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· we hold the-se truths to .. be., seJ .. f-evident, that
a'll ·men a,re ·

c:reated· eq'\.1/11, tha:t;._ they ar'et endo.wed //'
by their Creaf6� �1th berfain unalienabl� Rights� f 

that among thes�) ,ire Lif(j, Lib(,rJ¥ and· the·
pursuit of Happine�s�-Tbat to.socuie these rights
Governll)_e·nt:s ar.'e ·inst

.
it.uted· among M�n, deriving

their ju�t p'ower-s· f,rom the· consent of tr���- ,·. : · 
governed ;'.:/._'l'hat whenever hny Forttl' �;f Governm'erit :
becomes·''dostructiv�� . 6.t

. 
thr:is-o. <'3tld.S, .�t is. the·

Right :,o.· f;· the Pe.oplr., · ,'·.o· .. Jt. ·t· 6' t .. . b ·1··· l ,, " a .. er J. • . r, ..... o a o is 1 

it, and ·. to ·· J:nstit;ute _11ew Goveririn��t,.; ·laying ·· 
.its foundation; .on such 1fi:::i.11c·ipl:es and o,'rganizintf
its powtirs . i.n such form, as fo them s1i'afl seem
most )ikely 'to effi:;Ct their S&f(1ty'' 'ai'i(i Happ.iness:1,t. . . . ' ! · ' ' . 

' ,I ,,' 

Althot1gh ,the:13e. words cc)nstitu t:e. a. fitting foundi;'i.tion for our 
government, an.a.· have• given us a tremev1dcYus herit.a:ge . as· Americans, 
their

. 
loft.,iness a.'nd :celativity have aLso allowed seriot1s debates to

erupt· -concern,ing how • best to put them. into p.racti•ce, fri . th("i past, 
these debate$ have

. 
br·ough.t . brother agai.m,,t brother in. com9t:1.t, arid have

sought-. to dE:lstr6y the. unity that tbese • wor·ds ·were .. mErant t_o promote" 
Today/ ·we. are involved in an.other. suc.h debate, ·o,lei:; the prudence· and 
value of nuc::!lear weapo.nry to ·cfofend that, r;i,f_e, . Liberty_, . S sifety·, ·.·. and 
Happiness o 

.
And like .. those · debates :of the past;, this .. ar'gumerit also

pits brother a-ga.inst·-brother, hu.sband against wifef ,-and American 
agdiri�t American. 

.-rrhis de.ti
.
ate·

. 
wou.ld remain a valuable exe·r•cise i.n · qemocracy, . ancl

in the internal strengt:tls of · our country•v if; it:- :weren ° t for thos,e. 
w[lo are 'trying to bring this discuss ion .put:'c:sf:·· bhe realro· of Politics, 
into :the· moral and even- rel).gious arena" ll'hese Z1;)aJ,qus .· proponents 
or .�ppon·ertt.s Q:f ,.·, rn�c.;L�c.�r . •·,,w.,��ap:.qa,nri'.(i···· ·, ;a.r.e ,. -�11ir{tEi"i1 in s-v·· .tb.J:::\1t'-e81.;;i.so;Len:<:l:e s.nc:,o.f,_' ·
many: Amer_icans by telling thi:Hn tti-a.t Ctn:is.tians· mtfst pe pf this opinion 
in rega.rd to nuclear we�pons, wh:i.le st-;.i11 · others ·tell: them Christians 
mu$t be ._of· thf'ei other opinion.,. · . It is our p'nrpos·e. in t.'b:it� paper O to 
examine< -�he issue· . of rrnclear wea.pons • to .det.i':1.rmin.e whether it should · 
remain· a. politi.ccil deb.ate, or. whether. there. ·ii3 a Christian ·view: of 
nuclear weaponso 

Ip 
whether 
Bi::.,;hops 

the minds of many religious leaders O there ... 11;,. no question 
this is· a· religious or a political issue" . 29 · Roman Catho,lic 
gathf.1red a·• statement· in Octobc:�r 1981 to state g 

· · 

.As rn_ernbeis of the Cath�lic commu11i.ty, in .:ths-) United 
· State$ 6.f J.\.rner:ica Wlf.l, /;'lJ'.'E) <impelled,. by :�ur 'iaith

.• •dsio'n and. our mounting c,i�;ncern bver' :tho inc:r<�i'H�f;)d
i probability of nuclear war to- ·.spoa:k ou..r consc:'ience

, .. 3... 1rh1:cl c�ncopt of fimitod ·· u nuc; lear, war u is
. ;folly;. ,,2'I'he po�'s\:ission of· �ucl�ar. w�apons is

immoral.tt · · . · 

Clwist.i,.ans must also •ma . .i.ntain that th(;) use of 
nuclear weapons, or other forms of major violence, 
against centers of population is in no circum·­
stances reconcilable with the demands of the
Christian Gospel. 3 
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And many other Churches . have · responded to this id1:'3a, The Un.i ted 
Church of Christ;· i'n its 1'NG,twork" -Wrote. that, ·auTlie ·development and 
use of nuclear ahd< bfdc,hemical: weapons be.·· recogni:zed 'as completely 
contrary to the Gosp�J .. cff · ;Jes,u:::; Cltt'iSfo Ul t! 'l1l1e ReforrnecP Church in
America also had this: to. say ab0ut ,t:he. i.simcg 

Goel '{s· 'the ui't:im�.·t.e 'sub·j:;�ci:t' ·of "t'i1eologida1 , 
ref lecti�ri, . . •'rhQ

. 
r�u¢iJ.eai\. arms .. rade .·· may . w��ll .

be regarded eis the. penultim�.'tf.):·. subj�cit o'f our
. 

tim$' ' '.l'h(:il:'8 i�L no g:r:i::ia't�:t . afffonf fo the Lora;
and .. Gi veir .bf ).ife, , no ,;mo:r.,i.;· tlbfl.vin,cilrig ev idt3IlJJQ 
of ·hUmc,1n enslavement, tq, tho, deu:'k powerp of this
age', · ar1� .nc;/ rno�'p urgent:· 'caus�· for/ the ch.u'rch us.

: i -· . .  - . . e•. . . . 
. . -, ' prophetid �itne,a and action,,.rhe nuclear arms 

ra/£0 :Lis . first and fo:n:.nnost a 
. 

falS() : rc�ligion,
It is, ·•to be sure, also bad· politics, bad econ­
omics, :J:iad:. · s.cience, ·: ,md bad war,. :tt can and 
should. t.) .. e oppQ/"1.ed. owa.ll .these fr,cmts. ". 5 .. 

, .· .· . , :, ':./'./ , · .. /:; l:' . :: : 
.> :: .. , :. ' , . . . .:: , , : . , '. . ·

.. . .. . . • . • :. ' , . , . '. , . , . ' 
Even on. J:he. ,. other, si,d� .. of the ).sstJe, there ar� :thos�,, whq, cfrgu�: that ..... 
the n.ticilee1r ' arm�1 rrice fs'; 2L _r:E:llig,i-p,us 1sst1(:l sfirc'e t,he•. ·,:�uryival of 
our .Chri$;Lt_an · natJon . depends.· 0�1- . them,; :.:'1.1h(�Y .: .Prppo,s�.; .that;.. we , rn,ls'l:
protect . ou:r::sel ves. �nd ... the; Gos;pel.··. from atheistic .. :oomm.unism • wit:h;:-what '.7 

ever meaq,s · are. ne.·cesstiry· .. ·. iii, this case p WQ .must. tneet nuc'iei:!.r we•.�Pons., ,· 
wi t:h .. an �.qµaf or.·. gr�9ter 'ni�cie,a,r'. : .. detpirrent ,, .· ·.· Ppr.··� 1.ac.cording .to , th:i,s 
kind qf . tll,eoh:�$13/ /,' •w.heh .. ·.:(ho ,Christ· r�t'urqs:, ... omt,

. 
C.hris,t,i.an· co�nt,l'.'y ..

will be Uie laixr1chirig po.in't 6£:.. hf1;3 · rul<c.1 here. oi,· earth ... /1':h'i.ls; n.uclear : 
armament is : Ol:ir Chj.:-ist.ia'n ·duty to . detE'1.1; the "Godless 

. 
hop.de, . ,.?,.nd:. tq ··1 ' 

preiServe. freedom .to .. pre�ch .t,l'H::Y GospE:):l pf Chrir�t•r· , •· · . . . . .. . . 
):n .· the Chr:fs'tiei,n C6min:urlity1 . h<.1weve:i:;: u. ther�: .. iff, ·an ,alternate. vj_ew 

of .rniclear.· weapont·y f. and the twq, v;ie.ws. li;sted· above.. 'I'his view states /,. 
that. niJc,J,!3ar . 

weiiporis, tt:s .:va·1ui'l or. l.n,sctfr.itj,:, · i�;:;., the:�"concei-n: 6f
. 
the·

body po�.it,ic,. and lJierefo:i:e is. ,outsi,de the re,1;1lm of r:.elig,tous .. debate. 
The .. p,roporie.n:tfj, · of \.his

. 
view, remi11d, us.·.·. tirn.t. t.he: .', I,)tirpose and . miss:i.ori

of . th� .·cht.1:t::C.l\., is . to p:ceach . tl:H'; Gasp(,)\ ( Matth�W· ,.,2 8,i).9 V 2 0.) , .. · and x1ot 
to be. ri.11ers over, the governments . of.· thE� worlc;L . Jung,,. in il,ler

' .
:reyiew 

of a debate. betw.f)en I1-aufman: cind ·· Hauerwas,. ,$r1.tJ tled . n Ny,cl�ar �sqha- ··. 
tology e•, writes,,•· .

1i'.[1,b.1:3

6
ta�:k. 6:f. religi:)n is to, enr:Lc.}:l and gu�Lde. poli�:i.qs 1 

rather than to lead. 11 :tn a more di:cect approach,, and with. poss1.bly.
more force, members of: the Wiscohsin •Evr·mgelical Lutheran Synod have 
outlined t�eir,po�ition in the following.manner:,,: 

. . . ' ;• . . . . 

,. God's.· Wo.t·d · do�s not ;ffer t,li�.:i fin�} i.101:d qn ·
the 

, 
nucl'ear �rms ;)ssU(3, . '.Pltat iSB

.
U0 , is <;no 

for: goverr'iments tb· deoid<'1, ·. not . the ·. ch11.rch. . ..
Thank God,that in·. our country we are free. to 
ho:Di di:f::ferir1g· view� .of th1;) question·, and that., · 
we c rn try· to< :influ�n:ice our .legiklators aha· 
our pretiident, to s6e .. things as , w:e do •. ; But· 
as �hristians w� ere not fra� to,bind the 6on� 
sciences of other people on �attors · on which 
68bu�gsth8tfS�8ie�d�ci�iv�l�. 

·,· ' .

··F/4.fmncr ::,Si�min,ary "·Pr:!il;fi.ess:or
• •Joel c. Gerlach, Mission .counselor

.. .  ,· . ,!' ' 

, ... · 
' I
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The --�h�}ch. :��OU ia . min a·' .:
L

t� . pwn:· biJ's ihess ' q'f' .
t'(Ji:i'chlng th� gospel a11d ·a�rn.:i.n:lsbuiing {1�0 sac�'ra� .
monts". Ch

.
/i�t 1

; kingdc>rr1 is .. "ii cit o'f. this· �b'r J.d > ·
, • ; ':His

. 
messages•·. to th0 ,. churdh,,s .w1:n:e co.n.s,p:i.c.� .. ·•

:·· uoi.xsly- f±'i:.'ie. of' .a.riy d:trect.ives to become· :i.nvo.lvE.g'l,:_ · 
with the military, civil, ... or economic qf;fp;it:1;1; 
of; tll.e st9-t?, or §lVGn with its regulation of .. 
pub.l.ic/ ': moi",;lity ... N<)r '··sl�.o�'ld '. �e. :.forg�t-, . th:�'t' ...
poii-d.C.(3_ · i$ 'a _g'arru:i' two :�an _play . '·· Th6 :churth .. 
thtl( ::-)11�b ·\?e� . i (�e·xy. ,.1;1• J:he _afJa}ls r/( the 
state is likely to . f'.i.nd that . the·· stateci will 
rC;�tµqi tb.E1 _ favor a·i1d invciiv�· its(;lf�-.. in' ·the· · 

. , •. _., • '. • • • . • � I ,_- • ; . : i� . . . ' ' . . . ' . . . ' ; .. . � 

affairs. of the church, · 'I'he Christian: church 
shoi1,ld 

.
rn.i.��1 :Lts· o�h-bu.�iness., 8 

. ' ·.··_._ .. ··,.:,,.,, ·:. . 
i:"roi:�ss'or· c�i:le,tori �A::ippe:'/';
. � , , : , : r . , , .- : . . .i . ., : . : .. � 

Pr,�sidont, N6,:r:t.h�i,qstern·· College 
, , . • • , ; ;, .:. •'. , '. � •. , I • • ., • 

• 
•. ,_, (. 1 ,:, 

hsimilar view is 0'i�c/t;eJd by mai1y·)'.)Oi'it'icians,·y,h6
1

'f.eghr'd the subju­
gation of the govf;r11rn�nf. .. · to the, whims and_'· wishes · Of · tl:le church as 
a violation of the·:'· s<iparat icm .Pf Ch1;irch i:ind Stat:e·. ·f"orme'r p resident, 
Gerald F'o.rd resp6rided fhis 'way iri af-1 'intef.\d.E:1'w, in _·Bra.fne_:r;d, MinnE�sota
on this topic� · · · · _- ' '' ·· ··' ··,: ·' ·· · -- ·· 

· .. I'm .against organized_ r�1ligion getting invo.lv(:,d
witb 0�9ar1iz9d. gciverrirnc:int. and i-'u rn 1�aintd: cs·tgan:.'. <'.
izE:,d g_ove,rnrnent. g,3tt.i.n9. 1{1yblved' �n cirgani:z�cr; ,.,, . 
religion.,. ·,Tho.'', tw9 .· ·,shcnii<'l. remain . s,a.pa:t:ate .' 9 . 

\ 

·· •�rhE'i 'question bf nuclear weaponry, ·and whether. i.t is a,matter cf . Chri$tian
discussion; is perhaps best .- understood ·.-under.:_• thr<1e ·concept$, an_d 'h,o,�
th� chtirch ind�vidual�y an� cpllecttvqly responds to.them. They are: 
'I'he M.ission of the Church, . rrhe Sepa-ra:tion' of Churdh and State,. and 
'The ,Just War Theory o . Iri. _ the .remainde;c 'of this ... papet·. we will take
a cursory look at. ,these. p1.�.:j

.
..ncipj_E;,)S,_· and h,ow thc�y apply to. the question

of whether there ia a Chiisti�n view 6£ ,riu�l�a� wsap6rtry; 

THE MISSION OF 1�E CHURCH. 

In Ma.tthew 28gJ.9,�,0, ._ChrJst gives _us·. 'the prirnat:y.·purpose and
miss ion of the churi�h,, -_ a.nq {hat ,ts to preacp. . Uie: Gqiipel, making dis­
ciples of the w hole world, . teaching. them_ t:.o obseri/e everything tha.t 
He has commanded \lS ·◊• .. 

·Ai) importarit factor t'o ,fE-imember.' in' ·t:he discussion
of Nuclear armament's O . • for· or aga.fnst,' . :Ls 

. 
t:ha.t:. ·no.where in thi:?. Holy

Scriptures are they - merifioned or eve'ri .a.11udt::!d to,.� Ohr discussion 
of them must summarily be an app1.ica.tiori ··of· divine ·:P.ririci.ples to the 
world a:r�ound ·us� and· not Jnvent:i.orrn 6r opinions· o.f, • our own.· - The . impqr­
tarice-' of, this · prirn�:i.plc�. -- is,:· illustrat(;id · .by Pi(ipe:rc,' ,in his·• Christ;Lan ·
Dogmatics g •, 
.. -.....:i.� . ' . . .•. 

Holy. fii�i:iijtu:r;e ..1l)akEI>� :tho ab'so1,ut� a·e�and t.hat �.11e 
doctd.n.e. tuught. in th<:; C:hu:i:ch br;l DOC'I'RINA D.tVINA. 
?.'ho Holy s��-.r.-:Lp·t;u�·:;; of t.h'e oia :�nd ·New 'l'estament 
_c),J.'.0 0 fui l . 9f ... warnings . ag�insi::,

. 
'·t:hose' t.c-)ac110�s·

who will i1ot·· . corii'ine i::.hernselv·(,S ·to te�ching 
God vs word, but feel fr:ee to prb'clafm: ;·their 
own thoughts. Road the solemn words o:E Jer:orniah 
niJ6 (Pa.rn.11.o.l ,:;,;;:r:. 14:14, 27:14-1.6, La.in. 2:141 

J- \, . .• 



Testament proscribes the teaching of human 
thoughts and opinions and tmjoins alJ. teachers 
to speak out of the mouth of the Lord. Whoever 
opens · his mouth to t.;iach :Ln the Church, . which 
is the "house of .God 0 (I 'rim .. 3d5), sho�lct10speak' God's Word, t6GIA rHEOU (I Pet. 4:11) 

Pieper t hen weaves two paialle� �tatements from 
further demonstrate the point that only what God 
we tea.ch  as• the ultimate Weir d of God� 

Mart in Luther 
says directly 

OthQologians, how are you going to escape here? 
Do you consider it a trifling matt.er when the 
Supreme Majesty forbids whatever· do<:;1s not. procoed 
out of tho mouth of the Lo�d and is som1e,thing 
eJ.sa than God 0 s Word? (St�L. XIX:$21) 
In "the .government of the world and the home" 
human opinions and .tho word of man are in place, 
for this territory is ruled by the "natural 
light,." that. is, by human reason. But teaching 
in the Church is a d.Lf,f..:,.rent matter: 00 If any 
man would preach, let him suppress his own words • 
. . , Here in· the Chu1;ch h", must utter nothing 
by the words of the rich head of tho familyt 
otherwise it is not the t:nH:i Church. · therefore 
it mtist1�e thu's: God is spoaking." (St.L. XII:
1413.). 

to 
can 

'J.'he reason that I am stressing so much the principle thclt we, as ministers of the 
Church must preach everything th.at C',od teaches, and only that is not only because 
that is what God tells us . to dot but becausE-) that stands in direct contrast to 
some of the pastoraJ_ theology philosophies that are abundant today. · Many churches 
and the.ologians ,' in ,.trying to bring• God O s . t'iiord · and intent to His people, have over-, 
stepped their bounds .and· made dogma:t.ical statements where God dot�sn °to · 'rake for 
example this quotation f.romBishop Roger Mal;J.oney ns·stat.ement from December. 30, 1981g 

It is . even more important to rooaJ.1 that the 
mor�l reasoning involved in. classic just-war 
theory lad the Bishops at tha ·second Vatican 
Council to declare that a form of nuclear paci­
fism is a weighty and unexct1ptional obligation 
of Christians. This means that ANY USE OF 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS, AND BY IMPLICATION, ANY IN'I1EN­
TION TO USE THEM, IS ALWAYS MORALLY--AND GRAVELY­
-A SERIOUS EVIL. (sic) No Catholic �an ever 
stipport or cooperate with the pla�ning or execu­
ting of policies to use, or �hich by implication 
intend to use nuclear weapons, even in a def en-

_ s.iv� posture, let
. 

alo1l'2 in a ".first strike"
against another n�tion. 

Bishop Mahoney has takErn an application of a tenuous Just-War Theory 
and not only applied that · to the nuc;:lea.r arms rac.e, .but then concluded 
th at because ther, uu Jnvolve indiscriminate and mass·ive violence com­
mitted ag ainst civilian p opulation!� their ernpl�yment or contempl ated
use can never be morally permitt.ed ,. ; J He thus sGals the decis ion for 
countless Cathollcs, not to mention other Chr istians by denying the 
possibility of Nu:clear ,weap onry or . its use o 'rhe quest ion is raised, 
where .is his basis for making such· ·an EX CATHEDRA, ANATHEM SIT ( If any•-
one doesn v t agree)· statement?



I , 
In almost every case of the opponents of nuclear armament, their 

just if .ic:ation for the NO NUKE stance is taken from application of 
Christ u s principles of: 

PEACE MAKINGg 

CROSS BEARING: 
. 

Ps 37d7, 85:8, 120:7, Pr 12g20, Is 2�4, 
Joel 4:10, Mt 5:3-12, Rm.12117-21, et al. 

Mt 10d8, 16g24-27, Gal 6i12 (in principle) 

There are other. justifications,' but these represe'nt the moBt tenable 
0"Christian '' p'.1:-inciplf3S.... The confusion h<;n:-e. :i.s the inter�ni:ngling of 
thE:, missio'rl. of the �hurch, with' thE-) 'i1.tt.i.tudEl of thE:� individual Chri.s­
tian,·: for. 'the' 'prori1qt.ion of tl1c1 Gbspel.,' In ·. other word$; the.mission 

. of t;he Church. i'$. to. ·spread the t;ospel" The indi\i"id\1al Christian in
his .attE3rnpt · 1:6 be a. part of that. w<.)rk ,:,.f the Gospel, lives h:i.s lifE� 

.in _such. a ·way th.at .
. 
he. does ·. not detract. from t.hat mess"ag-e, i.e.,, as 

a peace-maker, tn loving bis �hernias, an4 bearing th� cros��i of being 
a .. Christian� There is nothing that· h:ind(�rs, the individual..Christian 
.fr.on, living a life· of peace,·· being terrified· over t:he p:cospect of 
war,. even nucle�r.war� nor .sufferini deciih rather. than doing his 
·neighbor ha:rm0 . but . that · is frot his ITl(�Ss c.�.ge as part of the Church.
H.i.s message is the saving · Grace in hi.s .... redeemer Jesus Christ� and 
his mission is to bring that message to the world .. 

' ' 

,THE'SEPARATiON OF CHURCH .AND STATE 

ThEi confusi'oi1 p:ver •.the. missioh of the c.l'n:1rch, is nothing to be 
compared with the. encroachment of t.ite c.l

.
ergy on the :responsibilities 

and concerns of the gqvernmet:it ., In· his word, Christ tells us that 
we are responsible'': to the civil a.uthm:iti(;'3s, · as ··'Uwy are ordained 
of God, bearing the sword, to "bring pup:Lshment · on the wrongdoer. "' 
Christ, through St" Paul, summarl.:z'es this point, "'I1he:t-',3f'ore, it is 
necessary to submit· to the authorities, not only bGcause of possible 
punishment but also· because of conscience,"" Not:Lce that He does not 
say that the authorities are .subj,�ci:.' to ... us, Christians-; but we are 
subject to them. · 'I'.h.ls has been the hi1st.orical. interpretation of pas­
sages such as thes\�; yc�t from· tirnf.'.:i · to time;• there have beEm those
theologians who · have tried to re-vel.se this order. . In summarizing 
the importance for the rn.1clear fr1:3eze movement of the involvement 
of the clergy, "Newsweek'° quotes E:rik ,Johnson, of Pt';lace Lutheran· 
Church in Dearborn, Michigan. He sa.id;. 00 01.ir technoiogy now· has 
devEiloped to tl:ie point of mass.:Lve destruct.ion of the .world· as we know 
it, and that is .· certainly a matter of • f a.it.h • ., ,,.If .anythinq, I I m not 
political .. enough,," Pastor j_ohnson is an·example of the growing number 
of clergy' who feel responsib:L.lities . over not' only· the ""mysteries of 
God" but also . as watci1mEm of. the mysteries of . spciety. Bish.op Roger
Ma�brtey, again states his caie: 

: A� ah Ame�icari Bishcip, I deeply respect our nation
tradition . pf the soparation of Church and .Stat,L . 

· I. would dep.l.ox::O, lrnwever, any. ,attempt · to turn
this 1eg�.t:i.matf3 · sopa1:at1on iri'to·· a separation
of Chu.rch from society or into a privatization
of religion that .would·· divorce our· faith · an·d

·hope from. pu_bJ.ic concerns and crucia1 .moral ques-
tions · that face. us. all as citizans.,�We mrist
all decidG what constitu.te/3 ·the true relat:i.onBh.ip

''betwee�l n:d . .igious faith and social just.iC,i); and 
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·,I would dciplore any· attempt _by, pqlit.ic�.f,ins and ·· ·, ·· 
9PVEirnment ·· officials · to clain1 fot: 

.
t_hems�lves · ..

some� sp4;,cial competence to define this relation-
ship, . ,... , . . · · :. ',

What Bishop Mahoney is really · saying is .that· he reserves the right 
to determine'· how' "far h:Ls ecc.lesi.astica1 WE::dght goes in ,rG�ppct to 
social con1:-::irns, That is approximately the same· view held··> by ma.ny 
of the clergy tod�i; Yet, this is not a new concept in Christianity,
but hm� �. been mainta;Lneq. by P?,lpists and fol.lowers of ·zwingli'0 s· ·philos­
ophy of: theocracy.' However V this ha.s never been a doctrine. of: t;.h� 
Lutheran Church u q.S Pieper .r.elatep I 

011rhe- 'LUth·er·an Church;· s'o far 'as
it re·mains· tr_ue to .: its px::incip1es, , · teaches'. no sociai activity fi:i,,rnipg 
at . t"11e establishmen-t.;·. of . a·, theocracy by demandin-g v for instan·cs, 'that 
the, State Pmbody' the Christian religion .in. i,ts C-onstitu.'t�ion and 9-t'.;te.ri_d 
to it� en�orcement "

. 
<?n _ the contrary:�> the -�uthet:-a11 Church wa�"?·s· again�t

the m�nglin9 of ·CJ:tUXQh_ a.nd_ �tt.ate.�· 0'·· • ••. �. 'rh9 · Lutlwr�i-li"t Corl'f'essi:orn� .also
support thi�-view: 

· · · · 

· · .Lot it · ( the Church) · not break into the officq
of another; · let it not transfer tJJ.EL kingdoms
of this world; · let· 'it · not aJ:irogate the laws
of civil:·· ruJ.1on:s$ let ··1t. !}i:,t abo.lish: lawfu�
obediencot let· it not interfci're w.i,.th juµgments :. 
concerning civil o�dinances br. contrac�s; let
it not prescribe laws to cJ.viJ. rulers conci'.:ir:rdng 
the form bf the common0ealth .• :Foi �ivil g�vern-
ment deals. wi t�h ot_l:ler things than· does· th0

E3 Gospel'· 
'!'he· o.ivil ruleri;; defend not minds, but bOcUes .. 
ai1d bodily thing$ against manifest' injur·:tes, 
and restrain .men '.with the sword -and bbdiiy'
punishments . .in o:r:°a'er .. t;o presEirve civil just.ice . 
arld PGflC8, 16 

,t'J..� . .:-..,•:.- -- r:···. ·1,· i1
t . .1.�fa• ,.:.. ·•:.r .. ;-s_,·;-:-.. ·--.. _\··-.i�··· �.-,,.

Pres iderit · Toppe,,. gives us some common sense. reasons for the sepi1.ra.tj_ori 
of

. 
Church ,anq,, StatE� V when he says' 00 Wheh church bodies ·make· ·,world'

peace • more . important than· eternal peace u · ·they· wiJ,l . become -mon� an'd 
more remi$1f in. ·carrying ··out :their God given·· commission.· to ·proclaim· 
the. �os�el� . Pura�i� of th6 ·kingdom of _God on ea�th_draws1,way-�upport .
and manpow$r ;i':rnd funds from the Church us gospel nn.ss.1on o 

0
' •.. · ·. · , . • : - · 

This · infatuation of. the clergy with. civil and ,sociql i.ss\les has · · · 
brought ,the .. ni;iclear arms.· que-stic)]'.l. irito th,e religious· world ... ·· It would · 
be .easy t-o · supp'o.s,e :-that all those clergy who a.'re thus Q.onc.er.ned ,· ·. are· 
so :because they, are ·o�eriy.boncerne� �ith' the ·�ocial gospel� ao4 have·. 
forgotten . i�e. ,.pr:ea:Ching · -of- ·the · :forgivene:_ss ,of,,. sins in ,Jesus. Chr'ist ,; 
But .Sl1Gh is , :not n_ecesscirf:ty , the case o · Many o,f · them ·.qr?. sincc1;ce·i:y '·· 
concerned with not· only the spiritual status of manki_nd u but also
of its physical _weJ.1 .. -qe_ing ?- . As. their ,.philosophy· ecihbe,s that they
must deal with the' whoh'i · man/ they seek to apply· that principle to the 
ideal of wiping o�t nuciear weaponry and the holoc�ust that they are 
su:r.e it will bring/' rrhus,, the,s.e ! ''men .of God" •apply that which ha�, been
a development of Ch;cisti_e.q:1ity tQ .O.$fend· the innocen;t and rfon-•beligerent 
from undue dE:�S truc·t icm 1 .t.°hf� .J1.1st War '.l'heory. ·, ·,. · · 



I • THE JUgT WAR THEORY 
Ac0ording to Thomas Shannon, in his book What an1J• .. '"fhe·y -Say.b.1q r· 

.1-:-Q_<;>.g_t :Peace and. War?, the ,,Just War. Theory dev�loped in· Christ:i.anii:y 
from St. Ambrqse�.with his.idea of "living-unharmed irr a time of peace w

through $t;o Augustine, to St. rrhomas. Aquinas'. ·_ F'rom these men, we 
received the three -- priJ].c.iples that determined whether a war • could 
be (.�onside;r;E:ld j:ust, -- and· thereby . entered iri by- a Christ . .i.'an · without 
pang� of conBcien�e1 · 

. . . ' 

The on(-3 ,who wages .the· war . must have• the authority to ·do -so; 
'l'he war must be waged for defensive purposes, e-.qo to right 
some wrong� . _ _ .. 1a -The desit�d �nd ���i .be f6r a good purpose� 

By the end of th� thi�t6ent6 ��ntu�y. _it �e�mi.·that ·all the bases 
for the establishment o'f _--- a sound _ju,st wa:r Theory _ had riot only been 
laid, but sol:Ldif ied � -- '!'he purpose fo:r a . Just Wai 'rheory was two�­
fold o First, it w��:'_enahtG_d as a ;way to justify Christi.an participation 
in a civil acti.ori · ( It would seek to preserve the peace in which the
church could do its work), and secondly, it was thought of' as a way
of bringing some kind or morality . into a normally immoral situation, ..
By the time of Luther, this ide.a. was so. e'ntrenched u · tha.·t,. the. Lutheran 
Fathers had no serious question abou.t:. it u as evidenced. from this
selection: · · 

It ·is · taught among us that all gov0rnmoi1.t in, 
the· world and all established rule and laws 
were,,; instituted. and ordaine.d by God -for th\c, · 
sake .of._, good order,· and that Christians may 
without sin occupy civil offices or servo ·as 
princes and judges, render decisions and pass 
sentence according to .imperial and other existing 
la'ws; punisl) evildoEfrs w� th the sword, engag1:, 

· in· ju•st wars; serve at; soldie.rs, buy and sell,
-ta:l<

0

f, 2 ({�1.lired oaths, posse·ss property, be married
· otc·; · · · 

'rhe ,Just:: .. War :·:Th'.eor_y·· has devf,lopE:1d during the subsequent ye<?-rs 
t.o the point ··wht�:r.·e t'ni:ire are now �even que$tions. _whicl:1 Christi'ans .·
are st1pp:osed to ask themselves about_ 'the "rightoousn<::JSS"' of any given 
war. -,, 1" Is ·a pa.rticular war being waged under leg'i.-timatei authority? 
2 o Is the wa.r · being waged for a mora1 purpose? 3. Is forc:e being 
employed without excessive violence? 4. Will conditions after the 
war be better than if no war had been waged? 5. Have all other means 
of solving: the issue bee.n. exhaustEld'? 6. Will seJect.tve ·immunity 
be employe? tQ avoid wholes-a170 slaughter'? 7., · Will the - war lea.d to
a restoration-of moral order? Along with that d�ve1bp�ent of the 
Just War '.l'heory, -evo.lved two possHHe reasons for .its - demise. F'irst 

Q 

there-• was - the ·growin9 concern . th,1t the - destruction - levied by eW�ri · 
a O lirni ted O 

• nuclear . war would_ lead- to a violation c:if at least points 
3, 4 Q 5 u 6, and 7. Secondly, there was the <:tuc➔ st ion whether anyone··, 
might legislate how a war might ,'be run ., As ,John Wayne put it in the 
movie, "'The Horse �soldiers", War isn ° t exactly a ciyil business." 

Proponents of casting· the ,Just-'•War· Theo.:ry aside include r�rchbishop 
Hunthaus_en f::rom Seattle; who advises, ""A.lot· of this goes back to the 
just war theory. We have to abandon that. o. The church 'has got to 
indicate tnat the _pri.ncd.ple.s ·· t:hat' g�:niE;rn th<� just war are shattered, 
and tY.1at there is _ i;io · �ay · we• can_

-
�ccommodate o·pi:l)�l�es to; t�at, g�.ven

the weaponD of destruction now available to us."" Also included in 
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that group of theologians who wish to update.our thinking on just wars, 
is J;.,CA Bishop ~,ames Crumley, Jr"·, who says, ''Mart.in Luther is fre-­
quentJ:y quoted for his bel-iefs· that on. .some occasions wars can be 
jus:f·, .. :· .. We· can , no longer talk a.bout: just >wars b" .. Their· thinking is 
that ·. the tota;1 devastation. •c:J.evel.led by ct:- nuclear detonation could 
never be justified• by a,ny Christian ·or mciral reasoris·.. 'I'hose ends 
could never be justified by· the means. ,· Along· with tht) discussion 
of ·the possible scenario•. of a nuclear war,· comes· the increasing tone 
of hurnanistic eschatology, or in other words, that mankind ·controls 
his own destiny, and with nuclear weapons, we very well just might 
end the wcirld o Go:rdon Ka'ufma.n:, in -his addr(1s's to the Ame·r ican Academy 
of .I'{el.'i-gi·o.n, t;:ells 11s tt1is i . · : ,·: 

The no~elty of the. (nuclear) situation residas 
in thE: fact that the· e·na of hist:ory ·can no· longer 

be viewed as "GOD 1 S climaQtic act•, rather it. 
,;Ls "the poss;lb,iLi.ty that we humans, by ourselves, 

. will utterly destroy not only . oursGJ_ves·, but our 
specie, all 'futu:io gtmerations, thus br.inging 
the entf:fe _human' p.roj.;:,cL .• to ·an' abrupt and fi~aJ. 
halt.• . . -

His revi$wer, L. Shannon Jung., adds this i;,hot1ght ~ 
The traditional Christian alt(;;lrnat.iv0)S are either 
that th~, ultimate catastt·ophe is God is will and 
God O s doi.ng, or that God would never alJ.ow the 
catastrophe to occur. ·. N(J:i.ther of these,., , though 
thoy. retain;· th1ol' ,sovereignty of God, takes 'cogni­
zance., of what :·1s cimtral to the' n'ow ·situation:-· 
that · human beings will be fully respbr'.lsible if 
the catastrophe occurs." 24 

Wh,;1.t we a.re seeing u in_ the move away from the Just War rJ.'heory, 
is the loss of hope ,;rnd comfort in the sovereignty of God; and increas-~· 
ingly a reliance on humanism. God no longer wiil d~stroy this earth, 
as he did a.t Noah 1 s f.ime, (Mt.''24~29-39)' but man, a:t least according 
to .. many of the.. new theo1ogi?l,ns, will destroy. hi.m{5elf with nuclear 
weapons b ·11hus to put this · destruction off, sq tt!at perhaps Go,d will 
reg1;:lin . his· sovere,ignt:y, th('.lY preatih NO NUKES n • It. is a dange:r9us mix 
of humapis~. hopelessness 1 , an4 gloom: We ~hould b~ very careful about­
who we align, ourselves withb 

SUMMARY 

In the.se few. pages I have attempted .. to sumrnar'ize: what' is an on-
going debate in the religious and ·.·1;;cientif ic world., The question 
of whether there-is a-Christian view of nuclear w~~pons· is an i~~ortant­
one even if it is only so that those disguising themselves to be God 0 s 
shepherds do not take our freedo~ away from us; and turn u~·fro~ our 
true misi:don, on earth, and that is preaching the Gos'pe1 of Ch:d.st, 
Yes { there is a Christian view of nuclGar , weapon-s·, but it is . only 
there because the' Chr·i.stian wears two hat.s·, one as a,' Christian, and 
the other as a citi,rnn · of thit, world.. I like the way • that .Stanley 
Hauerwas puts it when he . says, •""Christianscu have· their· hope · .in the 
heavenly city. Nevertheless, thf3 r~~lative statm:1 of huri1anity is an 
issue that cannot be avoided." 25 · · 

Becai.1se we live iri,. this. world until. 
the t imq· that Chr i$t ta·kef.l U§ home aga:iri, social' i:u~d 0·po:ii tical· · issues 
will alwa,_;ys confront us as Christians, .. a.nd a.l'so ,as .ffemel".i'c.an citiz~1ns" 



Let us hope and pray that in our rnisf, ioh of spr1:.�adin9 the gospel of
Jesus Christ to this world, He might. lead on.r consciences to determine 
what avenues are best for us as citizens to follow. 
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