary wars sf  th i s  eeneurg, Rebel- 
$ion8 are already realities fa mina and V i e t  Ham 
m d  a p s s s i b i l i t g  i n  Portugal  and h g o l a ,  Kl.1 sf 
ehese revslutions were revslutions ageBnst author- 
ity p e r  se, The praletariae sf  people replases 
rulers, In &ma Demoeratie Repub186 i t  is taugh% 
t k a t  the seeds of Marxist r e v s b u t i ~ n  in Gemany 
were already planted I n  ehe Peasant Wars o f  the 
1520's. 'L agree with this Mamist observation. 

Professgsr Teigen points oat t ha t  D e i s m  was a 
prevalent thought which found evression Pa the 
fomding dscments of the nation, b u t  1 do not t k i &  
that the War for he r i can  Independence should be 
seen as a twin wtth French Revolaxtian, me French 
Revslution was spiamed by the radical leaders c f  the 
French Enlightengaent, Without b e l i t f l i n g  such 
French influence i n  the establ i shent  of our country, 
I think i t  vould be better to see historical English 
thought as being more deteminative in fsmatisn sf 
t h e  h e r i ~ a n  natgon, OUP forefathers were acting 
like Eaglishmen %a establishing our watisn and not 
like the radicals o f  the French Revolution or  
Deists, Superf%cially, I would like t o  obseme 
that in h e r i e a  you d i d  not have the great up- 
heavals as you d i d  i n  France or in the  Soviet Union, 
Colonial gmerments were a esn&inuation of what 
previously existed, no& a new invention of rebels, 
men the colonisbs disposed of the royal governors 
they did  so because t he i r  charrers had been violated, 
Z would hasten t o  add chat this i s  w s t  ts discount 
the use of b l i g h t e m e n t  language in the chaster 
docments , 

allegiance was due EB the  "emperor. " Eei the r  Luther 
nor Walther nor. for  t ha t  mtter, the  American eelo- Z would like to make the p o l i g i c a l  observation 

mists, take matters in$o the i r  owm hands and beem@ thag the h p s s i t i ~ n  o f  $axes on the  eolowies by t h e  

street rebels, parliaaent in b n d s n  seema to have been a t o t a l l y  
financially fair thing $0 do, The taxes were going 

I t h i d  t h a t  it fs an histsrical  injustice to for the support o f  the British soldiers 8s protect 

cmpare the herican Revolution to the Peasant Wars the cssboaalksts as the frontier was eqanding beyond 

in the 1520's or the Preneh Revolution in the latter &he original bowdaries of the thirteen c o l ~ n i e s .  
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One could also nrake a pretty good case chat the 
war was @carted fox ~ C O B ~ ~ C  reasons. Simply put ,  
it: would pay fo r  the colonists t o  be independent. 

But St does not sew@ O U ~  P U ~ O S ~ S  to d i 8 @ ~ ~ 8  
the economic situation sr economic causes of the 

X % C ~  War of Zndegendence, Bur purpose is to 
discuss whether cslonial Lutherans were acting as 
rebels in participating in the overthrow of the 
lawful authority o f  George III. I propose that 
they were not rebels, but  t h a t  they were acting 
in accord with certain principles well established 
in Anglo-Saxon tradition. In fact, the Colonists 
were not rebels but  loyalists, We cmnot recount 
here the e%zt%reey sf  the history af Awglo-Saxon 
law, but not even French Noman descendants of 
William the Conqueror were absolute monarchs. The 
Magna Carta of 1215 forced the Noman king to recog- 
nize certain rights which belonged to the Anglo- 
Saxon nobf%itye nree  centuries later Hewry VIII, 
who had all the traits of a despger~ic man, was care- 
f u l  to give at least an air of superficial legality 
to his acts, men he wanted a divozeee, be shopped 
around for a Pope or a bishop, or a theologian who 
would grant it. He asked for the opinion of the 
university. He did not perform the act himsel f .  
When he wanted a beheading, he went localking for a 
jury. Henry gave his acts the appearance of le- 
gality. Arbitrariness on the part of English rulers 
was not appropriate. His daughter, Elizabeth 16, had 
many of these "fine" qualities. The failure o f  the 
Stuarts as rulers ia England could have been t h a t  
%hey took boo seriously t h e  concept of the divine 
r i g h t  o f  kings and did  not realize that i n  the Anglo- 
Saxon tradition, the ultimate manarch in the land w a s  
not the  ruling king o r  queen but the law. The seven- 
teenth century. ehe century before the American War 
of Itkdependenca, was the scene for the clash between 
Ehe king and the law in England and the kings lost  
a d  the l a w  wow, marlea 1 believed too seriously 
in the divine right of kings and l o s t  his head. 

- 72 - 

Charles P I  was saved probably from d i s p o s a l  by 
natural death and h i s*bro ther ,  James 11, was shipped 
off the throne by the 69arious Revolution P a  1688, 
The accession o f  Will&= o f  Orange to the  Eplglfsh 
throne w a s  a f o w a l  recog~nitian af rhe p r inc ip le  
ehae even the  King was sub jec t  to Paw. i s  
called the constitutional mnnarehy. Several dec- 
ades before 1776 the Stuart: pretender,  Prince 
Charles S t u a r t ,  grandson of Jmes I, asserted h i s  
d iv ine  r i g h t  t o  t h e  B r i t i s h  throne and brought 
defeat go himself sad ab~oIu$%srb$p~ No one here is 
geiilg t o  argue t ha t  seventeenth century E s g l i s b e n  
were modern democrats, b u t  we are arguing thee the 
people, at least some o f  the  people, had r f g h t s  
which ehe king had t o  respect. 

The accession of the Bouse of Banover 0% 

Brunswick t o  t h e  British mrsne to succeed the 
StuarEs has never been regarded as a b r i g h t  spot: 
i n  the history of B r i t i s h  Royalty, even though the 
present -%nee sf Wales i s  said g o  have defended 
h i s  royal ancestor, George XII. E'or a number o f  
reasons f e  has been asaeseed t h a t  t h e  first three 
Hanwerians, George I, XI, P % I ,  being asre German 
than English, were not really wel l1  equipped to 
serve as English kings. There was ehe l a n g u g e  
barrier and soae o f  them spent  more time i n  Ger- 
many than ehey d i d  i n  Londan, Thfs  absentee r u l e  
assured, fronically, the fur ther  growth o f  parlia- 
mentary r u l e  in Great Britlarn; however, t h e  root8 
of parliamentary pule  was not dependent on $his  
factor, Gesgge PI1 took a more se t i ve  interest 
i n  t h e  actual r u l e  o f  h i s  country ehan dfd h i s  two 
Bmedgate predeeessars, b u ~ .  he d i d  not always d o  
P t  i n  the  traditisnel sense eP English kings. The 
English concept of monarchy was hardly  idenkical 
with the European. B r i t i s h  parliaments had an 
authority not qu i t e  matshed 5n Gemany. 

me battle cry of t h e  hertcm e010afs%$ was 
"No taxation without representation." This siraply 
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was saying that those syho are governed should have 
sae th ing  t o  say of how they are ta  be governed. 
We are i n  no way asserting tha t  this  i s  a divinely 
given law dmprinted in the hearts c f  a l l  men, as  
the Declaration of Independence states cf similar 
thoughts, but we are sagfag that  i s  a principle 
logical ly  derived from one t r ad i t i on ,  log ica l ly  
derived from English law. Historically speaking, 
ehere was no way at tha t  rise that the American 
colonists could have been represenged in parlia- 
ment, because the boundaries of parliamentary 
representation had been fixed centuries before. 
There was no policy for reapportionment. Even 

some larger industrial areas right in England, 
as Manchester, had no representation, but some 
deserted areas were represented. Under a system 
of fixed g a ~ l i m  +y boundaries, there was no 
poss ib le  way for rican representation in the 
British parlime mentar7 Refom 
partially motivated b rican blar of Inde- 
pendence, led to a correction of that inequity in 
Great Britian. The not so distant "one man one 
vote" decision o f  the Supreme Court might possibly 
be seen as a natural outgrawth of equal represen- 
tation in the hglo-Saxon system, 

There are two theories for the b i r t h  of 
democracy. One is that it is the result of the 
frontier experience af the colonists and the other 
Ps that it is khe result ~f the mglish system. 
I am opting for the latter even though ehe absence 
of a heredi tary  nob$lity in Ehe colonies was hardly 
detrimental to democracy. For example, Jarnestown, 
the first successful English colony, demonstrated 
bhe ineffectiveness of having a nobility. A certain 

p a r t  o f  the colonies was called 'New England.' The 
first c~lonists did  not want: t o  renounce their 
English heritage, but they wanted to perfect it. 
They csme to the shores o f  this  country with a heri- 
Cage aceording to which at least some men did have 
certain rights which the king could not take away. 

mey were s m i n g  frm England a t  a t h e  h e n  the  
parliament was depaskng t w o  kings and whes &Re 
parliament had rhoson a t  least th ree  kings. In 
fh f s  sense the parlimeat and not the king vas the  
real English monarch. Frm the very near beginning 
t h e  csloaaists were gemitted parliamentary r u l e  i n  
t h e  colonies beginning with the Rouse o f  Burgesses 
i n  Virg in ia .  New England had i t s  t o m  meetings. 
The establishment o f  legislatures was not i n  any 
sense rebe l l ious  acts bur the  na tura l  outgrowth o f  
English h i s t o r y  and sanctioned by t h e  Mather Country. 
b c h  colony, though d i f f e r en t  and unique, became a 
'little England' with something resembling its own 
parliament. The Declaration o f  Independence was 
basically the act of th i r teen  separate and indi -  
v i d u a l  p o l i t i c a l  entities which were only reaffirm- 
i n g  r i g h t s  which had been given them, each under 
different circumstances. If the  parliament could 
dispose sf  Charles I and James 11 and choase 
Charles 11, William and MEtry, or George I, then 
a parliarnene a f  Englishmen meeting in Philadelphia 
would na tura l ly  see themselves possessing the same 
r ight .  I believe t h a t  we can only p c s s i b l y  ca l l  
the he r i s an  War for Independence a rebellion if 
we assePb t h e  king was t he  t rue  m o ~ r c h ,  B a t  i n  
Eaglish l a w ,  the  law i s  Ehe real manarch and the 
Paw recognf zes the r i gh t s  o f  people and sf  t h e  
parliament, The herieinn War o f  Independence was 
hardly a aavm i n  world histcry, b u t  only t h e  cul- 
mination of a century o f  Bri t i sh  h i s to ry ,  and a 
predecessor of other events i n  Angle-history. 

'Phe Encyclopaedia Britanniea defines parlfa- 
ment as tbe  ru l ing  king or  queen together with 
both houses. If t h i s  definition stands, ghe king 
o r  queen Poses h i s  o r  h e r  r i g h t  to r u l e  o r  govern 
when the re la t ionship beeween king and the  parlia- 
ment is, severed. This relationship was severed 
several times in the previous century. In the  
opinion o f  s m  o f  ehe American Colonists, t h i s  
re la t icnshdp between them and the king was severed. 
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We are m e  here ta debate whether there was suff i -  
cient reason t o  severe the re la t ionship m d  t o  
dispose  o f  George III, bu t  where the  king does 
keep h i s  r ighefu l  place he f o r f e i t s  h i s  office, 
Such was the  eonsidered opinion nf the Continental 
Congress i n  1776. Pis Professor Teigen pointed sue,  
Luther saw t h a t  a ~ ~ b i 1 8 ~  bead o f  allegiaraee be- 
meen emperor m d  prince could be broken. 

me Aqeriesn experience does not  belong go 
rebell ions associated wigh French and Russian revo- 
lutions, bu t  wig11 tth growth o f  the B r i t i s h  parlia- 
mentary syetea and of the eomonuveolth system o f  
the  British h p i r e ,  Canadians9 the New Zea- 
landers, and the Australians a l l  followed i n  rhe 
bericinn traditiaa hue with meh less trams* B e  
only difference i s  thaE 2x1 these Pnstances the 
Mother Country recagnized the ixmherent r i g h t s  o f  
her English children before the c h i l d  was forced 
t o  run away from heme. But as i n  the case of 
f irst-born chi ldren in a family %%o nust plough 
the i r  wag with a great. deal o f  difficulty, so the  
American experience was marked w i t h  those kind o f  
heartaches. The A m r f s a n  War of Independence had 
a l l  the  marks of civil. w a r ,  both sides were f igh t -  
ing  i n  some sense for  the  sane cause, an English 
one. The Bri t i sh  f o r  Geotge 1, the English king, 
and Americans Eer English Paw, Prom a tstalitar- 
%an concepb aE rmoraarcky, the Br i t i sh  had moral 
rectitude. From a viewpaira8: of Brieish parlia- 
mentary tradition, the her ieans  were Pn the  r igh t .  

%. 

Prafessor Teigen makes reference to the  Pn.Pf- 
tagion o f  Prime Mfaister Barald mcHElan ko rejoin 
eke Brieish C o r n ~ ~ ~ ~ a L t k ~  The fac t  of  the waeter 
I s  ghat t h e  Americans pephaps may have never left 
i t .  hex i cans  are nae l i k e  Frenchmen or ltaljians 
08 Gemans 08 ScandanavIan~, we are like oar 
British cousins. We share the  same her-ieage o f  
cu l t u r e  and cornon law. men &migrants b r m  
nom-British coantrbes before 1776 arrived on oup 

shores, they becarne subject: t o  the  Bxitish concept 
of monarchy which i s  t he  r u l e  of law. Germans, 
Swedes, IPutch, and I r i s h  real ly beeme Englishmen 
by coming t o  h e r % c a ,  Eke t i e s  between Ehe United 
States a d  the b i t e 8  Kingdom are s9 close t h a t  
they have involved us in two great wars where t h e  
daughter e a e  t o  the a i d  o f  t h e  mother country. 
mese are t i e s  s t ronger  than empire  or eomonweaBth. 
It i s  no coincidence t h a t  t h e  present royal  couple 
w i l l  v i s i t  our  shores t o  somemoraEe t h e  Riceneen- 
nial, f o r  it is as much an American holiday as it 
is a vietow for Brieisk l a w ,  

E would like to make reference cs  t h e  recent 
and t ~ a g i c  Watergate eqerience to fu r the r  demon- 
strate t he  thesis  t h a t  disposal of t h e  supreme 
hman ru l e r  in a government i s  not an act o f  rebel- 
lion, Could a mristian or even a consewat lve 
Lutheran participate i n  the  rem~val sf  a president 
frm o f f h e  i n  eHis eountrg? "$he answer muse be 
thae there are circumstances i n  our system under 
which this can be dsae,  i s  done, and mast be done, 
me president is  admitted i n t o  off ice upon h i s  
willing oath ts uphold the eonstftutfsn, In t-he 
case of the  immediate p a s t  pres tdent  there were 
serious doubts whether he did, and impeachment 
proceedings were begun and the presidential resig- 
nation is considered tmtaaount  t h e i r  successful 
conclusion of such proceedings. The Watergate 
episode is  p a r a l l d  t o  $he Tomding o f  our nat%on, 
Pn most cases it w a s  the csnstdered j u d p e n t  s f  
some that the ruler had overstepped the boundaries 
ts which he had vsfun%ar81y subscribed. mere 
have been di ences o f  opinisn whether the r u l e r  
had indeed c t t e d  the a l leged of febses, b u t  

t t h a t  if he daes, he is held 
accountable, 

In  one of Shakespeare's plays these  i s  the  
episode sf the  proposed mrriage between a noble 
person a d  a Swiss  comsner, an i l l ega l  union 
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across social castes. The play  ends happily when 
someone points  out t ha t  the  Sariss person i s  of the 
highest order: i n  Switzerland, because a l l  citizens 
are equal. I th ink t ha t  t h i s  i s  a p t  illustration 
f o r  the ~noerican-British situation. In  our sys- 
tem, the  people,  the  indfviduals always remain the 
last court o f  appea ls ,  The d i sposa l  of George I P I  
is only a demonstration of t h i s  p r inc ip le .  

TEACHERS IN THE CHURCH ARE NOT TO FORGET -- 
1) Scripture nowhere gives any man the 
license to deviate from God's Word in any 
point. Matt. 2 8 ~ 2 0 .  2) Every departure 
from the Word of God is  expressly called an 
offense. Rom. 16~17. 3 )  Everyone who re- 
j ec ts  t h e  testimony of Scr ipture  concerning 
one doctrine actual ly  invalidates the 
Christian principle of cognit ion.  John 
10~35. 4) Every error in doctrine has the 
tendency to infect other doctrines with 
i t s  virus,  Gal, 5:9, 

--I?. Pieper, CHRISTIAN DOGMATICS, I, 89ff. 

The preacher is pot an inventor,  not  an 
innovator, not. an expe~imenter.  He i s  a 
tsustee. H e  must be hmble  enough t o  
receive, loya l  enough to guard, sensi t ive 
enough t o  shme, 

-- Paul S B  k e s  

1 have t h e  esnvicxion t h a t  no semon is ready 
f s ~  ppeacbing, no t  ready far writing aut , u n t i l  we 
can express i t s  theme Sn a shsrt , pregnant sencence 
as e-lear as c ~ y s t a l ,  I f i n d  -the getting of that 
seater-ace i s  T h e  hardest, the m o s t  exacting, and xhe 
most f ~ u i t f u l  B&ouT in my s~udy, To compel ane- 
self to fashion  t h a t  sentence, to d i smis s  every 
word t h a t  i s  vague, ~agged, ar&iguaus, ts t h i n k  one- 
self  through to a form s f  words which def ines  the 
theme wi%h scsupu%sus exactness -- t h i s  is surely 
ane o f  xhe most v i t a l  and essential factors in t h e  
making of a semsn, And 2 do n o t  t h i n k  t h a t  acy 
semsn ought to be p~eaetied,  o~ even wrEt%ez, uc- 
t E %  t h a t  SenTence h l , a s  emep:.ged, cLexr an6 j"ua,iG as 
a cloudless maow, Do not confuse obsc:mi-t:! wixh  
p o 2 ~ n d i t - y ~  and do 202 in~ag$we t h a t  ~ u e i c i i x ~ ~  is 
nscessaPi2gr shai%ov-d, T,e? *the p ~ e a e h  bind himsel.f 
ta ehe pu~su%% o f  clew eanceptio~s, acd let him 
aid h i s  p w s u i t  by demanding that everby serson he 
preaches s h a l l  express i t s  theme and purpose i n  

e - a sentence as hens as a i s  poweP can 2ema~$, --- 
Lyman Beeeher Lectur2s on Preaching,  

P C :  The subscrigtioa price e,f t he  
WT8SmN SYNOD QUmTERLP i s  
$4,68 per g e a r ,  Begfwning w i t h  
M e  next issue, VoPum XTJI, 
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