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SUMMARY
Bishop Eivind Berggrau (1884—-1959) L5 ell reveals the dıfference between sound respect
khnown leader of the Norwegıan for the natıon and perverted nationalısm.
‘Kirchenkampf agaınst nazısm durıng the In the followıing Berggrav’s concept of
second. World War an outstandıng Church, natıon an WasSs tested several
ecumenıcal leader after the wa  ; In thıs artıcle tımes, espectally durıng the second World War
ONe of his favourıte themes LS presented, namely T'he artıcle presents LWoO ımportant CI  9
the relationshıip etween Church, natıon an Berggrav’s ınıtıatıve, 940, an his

leadershıip durıng the Norwegıan Church
The ırs LO be presented LS the question struggle.

whether the Church L5 ‘national‘ 'SUDTAa- Berggrav’'s ınıtıatıve founded
natıonal'. In August 1938 Berggrauv gZave the princıple of understandıng and
address thıs theme at meeting Lın Norway reconcılıatıon between natıons. It seemed quıte
of the International Councıl of the “‘World clear LO hım that mILsSsLO0N had LO ea
Allıance for Promoting International the LWO partıes Lın sımılar WUY. Kecıprocıty
Friendship through the Churches’, an ımpartıialıty (are presupposıtıons
ecumenıcal organızatıon which had been for successful MILSSLON, he thought Hıs
ınvolved ın efforts LO bridge 2aDS between 0W ınıtıatıve sSshows that he himself trıed
natıons SINCE 1914 follow thıs fundamental princiıple.

Although Berggrauv stressed the ecumenıcal T’he Norwegıan Church struggle had LWwoO
character of the Church, he Iso underlıned maın aspects. Fırst, the Church stood
that the Church has mportan natıional agaınst ınjJustıce an dıiıserımınatıon; secondly
aspect. In hıs address he therefore eriticized ıf fought for for ıts OW freedom from
those who would only talk about the 'SUDTa- totalıtarıan The S  a of Bishop
natıonal Church wıthout national ımıtatıons. erggrau Was LO unıte Church an people ın
Against thıs abstract notıon he underlined the COMLIMMLON front agaınst the Nazı regıme, Dy
CONSECQUECNCES of ıncarnatıon. (i0d WAaNnTtSs fO defendıng Justıce and CONSCLENCE, an DYy
show solidarıty ıth the actual sıtuatıon of condemnıng ınJustıce an violence.

natıon ıth ıts [ımıtatıions, an humilıty, Berggrav's reflectıons UDON Church, natıon
Berggrauv claimed. and EXDTESS deep CONCerNn for the

Still, ın order nolt LO he misunderstood, Church’'s responsLbılıty ın polıtıcal an
national affaırs. Still, erggrau ın WOYBerggrau maıntaıned that nationalıty ın itself

LS nothing dıvıine, but vVeETrY human element ıdentiıfies Church an natıon, MOTe than he
whiıich L5 sed by (i0d ınstrument. ıdentifies Church an stiatle Berggrav’'s maın
Implicitly he therefore eriticized the (ijerman CONCern wWwWasSs not the national stale, Nnr the
nationalısm DYy sayıng that the natıonal Church ınstıtutıon, but the sovereıignty of

Can be regarded the goal The (iod
Lordshıip of OChrist LS the princıple which
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RESUME
L/’eveque Eıiviınd Berggrauvu (1884-1959) est bıen natıon et natıiıonalisme pervertt.

le champion de la resiıstance de Dans les annees qul ont SULUL, les ıdees
l’Eglise norvegıenne contre le nazısme pendant Berggrauv sSur l’Eglise, la natıon et T  etat ont ete
la seconde Z2uerre mondiale, et UNe estees plusıieurs reprıises, urtout pendant la
figure de du mOouvement oecumenıqQue seconde gZuerre mondıale. L’auteur mentionne
d’apres Querre., Le present artıcle est consacre deux exemples, ’initiative de Berggrav
’un de Ses themes favorIis: les relatıons entre faveur la DALX, el sSon röle
l’Eglise, la natıon el L  etat. domınant dans la [utte l’Eglise norvegıenne

premıer poınN consıderer est la question pendant la guerre.
de SavoLr S glise est ‘nationale)’ 'SUDTAa- Son ınıtıatıve UU de la DALX eLial. basee sSUur
natıonale). En aout 1938, Berggrauv donne Uune le prıncıpe de la comprehension eft de la
conference sSuUur theme lors une rencontre reconcılıation entre les natıons. voyaıt
Norvege de “T’Alliance mondıale DOUr le claırement qu'une Ile 1sSsıon pouvaıt
developpement de "amıltıe ınternatıionale Dar reussır qwen TAaALlan. les deux partıes de facon
les Eglises’, UunNne organısatıon oecumenıque quı semblable. Ea recıprocıte et l’ımpartialıte
s’etaıt AsSsSOCLEE (LUX efforts accomplıs depuls etaıent des condıtions necessaıres SUCCES
1914 DOUFr rapprocher les natıons. demarche faveur la DALX Son

oult ınsıstant Sr le caractere ınıtıatıve MoONTLre qu'ıl s’appliquait Iu:-meme
oecumenıQue l’Eglise, ıl soulıgnait auUssLı SuULUre princıpe ondamental.
l’importance de San caractere natıonal. Dans Le combat de ’Eglıse norvegıenne avaılt deux
SOn allocution, ıl erıtiqualit donc Cce quı aSspects PFINCLDAUX. Prımo, U’Eglise s’opposalt /
reconnaıssaıent qu ' une Eglise Ta- ’injustice el la diserimination; secundo, elle
natıonale’, sSans aUCUNeS limıtations natıonales. uttait DOUTr DTODTEeE ıberte VLS-d-ULS d’un etat

’encontre de notıon abstraite, ıl relevaıt totalıtaire. La strategıe de Berggrav consıstaıt
les cConsequences quı decoulent ’incarnatıion. nır ’Eglise et le peuple front COMMUN
Dıieu veut QU aveC humulıte, Je montre contre le regıme nazl, DOUTF defendre la justıce
solıdaırre de natıon ans Ses [imıtations, el la CONnscıence, eft DOUT condamner la violence
CE, ans la sıtuatıon conecrete quı est sıenne, el l’injustice.
declaraıt-ıl. Les reflexions de Berggrauv demontrent son

D’autre part, afın etre mal COomprI1S, ınteret passıonNNEeE DOUFr les responsabılıtes de
Berggrau affırmait qUuUe la natıionalıte n’avaıt l’Eglise dans le domaıne polıtique natıonal.
rıen dıvın SOL, MAaLS qQUuUe c’etaıt element Cependant, Berggrauv est loın d’ıdentifier
tres humaın dont Diıeu sert d’un l’Eglıise Vec la natıon, plus qu avec eta:
ınstrument. Implicıtement, ıl erıtıquait aLnsı le Il n’etaıt DAaS DreocCCuUpnE premıer lieu PDar PP’etat
natıonalısme allemand, dısant qQUeE la natıon la natıon, nl meme Dr l’Eglıse tant
doıt etre UlUeEe 9et jJamaıs qu ınstıtution, MAaLS ıl voulaıt honorer la
Uune fin La seigneurıe de Jesus-Christ revele la souveraınete de Dieu.
difference entre respect legıitime DOUTr la

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
Bischof Eıwwvınd Berggrau (1884—-1959) ıst Natıon un Staat Zuerst wırd dıe Frage
bekannt als eın Führer des norwegischen behandelt, ob Kırche ‘national‘ oder
Kırchenkampfes den supranatıonal ıst. Im August 1938 sprach
Natıonalsozıalısmus ım 2.Weltkrieg un als Berggrav diesem hema UoOr dem
eıne herausragende ökumenische Internationalen Rat des ‘Weltbundes für dıe
Persönlichkeit ach dem Krieg In dıesem kirchliche Förderung ınternationaler
Artıkel wırd eınes seıner Lieblingsthemen Freundschaft, eıiıner ökumenıschen
dargestellt, nämlıch das Verhältnis UON Kırche, Organisatıion, dıe seıt 1914 darum bemüht Wr,

x  > M FuroJIh



Church, Nation and 5 according Bishop Fivind TOOTaV a

dıe Kluft zwischen den Natıonen Führung während des norwegischen
überwinden. Kirchenkampfes.

Obwohl erggrau den ökumenischen Berggravus Friedensıinitiative gründete ın
harakter der Kırche etonte, unterstrich Prıinzıp der Völkerverständigung un der
uch dıe Tatsache, daß sSıe eınen wichtigen Versöhnung. Ihm Wwar klar, daß eıne
nationalen Aspekt habe In seıner Ansprache Friedensinitiative beıide Parteıen gleich
krıtısıerte Iso diejenıigen, dıe nur UON der behandeln muß Wechselseitigkeit und

Unparteilichkeit sınd seıner Meınung ach dıesupranationalen Kırche sprachen, ohne eınen
natıiıonalen harakter anzuerkennen. Im notwendıgen Grundlagen für eıne
Gegensatz dıiesem abstrakten Begriff UOnN Friedensmissıon. Seine eıgene Inıtiatıve ın
Kırche unterstrich dıe Folgen der dıeser Hinsıcht zeıgte, selber bemüht
Inkarnatıon. ott will, daß iıch Lın Demult un War, ach dıiesem Grundsatz handeln.
Bescheidenheit meıne Solidarıtäat mıt der Der norwegische Kirchenkampf haltte zwel
tatsächlichen Sıtuatıon meınes Landes zeıge, Hauptaspekte. Erstens bezog dıe Kırche
behauptete Berggrav. Stellung Ungerechtigkeıit un

Dennoch unterstrich Berggrav, nıcht Diskrıminierung, un zweıtens kämpfte sS1ıe
iıhre eıgene Freiheit UOnN dem totalıtären Staatmißverstanden werden, daß dıe Nationalıtäat

sıch nıchts (jöttliches sel, sondern eın sehr Durch dıe Verteidigung der Gerechtigkeit und
menschlicher Faktor, den ott als Werkzeug der Freiheit des (7eWLSSENS SOWwLeE dıe
gebraucht. aml hrıtısıerte ımplizıt den Verurteilung UON Ungerechtigkeit Un Gewalt
deutschen Nationalısmus mıt der Behauptung, wollte Bischof Berggrauv Kırche und olk ın
dıe atıon hönne nıe als ıel verstanden eıner gemeınsamen Front dıe
werden. Dıie Herrschaft Chrıstı sel der Nazıherrschaft vereinıgen. Berggravs
Grundsatz, der den Unterschied zwischen Gedanken ber Kırche, atıon un Staat
eiınem gesunden Respekt UOr der Natıon un spiegeln eıne tief empfundene Besorgnıis dıe
eınem pervertiıerten Nationalısmus offenbare. Verantwortung der Kırche Lın politischen un

In den darauffolgenden Jahren wurde nationalen Angelegenheiten wıder. Dennoch
Berggravus Vorstellung UOnN Kırche, Natıon un SeLiz: erggrauv Kirche un atıon gZenauUSO0
Staat mehrere Male un 2anz besonders wen1ıg gleich W1Le Kırche un Staat Berggrauvus

Hauptanlıegen war weder der Nationalstaatwährend des 2.Weltkrieges auf den Prüfstand
gestellt. In dıiesem Artıkel werden zweLl och dıe Kırche als Instıtution, sondern dıe
besondere Fälle dargestellt; Berggravus Herrschaft (jottes
Friedensinitiative UON In seıne

6 The Church-——nationalChristianıty which 15 not national
becomes InNneTe relıgıon but not real ‘supra-national’”?

Christianıity.’ hıs somewhat provocatıve
thesıs W as put orward Dy the Norwegıan erggrav DaVC hıs address In 1938 at
Bishop Eivind Berggrav (1884-1959) ın meeting of the International Council of
address LO international Church eaders qaf ‘World Jlance for Promoting Internationalecumenical meeting 1n OrWAay, ugus Friendship through the Churches’, ECU-

On several 0OCCaAs]ıons Bishop Berggrav, menical organizatıon which had een
involved 1n efforts to bridge 9apDs between

who 1S ell known leader of the natıons SINCEe 1914Norwegıan ‘Kirchenkampf’ agaınst nazısm
during the second World War anı In 1938 the organızatıon held ıts first
ecumenıical leader er the WAaär, elaborated international meeting 1ın Norway More

than 100 church eaders from different COUI-the relationshıp both between sState an
Church an between natıon an Church.?* trıes attended the conference, and Eivind
Ome of the most ımportant examples of thıs Berggrav Was OIM  > of the leading partıcıpants.
reflection ll be presented 1n the following. In hıs address he discussed vVer y urgent
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theme “CThe natıonal an supra-national meeting httle country 1ıke Norway couldCharacter of the Church of Christ’.®*
hiıs subject had een ımportant to

not be accused of havıng imperlalistic
ambitions, Nnor Was ıt dominated byBerggrav for Man y at least sSince the treme nationalistiec ideology.Lirst World War.* During the War Berggrav Still, Berggrav felt it. NECESSATY LO avoıldhad een acquaınted ıth very influential mısunderstanding. In his second thesis hechurch leader, the Swedish Archbishop maıntaıiıned that nationality 1n ıtself 1sNathan Söderblom. Berggrav Was ON!| of the nothing divine, but ve human elementpartıcıpants In church conference ıIn which 15 sed by God instrument.Uppsala In 1917 for the neutral countries.> Implicitly he therefore erıitic1zed GermanSöderblom Was the leading personalıty at natıonalısm, by sayıng that the natıonal,the conference, an In the following instrument, ca  - be regarded theBerggrav established close friendship wıth goal W herever natıonalıty 18 made valuethe Swedish church leader. After Söderblom’s 1ın S OW right, ıt o0es aAWAaVY ıth God’death In 1931 Berggrav Was often og- On the other hand, when the natıon 1S notnızed his "SUCCeSSOr’, an the phrase perverted by nationalistic ideology, but‘Söderblom complex’ has even een sed to perceived limited of (0d’s actıvıtyexplain Berggrav’s dependence upon the

famous Archbishop.®
In the world, ıt 1sS possible LO sSee the CONM-
nection between hrist and natıon, BerggravBerggrav’s ecumenıca|l involvement STa: claimed, arguıng that the fact that Christprotest agaınst sıtuation where W as Jew belongs directly LO the Gospel:Christians ıIn different natıons Were ar- He eVve raısed Himself above Hiıs natıon. Itated an lost ontact because of polıitical

confhets The paın he felt Dy observing 'supranational’ of Hımself. He Was not
1S ımpossible LO 1n. of Him usıng the word

how personal|l frıendships could be destroyed
result of polıtical divisions, affected him essential extract sublimation of the best

things In humanity. But hat he WaSs, sald, didvVerYy strongly, an SINCEe then he always and lived ın His truly human existence Cameunderlined the responsibility for creatiıng to such extent out of eterniıty that eternalatmosphere of an reconcıliation ıfe W as kindled Dy ıt ın InNne  3between natıons ell between churches. The Same perspective from theo-The Church proclaims IMNESSage which 1S
strong enough to bridge the gap between logical reflection upon the Holy Spirit. The
enemiles an to replace hatred ıth under- Spirit reated Esperanto, Berggrav sald,
standing an love, he sald. 'every natıonalıty heard the Lord 1n ıts OW

speech)‘. Human limitation an varıatıonAlthough Berggrav thus stressed the ECU-
enıcal charaecter of the Church, he 1s not LO be viewed purely negatıve
denied that the Church has Iso import- phenomenon, but opportunıty for
ant natıonal aspect. In his address In to show the rıchness an completeness of his
August 1938 he strongly emphasized this,
crıticlzıng those wh would only talk about The natıons present the riches of (G0d to atthe 'supranational’ Church without natıonal the sSame tıme they set human sinfulnesslımitations. Agaiınst this abstract notıon he clearly before OUur CYES. The miracle of 15
underlined the CONSCQUENCES of incarnation: that He creates disciples anı wıtnesses for

himself through this nature The natıons andThis national element in Christianity 1s ase: the natıonal Churches form orchestra of the
uponNn the Incarnation: God Sses the form of manı10 ıfe of humanity wıth 0)61 an! thehuman liımitation In order to COMe close to SsSame key and maın theme eternity and the
INe  3 He cannot use ultra-spirituality. He o0es lordship of Christ
not want an y supra-nationality; He wants
LO Show solidarity wıth the actual sıtuation The Lordship of Christ 1s then the principlewhich reveals the difference between aof natıon ın all humility.

sound respect for the natıon an pervertedIt W as easler for Bıshop Berggrav to SaVy this natıonalism. When Christ 1S Lord, ıt ollowsthan ıt WOUuU ave een for the German from this that neıther the ChurchBriıtish church eaders wh attende: the institution, nNnor the natıon, Ca  - be goal
42 S FuroJTh
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the focus of devotion, Berggrav Says the politicıans refused to play actıve part,
Where the natıon desires to be the lord, he claımed that the Church had to play

‘political’ role.Christ 15 betrayed. Therefore, opposıtions to
the natıon will arıse, because the natıon 15 Berggrav’s maın polıtical concept WAas that
imiıted an belongs LO the flesh But this of ‘reconcıliation.. In hıs pamphlet Nordens
problem 1sS not to be by of ınnsats (The task of the Nordic countrıies),
supra-nationalıty: which he wrote 1ın the autumn 1939 shortly

On the contrary: supra-national traın of after the outbreak of the WAar, he deseribes
thought 15 1g from the S1INS of OW: the task of the ‘“Concihator’. He must Lr y LO

create g0o0d atmosphere, backgroundnatıion, Just unduly spirıtual traın of
for the meeting between the LWO strugglingthought 1s 1g from OW: fleshly nature.

The Church 1s the body of Christ, partıes. hıs meeting must be characterized
by rec1procıty an confidence.®

of incarnation, according to Berggrav 'hıs Berggrav’s inıtlatıve W as ounded1.a that ıt 15 ‘called to live close LO the
heart of the natıon, to speak ıts speech, to the principle of understanding and 105

identify itself ıth ıts limitations’. hat ciıllatiıon between natıons. It seemed quıte
clear tOo hiım that m1ss1ıon hadwhich binds all Christians together 1sS not to Tea the LWO partıes ıIn similar WaYabstract supra-nationality, but the eternal Reciprocıity an indiserıiımination AIl’e NECESS-redemptive aCct of TY1S an sonship of (10d

through Hım ar+Yy presupposıtions for successful
mI1SS10N, he thought. Hıs OWIN inıtiatıve shows
that he himself tried to follow this funda-

The Church and confhets between mental princıiple.
nations—Berggrav’s inıtiatıves One of the immediate results of Berggrav  2  S

inıtlatıve Was Nordic Church conference 1n
slo 29 November 1939, ıth ou

partıcıpants from Finland, Sweden,In the following erggrav's Concept
of Church, natıon and StLate Was tested SV - Denmark an OrWay hıs conference W as

eral tımes, especlally durıng the second summed 1n TEee dıfferent resolutions,
World War Here Lwo ıimportant ll signed Dy erggraV, Eidem, the Danish

bishop Fuglsang-Damgaard an thebe presented, Berggrav’s inıtiatıve
k> an his leadershıip duriıng the Finnish professor uln 'The 1rs resolu-
Norwegıan Church struggle. tıon Was ‘X call LO the Christians of Denmark,

Already ın September 1939 erggrav Finland, Norway and Sweden), where the
Christian duty LO work for an {1-started to out inıtiatıve wıth
cılatiıon Was underlined.? T'he conferencethe ambıiıtious a1ım of creatıng lımate for

negotlatıons which could put en! LO the Iso sent ‘A Greeting LO the hristilans 1ın the
war.‘ In the 1Irs weeks er the War broke warrıng countries’. Here the task of working
out, his inıtiatıve primarily aimed al estab- for constructive 9 based

the Christian princıples of truth, Justice andlıshing contacts wıth leading circles wıthın
brotherhood’ Was stressed.1%0 Thirdly, thethe Nordic countriıes. In thıs per10d he gaVve

IMNManYy addresses 1ın Norway, Denmark an conference decided to invıte representatıves
Sweden, stressing the historical role of the of Christians 1n bellıgeren countrıes to
Nordic countries mediators between the meetings—separately al first—with COIr TeS-

warrıng sides. Besides, he wrote letter LO ponding representatıves of the Oorthern
hıs Tee episcopal colleagues iın the other countrıes.
Nordic capıtals, suggesting Joın Church Berggrav’s er1ıtics ave often claımed that

he Was motivated by certaın pro-Germaninıtlatıve for An importan part of hıs
plan Was to influence the leading Nordic In the after Versailles
political eaders and the Scandınavılan kıngs, Berggrav had indeed shown strong SYIMN-
especlally the Norwegıan Kıng Haakon. pathy for the (German people an had

erggrav’s ideal Was ‘posıtıve' neutralıty desecribed the Versaıilles Treaty unjust.
and actıve politics. When he Sa that Through hiıs requent visıts 1n Germany he
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had Iso established close friendships ıth bishop Hanns Lihe, characterize Bishop
Man Yy ermans. Berggrav  S leadership during the NorwegianTherefore it Was not surprising that Church’s struggle agaıinst nazısm ıIn the
Berggrav could be regarded pro-German. second World War Throughout the world
On the other hand, he had 1Iso close friends Berggrav became symbol ın these of
ın Britain. Berggrav himself has claimed Christian resistance LO Nazı Oppress1ion. He
that his attıtude Was neither pro-German Was not. Norwegian figure only, but
NOr pro-British but ‘pro-human)’.}} With
these words he reveals the maın TeEASoN for

world figure an true ecumenıical leader.
In order to understan the Norwegianhis inıtatıve, the fear of total Wa  E For Church’’s struggle during the War 0)01 has LO

Berggrav total wWar would be INOTe Ser10us ear In miınd that the Norwegian Church
threat than the Hitler regime.!?

There 1S Iso another aspect of Berggrav’s
WAas, and still 18, typıcal natıonal Church
and 1 State Church, which In temporalthought which his erıtics could interpret matters 18 subject LO the Parliament and the

pro-German. In the thirties he had een Kıing, who exXerclises his through the
influenced by the Oxford ‘Group’-movement, Ministry of Church an Education. In the

result of which he began to speak about forties, nearly per cent of the populationreconcıiliation’ between natıons 1n WaY belonged to the Kvangelical Lutheran Statethat could be mı1ixed ıth pro-German Church.
attıtude.!® Berggrav’s political attıtude W as
rather prıvatızed, anı this prevented hım During the first months fter the German

lInvasıon of Norway, Aprıil, 1940, thefrom makıng realistic analysis of the ideo- Norwegian people, ell the Church,logıical differences between democracy an WAas shocked and confused. The Germandictatorship. Perhaps the weakest poın 1n
Berggrav’s inıtlatıve WAas his aıilure to OCCupyıng W promised the Church
recognıze thıs difference. Hıis prıvatized religi0us freedom, an until Septemberthe Church Was eft IN In theseattıtude to poliıtics prevented hım from months the Church carrıed out. a policy ofhavıng realistic 1e W of the sıtuation. cautious collaboration ıth the ermansStill ONe has LO admıit Berggrav’s
inıtlatives at the beginning of the second the basis of the Geneva Convention. But

1n September, through COUD of Reichs-World War represent huge mental an kommissar Terboven, Norway’s free anintellectual effort In his attempts to üOpcCnh
Nne poss1bilities for peacefu solution democratic constitution W as destroyed, an
Berggrav felt deep personal responsI1bility ıt became obvious that the ermans did not
LO Lry all possible What he earned intend LO respect elementary human rıghts.The Kıing an the Government Were dis-1n these months Iso became useful when m1ssed, the polıtical partıes dissolved, anthe Norwegian Church struggle started
during the German occupation.!* 'The Vıdkun Quisling’s political pParty, Nasjonal
perlences which WerTe WON during his Samlıng (National Union), Was declared by
mi1ıssıon Iso made it easler for him to find the ermans LO be the only legal, 'govern-mental’ party Wıth the ald of the Norwegianrealistic solutions ecumenical leader
1ın the post-war per10d natıonal soclalists the OCCupyıng T1€!

LO incorporate Norway 1ın to the German
Nazi system

Church, natıon and statfe In the It WAas ıimmediately clear LO the Church
Norweglan ‘Kırchenkampf that the sıtuation Was dangerous and that

precautions had LO be taken In October
Eivind Berggrav 18 ONe of the few truly great 1940 general mobilization of the entirefigures of recent church history. He WAas ve
prudent and vVery COUTageOQOUS, Christian with Norwegian Christian people W as brought

deep and sımple al and at the sSame tıme
ou by the foundation of oın Christian

INa  — of great immediacy who COU. effort- Councıil of the Norwegılan Church (Kristent
Samrad) during meeting 1n slo It Waslessly CoOMmMe close LO people.* manıfestation of Christian unıty at mostThese words, wrıtten by the famous German rıtical tıme for Church and people. The council
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embraced the greater part of the Christian The Germans had said to the Church ‘Do
Church 1ın Norway, with such Inmnen Berggrav, not attempt to discuss law ın general, the

law of natıons The Church should keep towho had een appoınted Bishop of slo three
earlier, the conservatıve Professor Ole the spel’, lıne of argumen 1C. WAas not

Hallesby at the TEeE Faculty of Theology, and altogether wıithout from ecclesiastical

Ludvig Hope, outstandiıng leader of the circles: ‘So long they do not hinder from
preaching the Word of God, the Church 18 notradical laymen’s movement. For endangered’. That 1C. decided us Was thewho NEW of the deep-running division 1n experlence of lawless socıiety—something 1C

Norwegılan Christianity, this W as remark- had Ve even entered OUr imagination—and
able experlence. Bishop Berggrav 1Iso built WerTrTe enlightened by the Word of God and

network of contacts ıth the small free by the confession of OUur Church, that 1g
churches 1n Norway, including the Roman and Justice belong LO OW. order ın the
Catholic Church. He created ecumenical WOT. Our utheran confession ın ıts artıicle

thrice repeats the words that all authorityclimate and strengthened the hristian be de Jure—an authority of Justice andChurch unıversal body 1g How often ave not felt. anOne principle dominated Berggrav’s CONMN- that OUr utheran confession contained oOseSCIOUS program leader of the Norwegıan
Church: The Church must be united and clear, strong words! In this WaY (God

awoke Hıs Church We Came to SEeEe that 1g
strong. All uUuNNeCESSaTrYy disagreements and and Justice ave INOTe than merely human
all hidden SUSPICIONS ought to be avoılded. value. Justice belongs to (0d In eptember,
ıthın the Councıl, all Ne  S problems relat- 1940, nNnclude ın OUr church prayer the

words ofJesus about those who Are persecuteding o the German occupatıon WeTe discussed,
and it Was ere that all important decisions for righteousness’ sake V. 10) Persecu-
Were made. Berggrav emerged leader of tıon for righteousness’ sake Was hat
both thiıs STOUD and the college of bishops. In experienced OUT people And then the

Christian consclence WAas set fire.16the Norweglan CONSCIOUSNESS and 1n the
of the free world, Berggrav became the SYIMM- In the urgent sıtuatiıon during the OCCUDA-
bol of the Norweglan Church’’s opposıtıon to tıon, it. became vıdent for Berggrav that
the Nazı occupatıon. close ontact between the Norweglan Church

The Norweglan Church struggle had LWwO an the Norwegılan people Was
maın aspects ırst, the Church stood to establish broad COININON ToON agaınst

agaınst in)ustice an discrimıination;: the unjust StLate Hıs strategy includes
secondly, ıt fought for iıts OW. Teedom from flection upon the character of the Church

totalıtarıan sState The strategy of Bıshop natıiıonal Church, e Church of the people.
Berggrav Was to unıte Church and people 1n Hıs ideal W as Church which W as involved

COININON TON agaınst the Nazı regıme, by 1n the daily ıfe of people an took part 1n
defending Justice and consclence, an by the sufferings and the JOYyS of the natıon.
condemning injustice and violence. er the Some of Berggrav  S speeches from these Vears
Wär, Berggrav 1mse deser1ibed thiıs strategy WerTe filled ıth national enthusiasm which
In the following WaYy Ca only be rightly understood 1ın the ontext

In the eginning ıt. WAas for declare of the (G(erman occupatıon of SmMa Country:
WAÄäar, Nazısm EV! showed an Yy hostility Norway— as ıt lives ın mind-——that 18
towards the Church Christilanıty. On the hat ATre called LO realıze. 'T’hıs country ll
contrary, the quislings proclaimed ‘protection also be OUr ren's country In tımes to COINE
of the fundamental values of Christlanity”. Norway’s amnle be the candle where

It WAas clear that the Church WOU. not puts his light.*‘
Join attle—more precısely that it. WOU. not
be able to muster all ıts forces, rank and file, In December, 1940, all the members of the
ın eifecCLua. combat, Christian ground, Supreme ourt of Norway la1id OWN elr

ofhfice. This Was protest agaınst the violatiıonunless essentiıal Christianity WerTIe ın evident
danger. ıthin the Church there WAas also of international law and the rights of OrWway
fear est should be involved iın political At meeting wıth the bishops of
struggle. What made the sıtuation clear WAas a Norway, the Chief Justice sald: ‘Hence-
quıte unexpected 1SsSue@e: ‚Justice. orward ıt. 185 the Church that must represent
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the law Thus, the bıshops Pastoral Letter fundamental thıcal relatiıonshıp which per-
of January/February, 1941, concerned sısts inviolable an sacred for all homes!'. ‘He
matters of Justice anı human rights. hıs who seeks to force the child out of the tıes of
letter Came liıberating word to the parental responsibility an! LO break the
Norwegıan people, for ere were church divıne rıg of the home, immediately
eaders speakıng out boldly agaınst the V1IO- 1mposes the most extreme straın the
atıons of Justice which had en place The parents’ consclence’, the bishops sald, an
bıshops discussed the question of the legit- maıntaıined:
1IMacCy of the state, claımıng that the Lutheran
confession Pr  CS that the STLALe 15 As the guardıans of the Church recognıze

ıt, OUTr duty to Stress this plaınly andJust state, which maıntaıins law an! ustiıce ambiguously ıth reference to the task yYouThey Iso underlined the Church’’s respons!1- ave een gıven of helping LO Ya law
bılıty to speak out agaınst injustice: intended LO permıiıt the forced mobilization of

hıldren from the age of nıne ten upwards,When the authorities permıiıt acts of violence
and injustice, and exer OUr souls, and eır subjection to influences 1C. 1N-
then the Church becomes the eiender of the numerable parents must regard intolerable
people’s consclence. Despite all ıts human In relation to the obligations aıd upDOoN\Nn them

Dy their conscience.!*shortcomings the Church has een gıven
authority LO spread Hıs law and Sspe. On February, 1942, the bishops declared
all peoples. 'T’he Church Ca  —_ therefore be that the time had COINE LO ‘cease administra-
sılenced. W henever commandments Aare tıve co-operatıon wıth State which practisesset asıde by SIN the Church stands immovable
an cCannot be directed Dy an y authority of the violence agaınst the Church‘. They addressed
State etters of resignatıon to the authorities, lay-

ng OoOWnNn their admıiınistrative offices
Durıng 1941 there Were several controversıes bishops although maıntaınıng the right to
between the bıshops and the authorities In exercise the ‘spirıtal vocatıon' gıven them by
the SUMmMmMmMer of 1941 the Nazıs auncne: ordination al the Lord’s altar
eır so-called ‘“Crusade agaınst Bolshevism)’, oth the uUurc and the Norwegılan people
hopıng that the Church would ]Jo1n the supported the bishops. On Sunday, 29 March,
campaıgn agaınst ‘godless’ Communism. declaration W Aas read In practically al
They WerTe however disappointed, because churches 1ın Norway, sayıng that the m1n1s-
erggrav behalf of the bıshops refused LO ters were only prepare LO continue 1n office
gıve their SUPDOFT. Day er day the most ıf the 1e W of the Church regardıng the
insulting attacks WerTI’e made Berggrav 1n education of the you an er matters
the quisling D  9 but he remaıned 1rm Was respected.
agaınst all On Easter Sunday, pPr1l, the Church

In February, 1942, the conflict between
the Church and the Nazı STLALEe became still

broke completely ıth the sStTAate urıng the
Servıice that day the document Kırkens Grunn

INOTe apparent. At the SsSame tıme, ecrıs1ıs of “The Foundatıon of the Church: Con-
far reaching dimens1ıions had arısen 1n fession an Declaration’) WAas read .?0 hıs
the schools. On February the Quisling document Was produced by the T1ıstlan
‘Natıona (0vernment’ decreed that all Joint Counscil, though drafted principally Dyteachers must become members of the Nazı Braggrav. It Was stated that the present“Teachers’ Front), an another decree estab- sıtuatiıon had forced the clergy to presentlished compulsory membership of the elr confession ou the foundations of the
National Unıity’s (Nazı) ou Movement Church.
for a ]] children between the ages of ten and hıs Was one 1ın S1X paragraphs. irst,eighteen. These WerTe met by DTrO- the document testifies that the Holy Scrip-ests from the Norweglan teachers, and the ture 1s the only basıs an gulde for Christian
bıshops strongly supported them 1n sharp lıfe and Christian teaching, that (G0d’s Word
letter to the authorities, claiming that the must be free an that the servants of the
fundamental relationship between parents Church cannot recelve directions from
an chıldren 18 ‘sacred instıtution), outside to how 0d’s Word should be
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interpreted 1n gıven sıtuatıon. The OCU- ent the State from comıng under demonic
ment Iso declares that the ordination of control.
miıniıster 1sS essentlally lıfe-callıng. In hıs book Iso contaıns eritical examın-
third paragraph it. 1s sald that, because of ıts atıon of the dualistiec tendency 1ın Lutheran
sacred unıty true Evangelical Church, confessional theology concerning the
the Church has to OPPDOSE an Yy coercion of called “* wo Kingdoms/’, the spırıtua and
consclence. the secular. Berggrav underlines the 1N-

The last three paragraphs take the form dependence of the Church OVer agaınst
of declaration. The fourth paragrap SayYS totalıtarıan StLAatie an the right to remiınd
that, according to the Constitution, the the StTaie that ıt Iso stands under the rule
Christian upbringing of the child 185 matter of (+0d The jJust STLAatLe Ccts ıIn accordance
of CONCeTrN for the whole Church together ıth law an Justice. When the state rules
ıth the Christian school an the Christian wıthout law becomes unjust, the Christian
ome In the paragraph ıt. 15 saıd that has not only the right, but Iso the duty LO
the urc has distinguish clearly between disobey, Berggrav sald. hıs “condiıtional’
the worldly State an the spirıtual Church. understanding of the StTate 15 ımportant
It 1s5 S1INn agalinst ıf the State begins to theological ONLr1DULLIO to the international
tyrannıze OVer the soul an trıes LO dictate ebate political ethics.
hat people should believe, 1ın an DeTr-
celve. In the ast paragrap. ıt 15 maıntained Church, nation and state—under
that despite the fact that the Norweglan sovereignty
Church 1S allıed wiıth the state, it 1S,
Church of Jesus Christ, independent and Berggrav’s reflections uDOoN Church, natıon
spirıtually free 1n all sacred affaırs an State CXDTECSS deep COMNCEeTN for the

Almost 1070 Norweglan pastors, 93% of the Church’s responsibility 1n polıtical an
clergy, followed the bishops an resigned national affaırs. Still, ıt. should be -
from office. The authorities SOOM imprisoned phasızed that Berggrav 1ın WaYy identifies
Bıshop Berggrav an other church leaders, Church and natıon, Just httlie he identi-
but because of the strong posıtıon which the 1es Church an StTAate ough, al through
Church had the Norwegıan people, the WAar, he underlined the COMMNMON task of
the Nazıi authorities had LO avold stronger the Church an the people 1n the struggle

agaınst the Church agaıinst the Nazı state, he still] NEeW that
ere 1s ımportant distinction betweener short spell 1ın priıson, Berggrav WAas

interned ıIn his OW cottage In Asker, outside Church an! natıon. The struggle of the
Oslo, guarded Dy the Norweglan State Police Church starts 1ın the Gospel, 1n the centre of
His captıvıty lasted for three Hıs the Christian al but it takes place 1n the
circumstances Were admittedly totally dıf- ıfe of the people, the place where the

violations of (0d’s sacred law Are manıfestedferent from those wh Were 1ın prison
concentratıon He enjoyed consıder- concretely through injustice, brutalıty and
able INeasure of communıcatıon wıth the diserimination.
outsıde WOoOr. by of secret After the WAärL, 1V1N! Berggrav wrote

article “The ask of the Church 1ın theand the visıts of colleagues. Yet this Was
1e of International Affairs’ 22 Here heper10 of diıfficulty an extreme stress.

Berggrav, however, sed this tiıme of 1M- spoke about the ‘prophetic’ task of the Church,
prisonment ell In the three he wrote callıng for world-wide responsI1bilıty based

solıdarıty ıth humanıty In generalbooks One of his most ımportan
books, Man an State, bears the stamp of which extends tOo political an international
being wrıtten during the occupation.*} It matters erggrav’'s maın COIlCeTrN Was not.
1s characterized by COMNCETN ou the the national state, 1910)8 the Church

instıtution, but the sovereignty oftendency owards sStTate regulation of all lıfe,
not only 1n dictatorship, but Iso ın the Confronted Dy sıtuatiıon ike today’s—mendemoecratic StTLate Berggrav aserts that only bewildered to how far (+0d has 111 and

of the sacredness of Justice Ca  - DIe- place ın human history, increasingly inclined
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to CONCelve of socıety ın erms of biology and Andrae (ed.), Nathan Söderblom, Berlin, 1957,
technology rule! by na facts and na. 2339286
forces—the Churchi’’s duty must be LO tell the See Gunnar Heiene, ıschof erggravs
natıons of (God’s sovereignty ın all human Friedensinitiativen Anfang des zweıten
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