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Of lnte it h'.'.S becone quite clenr that all probler1s 1-:.o.ve 
not been soJ.v8cl a11on;:; us yet; on the contr2ry, th0re c.re P1ny 
qucstiona left. This is- tl:c caso not only with re::;o.ri to t!1c 
chtU'cL, t-ut also in tho poli tica1 r00.L1. Evcryuher� �-.re c.rc fo.C"Cct 
with u::.-:.ny r:1.ifficultics, nnc1 discucsiona about t:10.sc difficulties 
are; continuousl;y goinc on. 

To sL1tc this docs Lot nccn t!Dt we rci:rct thio situr.tion. 
On the contrcry, it j_s a sourc0 of ,joy for us thc.t there is an 
nctivc confrontation with the principio.l questions on nll loyJls. 
We will novcr Le fini.-:;he:rl with tllosc questions. But tk,t i'3 not 
really CL s::rioucr drawbcick. We arc of ten fo.cori however with hav ... 
inc to twkc a (iccision which hc.s c1. ')rinci1Jinl backr;round, anrl then 
t:10 difficulty arisos th2t thj_3 ,,rincii,icil b1clc:roU1,.•:.� is 1:ot ::nu­
ficiently ckar to us. Hn;,pily !I c:.s bclicver'3 we ;:.1rc often led 
:intuitively to th2 richt rL::ci'.;ion, but it will be cl8·1r tl:wt we 
n::i.y not n::::!-rc our intuition the ·1;;ci3i vc f::i.ctor. W:.; would. run 
the dun::;cr cf ,::r0wing lnck of '1ir: ction and of followin::.· :J. Ii.::i.p­
h:.'.zc,r,1. lJolic�r. Fer tL1t rc:1'3or: it i,i ncc,>c:sJ.ry, hir;h1:y ncccs-sary.,. 

for ur.; to reflect r.:ore: ::i.w1 norc ore our 1_,rincir,lcs, ,;11 rl to cone 
to n consciou::; rcr\liznticn of thc:r:. 

(Qnc of the qucstiorn in ·'\i:;cu,:;·,ic:, ::,,1on[; us !I ·:a1rT one -i,l,ich 
cric '> out for ;.,n ::.n•:,ucr j G the fcllowinc: Is- t>c [;ov:::;rnncnt 
onl3° sl,bjcct to God AJ.:Ji[ht;? !I t11c Triune God

!/ 
tl:c Crc:1tcr of 

hc[,vcn J.nd cc,rtr-1, or r.hould it 2lso 1-:nou it-:rclf to be c:m1::Jjcct 
tc, ChriJt!I c'.G th:: Kine who L:n been crounc,: b;-/ Gc,~1. 

To tLL-:- qnc0tion we lnve often <'.Hl'Twcrc,1 tlnt t)1c [_;cvcrr,nmt 
i::; i11<1...;c,1 :.,r.bjcct to t:1e, sc,vcrci[_;n Gcd ani thcrc:;fcru :1lso to t!ic 
ctcrn:.,l Sen, 2.:::; sc.;ccnd �,cr;:;on of the Trinity, but not to the Mcd­
ir1.tor, tc. t:,c Worr:-be;co11c-flc:J:, th..: c:1rL,t who ia c.l::;o nan ,. who 
h 0.:s -;uffcr.:.,CT ·1n0 riicd !I wro w::r; resurrected nncJ new :;i tc- ..:;.t the 
ri;_:;ht l:::m:-l of Gci. Ac·cor--lir:::; to this view the rlcl'.1ir,ion of Christ 
on1y cxtcn-1'."J to his Church. Fron Gor1 :"s the Sovcrdc:n one r:trawa, 
on the one hanrr

,. 
c1. line to Cllri Jt, to whor: the: church i.-:; ::,u�j oct

_,. 

2-nr1 ori the ot:-icr h::1..11•·', one- ,.,r:.::ws :: line to the covcrrtr,1cmt, to 
to wllich the citizens of the Jt.·.itC �re '.:'Ubjcc·t. W:.1e.t Chrfot i'.3 
for the Church!/ the Govvrnr.1cnt i:; for i tJ :Jubjcct'3. 

This thcucht h�,� foun:l �,ccc)t�rnce among many of us, and 
is taught on all hanos. This question is the one which we shall 
dis:cus·s: in the present essc.y. I hoi)e to prove from Scripture 
first of all that we have to confe-sis that the government is sub­
ject to Jesus Christ. In the second place, I hope to answer :.::� 
the question of how we have to understancl the dominion of Jesus 
Chris·t over the state. Anct finaJly, I want to say some thing 
about the practical consequenceg of this thesis. 

I will begin with the Scripttrr-2,l proof. Though we are 
quite conscious of the fact- that Scripture does not make ool-
i tical pronou.'1cem1:;nts, since it is directional and has the 
intent to evoke faith, we need not think or believe that Serip­
ture would le�ve us in doubt about a question which pertains to 
the Lordship of Crxist. 
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I c:ould immediately ref·sr you to the words of Christ 
himself: 11To me has been giver,. all power in heaven and on 
earth, n nn utterance which in it� sweeping generality tells 
us very much. However, this pronouncer1ent needs furtrier 
analysis, which I want to postpone until I have cone to the 
point wh6re I intend to develop the thougl1t about. the nature 
of the dominion of Jesus Christ. 

For thnt re3.son I wa::i.t to consider first I Tim. 2:1-7. 
And also here it is necess."1.l'y to have n closer look. In this 
passage the com.'Tla!ld is gi vcn that supp1ic:itions, prayers, and 
intercessions be made for ;:i.ll men, md es1)ecially for kings, 
and nll those who are in authority. 'This exhor�ation is in­
sisted upon end made tho more pressing by the reference to the 
will of God t:iat all, i.e. all kinds of men, not only the 
common man, but also those in authority, shall be saved. 
This is followed by the furt11er explanr.tion that thore is one 
God who has created nll those men, not only the ccmn1cn mn.n 
but nlso the mo.n in authority, and that thero is o:ne Hediator 
between God and men, tho man Christ Jesus who thus hns come 
for nll those people, therefore also for those in authority, 
and outside of Whom nobody c:i.n be s.wed. 

The decisive point here is the significance of this ex­
pression; the Salvation of kings and of those in aut!1ority. 
Does Paul simply mean that those in authority will be saved 
as far :1s their ::wrsonc.l life is concerned, or does he mcr.i.n 

that they will also be savod ::1s pE.:rscns-in-.:mthori ty, in the 
exorcise of their office, nnd should lcnrn to subjc,ct them­
selves to Gcd c';S such? Docs Paul only have in niml t!1e sal­
vation of those m.:-,gistr'l.tes, or does he.: h-:--ve refer,.;nco to a 
future in which r-mgistr·,.tc:s will be Ch:ci sti1.n mngistr::i.tes and 
will govern in a Christian w.1.y? 

Wo h:i.ve to pay nttention to the eircuT11st�nces of the life 
of Paul and the congregations at thr.it timo. EspecialJy in the 
Roman Empire the glory of might w�s worshipped., and w�s not 
seen as given by God, but r:ither was adored .:-..s something which 
itself was divine, ::md thnt might, th-:it !)ower, was ex.:,rcised 
by the s�veral authorities in an anti-God s?irit (anti-Christian 
spirit). In circumstances like thc.t Paul h1.d to foresee the 
eru,tion of conflict botwccn the government and the church. 
This conflict 2lrendy became evident in the porsecnticns. 

When he new exhorts the Christi:ms to pray for all those 
who are in authority:, he is saying at the smi1e time thD.t this 
is according to the will of God, who j_s :1lso inte�ing the 
snlv2.ticn of the government. Whnt has to be pr�yed .for is, 
therefore, not only ·a certain wisdom for t.hose in [>.Uthori ty, 
but es:Jecially their conversion. And the: rcsul t of that will 
be that the believers may lead a: quiet nnd peaceful iifo in 
all godliness and hon-asty. Pnul's- intent, therdore, is the 
conversion of tho m'.1gistr2te 11, thdr turning to God, their 
bre.'.lking with the spirit which until new gcverned th..:: execu­
tion of their tnsk, nnd would inevitably leacl to conflict 
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·with the church. The m�gistrat�s h:id to subj0ct thGmSGlves
to God and lc2crn to serve Hi�n in thdr govornin�, so thn t by
their government th0 Christic1.n life W'JUlcl. be furthered ..

Paul �dds the tllought th.1t there: is net cnly thu one God,
to whom the m1gistr'.ltes .'.'.r0 subj0ct, but ;:i,lso tho c�G IIodj_atcr,
tlu-ough whom the m::.gistr.::;tes must turn to God. In this we
thus rrlsc find the dem.:!nd th:1t the; rmgistra tc:s also recog-
nize Jest'.S Christ as the Hodio.tor tl1rough wh0m the:r go t0
God. Without the recognition of Christ, it is inncssiblc
for the magistrate;e to confess tlrn.t the sc•t'rce of their nuthor­
i ty is God. There is no rel-1ti·:m between God :md tl:e rr,'lgis­
trcit.:.:s in the exorcise of their authority except through Christ.
Been.use they rccoi V(;! their .::.uthority from God through J0sus
Christ it is pcssiblc £er· them to servo Gcd in their wielding
of :rnthori ty ori.ly throueh Jesus Christ.

In o.ddi tion to this there is Pse.lrn 2 in its entirety in
which we rre toid about the rebellion of the m.ticms and the
1'-...ings ne;ninst tho Lord and his Anc.intGd. The first thing wa
have to observe is t.hat the Psnlmist spe:iks of JAHWEH, the Gcd
of the c·ovonant, who has ccvcmantcd with us in J csus Christ.
Further on we nre told n.bcut the d.ecre;.; wl1ich is mnde, accord­
ing to which Christ is nnoinkd ns King, anrl then tho kings
are called to serve JAHWEH 12nd to kiss the Son, t.11nt is, the
theocratic king. Hore I ci to C-'.'tlvin: ''Ho\vcvcr much, there­
fore, the princes of this world pl0::-.s8 thcmselv,::s in their
shrewonmrs, we ma.:r know th�t they are ,.Ji thout any 1Jisrl.om until
they h:!VC become humble disciples of Christ." Pcrhc1)s Prof•
Noordtzij st2.tcs it e,ven mere clenrly in the 11Kortc Vcrklnring 11: 

"The Messiah-King of Israol is the Son of the Lord; God him­
self ha3 set him in his theccr1tic office. Thorcforo his is
the dcminion cf the world; Ho mr>y cl.o with the n'ltions as he
c,hoos€:s. 11 For tho.t nntter, when tho kini:;s 1re t0ld here to
11Ki3s the son" or '.1S Nocro.tzij transl1t8s, nrender horn.'..l�e to
the Son," what other moaning -could be intcnned th:m thnt the
princes shculd offer him their fealty

., 
be C'.)nseious that they

gc.vern cnly by His will, .::.nd owo obedience to Him?
Next I wculd remind you cf tho names e;i ven to the Lcr�l

Jesus Christ in ths book of Rc:vel.1.tion. If enc would not
accopt as evid.€:ilce th�t the OXJ.)ression 11Kinp.; of Kings n.nd
krd of Lc:rds II s:i.gnifius that he is truly King and truly Lord
(c.f. Greyrknus et-mm. on n.ovulc.tions. 17 .,14} then one cert::iinly
hc,s to £.,ce:ept as pre of the ti tl0, 11 '.l.he prince e;f the kinps
of the carth, 0 in Rev. 1,5.(cf .17

., 
14;19

.,
16) The rrinc.,;;s of

the earth also stu.11d under Him, have to serve Him, to obey
P'.im, anct to submit to Him. And this is said not nbout tho
Etern'.ll Son, but about 11Jesus Christ, who is th<c; fo.ithful wit­
ness, the first begotten of the de�ct."

I hope to hc..vo presented sufficient evidence from Scrip­
ture for the thesis that the kines nnd mneistra.tcs are sub­
ject to Josus Christ :md hnve tc obey I{irri, or in other words,
that Josus Christ is King 1uso of th0 maF,istr:::\tes.
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Another question far whether the eonfessions st�te the 
same. And we hnve to answer this question in the c'.ffirmative-. 
J!h the '1'1teehi� ·we confess that Christ sits at the right hmd 
of God the Father, that He might there appear as t}1e head of 
His cturch. 'lhrough Him, the Father governs all things ,. and 
therefore also the kingdoms :md governments. We cou].d hardly 
inte..""l)ret this: a•tpression to me:rn that Christ governs those 
kings in spite of themselves, nor that F,is dominion does not 
include the c:1lling.for the govarnments to serve aim nnd to 
recognize Him as having the dominion. 

In the. second pl:ica I refer to. the prayer ufter the wor ... 
ship service. as. :found in our hymnc:>.ls., in whieh we ask God that 
the King of kings mj_ght reign over thorn :ind their subjects. 
In this pr:cyer the des-ire thr.1..t, the government might 3Ubject 
itscll willingly to the dominion of Jesus Christ is c:lenrly 
expressed. 

As proof to the. contr:::c:r-y Romans l3 is often used ., where 
it is scid that the govE.rnment is the servant of God; in this 
context Christ. is not mentioned at all.. If one would deduce 
from this that Christ is not King of the st1te, then t.his do­
duC't:i.an crm only be the result of the thought that it is pos­
sible to spc::i.k: about God on any terr.'.lin without speaking about 
Jesus Christ. And then one hr.s SO')ar-tted Go-d from the r;.;ve]..,. 
ation in Jesus Cbrist. In all of Scripture God is no other 
than the Gcd who reveals Himself to us in Josus C1irist. 

It is: perh�ps needless to s·.·:,_y th.-:it the dominion of Christ 
is a derived d'omiriion, that is to sny,. Christ owes His '1Uthor­
ity to the 'Iri.une God. Thus it is r1.ther evident that when 
one spcrucs. about the souree of authority, as is· done in Rom. 
13

,. 
he then speaks about God,· nnd not about JeS'US Christ. 

This is not meant as n denial of the fact that this di vire 
authority over us is exercised by J'esus Christ. I hnvo written 
somewhere that the r,lilgistrates govern by the grace of Jesus 
Christ. Ir I hnd me:ant by it that the source of the c.uthori ty 
lies in the Mediator, I would have erred. I meant, howovcrr 
thnt. the n1c'lgistr:rt.QS govern by the grc1.ce of God, l·!hich does 
wt come to us �pt through Jesus Ghrist. 

In the s-econd place I would discuss with you the question 
of how we have to see this dominion of Christ ovor the st".te 
and the government. 

:Ft seems: that two objections arise here: first the .r�ct 
th'.lt state and govermnent ho.ve been instituted only terr1por.'.".ri17 
because of sin, and second, the rel:itcd fact that the gcvern­
ment hc"..S been untrusted with the sword. Those objectinns seem 
tc gain the more fcree when w:e confess th0 dominfon of Chris-t 
to be. eternal, and to be a dominion cf peace. Whnt kind of 
relationship exists butwE:.en the etern�.l dominion of Olrist rm�. 
tho temporary �uthority of the governmont1 And wh:it rel�tion­
shi p exists between Christ 1 s reign of peace :md the power of 
tho sword which tho government h::i.s? These aro the two ques­
tions which need answGring. 
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Let us first speak a.bout the temporary chtir::ictcr of the 
authority of the govermoont in.relation to the dominion of 
CJlr.i.st. In Art. 36 of the Belr,ic Conf ess1on the sta temcnt is 
made: "We. believe. that cur grncious God., b<::cnusc. of the. 
depravity of marild.nd

., 
has appointed kings, princGs, and mag­

istrates; willing th2t the world should be governect by certain 
law o.nd policies; to the end that the <:lissclutcmcss of mC:n 
might be restrclincrl, n.nd all thines ce.rried on aroc,ng them with 
good order nnd decency• u The confession is plainly th::>.t 
govermient is: thero bcc-1use of sin. We could as!,:: the question 
whether something cf the power which the government new h'.ls 
would ho.vt::: b�en e..icurcised nlso 1.f thore h-id been no sin; but 
in this context, we need not QUSWGr thnt questicn. In its 
present fcru the gcvernmcnt (;:xists 'oec::msc cf sin. Whnt now 
is the relation between· this interim-power cf the government 
nnci the dominion of Christ? Is its intorim-char.1.ctor not an 
obstacle in the attempt to rectuce 1 t to tho rkrninion of C'hrist:l 

We. wculd perhaps hesitate here i:f in cc-nnection with the 
dominion of Christ we had to limit ours(;l ves to thinking of 
that dominion as being only eternnl. B-�t that is not the case. 
Besides etcrnc.l dominion He h.1s also been Given temporary rl_ont­
inicn which He, at the end cf ,fays, will put down.. again in the 
hands of the Father. (I Cor.15) 

Wlmt is the difference between the eterntl and temporc1.ry 
power of Christ, nnr: what is the distinctive ch.:1rv.cwr of His 
temporo.ry power? 'ftlis ctifference beccmes i:1.pparent when we 
comp,'.lrc the p-oil:r cf Christ with the power which Adam had, and 
which he would have exercis-ei if sin h:J.•.� not como into the world. 
Without sin Adam wculrl ho.ve remdned our !k;n<l, and he wculd 
have served continunlly in an official cnpaci ty which r,1eant 
not only that ru.l were incorporated in him, but also tho.t he 
exercised. a certain pow8r over all. rie would have reir,:ner't 
as head' of humanity, c.lthough that :ilso me·mt tho.t tll with 
him woulct reign over the W'"lrks of Gor� f;s he:mrls. 'Ibis p:·,wer mr.

authority cf thefirst Actam has be1.m lai l in the h:m,·1s- of the 
secon·1 A,!am. '.lt1us Christ is '.lrl eternal K1ng, o.n� His �cmin-
ion is an eternal 0cminion. 

As a result o:f sin however it becwe necess:i.ry that be­
sides that power he shou11 be errlcwc-' with a 1iffcrent power, 
� a temporary one• Now he: h::vl tc recci vo alsc the pcwer 
to combat his emm:i.es anr' to ensure the �ictory of His King­
dom in this world. This kind of pcwer ccul� never h.:ivc been 
given to Ariam; it cculd be given tc Christ because he is net 
oncy man, but also God. He is the inc::irnnte Wcr,;. 

And it is wi. th this temporary pcwer of Christ that the 
power of the government corre9:i)Onds. Li.ke the tempcrary power 
of Christ., the power cf the eovernment serves to ecmbnt sin. 
Ani' in that dcminicn cf Cllrist the 1.3cvc:rnmcnt h2s to serve: 
Hli11. To rl.evelopine my third point I will ho.ve to inc'ice.te 
the lim:i.U1.tions of the a.uthority of the gcvernmcnt, but nt 
this pcint it is:.nty intentie:n cnly tc indic<'.lto that in tho 



tempc•rGry cho.rncter of the pcwur cf the st�te no argument c:m 
be foun:l to obviate 1 ts rc,i:uc-tic:-n to. the pcwer -:if Christ. 

7he same hol ls .for the s�ccnr: cbjectic-n which w�s roise1. 
The state c�ries the swor�, :i.n-1 is thiS" :function 0f tJ1e state 
net in conflict with CJlrist•s- reign of peace? 

It �nnct be (1.oubtoi:' thnt the eternal r�omin:fon of Christ 
is n :Jeaceful one. Rf.s ta11r.,orary pc,wer, hcwever, he hns re­
ceived with the express pur",osie ot g:dning the Y.ietcry of His 
Kingrlorn in ccntinucus · st.ruggle. .And in th::rt sense we may gay 
th�t our Lord Jesus Christ nil o h1:!.s tre power of too' sworJ. 
But in this ccnnec:tbn two remarks have t:::i be ma-le. 

In the first place C2lrist, 1 ·:. has the poWEr cf the 
· sworrt precisely for the reason thnt the Kirgdom of His grace,
the King1om cf peace, might gain the victory. 'lhe power of
the sworr1 of the Ghrist is not foreign to the spirit ·or HiS:
reign ct pen.ce, arrl cannot be cr.nstrue<l to eontrar1ict it•
'!be Qrlst who once will ju4g0 and crush his enemies is none
other than the C2Jr1st who offers us His eternnl peace:. Love
does not exist ,dthout justice. Re will maintain the justice
ot Bis love. It one co�trues this �s n ccntrn1ieticn1 he
showl!I th� he h.:iB retained scmething cf the wrcng notion
ot love an1 justice, narooly, the notiC'n that the twc centradiet
each ether. Furta�ermc.ro, he woul� have to maintnin thnt the
king�om of peace cnn never enter into this wor11 �� must
theretcre, forever float nbcve it; for if it enters tho worlrl
it will cive rise tC1 struggle there. Cb-1st Ifimscli' h�s snicl
th:i.t He .1id net c.•':100 to bring pence 0n this e.:1rth, but the sworn.
So the pcwer of � swor1' has also been cntruster-l to him.

\w! · b� to a,+.l a secr,n1 :remark to thi�. Christ will not
�se this: pcwe� o� the sword to the utmost until the end
ct tbe days. New, it is true, .. he executes jui!7!11ent on this
world. because of the rejection ct his grr.i.ce, but he still
bol:1s this pcwer in abeynnce. T h::i.t means that he holds the
power ot his eracu in abeynnce, beca:uso woon he shall Jlk'lke
his eraco triumph compl�tely, it will inlncrtiatcly mean tl)e
finnl ju-lrment for nll bis onemi�s:.

And thus al!JO here we arrive at the conclusion that what
typifies the present euthori ty or the sta.te, i.e. the power
ot the sword, does not form any obstacle to the reduction of
this power. to the temporary power of Christ.

And with thia1 I think I have sufficiently developed my
second thought. \hn we sta.te thnt Christ has dominion over
the govornnent we are thinking especially or the temporary
power which h.as been gi VE;n to him for this period of struggle
and for the purpose of the coming of His Kingdom. I do not
have to stress an:, J110re that this po'Wl;lr has been given to him
by tho Mune God. If' n.t some time I have U$ed the expression
that tho power of the stnte is to be: -reduced to the power ot
Christ, I did not mean th!!t the source of 'that power is in
CJlrist. A.tJ I have remarked. before I this source lies in God., 

and Christ has reCt:.ivod this power from God.



He sa"ft; that Himself in the -well-lr.nown sayine: "'To me 
has been given e.11. power in h1:.;2,ven and on enrth. "' It is my 
opinion that in these wor1s he indiccted his tempor«'.'.ry power, 
for He a�ds: UGo y0 therefore, ::u-1d te:i.ch nil n-1tions." In 
other words, sali."'lc me in the strugele for the complete roal­
iaution of r,ry Kin�iom in the worl�. 

When I say thnt thG stato has to serve Christ for the 
coming of his King1om, a further cx;Jl.1n2ticn is necessnry. 
I will h<!ve to inrl_ictite the peculi:lr charA.ctor nn� tm lirrit­
ations of the =---uthori ty of foe st�te. And. thus I have con:e 
to the treatment of the thirrf point in which I intcm to in­
dic.ato the consequanees of my thesis. 

One might be of the opinion that my thesis nec.es·si fatr;:s 
upholding Art. ,36 cf the Bcl�C' C.Cnfession in its origil'l.'.ll 
edition.,. in other words., th;;,t the government has to avert and 
to d1aastlwy c>.ll idolatry alrl fuse religion. l-i.ni1 one ccu.1,1 
even cntert�in the fear th�t by this train of thought a cer­
tain constr-::tint of ccnscienc:e might be legitimately imposed 
by the goverIUllf; nt. 

But this clanger doE:s not e�st 3.t :::i.11. The motivation 
bohinrl� the rejection of constraint of c.cnscience nnr� of the 
original edition of Art. ,36 must not be the objecticn:ible thoueht. 
thct the stnte 1oos not have to .sE:rve Christ in His kingly power� 
1.'his motivation wi.11 have to be founct in the peculiar character 
and the limitations of the authority of the state. 

The state finds its competency in the jural order as given 
in the state. The state not only has to maintain the existing 
legal order, but also is active in creating this legal order 
{order of justice). Its tnsk is promotion and maintenance 
of justice. Generally we can say, therefore, that its competen­
cy lies in the order of justice. 

On the basis of this idea many h:ive the tendency to re­
ject every possibility that the st:1te should be subject to 
Obrist,. nnd should have to serve him in the execution of its 
task. S'ome are of the opinion that Christ, wren He s�eaks 
about His Kingdom, apparently does not attach nny value to 
the order of justice, :md does not D.ppreciflte its mo.intene.nce. 
Concretely, t.1-ds would become evident in the well-known J)fll"t of 
the sermon on the mount in which He t::rnght that one shall not 
resist the evil one. 

It is strange that about this portion of the sennon on 
the mount there still exists so much of confusion, even while
the controversy with the Anabaptists hnd made it necess1ry 
to come to e. clear picture of the prece:;ding pnssage.. In th:lt 
pnss::ge Christ just as cl.early .:i.nd absolutely forbids. the oath. 
And concerning the l.:i.tter we have come to the clear understand­
ing th:1t He forbids every oath which is s:worn in one ts own 
interest, but ffc maintains thu swenring of the oath b0cause of 
the will of Godt "·To confirm th0rewith faithfulness and truth. n 

'lhe intent of this part then is completely in agreement with 
the meaning of the entire sermon on the mount. Christ, in th.'.l. t 
se:rmon, takes away our life. We arc not our own, but we belong• 
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for the care 0£ our lif�, to our Father in heavon; and because 
we· are of Him, we are also for Him nnd unto Him. And thus he 
develops the law of his kingiom whieh is net c?ifferent from 
the ten commandm0nts,. but the only correct 3.?Plicntion of it. 
In the. King<lom of Jesus Chri�t we c:J.n ,'tnrl must swe,'1.T the 03th 
because of th& will cf Ood. And thus the swearing of the 
oath is not in conflict with the s:pirit of the kingdom. And 
the same goes for the maintenance of ju�tice (law). Christ 
forbids all resist.?.nce to the evil one in which the desire for 
self-assertion would be the motive fcrce. 'lhrt one h-.1.s com­
pletely vanquished the desire for self-assertion has to be­
come. evident in one ts willingness to t11rn the eheelt to the one 
who hit. his right cheek. !n the Kingdom. of C2lrist the m1.in­
tn.ining of oneself for one ts own sruce belongs to the impossi• 
bill ties. It is another matter to m?.intain the right. of God 
because of the will of God. 'ihe resisting of the evil one 
beeause of God, because the evil one attacks tre right of God, 
crmnot be in conflict with the spirit of the kingdom of heaven. 
'lh.':. t h."ingdom hns come on e.:i.rth precisely for the reason tha1t, 
the right of God might be restoroo in this world. I 1rnve · 
already argued the power of the sword W.'1.S therefore entrusted 
to Cllri.ut. 

And so we certainly have to say that the st�te in its 
power for the promotion and mc.inten'.".nce of justice hl'.s to serve 
Christ •. Even n neutral and paenn stntc scrv0s him even if 
in spite of itself� thnt is, despite the intentions of its 
magistrnte;s. Fer if the whole leg.11 orcler as given in the 
state is not to be understood positivisticGlly, but if it has 
to be the expression of tho di vine right, then the existence 
of the legal order hns to be s&en as the fruit of the cross of 
Ghrist. At this juncture it is impcssiblo to enter U)cn n de­
fense of this last thesis; this crm be done only in the cnntext 
of an essay on the relation of no.turc nnd grnce. Ncvert�less 
this: last thesis fonrrs the bo..ckgr0.und for the thesis wriich we 
propose in this essay. '.!he f�ct th :i.t God did put the c:ominion 
over the state also :fn the hands of Christ stands in direct 
relation to the fact thn.t the existence of the legal order in 
the state is the fruit cf His cress. By maintaining that legal 
order, insofar ns this order is in conformity wit.h the divire 
law, the government serves the exalted Chris.t.. · 

In all this we have not forgotten that. the state is able 
to misuse i tS' power, ca.n worship might for the sake of might, 
can deem itself free from every higher norm, can choose its 
own direction� and can commit injustice. Ins·ofar as- it is 
used to maint.::1in something of the divine right on. e[lrth it 
does serve .Jesus Chrj_st. Insofar she makes misuse of her power 
it ru..."'1.sts Him. As the prince of the kings of the earth, Christ. 
will alsc,· judge the magistrates. 

Silx:e :tt. is subject to Christ the govermnent is called to 
recognize: him as the prince of the kings of the earth and to 
live according to the light of his· word, in the fulf'illme.nt of 
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o� its: c:alling. For the positivation of the right.which it
has to maintcin, and for the determination of the m�nncr in
which 1 t has to MD.in tain that right, the state will h:we to
follow the indications in his Word.

'lhl.s does not serve to deny thc�t the stQ.te has to t:uce 
into aceount fully the otht::r source of knowledge, V!l.Z., the 
revelation of God in the works of his hDnds. It wi""'!I, however� 
never be able to know this revelntion outside of the light of 
the Word r.;;:"elation. 

'l'he fac:t. that the cmn,etency of the state is the le�al 
order gives a strict lim:i.tntion of her task. It is doubtlessly 
difficult to detennine what does nnd what does not belong to 
that legal order. In gener2l we can say that it pertains ·to 
the- common interest (welfare). It serves for the maintaining 
of the divine right insofar as the connnon _interest (welfare) 
does find protection under it. It may not be objected here 
that God ts- right and the interest of men as such are contradio­
tory for this: objection does not hold if one sees that through . 
J;esus Christ there is again commur.ion between God and this 
world, and that therefore the maintaining of the right- of 
God implies the well-being of man. 

To reg;::rd to the character and the limitation of the power 
or the state we, therefore, have to keep two things in mind. 
:rn the first place, it serves for the .furthernnce of the coJJll'lloD 
wel.f.lre, and secondly, it furthers that common welf<l?'e only 
insofar as this functions in the sphere of justice. 'Ille terrain 
of the eare of tlle state is the terrain of the legal relation 
of tho citizens of the state. 

· Thus the calling of the government cannot be lirni ted to
the maintaining of the second table of the law. '!'his arbi t­
rn.ry limitation is impossible. The state has to mnintc'.'.in 
the entire law ot God, but it can do tho.t only iraofar as the 
L.w of the Lord can find expression in t..i.e leg,al order of the 
stc.,_te. The breaking of the third commnndme.nt is punished in 
the ltlthcrlands, nnd it is punished by the state not as the 
profanation of the name of God, but, and in my view quite rightly 
so, because by this profanation the religious, feelings of fellow­
citizens arc offcndod. Thus the state lllilintains the third 
eommandment insof nr as that finds expression in the legal order 
over which it has: to gunrd. 

A mo�nt ago I stated that the sto.te does not only have 
to ra'lintain the existing legnl order, but nlso participates 
actively in the formulation of ,ositive justice. It dces this 
in cooperation with parliament. And in this there are two 
things whieh it may not forget. 

In the first place the state hns to reckon with history 
and tradition. It ennnot change the whole law-structure all 
at- once. It lllaY not act in ::t revolutionary mnnner, but must 
reckon with that which has historicc1.lly grown. All st�bili ty 
would be lacking it it would act differently. Obedience of 
the state to Jesus Chris-t cannot therefore imply that it would 



try to cffcctunte,. if necessary-, n complete renewal of the 
constitution in a short period. Christ is also Lord of history, 
and it �uld be a neg?.tion of his Kingship if the sto.te would 
try to interfere in the course of history without due consid­
eration. 

In the second plnoo the st�te hns to reckon fully with 
that which lives runong the people. The str.te consists of gov­
ernment and people;. n»e government does nc,t flo.:.t above the 
people, but people an:i government hnve baen interrelated in 
the state. If the governrnunt would be convinced that the l�w 
of the·Lord would pose a ccrt2.in demand for the life of the 
state, it will be unable to pos i tivize that dcrnnn.d in a law 
in cert:un cnses., becltuse such a law would not fj_n::l sufficient 
response in the cnnscience of the people. It would be imposs­
ible to ·maintain that law, and the government would thus darrulge 
its authority. '!bus also the government which is willing to 
bow before Jesus Christ is thrown into continual compromise. 
E.ven in this one should not see an obstacle to.the confession 
that the goverment is �b.ject to Jesus Christ. Indeed, the 
law of the kingdom is alw.1ys absolute

., 
but Christ does not ask 

anybody in .2uthorit.y to do anything which falls outside its com­
petency. And it falls outdde the com:Jetcncy of the go,,crrnnent 
to push tl'lrough anything which does· not at all find a response 
in what lives among the people. Thus-, in the kingdcm of God as 
it reveals itseU on this earth, there is room for e. eonscious, 
principial compromise. Princj_pinl and compromise are not mut­
ually exclusive. Arrl such a principial compromise means some­
thing else than reckoning with the exigencies of practico.l life. 

You will understand that in the development of my third 
thought I could indicate only -a few things. This scantiness 
was intentional.. I am conscious of the fa.ct that as someone 
who is :not a lawyer I have been skating on rather thin ice. 
L.Ai will understand that I preferred to lil1lit myself' drastic­
ally in this field'. 11.he only thing which I felt obligated to 
show was that.., in the maintaining of the kingship of Ghrist� 
one hardly can go to the system in our country where no .atten­
tion is paid to the kingship of Qirist in the platforms of the 
parties. Cm the contrnry, I am of the opinion th3t for that 
purpose one has to have a principial Christian political party• 
In our political struggle we have to be very conscious of the 
tact that we struggle under the dominion of Hirn to whom the 
Father has given all power unto salvation in heaven nnd upon 
earth. If the people see to it first th'.lt they serve Ghrist, 
and march behind the standard of our Savior, they will be very 
'Nilling tcr join the battle also en this tcrr,?ill• 
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