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. INTRODUCTION __

During the last fow years,three books have appeared in America
dealing with the lifc and work of a great Luthoeran churchman of the
past contury, Bishop iflikolai Frodoril: Sevorin Grundtvig (1783-1872).

1. A translation of Professor Iial Koch's biography of Grundtvig

by Llewellyn Joncs. (1952)

2. "II.LF.S. Grundtvig: An American Study" by Dr. Erncst ielsen (1955)
3. "Danish Rebel: The Lifc of IT.F.S. Grundtvig"

by Dr. Johanncs Knudsen (1955)

‘ In a scries of articles in Lutheran Tidings last fall,the undersigned
suggcsted that it was now high timc that translations of or at least
excorpts from Grundtvig's ma jor writings now be made available.

Soon after,I learncd that a considerable amount of work on this had
elrcady been done by the Ordinator of the American Evangelical Lutheran
Church, Rev. Valdemcor S. Jonsen. ]

This serics of oxcorpts from that writing in which Grundtvig's views

crc first sct forth in comprchonsive form,"Skal Den Luthorsic .
Reformation Virkelig Fortsacttes" (1830) ,has beoon made from Pastor
Jonsen's translation of the contirc work.

It is prcscnted as a depondable synopsis of the vicwpoint sot
forth in this work and is issuocd as a kind of "sarple" and "advortisoment
in tho hope that intcrcst will be awakenced in somec quarters in the
rother unique contribution from within the Luthoran tradition made by

this groat personality in the life of the Lutheran Church in Demmark 3
during the past contury. i
The work is divided into throc scetions with an introduction.The i

first scction is of rather general introductory naturc,the second is
conccrnod mainly with the problems of the rclationship between Church E
and Statc in Lutheran Durope. Tho Principal part of the worl,which sums :
up and nost clearly cxprcsscs the point of vicw involwed,is the third i
isoction dealing with the Lutheran Reformation in torms of thce Church's
rolationship to theology,which Grundtvig calls thc "school".It is from
this scctlon that the ocxecrpts arc taken following thc ordor of the
tcxt as printecd in Volunc 5 of Begtrup's cdition of CGrundtvig's works,
Pagcs 318-35lL inclusive.
! Since tho throc books mentionced above will provide 21l the
meccessary historical information and background matorial,only a fow
renarks will be made here.

The title will no doubt strikc the rcader as pceculiar:"Shall the
Luthoran Roformation Really be Continucd?™ Why thc “"recally"? |

The answer is that this work is not only a positivce cxposition cf §
¢ ncw and rathor unique vicwpoint within Lutheranism but is also an !
attaclz on the Rationalist rarty at that timec holding a doninant
position in thc Danish Statc Church. For soric tinme,lcading membors of
this party had beon maintaining that tho Luthcran Reformction rmust be
corrcected,continucd and comploted,according to thoir own idcas,of coursc.
Brundtvig had conic to agrce with thom on this onc point,but naturally
bis idcas on the sanc subject were quite difforeont from the progran
tonteriplatcd by the Rationalist party.This is why the adverb "roall
forms part of the titlc.It is Grundtvig's answor to tho Rationa
showing how the Lutheran Refornation is to bo continucd in the
fay as opposcd to their blucprint.

The rcader will not prococd very far beforc he discovors ti
rundtvig regards the Apostlc's Crood as being of apostolic or
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and sorc passages nay cvon hint at tho prosonco of thc idea,later
doefinitcly cxpresscd by him,that the Daptisnal Symbol was delivered

to the apostlos by the Lord limsclf during the LLO days after Ids
rcsurrcction. I

It will norcly be renarlzed hore,that whatover the roadoer may think
of this belicf,thot therc is a bit morc to tho nattor than belicving
without proof the Protostant legend,repeoated in onc church history and
thcological manual aftor tho other,without any sccening regard to the
writings of the carly church fathors,cspecially Ircnacus and Tcrtullian,
that #h- vorious taptioral confcssicns ~f tl:c ancicnt Church woro
dorived from the Ilew Testariont Seripturcs. This is a qucstion which
merits scrious stuly.It can not bo meroly brushcd asidc and ignorcd
an? the cvilence against what is cammenly supposcd to bec a faet,
carclecssly lisrcgardcd.

It will bc noticc that Grunitvig is placing Tradition above
Scripturc,o rathor rcvolutionary about facc coming from 2 Luthcran
BOU.I'CQ .

nut it will be noticcl alsc that what Grun tvig mcans by Tradition
is not thc samc thing as that which Ronan Catholicisan,Eastcrn OrthodeXy.
or cvon Ol Catholicism or Anglo Catholicisn undcrstand it to be.

‘It has nothing to do with tho 1octrinal ceisions ofthe scoven
ceuricnical councils of thc undivilcd Church" (wvhich,it nay be romarked
'in passing was alrcady woll Jdvilcl as a rcsult of the Nostorian and
lionophysitc schisms)nor cven tthe witncss of the first five centurios.”
‘It is instcal what in Latin tcrninology 1s callca the "Eraditio
Doriinica®,that is,thc tralition storming fron the Lord Himsclf.

Finally,a fow words concorning the translation itsclf:
1.When Grundtvig spoaks of the Church in thc llow Testancent scnso
of thc word.hc usually,but not always,usca thce word Mcnighcd

or soriotincs,Sanfund,rather than Kirke. Thosc worls arc usually
rendorcd as "Christian Corrmnity” or norcly "corrmnity" .lthen he
uscs the word Kirko,it oftcen,but not always,mcans church in the
q scnsc of an official cstablishnont.
2.Grunctvig often uscs the torm Skolc(School)for Theology.This
has usually beon translatcd:thoology.
3..lc often calls theologlans Skriftikloge (scribes)sonctines in
o favorablc scnsc,nost oftcen as an unfavorablc allusion,
cspocially when he 1s spealting about thoeloglans of tho
Rationalist porty. This word has usually been translated as
theelogian.
. the reader will noticc that thce Daptismal Symbol in scveral
places is called tho "pundanental Law" of thce Church.This is
~ tpanslation of thc word Grundlov. This word could also be
translatod a "Gconstitution" anl Is so translatcd in onc or
two instanccs. Grundlov ncans tho fundancntal law of the land
as distinguishol from various spocific and local ordinanccs.
In English usagce it woull rican,for cxample,tho Constitution of
the Unitcc Statcs,as distinguished fron all thc other federal,
statc and local statutes.
| The roadcr will no Joubt soon rcalizc that the vicwpoint cxprosscd 1s
as uniquce in its way as o contribution fron within thc Luthoran trad-
_ition as that sct forth by Grundtvig's now world farious contormporary,
Sfren Kicrkegaard anl,no nattor how Siffcront,has certain affinitics _
to the revival of Luthoran Orthodoxy,known o8 Confossionalisn,wvhich
‘bogan with the appearance of Klaus .arns' 95 now thosos on the 4OOU P
anniversary of the Luthoran Rofornation,1817,and was also 2 countor
attaclz on the then alnost vietorious Rationalist party. .
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I add here a few sentences taken from Professor
IIal Koch's Kirkehistorie (Copenhagen,19hl;) pages
25L-55,which I believe is about the best and short-
-est surmary that can be found of what follows and
what the whole thing involves:

"The Reformation came to the northern countries fron
Germany,and sinee that time,the churches here in the
North followed the footsteps of the Germans faith-
~-fully without any great degree of independenca.
With the words: "Orthodoxy,Pietism,and the Enlighten-
-nent ,one has drawn the main outlines of the path of
religious development here in the Ilorth also. Only
with thoe 19th century does a definite movcment
towards indcpendence appear,which naturally stands
in close reclationship to the awakening of the
national spirit. Therc is no room here to give
details. It is only noccessary to mention the namo
of Grundtvig.As mentioned Previously,he is one of
the few during the 19th century who has really point-
-cd the way to new insights.

Doeply rooted in the Reformation®s understarnd ing
of the Gospclyhe hasylike fow others,understood the
nature of the Church,that its sceret is this,that
our Lord Jesus in liis Word is Ilimsclf pPrescnt in the
Christian congregation and there deals with the
individual. The decisivc clement here is not the
individualYs foelings,cxperionces or thoughts,but
God's action. Therefore overything ecnters on
Baptism as thc ontranec to God's Kingdom,and
Communiongwvherce Christ in Iiis Word takcs dominion
over the individual and nourishes the Christian life
within hin, Thereforc,thec Church docs not stand on
thce Dible but the othor way aroundsfor it is the
Church which has crcatcd the Bibles The surc
foundation is not thc Book but the living Viord,
the Lord®s own VWord in the Churche The BDiblec ig
the sourcc of Christian cnlightemment ,but the
Christian 1ifc itsclf is not dorived from .
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II. T LUTITRAI’ REFORMATION. Iif REGARDS TO TIE RELATIONWSIIP DETWEEN
TIZZ CIIURCH AND TIEOLOGY .

Luther's Catcchism is indced the most valid testimony that could be
ivon as proof that he himsclf held fast to the original Christian Faith
nd that he wantced the Christian Corrunity to stand by it unflinchingly.

llevertheless it is o fact that cven Luther and liclancthon,not to
ention thc other Reformers,lcancd strongly toward the conception that
he Christian Confcasion of Faith stood in a derivative rclationship to
hc Sceripturcs. It was thercfore their Christian intuition far more than
heir thoological insight that guided them whon thoy strcnuously rcsistoed
11 thosc vho would decducc a new Christicnity from Scripturc or,what
mounts to the same thing,alter the Faith according to their ovmn under-

istunding of Scripture.

| Alrcady the apostlcs Potor and Paul in their lottors point to heretical
wtompts,by misusc of Scripturc,to make tho Christians unccertain as to the
lnith which was delivercd to thom. And whon we read the writings of
Ironacus and Tertullian against the hercties,we sec cloarly that the
postolic Church rojccted all thesc now nester builders by pointing to

he Confcsaion of Paith at baptism and the whole apostolic proaching which
as then fresh in the memory of the Corrmunitics in Iphosus,Romc and in all
bher places where the apostlcs had taught and cataublished the Church.

It was however notural that the bishops at the apostolic sces would

bt pormit any departurc from tho well lkknown apostolic tcaching in

noral. For this roason thoy did not sharply distinguish the unshakable
sundation at Daptism and Cormunion laid down by the Lord Ilimsclf while

b was visibly proscnt from what his fully acercditced ricsscngers,the
postlos,onlightencd and guided by the Iioly Spirit had built upon that
undation. In this lay the root of the confusion thot followcd.

although cvery bishop did indced strive to build in the monner of

¢ apostlcs,it would still bo incvitable,as the apostlc Paul romarks,that
he amiong thosc who built on the right foundation would build with wood,
y and stubble,which cannot cndurc the firc. Then,whcocn disscnsions arosc,
ther in controversics with the herctics or among the bishops thomselves
corning the genuine upostolic toaching and tho rclationship to it of
ptoin lotor developricnts,thon of coursc they appecled to the apostolie
tings os being the most rolicble tostémony to what thce cpostles had
21ly taught ond vhot could or could not be made to ugroe with those
fchings.

| In this vway therc arosc in the coursc of time o dangerous falsc

ot ionship botween the Church and tho School,i.c..bectwecoen the Faith

i thoology,betwoen the Word of IPaith and seripturc intcrprctation.

vhat really causcd the disaster was the meddling of tho tecmporal power
ithe affairs of the Church and the overwhelming influcncc of the
randrian theology on Christian thought.

. With thce Nicenc Council under Constantine the Great began a scorics of
losiastical parlianmcnts which from boginning to cnd proved to bc a
11iant arona for politics and for cducatoud syccphants but a great
fortunc both for the Church,thc State,and oven for Theology which has
;to pay dcarly for the vain glory it won therc for the time being.




L)

Whon an ccelosiastical council deeides te issuc an authoritative
Joetrinal statorment for the Christian Corrmnity cither in addition to
she unaltcorable Word in the Church or os & morc spceific devclopmont ‘
sf it,thon naturally the 5ible will be consultcd. This was what happencd 1
it Micca. And sinec the Dook,as we know,can not sponlz for itsclf,thoen of |
soursc,it will bc the learncd who arc to sct forth its mconing and judgc- !
siont. But thon we find thot thoe learned novor con quitc agrec on tho
scaning of a book so rich in content , 1ot alonc what in the book is the
clonrcst and most important. And this is oxaetly what they should be fully
agrecd on in order to be able,in anccordance with the Book,to prescribo
anything 2s having universal authority in addition to what is scot forth in
the Church tord.

It is shoor nonscnsc to dony that therc has oxistod from the vory
bcginning in the Christian Church ~ tcaching profossion with differcnt
sradations,set asidc for the officc by special consgeration.For the Lord
hinmsclf eonscerated twolve apostlcs and scventy disciplcs. Only by the
nost far fotched intcrprctations of tho cpistlcs of Potor and Paul and
by groundless asscrtions against the clcarcst tostimonices of the church

athors will anyonc bc able to deny that the officc of bishop is an
cpostolic institution. It is therefore sclf cvident that the bishops,

as long as they allowed thensclves to bo governed by the unalterablo

Paith of the Church,had the right to proach and to intorprot the Scripturcs
on their ovm rosponsibility as thoy saw best.

t/het bishops and proeshbytoers did not hove the right to do was te irposc
new articlcs of faith on tho Church,much loess virtuclly to cxdude all
belicving loynon from the Church by enlling thensclves the apiritual
cstatc,a nome which properly bolongs to the cntirce corrmuunion of saints,
and thercby roprescnt thomsclves as the Church to which the laity,as the
wsorldhy and carnal clenent could not properly bolong but morcly in somc
way or other outwardly adhorc....as if christondon was to bec a now Rome
vhere the patrician cceclesiasts as fugurs should rulc and disciplinc the
christian Corzmnity as if it werc o crowd of plcbeians.

It has ofton cnough boon pointced out that thce roevival of the scicnces,
the transplanting of Greck baol: loarning to Italy after the capturc of
Constantinoplc by the Turks and tho invention of printing preparcd tho
woy for thic Luthceran Reforrmation. Ilovertheless,it has genorally beon
overloolzed that the errors of the Reformors on the question of tho TP
Irclationship betwoen the Church and thoclezy wns alsc couscd nainly by
the Greclk schoolnastcer-wisdom then transplantcd to the Wost.

-in tkhis matter it will bec sufficicnt to riontion tlic rcnowncd Roman,
Laurcntius Valla...aftor he had made his rcputation by disproving the
indifforont fablc concerning the apostolic ordégin of the namc "symbol",
as thc Confession of Faith was calloed,thon it becamce a tradition among
the loarncd that he had disproved the apostolic orizin of thc Confession
' of Paith.

1f wo romcriber that at the beginning of the sixtccenth contury,ltaly
‘was the center of lecarning,and then,that during the darknoss of tho
niddlc ages under the yolc of tho papacy,the official Church,tho worldly
' cpiscopal authority,had become the authoritative witncss of the Christ
| Corrunity,that in a word,the most roliable history and the wildest
' and cvidcnt falschoods werc thrown togotlicr in onc hoop over which
stupid nonks nade the sign of thoe cross as if it hod all fai8
heavon,thon it would be the height of injusticc for us to ©X
| aernan Reforricrs should not only have boen able te upravcel al
' clanents with caiplotc accuracy vut also sive a sciontifically
| cxplonation for whot thoy acconplishced. i3
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It would be morc reasaenablc to expect that although a German
Reformor,likke lartin Luthor,by a niraclc which can only be cxplained
as the worlkiing of the lloly Spirit,did build in a croditable manncr on
thce Church's unalterablc foundation,he would ncvertheless in his
polenical writings agninst the papacy and cverything portaining to it
voery lilkcly ofton bo led astray by the now scicntific Imowlcdge of
heathen origin with which he had allicd hinasclf against the dominant
supcrstition and ignorance.

It is from this vicwpoint that we st considcer the Lutheran
Reformation in regards to tho rclationship of thoe Church to Theology,
as consisting ip this; that the Dible was cpenod anow for the wholo
Christian Connunity,for cnlightcmment in the unaltcerablce Christian
Faith and as a defensce against 2ll myths,logends and lics concerning
the original apostolice Chrigticnity.

t/hon now the question is aslzcd whether the Lutheran Reformation {
alsc in this dauain gshall bo continued,then I answor with the docpest
conviction and without the lecast rcscrvation; yos,of courscesIt is to
bc eontinucd 1lilic overything clsc by geing forward from clarity to
greator clarity so that now we will be able to discorn more clearly
the conscquences of the irmmtability of the Chrigtian FPaith,and under
vhat conditions the Dible can sorve as the boolr of Christian cnlighten-
-ricnt and dcfonsc against fictions for which it sclf cvidently has
boen given to us.

In rcgards te theology we arc theroefore in the sanc position with
regards to the Luthoran Roeformation as with the statce and the church k
itsclf. '

For we not only approve of it in the tinc in wvhich it happoned,but i
wo rc jocice over it becausce it was intonded to Le Christian and to be
cocnprchensive.s It was 2lse tho best which under the cireunstancos
could bec cxporicneccd by the Christian Cormmunity.

Sut we cannot possibly doslaro it e fully complcetcd worl:,for it by
no ncans brought thc Church back to its original stato.

Unlil:ic his latter doy mnindcs,Luther never disrcgardcd the witncss
of church history which sclf cvidently alonc can tcach us what Christians
havce belicved and what the genuine apostolie Christianity rcally is.

Jut ncoverthcless we have te adnit that cven Luthor:

2. rojoected the oral tradition concerning the Faith without naking
any cloar uistinctiOﬂ between what ho rcjoeted and the Confession
of Faith at Daptisnm togcetheor with the Words of Institution at
both Sacranents.

L. insistcd that cverything claining universal authority in the
Church rmst bc provable frorm Sceripturc.

C. ‘isrcgaruyg the tostineny of church history conccerning that
which was in the church fra: tho boginning if hc¢ did not find
this corroborated in the DBible.

d. dcclarcd the wholc developrient of the ordlor of salvation as sot
forth in the Augsbur~ Confession te be a collcetion of articlba
of Faith which all truc Christians should acccpt. A

I beliove that all the thoclogians in the Lutheran corrmnity w

any right tc bc heard will agroc that this is what Luther



6:)

at concerning the defensibility of this,we highly disagrco.For whilc
orie side with Luther ontircly,the najority will allow that he is right
nly in thrcce fourths of the natter,rcjocting altogcethor the Augsburg
onfession's clain to univorsal authority.

Although I for = long timc have leancd townrd tho first opinion,I
~ve now for scric timc insistcd that Luther was nanifestly wrong on 2ll
f the forcnancd points.

I naintain thoercforc,against all radicals,and against overything that
n tincs past has favorcd thon:

2. that the oral Confession of Paith at Daptisn is indepondont of
21l Seripturc and that,bocing the unaninous testinony of the
Christian Corrmunity concerning its FPalth,thercfore the most
valid testinony that can be given concerning what all Christians
have belicved fron the beginning.

0. that this Confession of Faith,as the condition for rncembership in
the Christian Corrmnity,is thce Church'!s uncltorcblc Rulc of Faith
xind fundancntel law,which in indéssolublc union with Daptiasm forms
the only valid boundary linc between the Church and the world,

or botween the truc Christianity and what is not Christianity.

c. that thc oral Vord at the Sacrancnts and cspceccially the 5
Confession of Faith is the fundancntel rulc for sceripturc !
intcrprctation in Christondon by which c¢very thoeclogian whe ?
wishes to boelong to the Christian Church shall and rust guidc
hingclf.

d. that the Jiblc was not orizginally thoe Rule of Faith in the
Christian Church nor coan it,bccausc of its naturc,bc the Rule
of FPaith in thoe Chriatian Church.

e. that a norc distinect boundary linc than ever shoull n0ﬂbo drawn
beotwecun what 2ll Christians must bolicve and confess and whot
rust be loft to the froce workings of the Spirit and of cach
individual Chrigstian.

f. that thorcforc thoology should cnjoy a far groator frceoedon than
Luthcer thought proper,but without having any clainm te the lcast
of that authority over the Faith and the Church which the
Refomiors,according to their viows,loglcclly had to allow it
to haveo.

It is o woll known fact that a person is accopted as 2 rnioniber of
ur church-cormunicn through b"pti°r anl not through Biblc rcading.
nd if wec belicove what we rcad in the Diblo,then no one can in any way
ony thot this has always beoen truc in the Christiﬂn Corrmunity .
urthornorc,baptisn is inpqrtca cnly on the torms of that Faith which
he Confession which rmust be nadc at beoptism crpresges.And in our
hurch cor runion,this Confcssion is thercforc undeniably the Rulc of
aith anl “unnqnont.l Law. For it obviously could not be changed T
ithout thc ol faith-corrmunicn thercby coning te an ¢nd and & NowW oNo
cpun.
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It is o sclf ovidont conscquence that whatcver is the Rulc of Faith
). the FPundamentel Law for the cntire Christion Corrmnity rmust also be ’

sanc feor thosc of its ricrbors whe arce learned in the Scripturcs.
oy nay thorofore under ne prcetoxt wvhatover deny or contradict the loast
of that which 211 Christians 1mst belicve anl ceonfoss.

-there can be no possible instanec ariong Christians wherc proficicney
h the Scripturcs nay be allowed to rulc over the Faith. On the contrary,
£ scripturc lcearning is to be Christian,thon it nust lot itsclf bo
i1lcd by the Faith.

. = the Vord of Faith and the Words of Institution in tho Churech
nstitute a fully valid witnoss concorning the original Christianity
hich docs not nced to be proven by any Seripturc,but,on the contrary,
8 the unaltcrable rulc for scripturc intorprctation for 211 the thoo-
dozians in Christondorn, -

As wo all Ikmow,thce 3iblc consists of tho 011 and Hoew Tcstanonts.
dither of thesc twe parts could at the beginning of the Christian
hurch b¢ 1ts Rulc of Faith,for thc boolzs of the 01d Testaent do not
ontoin the Christisn Faith and the bo~ks of the Ilew Tegtanont wore not
jct wiwritten.

If we thorcfore want te naintain that we have the sane Rule of Faith
nd the sanc Daptismal Covenant as the original Apostolic Church,then we
st noccessarily loolr for it in soncthing which nay be as sld as the
purch,not in soncthing which nccording to its ovm almission is younger.

How it is ovident that our Confesgion of Faith anc Daptismal
ovenant nay be just as 0ld as the Church,but that the boolks of the How
cstanent cannot Le as olad is just as cvident.

-tho apostolic cpistles,far from claining to be a rulc of faith not
only prosupposc the Imowlodge of the Chrigstian Paith in their rcaders
but cxpressly rcfor thon teo their 3aptisnal Covenant and o the oral
rord by which the ZFospel had been prcached to then and say that not oven

angel fron hoaven nay be allowed to make thon Jepart fron whot they
pave heard and boen baptizod in.

This cpostolic rcferonce to sonothing procoeding,soncthing oral,and
aot to be deviatel fromynakes it inmpossible to agrec with the apostlces
ind ot the somc tire usc thoedir cpistles as 2 rulc of faith.And this clear
presupposition of the Faith as sormething known to all their roaders nakes
the cpistles contircly unsuitcd to Do 2 rule of faith since it nakes their
terrvct intorprctation Jdepondent on somecthing the roadors nust alrondy
p088¢88....1t was in particulnr a certain faith in Christ with a cocrtain
»ptisnal covonant and baptisnal offcet that the apostelic cpistlos
IrCoUPPOSC, -

Thus doos the conerny victoriously drive us fron that Scripturc on
thich we¢ have reclicd baclk to tho lord of Faith which,in spitc of Seripturc,
¢ have dospiscd. Dut if we only talke that Word in our riouths and into
wur hearts,thenyas the apeostlc writes,the Lord is with us so that we no
congor aslk who is to bring lin down from hoaven or up fren tho depths,but
j0 forward nanfully in his strength with the Paith in our hearts and the
onfession on ocur lips.




As socn as wo in our Confession of Faith at Daptisn show forth
that FPaith which thc apostles prosupposedl,ant nakoe this unalterable
tord of Faith our only rulc for scripturc intorproctation,then wc have
Jcternined preciscly whoe that lioly Spirit iz who we naintain shall
cxplain the Scripturcs,nancly that lloly Spirit by whon Josus,tho :
¥irgin lMary's Son was concoived,that lioly Spirit in whon wo bolicve, .
together with the Fathor and the Son,and who in baptisn crecates the }
Co=mnion of Saints where thorce 1s forgivencss of sins and 1ifo¢ :
¢ternal. i

Anc thon it is casy for us to prove how Christians shall and
st understan’ Scripturc, -

-sinec not onc lotter of the books of the ilow Tostanent yob
cristed when the first Christian baptisn was perforncd,thon tho
Confcssion of Faith can not have been cerived fron thesc books.

thon we oxomine the history of the Church with Christian
sarncstness and attention,then the horosics arc undoeniably the
sroat stunbling bloclz on our way.

-vhen o corrmnity really has o Falth upon vhich it builds its
hopc of salvation,and is 1in cnrnust about it,then it sclf cvidently
cannot acknowlcdze anyonc as a nenber whe cither Jenics or openly
contradicts the Faith of that carmunity. Thercforc,when nost
theoleszians nowadays Jleclarc thot any ¢xelusion fren the Church is
unallowable,yesscven call 1t shancful hercsy rongering,thon clther
thoy arc conpletoly blind or thoy therniselvos hove ne faith unto
salvation which can be denicl or contradictod.

Sut what offcends us,and when we prize love as the bond of
perfection,not only offcends but also gricves us,is that wc scc
nany judzed as hercties cithor with nanifcest injusticc or at least
for insufficicnt rcasons. And cven if we Jisrcgard what rosulted
fron the Church's wrong relationship to the statc,there is still
a good Ceal loeft which obviously is causcC by its wrong rclationship
to thenlogy,which alrcady,at an carly late,beeanc sc conplicated
that it sccne? it ncver coulld be clearcd up.

As far as we fron this groat distancc arc ablce to judge,it scons

thet no rcal nisfortunc happencd during the first throc centurics.
o onc who hal not openly brolzen his baptisnal covenant and rofuscd
to repeont was cxeluled from the Church. llevertheless,the discussions
vith Poul of Sanosata,Bishop of Antioch,arc alrcady sonicwhat corpli-
-catcd.

And =t the Council of ilicea,it is cvilont thet at lcast a wrong
procclurc was followed. For cither it shoull have been proved that
Ariuz had brolzen his baptisnal covenant,or ho should nothave becen
cxpclled frat the Church. The rcason for his cxpulsion was that he
rcfuscs to usc a certain cxpression about the Lord which was found
ncither in thce Confession of Paith nor in Scripturc.The first
Jceisive step was thoreby talen across the boundary linc into tho
houndlcss veid. For if a nan nay be declarcc o heretic although ho,
~ns far as hunan cycs can scc,has liept his baptismal covenant,then
it Jocs not nattor rmeh whother he is judged according to tho
greatcst nurbor of votes in an asscribly of bishops or according
the seripturc intcrprctation which rulcs at the norient. The pi
in cither casc is cqually arbitrary and indefonsible.The £

hat this was the casc bore fruit in the Bost in the ordd
tho Tiecne Confession instead of the Apostolic was ther
uscd as the baptismal covenant.
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- Ilowever,it was a poor dcefense of this retrospcctive law to blamo
on Arius,aond the remedy wos worse than the diseasce sinec by changing
¢ baptisncl covenont, thC‘ disfigured it and actuclly nadc the whole
tu n Cburc 1 a dead co'munlt
In the VWoest,on the othor hﬁnd,lt socnis that no onc sinee the days
Irenacus had thought of any lifferencc batween the thtiwn %' 8
pvenant "r-‘ 211l thosc t(,\.\,.’ll"],_, which werc rogardoed as of apostolic
paching ond institution. Evorything that offended ngainst this wa
Bthout .Lur'thcr ado judzed to be hc,ro.,y And vhat this lcd to later
ggn the ciscretion of the Romen bishop becone tihic eritorion as to
Bet was opostolic is undorstandable. For Christicns this would have
pun Lod enouzh oven if it hind not boconc tho custon: under the papacy
P cnlizhten hsrotels by consipgning thun to the stalze and thus oxelude
hor: from the world instoad of from the Church.
f It wca solf covidently llortin Luthor's desire that oxpulsion from
gt Church should Lo 1 apiritucl,not a worldl; mattor ong that it
ould not tulke place because of any and cver peculicrity in a man's
3 i:‘:?:inr' but only boeecausc of o persistont contradiction of the
andonont=l Christicn truths. That was his Jesire;but it wont no further
pion thot.
' For the Iational Churchous, just as rmch as the papal church-state,

BiC usc of thoe worl Ny carm to silence thoir opponcnts .FParthernore,
Bicir Syrbolic .\’""i':,,;"; their entircty < 1a othor words,the tetal
Esult of the type of biblical sc.-o“r“‘:'.i;_ dominant ot the time thosc
pol:s verc nade authoritative - were considered to be synonyrous with

e fundanental truths of Christionity.
E It is obviouz that neithor the Augsbury Confussion nor any other
Bvclopricnt of the way of salvation and the main tcachings of Seripture
g clain universal authority in the Christian Church,cven only as a
eolocical syllabus. For ve could not poasibly inpcet that cithor
fronacus or Augustine or any othor tcachor in Christondonm boforc 1530
Blould hove adhercd to tho Augsburs Confescion wthich only thoun camc
'tﬂ existence. For that wvhich frorm the boejimming of Christianity up
1530 wics Christian tceaching rmst menifostly be Christinn toaching
ftur 1530 whether or not it ngrecs with the Au“spur; Confcssione.
] But if cven the very best aymbolic book con hoave no norc universal
Ruthiority than any papal bull,cven as o thoological syllabus,then it
Pbviously rmueh loss can heve such cuthority as & confesscion of faith,
feven if it woerce inspirede For one con not roequirce furthoer conditions
for ronaining in tho Cormmunity; than thosc cstablishod for admittancec
Finto 1t without contrnlleting oncaolf.

m 1 o ~ B 4 - - : 1 ] po
This the roformors of the 10th contury ncithoer hwolel nor

funicratoodl.

, - although wo cannot say that the Augusbur; Confession ha
vunivur:: ?.utllﬁrity,nuvx,z.tlnl 188 tho thc.ﬁlr‘ cicng of thy Apoatolie
Church vill ncver find anything but nattoers of sceondary importance
Fthorcin to Jdisapprove of.

iffcvortholess,it is ovidoent that all national churches which have
act forth thosc ayr ‘)nllr- boclza aa toueh :toru;:c Tor soun! Chrigtian
tcaching or cven ¢ thon rulcs of faith for the Church,navoe Sctoe
~lbogother in :~,i‘\ nsibly.

e T

& ;

e
cF
8

Although,as wo have sel e wiblo can noither Lo tho Rule of
feith in the Christian Church orbe undergtoo’ indopendbly, stiils
sclf cvilontly dosignod to bo,and weoll fittel to Lo, Thc conmon
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for cnlightonmont and clification in the Christian Cormmnity and to be
she guidc anl touch stonce for sound tecaching in accorcancce with tho
Jonfesgsion of Faith wherce such toaching and on the whole,thc Church Word,
is foun to be insufficicnt. For aftcr the unoninous testimeny of tho
Shristicn Corrmnity comocs that of its tcaching profession.And in tho
tcstinony of the tcaching profession,i.c.,at the ordination of clergynen,
the 2ible is includoed,insofar as a book can there boe ineludced.

- the Dible is thoe inoxhaustible storc housc from which the Iloly
Spirit,the living soul of the Christion Cormunity,distributcs te cach
onc what hoe ncoeds and from which IIc tcachcs tlic consceratcd scrvants of
the lfew Tostamont,as seribes taught for the Kingdom of God,to take both
ncw and old for thce cnlightomrient and cdification of the Church. :
Whore thoeroforce the 3Bible is not the minister's pricclcss manual and
Jdaily rcegister over the Church's spiritual danain,not te ricntion whero
it i3 12i7 on the shclf and locked awoy from the Corrmnity,therce faith
is dcad and the Spirit dcpertced. Therce the housc of praycr has boceono
an open scpulchrc and will scon bo transforncd into a Jden of robbers.

But whorce peoplc imagine that the Lord,in spitc of IIis definito
donial,hns sct the light in his housc¢ under a bushcl instcad of on a
candlc stielx where it noy shine forth for all thosc who ontor, and
that is whet poople inagine whon thoy scarch for the Faith in the Dook
instcand of hearing it in thc Confossion and thoercforce scck the living
aniong the dead by sccking the living Faith in the dead lettors of the
printcd pagoe,thero the Faith is also dcad and the Spirit rcjected,therc
the housc of prayer is also on open scpulehre which will soon beconc a
den of robbersyas it now is,whercver the thoologians with thelr sceripturc
interpretations waRtte deprive the Christian Corrmnity of its Christian
Faith anc hopc.

Dut where thoe Spirit rulcs and the Faith ia alive,there the Faith
itsclf nalzcs its 1lifc known in the Confcssion.Therc tho light is aliv
beeausc it is tho light of lifc.Thorc the Spirit spcakls to tho .
Corrmunity 2bout 2ll the wonderful things of God with the flaming tongucs
11ith which Il cndowed the apostlcs. And there the ninistcers arce at home
in their Dibles as well as in their othor studics and thorc thoy find
on cvery page typces and portrelfs,nomorics and bockonings of that Lord
and thet Spirit which thoy as 1little sccelz in a book as im other buildings
end worlzs ~f rens' hands bocausc they have clready found the Lord and
‘4s Spirit in the bolicoving Corrmnity and thoy daily cone closor to thon
in tho ord of Faith which thoy roccive into their hcarts and confcss
and procdadr. with their lips in a living manncr. Such clergynen will,
1ilze wagchrmien on high towers,always sco the oncrmy long beforc he appears
~nd will be able to dotcet the spirit of orror under any disguisc.

Since the concoption of Christianity by cven tho nost Christian
end rost spiritual thcologian will have its shortceonings and being the
concoption of an individual,nay not claim universal auth ority,theroeforc
theolosieal frocdom within Christian boundary lincs is a2 just domand.
On thc other hand,the unchangoatlonoss of the Faith,and the Daptisnal
Covenant , deniands such linitations,which no onc eoxccpt the Lord and Ilds
apostles have the risht to inposc,and which 21l the nenbers of the
Corrmunity have at Daptisrn orally acknowlcdged and which Faith is
prcsupposcd at the Lordts Suppcr.

vic rmst belicve that within thesc linmitations,frce discussion of
Seripturc,the genuinenoss of its differcnt constitucnt parts,the ;
rcliobility of tho acccpted toexts,the cortaingy of the divine oni
-niecnt that produccd scripturc,thc rncans of corrcet intorprctation




ithe applicability of its aiffcroent parts,the noaning of cach scperato
Passage = we rust boliove that such discussion will not harm but

- instcad bonefit Christianity. And we rmst boliove that the Scripturcs
{in inscperable conncetion with the Chureh ‘ord ig a sufficicnt ncans

13:)

for thc Spirit to cnlightcn the Commmunity ancd ward off its possiblc
sccuction,but no onc shall be cxeluded as a horctic as long as hc has

‘not brokon the covenant of his baptism and refuscs to rcpent though

fthis be nade cloar to hin.

This viow springs fron tho fundanentally unchangenblo yet spiritually

i frcc naturc of the Christicn Corrmunity. And church history warns us on

cvery page not to depart fron this prineiplc,ncither veering to the
right or to thc luft and cautioning us to hocd o voiec behind us which

i soys: This is the way. Follow it!

Jow what proviously has been se difficult 2 notter in Christondon

fwill now boe an casy nottor,nancly,te deterrince the right rclatiemship
- betweon Church ana School,or what ariounts to the saric,between Chrigt-
{ =1onity and theology. For this rclationship is plainly found in the

g

rc¢lationship between the Church iord and Joly Scripturc. The Church
Vord cxprcsscs what in our Christinn Corwmnity is fixod,Scripturc
cxpresscs that which is freo. The nost loarnca theologian among ua
ney as 1littlce broealz his Daptisnnl Covenant as the ricet unlearncd

- borson. Il ngy not usc our Church Book tc combat anything which hns

| valid testinony as belonging to the Apostolic Church. For the rest,
hc must be allowed on his own rcsponsibility before the Lord and his
' collengucs to troat the Church Doolz and to deal with the scicntifie
' aspoet of Christianity according to his own discrction.This finds its
Justification in the naturc of the kingdon of God in which the frocdon

of no ncnber nay be linited rniore thon is nceccessary for the welfarc
of the wholc. It is alao nceccssary. Othorwisc sound tcaching cculd
net Do proescrved,nor could ¢cnlightcenrient naolze the Progrcss which it
mgst nelic beforc we can learn thoroughly to undcrstand thc Bible.
This 1lnst is indccd the scicntifie goal of our Lutheran corsmnien.

= But whon the bishops or the church wardons of thc tompeoral state
nake further linitations so that the clergy,so to speali,must proach
according to a boolr of honilics,and theologians in their rescarch rust
be bound by other symbolieal boolls than tho Biblesthere o yoke is laid
on the Corrmnity which noy or nay not be boarable,but novertheless,is
always a yolic that galls,hinders the froc devclopricnt of the nmind,and
gnavs away at spiritual lifc itsclf.

dorc then we sce what is right and what is cltogether wrong in the

deniend for scicntific frocdon which is so loudly sot forth by the
nodern theolegians in Horth Gernany and also among us.Por it is as
wrong as it can bc that they wish to be allowed to brealr their
Saptloncl Covonant,conbat the Christion Faith and rcbuild the Church
acecording to their own ideas. Ievertheless it is proper that they
protcst agcinst cvery bond which only Syribolic Doolis or worldly
ordinanccs have 1oid upon them. All such bonds arc clcarly of the sanc
kind as the papal yoke in the riddle ages.Thoy lond,if not ncecessarily
to idolatry,then ot loast,to potrification.

The Church sclf ¢vidently docs not oxist for the salke of theelogy
but for the salzc of salvation.ina thoology docs not only cxist for the
salt¢ of the Church but nlso for the salzc of cnlightennment in genercl.
And although it is the onc and only nccessity that the Church of Christ
reriaingtedfast on its roel: foundation,it is ncvertholcoss sharicful and

hernful for the Church if the worl- of ¢nlightcenrient corics to a halt.
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- forward,soon buginas teo go backward. Bven 2 Iingdon of the warld that

» up with the tincs that it docs not romain ignorant of any cnlightonnment
wvhich ncw tincs nay bring.

12.)
It will thon go 2s the universal law provides - whatewsr docs not go

wishca to boeono old and renowncd in hunan histery,rust so far koop

If this is truc of o tomporal state,how rmuch norc rust it be truc
of the kingdor: of God on carth.This kingdon has 2 morvellous dosting
to live up to. It is to strive to cnecompass the cntirc world and is
destined to outlast it.llow could it possibly be proper in such o

- ringdon, the fundanoental Constitution of which is guarantccd by its

heevenly King,in whosc rock foundation nll trceosurcs of wisdon and
Inowlclzc are hid,ond whore it is proclaimed from the housctops that
nothing is hidden that shall not bo rovealod,how con it be possible
in such 2 ltingdom to hindcr cnlightonmoent or to sct limitations for
the frec dovelepniont of the spirit other thon thosc the Spirit has
cstablished Iingclf as the divine vice-regent in the none of the Lord?
Ho,wvhile we boldly rcjoet overy so called cnlightomment ,cocordins

to whiek,the fundorientol law of the kingdon of God is supposcd to
be fundarnental crror...and firmly,but only spirituslly,banish into
cxilc cvery theelogian who oponly has broken his onth of alleogiance
and bears arns against the fatherland,...we at the sanc tine proeclain
frecdon for cvery loyal citizoen and counscl nerely that frocden be
tonperod by love. For love 1s the bond in our Comrmunity which binds
our hcarts togecthor,and love is the living light in which frcodon ané
noccessar;” authority norgo.

B

As on inagce of this,thc bishop,in the beginning stoold at tho Lord's
Tablc with the bread aond the cup,with tho lkeys and the staff,whiic the
pcople in the Saviour's nonmc Inclt about hin.The learncd knclt togother
with thc unlcarncd and feorget 21l cxtoernal Q2ifforoneces becausce of the
word:"Onc body arc we 2ll,for we nrc 2l1ll partalkters of the onc bread
thot canic dovn fron henven,and we 21l were given to drink of the onc |
Spirit,cven as therc is onc Lorl,onc Paith,onc God,the Fathor of us all, ,
over ugs all,with and in us all." i

Reeciving thus the Lord's blessing,cach onc went to his own
worldly c2lling and carth bound tasks with hecaven in his heart and
cternity beforc his vision.

Cf this inmage we now have left only tho shadow.

e A

The shadow cannot rcegcnorate the substoneco,but it ean and shall
renind us of what we laek. And whoerc,as in Donnariz,the cpiscopal
consceration nover has beon rcjeeted but has only beon lackiyg since
the Reformation,there thoe Lord will surcly give it to us with the
fulncss of his blcssing. (s)

(#) This is =~ rcforcnec to the faet that at the Rceformation,all of the
bishops romainced foithful to the pope and left Demnarl:.Their succossors
in .the cpiscopal sces wore all consceratced by Dr.Johanncs Dugcnhagen,
and thorcforc,according to the doctrince of the ~postclie suceession,
did not beeonce truc bishops.Probably as a rosult of his contacts with
the Church of England Juring hic visit to England just beforce this
vork was writtcn,Grundtvig at sbout this time begun te demand that

the bisheps of the Danisl. Church be roconsceratod by truc bishops so
thnt thce Danish Church also might have truc bishops.lowcver,by -

ot the latest,he finnlly abandended this view clthough it fom '
pronincnt part in his thinking at loast as latc as the mid 1
Jdowecverynot all his followers agrcod with his lotor change
and conscquently,cven ot a later time there were voices in 1
aslzing that the Danish bishops boe receonscerated by Swedish and
vishops,who arc in posscssion of the "apostolic successi
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Vhen this cones teo pass,so that thc presbyters stand at Baptisn

as tho watehmoen of Zion in the power of the Spirit,and tho bishop
stonds at the Altar as a real inage of the Good Shepherd who lays
dowvn s 1lifc for Ilis shecp,whilc thoe Christinn Corzmunity gladly
lets its light shinc in good works and tho seribos wateh over the
Sook by the light of tho night lomp 1it by the altar candles,.and
sce that the church doors arc opon both for going out and coning
in,then cverytliing is in its Christian ordcr an thon the Lutherean
Reformntion has bocen comploted.

Then we will not bo tomptod to onvy the stillness of the four-squarc
Popal Church,vhich 18 likc a stagnant pool.,nor the constant movenont
of the Zwinglian Church likce the waves of the sca boeforc overy wind,
But again grant the world a vision which cven tho angels will rejoico
to bcoheld,;sailing the ship of salvation fcarlcssly over the waves,
boeause we have belicved and know that tho carponterts son whe
built it 1s onc with that Master Duilder who spread thoe vaulted
sky abeove the wators and has the clouds for hiis chariot and beeausc
thet Spirit whe scarches the dcecp things of God is our hclmsnan,
cur Confossion of Faith our guiding star that ncver fails,the
Ioly Seripturcs our infallible sco-chart stomped by Iin who has
set the occcoans in their boundarics,mcasurca the heavens in a span
and ealls 2ll the stars by nanc.

And finally,bceausc we nover laclk provisions but with a Joyful
heart arc invitced to 2 Anily festival at the Lordl!s Table where
o foods milliéng with the onc bread and tceaches /is scrvants that
the Dread by whieh nan lives is thoe Verd vhish prococds from the
nouth of God.
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