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The Christian State
Roland Boer

The politically perfected, modern state that knows no religious privileges is also the
fully developed Christian state
Marx and Engels 1845: 111

¢ secular state is the full realization of the Christian state—so argued Marx in
response to intense debates at the time concerning “the state.” To understand this
argument more clearly, we need to ask, what was the “Christian state”? One may casta
wide net and examine the Christian state from Constantine to Samoa, or one may
focus on the reality of post-Napoleonic Europe, especially the Prussian situation, where
he Christian state was deployed as a bulwark against the ostensibly corrosive effects af
iberal modernity. I focus on the latter, since it was the primary political context in
which Marx and Engels began to develop their thought. In the following, I'begin with
some questions of definition, before dnljngwlth the European Christian state as a

fviarx's forceful argument concerning the "Chnstian state.” Throughout, we need to
keep in mind the sheer anomaly of the European situation in relation to global history,
an anomaly that perpetually threatens to universalize from a specific context (Diakonoff
1999: 3),

On Definition

1 begin with some observations on definitions of “the state.”' The modern tradition® is
usually assumed to have begun with Weber's influential definition, “the state is the form
of human community (Gemeinschaft] that (successtull ) lays claim to the monopoly of
tgmmm physical violence [Gewalf] within a particula - territory” (Weber 2004: 33).

definition is a universal one, By contrast, Weber stresses that .“ i “ﬂ"ﬂ;ﬁ:u'f‘t
present”; that it applies toa uomdlﬁ':hummlhemﬂ modern state.

particularity applies to the definitions that aﬂvmﬂ tot
cmplation to universalize (Poggl 1978:
2014: 4, 7; Corrigan and Sayer Iﬂﬁim“hm“"
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Now we face the second problem. Weber is actually dependent o
(ht o § - i o .
influential definition by Friedrich Engels. In The Origin of the Pﬂmrb-. :
268-72), Engels makes the following points:

1. The state arises from a society riven with "il‘:‘-‘fonfi]able opposita's,"'ﬁ
“classes wath conflicting economiic interests.
2. S0 that society does not tear itself to pieces, a power (Gewalt) is neces
“alleviate the conflict and keep it within the bounds of ‘order’”
3. Power “alienates itself more and more” from society, so that the appz
as the organs of a society, "above society.”
4. The state becomes a “means” or an “organization of the
protection against the non -possessing class, ™
+ The state divides its subjects “according to territory,’
6. It“establishes a public power [Gewalt],” se
comprised “not merely of armed men b
institutions of coercion of all kinds,
- In order to “maintain this public power,
necessary—taxes,”

"not tribe or gens.
parate from the population z _
ut also of material adjuncts, prisc

contributions from the citizen
With the advent of fu]] communism, the state will “wither away.”

Clearly, here we find some of the
neglects to' mention Engels and
recap, for Weber the key ite

terms of Weber’s definition, although he curi
dispenses with the obviously materialist par|

ms are Gewall (power, force and violence), territy
self-justifying apparatus, which Weber interprets as “legitimacy,” or the aliey |

alienating bureaucratic apparatus with its rational-legal ¢laims;
For the purpose of analyzing the Christian state, I am intere
multifaceted definition may be recast in light of subse
the state. These debates have worked with three distinctions, two of them obvi
dialectical: dependency-agmcy; objeclive-subjccti\fe; Power-apparatus. In terms of tf
first opposition (where we find points 1-3 of Engels’s definition), the argument t
on whether the state is dependent on and determined by the social dynamics of cla:
struggle, or whether the state is in some way sep.

arated from society as an alien bod
As soon as it becomes alienated, the state may become a collective agent in its
right, influencing society in distinct ways. Engelss definition pr

ovides a narra
structure, with initjal dependency leading to alienation and (implicit) agency by
state. The risk with such a narrative is that we lose the dialectical rulatiumhip between
the two dimensions. Related, but distinct, is the second opposition, between objective
and subjective factors. This tension appears in Engelss ambivalence concerning the
notion of the state as an “organization of the Possessing class” or as an “instrument”
{point 4). The reason for describing this opposition as one between objective and
subjective factors is as follows, On the objective side, the state is Stamped and shaped
by the objective realities of class, so much so that one may speak of a feuda], absolutist,
Christian, or indeed bourgeois state, The subjective side appears with the stiggestion
that the state is a neutral instrument, which may be wielded by the subjectiye intention
of one or another class against its opponent, If so, it entails an implicit awareness of the

W

sted in the way E il
quent Marxist debates concer

The Christian State 109

Jogical role of the state, for the class in question must have a reasonably
4 ideol®

yciol <ness of what it wishes to achieve with this “instrument * Finally, the
crut clousHLss

. cons!

A
(-appare

wus distinction appears in. Eﬂ;l;‘;" deliberations mmﬂ: crucial z:
poWeTEL L the meanings of power, force violence. . mgﬁm*' +th : abstracy e
1_-__".,4“‘ \\'llh. ratus 0 work, so Ensdﬂ m 1 mﬂ‘d ]dw .
: o rcion,” as well as the specification of 3W7md ﬁlcdmndﬁc
e l:;_[ ;(_)‘;}‘ The question remains as to whether Gewalt is distinct or whether
t.t.\'t‘;:an ifested only th:’:tﬁ: I::ﬁ:‘ip:]:?:ms:fot two lines of me&i
it I’_i hese Fcre ;iZT;;sWeber and the‘ other through lﬂlinmdlj:::mm
e running ! ested here in the implications forzm-:of !guiﬁhn. A
gut | am mmrop"“ that such a state may be de e .mamk e
pis it Ps both distinct class actors seeking o agenda, pasl (Wa ermined
i e o e R
by SPC - tension with its dependencyon ower (Gewalt) isactually found in:the
e ingaih power and sppaatu e pover (Genal) s culy fundnhe
one may (as Engels already saw). Wh!! her if mbem,
1;1:1::::: fn the transition to capitalism remains to be seen.
the

Holding Back the Tide?

- hristian state in Europe, which should be “”"m‘“"m

My specific focus is the C e uchodcbated aedilates ) ._!' ed mh; m, “m‘:s
of the longer history of t e much- mmm“m mm ]
century Ch risli‘;t?} s‘:l:h‘:::d?o?g:fﬂim;;’ well “mwm

1 ac. = ) e called an es! ,.ﬂmm-
L e ity begoning i vt bl n et
whether family cliques, arislocrftlc (SCIB?:«- the e’_Mﬁ!M'n'“’tm
cotporate elites and so on, while “absolutis R.mmuthmeithﬁfm‘ﬁ‘ finda. m’:‘:
as much power as possible; in the mtfnal'f-'h_-- S il Europe tending ©
between both forms, with the various state ‘m_ R century mm
somewhere along the continuum. From the mm_e:ntlj__ solutist states mm
Spain, Sweden, Denmark, Prussia and--Rll_::::m‘lW-‘d’__ . mmmm
degrees, while England, and especially the N .km ud"l '__‘Emli absolutism, including:
albeit not without efforts at absolutism, Many factors

. u-nmgﬁg_mﬁn'_g-.dlﬁwﬂ
socio-economic developments; P‘?mlcal compmm?&wwﬁ%wd;
the monarch, the aristocracy and the bourgeoisk mwwﬁmdhm 7
court; the threat and prosecution of Wﬂﬂaﬂdth‘omhl stress a particular W‘m
theology and the classical tradition, At "Eﬂa' po ﬁl‘ti:m"ﬂ- 00 Fﬂmm '
absolutism before turning to its specific “hgiw M states often ac L*
Browth of capitalist social and economic :elamtlﬂ_ state is perhaps the most Sig

fostered them in a mercantilist form. The Pmdri ch 11 (17121 ) and M Fad
xample (Mulholland 2012: 51-2), with Friedrict : .

Friedrich Wilhelm 11 (1744-1797) encouraging igr

.
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agriculture (drainage, land settlement and transpm‘f)‘ and foster.tn_g na
5}t;il\ping and mining. The strong state of absolutism was one path |
sriity in Europe.” .
mn;i;‘:.11:‘11?“‘:]‘0;;!"‘“_' not theo-political structures of tlu,: ablsolutist state,
, , which was both a territorial and a
respects modeled on the papacy, : Rl
by God's “representative” on earth. With 1_he recovery of Roman la
plqpﬁg- of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries {Befman 1983; see a]ao,
and the claim—first made by Innocent I11 (pope from 1198 to 1216).;..
of Christ” rather than the lowly “Vicar of St Peter,” the papal revolution
the later claims of absolute monarchs. As Jean Bodin had already put it
manarch is the “image of God" and thereby “responsible before God!|
devant Dieu],” albeit with the caveat that he is always subject to the law
which are of God, and cannot dispossess others, that is, aristocrats, of
(Bodin 1576 [1993]: 87, 218, 219)."° Or as Friedrich Wilhelm I (1688~}
architect of the Prussian absolutist state, opined, “I must be served with
with house and wealth, with honour and conscience, everything must be
except eternal salvation—that belongs to God, but all else is mine” (And
226-7). Ultimately, deriving from Romans 13:1, it was assumed that the
would rule under the fear of God and his subjects in fear of him (Pett
75-6)." Different theological traditions found enough ammunition to support
absolutist rulers (Wilson 2000: 47-9). Thus, France and Austria may have bees

Cathalic; Russia, Orthodox; and Denmark and Sweden, Lutheran, but t
states were divided between the three main Western European forms,
Hohenzollerns in Prussia mostly Calvinist,?

Absolute states may have adapted in many ways to changing circumstan
centuries, but the last serious adaptation was to claim, explicitly, the status o _h
state”™ in the nineteenth century—although the roots run deep in previous cer

The response was commensurate with the scale of the threat embodied in th
Revolution of 1789. The Netherlands may have been a constant liberal irritation;
the bourgeois revolution in England was somewhat removed due to the En
Channel, but the cataclysmic end to the ancien régime in France produced an e
threat to every other such regime in Europe. Soon enough, Napoleon’s armies r
across the continent, reducing one country after another to vassal status, and insti
wide-scale reforms in many of the conquered territories. These were based on the C
Napoléon, instituted in France in 1804 and promulgated elsewhere, They included
clarity of written laws, modern property rights, a civil service based on merit, centra
government, financial reform, an effort to widen education, religious freedom and tl
state taking over many of the former roles of the church, which it now managed. With'
the defeat of la grande armée in Russia in 1812, sealed by the fingl defeat at Waterloo in
1815, the challenge seemed to have been overcome, |

The Congress of Vienna (1814/1815) gave all the appearance of reasserting the old
order, even though it took place before Napoleon'’s final defeat Actively apposed to
republicanism and revolution, the negotiators at Vien Na—apart from territorial
readjustments—sought to roll back the various liberal and republican reforms that had
been spurred by the Napoleonic threat. The “rights” of the old ruling class were high on
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' rder was promulgated. This included the
p consistent conservative o T was : !

gendd l“:'d:;dltion. authority and religion for the preservation and re of‘?’ mthe s
aporEE A1l of this was cemented, many believed, by the signing Holy
o soctal 01T T ber, 1815, Speatheaded by Memdﬂhl-r ~ i_ncl“:dmﬂm Mm
Alliancé "-t}u“ia, although at various times most ot hci?;‘:k Burope. _ th:igmd. i
\strin an¢ P_r § claimed that the signatories took:st guide” the precepts
AU -.ﬁha'f.ct;a‘ the monarchs in question wemmm:w

v were in turn subject to ‘fno:qthe; fim . -ofmm alone
.n.l‘ﬁ:);,elongs. because in Him alone [:::m elsmom‘.mm:wuw.m mmm
l‘v\\-e[vf::?l{ wisdum, that isto ﬁ- Gm:; i Bible's comd gl g
and N ife.” Humbly acknowied o butcleartvniot with their s "
A wshey agreed to do so with eachother»butcml’wnﬁtwnh mbje;um
g thq’k Ef the Crimean War in 1853, brotherly love abruptly turned

..tlinly Religion

as"bre i
with the outbre:

mmgonism-

: iginal alliance was Friedrich Wilhelm 111,
3ne of the signatories of the.OI‘iglg? and reigned until 1840, Since Marx md.!-:ngnls
e prussian throne in 1 ignificant implications for their early
is seat on the Pru jan kings rule, with significant L -
s der this Prussian kin e e e e st Tike
rew up under - developments in this particular ;
& 'tl\"‘lsm»I focus on = Heretlos_ A theallhnteaﬂdm
witng 04 80 iedrich Willelm 11 interpreted s
theother SBNOTER e 2013) as a counter-revolutionary mechanism tide
“congress system’” (Jarrett £8 ism. secularism and revolution. Against this
S ive forces of liberalism, secularism on the monarch's authority. In
T he did his best to uphold B e
of modernity, he di e ic e for 2 moment of weakness;
etk ffort to compensate D e e
many respects, this WaS a:; et the mercy of energetic ministers, Friedrich ‘mainly
by Napoleon in 1806 anc & for almost a decade. These had been driven ma
ad given in to a series of reforms for e bere. who were influenced
t';mlxg‘ll: ciherr vom Stein and then Karl Augustvon yposed: governance through
RartEres : ic practice. They pr¢ -8
‘-: ightenment criteriaandN“Pwm administration; separation of the
by Enlig legiality: tion in administration; e st
» cabiner system; colleglality: decentt o el priviege forthe sk
judiciary and equality before the _l“"‘_ m ﬁ:ﬂnmmdmﬂ
meritocracy; economic and educationélw etk wmmmw
reform to recognize wider mm;ﬁomigm-.um - - Wilhelm T11 set about to repair
of the Vienna Congress and the Holy Alliance, mmdedmhandmw the rise of mare
the damage and restore his former PW‘ component was the union
conservative forces in leadership pOdll(fﬂSiA k’Y ompor ]
(Calvinist) and Lutheran churches in lmrenlm eRR Ww.ﬂ;
Before 1 deal with the matter of Chmhm‘m;‘lmmh test in a longer history
pletistic revival of the 1810s and 1820s. m’m 2 mlw ” o toﬁl_l oS
German pi.clisn] and revivalist waves,alth(;ugi:: f;ow ! s mwaﬂ“
Produced by the various industrial revolutions happerifia R T
the “godless” revolutionary republicanism cham'p.i_l 5 W mp‘uﬂﬂkm
emphasized a religious form of Enlightenment inwardness: :

e a0 76-7).
God, the inner life of faith and the central Ph“s::d I-I_.-ﬁf.lmu-m‘themm

Pietism could well present a threat to the establi .
and eighteenth century revivals, the nob:iﬁ)'_ :: 4
Fertain aspects of the pietistic tradition, It suited the
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with the despot himself given to similar bouts of .fe.rvm; :hdt’f siml':‘lf:a_. 0L
a profound transition to bourgeois forms of \'leﬂI!ﬂSl ¢ Pn?aatlef i
pietism of the early nineteenth century.was RO MENCY I ' from: _
one fostered from above. Despite initial misgivings, Friedrich Wilhe
henchmen, influenced by the crown prince's °"°f_‘ SUPPOKG realized the.
conservative potential of pietism, for it was compatible ""’“h both allegian,
and to a pietistic monarch himself. The slogan of a“Christian-German”. ¢
“throne and altar” turned out to be as much a program for conservative ¢
pietistic leaders as it was for the king (Breckman 1999, 46).
To return to church union in Prussia, as a Reformed Christian of a cg
bent, Friedrich Wilhelm [11 felt that the primary path to restoring the tradi
power of the monarchy lay in a unified Protestant Church with a distinctly ort
nature. He had already marked his intention with a proposed new liturgy.
churches upon his ascent to the throne. But when the French were bani
Prussia, the process became urgent. The two main branches of Protestanti:
united under the summus episcopus, who happened to be the monarch
process was ongoing and involved governance, state supervision and ad
vestments, liturgy, theological training and, last but by no means least, the
the new entity. It was initially called the Evangelische Kirche in den'
Preufiischen Landen,although thisdid not prevent struggles, schismsand cong
differences, with some deciding to unite and others remaining distinctly Reformed
Lutheran in different areas, albeit under the umbrella of the new arrangement, Fri
Wilhelm IT1 was closely involved throughout this process, seeing it as a central ¢
the leader of a “Christian state.” The core reason may be found in the que
singularity; if the monarch was Christ’s representative on earth within a p:
state, it would be problematic to have a multiplicity of church traditions. For P
at least, it would not do to have more than one, especially if the king himself was
head of the church. A singular despot needed a singular church, although he
resign himself to the fact that the Roman Catholics had their own institution, E
would later claim to lead the Roman Catholics as well: So seriously did' Frieds
Wilhelm I11 see his task, he felt called upon to imprison ministers who dissented
these new arrangements.

In 1840, Friedrich Wilhelm IV succeeded to the Christian state’s throne. Already at
the Congress of Vienna while still crown prince, he had cxpressed the opinion that|
Holy Roman Empire had been in abeyance while Napoleonic reforms were sweep!
Europe. With a fondness for the European Middle Ages, a nostalgia that is sometime
called “political romanticism” (Kroll 1990), he felt that the only way forward was to
look back. One should proceed only on th

¢ basis of traditional Jaws and practices,
including noble privilege. To this end, the only viable form of

collegial governance
would be assemblies or diets of provincial estates. He also carried this view through to
wider European practices of governance, holding the belief, ang failing to see it
reinstated, that any emperor would be appointed by a College of Electors, as had been.-
the practice of the Holy Roman Empire. The revolutions of 1848 both challenged his
assumptions and revealed him to be a deft politician; he initially BAVe some ground to
appease the revolutionary and liberal forces, but as soon as he felt he had 1he upper K

.
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eged on most of his pmmises.'ﬂms,hg‘w ofgﬂ;‘:m reunification, on
pand e T2 rmerly less than enthusiastic, and recalled the Prussian National
e “rlas a view 10 writing a constitution. All_-of this was put aside as soon
Ass wﬂf:em for governmental reform, of which he was the mm::
o pnf.sibh?- zjbend the new constitution ap‘d the ahape ofthc w};‘m to suit h
that he =3 tive bent. While the new Landlaghadm];m mb,w
ser:;e other by severely restricted voting, it gnmmd l.httlhe monarch
d the position of supreme power. As fg' nf:m mmmﬁhiwmm

he 1848 revolutions, he saw to it that courts apolvaties

L Marxand Engels were forced to leave the German states

degpl)’ con
Jescent M‘
n-.mained ml

er i
whatsoeve 4
Il down, AmONg many othe

352 [[!Sllll-

iedrich Wilhelm IV, in a momentary
, ture of the church, Friedrich s
In relation to the key fea1-1is reign, overturned his father’s treatment of .
, of tolerance early in ' ie together under the umbrella of
show © -ognized, these groups came togetaet EHEE :
Jergy and groups. NOW re<0EH ische Kirche, while the main union church became
e Sclstandige Evangelisch-Lutheris Nonetheless, Friedrich Wilhelm IV was
l;he Evangelische Landeskirche _Pm_tﬁlf:iﬂ;ﬁ (gefum Kroll 1990; Berdahl 1988;
ore reactionary than his father (se€ THIFFEh of a reform to keep the
generally m have dangled the occ asional promise of
Blasius 2000). He may have + blocking any moves made by the newly wealthy
; ful, but he was bent on blocking any mOVes FEFE = sense of what the
liberals hopeful, o We are beginning to gain a
isia f tual political power. We are DEBIHTS *= S0
bourgeoisie for ac A conservative Christian bl of
“Christian state” actually meant. ' Nk . influencing the very apparatus 0
eaioat k of the state, it ran much deeper; Influencifis ===
ideological bulwark o P and sovereignty. To g
tion of its source of power and SOVETEISH earth :
the state and the percep . oIf as God's representative on e :
f seeing himself as Gods rep : T Wﬂg
examples, apart from . church attendance, . g
Wilhelm TV promulgated laws mmunsgj‘fm’ for divorce, purging the theological
observance of Sunday rest, tightening cond e \ents and the tlﬂmﬂj-“ﬂ of
faculties, stressing firm belief for government apPORTEEE organizing, republican.
: discussing, let alone OrBATE
censorship—with  restrictions (:-:di cal_ideologies. Forbidden too was :
democratic and liberal—or more racical= k’ﬂ‘“‘ X mpmorugdgm
materialism, whether it be the anti-deﬂéall:’m'ﬁ:ni:@ﬁ m conatmfllhi
of the English empiricists. In sht{rt_. th::, rtfr edtiat ! ; -(Mmml‘;:.)hmd
comprehensive system of sovereignty, DOrc dE found this out first
tffect on young politicized intellectuals Wm (1342*13433»‘"“'1' Bng:lslud o
in his ill-fated editorship of the Rhefﬂism Zaﬂﬂ‘ll 5 ]“ 1839). Others, to0, found
publish his satirical pieces ua'u'.lerf psclldﬂﬂl'm Eng "I"'.I thehlmmﬁc;ndid
conventional careers blocked, such as: Ludwig. mlnﬂ-“ jerlin); : '
atheist Bruno Bauer (Marx’s erstwhile lﬁ‘:h'rmd:im :-.m- ald do was debate theology’
0 Das Leben Jesu fame (Strauss 1835).'% ln-.eﬂ'eﬂzt-._ et wﬁ?ﬂmmﬁ
but not the Bible, for here one could...arguh-iﬂdm' rcon. As Engels observed.
of the Hres secularism and reason. A3~ isin facta
the press, the nature of the state, s : mpoummdnliﬂoﬂ' i
battle for dominion over German public °pm.l°::].. '-ld' be no SUrprise that
battle “over Germany itself” (Engels 1841: 181). ﬂ'l Ww Engels
Works of Marx and Engels dealt so extensively with S categories glelﬂtdﬁm
| ¥ 1o return to the categors j and
Inlight of this overview; 1 would like to dm.wmwtm
0 define such a state, albeit with a twist: depen ¥
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power-apparatus. The Christian state wasa ?CCU-Iiale Eu:;opean deve!" P ' '_
permutation of the absolutist state. Thus it was d.EP*f“ ent upon speclﬁﬂ
events, most recently the Napoleonic wars. It also gained a distinet agencyin
its own agenda, which appeared above all in the efforts to counter the dey
liberalism and republicanism further to the west, in the name of a certain: )
of Christianity. Such agency overlaps with the subjective dimension, in w
ruling ¢lass made use of the state apparatus to promote its own agenda (P
71-3). Crucially, this involved both ideological (theology) and economi
In terms of the latter, the absolutist Christian states were not so much
as a means for the developments of capitalist agricultural and industrial or:
The specific mechanisms may have differed, for instance, with “re-ens _
[Gutsherrschaft] in the east, which was predicated ona shortage of labor and e
in the west, where labor was more plentiful (contra Brennet 1985), But the
was the need for strong states with mechanisms of enforcement, the police, the _
and the civil service, in order to ensure the needed “security” for the produ
exchange of commodities within and especially between states. This bring
objective nature of the state, which was inescapably enmeshed with the tri
capitalism alongside feudal leftovers. In this respect, the absolutist Christian’

one form that the state took in the framework of capitalism. Finally,
itself “absolutist,”

the apparat
strongly geared to maintaining an adapting ruling class and ensurir

that its agenda and power were vested in the hands of a monarch who ruled"
grace of God." In short, it was a relatively strong state that drove through the eco

social and ideological programs it deemed necessary (Wilson 2000). Rath
feudal hangover superimposed over the spread of capitalist economics and §
relations, it was a transitional form of the state that enabled capitalism, if not th
mature embodiment of the modern state” ( Poggi 1978: 62).

Aufhebung of the Christian State

To all appearances, the Christian state may seem like a reactionar

y developmen
nineteenth-century Europe, especially in light of the 1848 revolutionary wave. Many

the time, and since, have seen it as a counterpoise to the liberal or bourgeois state that
had appeared in France, the Netherlands and in North America. Accordingly, the
Christian absolutist states could hold out no longer, falling in different ways into the
patterns of the bourgeois state; but a different and more dialectical approach provides
a better insight, and for this T turn to Marx's “On the Jewish Question, "

Marx argues that the full realization of the Christian state is the secular state, so
much so that the proclaimed “Christian state” of his time was really a non-state (Marx
1844: 155-8). The argument is obviously dialectical; the very effort 1o bring about a
Christian state in Prussia, in opposition to a liberal, secular state, brings about the latter. .
The true Christian state is both the negation of Christianity and its realization ina
rather different form. How s0? The Christian state, as envisaged in Prussia, was riven
with contradictions: this-worldly politics versus other-worldly religion: a political

attitude to religion versus a religious attitude to politics; the effort by the state 1o control

e
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wing subservience to religious precepts; the imbnhy to live out In
wion while‘a\'ﬂ oral code of the Bible—turning the other cheek, giving your tunic
rd.]-l', Jife the high m alking the extra mile. These contradictions could not be resolved
) _\“L.L‘u asyour Coat’;: the Christian state.Indeed, they led to iummm
b ecurent O e state, the democrat sate, thestate which relegates rlgon
‘.l_ herefor€ “the a r elements of civil society [der biirgerlichen Gesellschaft]” (Marx
s e among othe Marx’s response to Bruno Bauer’s argument for
0.8 place 3 immediate context was IV 4 espo b o o
:156). The ! s the only possibility for emancipation, not for religion
154 Wil ‘eculal‘ slate a The politi e
g atheistic 5€ For Marx, this is wrong-headed. The politlﬂn)‘mpﬁﬁdfd - modu'n_' e
from relig";'"', us privileges is, in fact, the Christian state in the plenitude
2liglo ) 16
without relig! « and Engels 1845: 111). it e s
dcvdopm;méﬁai;tian state in nineleenthecenm-gum?t;t% the Holy Alli
Thus, the odern secu plar state. As the " ;
_med, the anathema of (Al hey were taking a firm stand against Hbmliam.
s, they may have thoughy (BEY 05 v form of Chiistanty.The
jcates, ; ameofa ve form ¢ Ry T
m_d!L;}ican:'sm and revo!utionl inthe n .f.dmcmy-:andndﬁﬁh"m“ savereignty of
repu ith its peculiar forms 0 b L e eaiie:
eois state, with i Marx's argument, however, suggests :
it be avoided at all costs. o +oation and realization
cg]_'ll{' was Lo De : ehuft ,thesinmlﬂﬂeo“ nggaﬁg. <=y
the p tate is the Aufhebung,  arqument are many. The initial
: modern secular s L ations of Marx's argument are .
' the Christ The implications @ ing and transformation into a
o the Christian state. Z3 © 2 ~ay lead to its undoing and transformatior
o lictions of the Christian state mayl:_ T “aill abound. These include
o state, but new contradictions and P”ﬂ“‘ﬁﬁ"“;ﬂm‘?ﬂﬁalm citizen (this he
secular state, ; - the private individual anc the | ;
the thorough alienation of life between HE P of religion in public life in new and
horrows from Hegel), and the pervasieRtslfe bt ligion (Franken o
isely through the 'Pli.,“wﬂ-. e N as “bourgeois
unexpected ways, precis nia contra ommes—known a :
— bellum onm 0 _Il‘l'lﬂ E cmacially Christianity,
Ruthen 6 12 u;h :a l”udep.ends heavily 05'”@9“'@@&1& society
society [biirgerliche Gesellschaft 1 Thus, it is not that bourgeois
for its very construction and nature. had to find a place mdwii:-mmchaafﬁ!mmtm
somehow existed beforehand and religion i but that the very nature of
: 2002, 2008, 2013), i obung Marx identified
(Butler et ill. 20115 Habermas » Eor ] - 'Aum (
: - i te was shaped in the very AW/ ¢ increasingly today
supposed realm outside the sta Py espied a point made .
(Petterson in press). Even more, Mm-ﬂwz 006):if the ecular __misan .
(Asad 2003; Taylor 2007; De Vries xmd_ Sullivan- sﬁ“' it follows that secularism can
resolution of the tensions within the ChﬂSﬁ‘I:‘ e state exstsatall. .
escape religion, since religion is the \’3350“‘ that A1l secular, liberal states would
A question remains: did Marx envisage i ¢ ion would suggest that some
tealizations of the Christian state? A minimalist position ¥

and Austria ar¢
Slates may follow such a path, France, Denmu:[s‘:cm ‘ﬂp[em‘. transfo m,ﬂw :;::el
obvious examples, although Marx witnessed o }tmﬂs.' ronger than wm e
French Revolution. Yet, 1 suspect that Mar:(s “!l:m Umﬁﬁd States, where h‘-ﬁ =
of this maximalist position is his mplg-_i‘lf_ e. rsona MW‘:M initial
sheer privatization, if not alienation, of religion 88 8 PEELT S sy, 155), Thy s
Much so that religion flourishes in unexp! s ChACEE

Problem is that the United States did not pass i Would he not bave that
- : like an odd example. states
Ndeed, the Christian state, so it seems lil ) ’d},wpdnnmﬂw

VISer to use France as an example? But thisis preci
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have not been absolutist Christian siales'express the truth of the Ch
';n thing less than the secular bourgc{_us state. . ", ‘
; lO‘Im: with an observation concerning Engels's definition of the
dfpl(:\'x:j to understand the Chrislia?n state, He‘ maydha;;.re‘ done .
nm“.(\n Lewis Henry Morgan, scek:ng to provide a definition that j
wider reference, but the reality is that his context :flso played a 3‘8?‘ .
witnessed the Christian state of Prussian absolutism, as well as t

enacted under Bismarck’s muscular tenure. Thus, his definition s
applicable to this context, between the end of absolutism and its trans
form of the bourgeois state. It is in this light that we should understand

that the state would eventually wither away and be consigned to

antiquities. This also means that his definition is not really applicable to
of a socialist state, concerning which he or Marx had little; if anything

Notes

1 While studies of the modern state
scientists, studies of the origins of states in ancient Southwest Asia ten )

concern of archacologists and anthropologists. Elsewhere, I have offered ar

and contribution to the oripi [

2 By contrast, the pre-

theological terms as arising from a state of nat
£0od. Variations on this
dentham, James Mill, John Stuart

14-31),

ure and entailing specific limi
position may be found in Ho
Mill, and Rousseau (Carnoy 1984: 12-23

In more detail: sych
but this class, “throy
dlass,” which now “ac.
oppressed class. ™
Ihave dealt with thege two lines in more detail elsewhere (Boer In press). -
I find this approach more useful than Ahdar’s threefold schema: 1. The comb
form and content to produce a’clerocracy”; 2. Formal or de jure, which is in s
€mpty; 3. Substantive or 4, facto (Ahdar 1998 1999: 453-4).
\\‘il.wn offers a usefy] survey of the range of debates over absolutism, usefully
dnmngunhing between the varied pPractices and the theories developed at the time
(Wilson, 2000), 1 leave aside the longer tradition of the Christian state, beginning !
the Emperor Constantine ip the fourth century cp (although legend has it that
Armenia was the firg such state, when jts ruler converted in 301 ce) to Samoa,’
dtilqud 1 2017 10 amend iy constitution 1o identify it as a “Christian nation foun
on God the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit” (Sanerivi, 2017).

Emphases vary, from subservience of the aristocracy, through enlistment of the -
bourgeaisie, 1o the continual strygolag between different elements of the ruling class
{Anderson 1974; Poggi 1974 62-7; Wilson 2000; 29-34).

In this respec, | disagree wir Anderson, whe argues that absolutism was a feudal
form of the state SUperimposed ap “Merging capitalist economics. This leads him to

the Russian Revalution was an anomaly (Anderson 1974:

the state of the “economically dominant cl
f the state, becomes also the politicall

s

wh

~1

the curious Position tha
39-.41), 359, 60)
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i reveals the origins of the fabledrule of law”
the later Prussian emmf_l% Pogglirevests s

USsing © ocess (Poggi 1978:74=7). “image and likeness” of Godin Geriesis

in this ‘:r;:: :slung lineage, 5“_““‘““3_'&;::.:# bd:d.:.d thereby all. The claim by
jo “ImAE ;lﬁtrugh there it applies to the such a status to their subjects
!:26-7; :!h.ne monarchs did not sm:!b;ld‘:ol' es—were of course greater than the
the ‘ﬂr'f ns—by monarchs and e mau:g.;:nsmim& by all manner of forces
The claims— onarch was actually constra;

o+ in which the m Wi :
realih 1) 992 Collins 2009:xv ‘.’”’P“.im_ofmwmm-md
(et t there were at any one time & 1 \“Claiming that monarchs were God's
i lmb]gﬂ‘ls. As Reus—Smll'd.ﬂtY observes, ‘Cla a reliable means to determine
s pfﬁ“ on earth was one thing, but
Jieutenant

¥ Divine was another” (Reus-Smit
t of God's lieutenants was closer to the

whic

I mz).d text of the Holy Alliance may be found at http:/
¢ <
13 Atransiate

e N s
/ e e mﬂ._(acomgdmu,p
,archfgovemmentfdlplnmstldc _.,aman:.lll it
org/rese '. cked from the meolog__yf_._ i & 8 a position at Zarich. Ih!-.
¥ ionater rtive effort by liberals to gain him a pos ns (Strauss 1836, 1839,
d’mfal.”J which he retf!ﬂ:edmsubuqumtedju ons (St . ‘
t, from e of being a“Christ—a radiclly
I T e st e S S
'Ida “{m profoundly challenged ngulal
e

1983). &
|5 This argument contras

exclusive particularity of ¢ t religions, so the only
contradictory beast due to lheis ..l : pﬂl‘b o
solution is a secular state that indifferent .

pension after

with Marxs earlier criticism of the Christian

igion (Marx 1843: 116-18).
e aa e
theology—a primary. alleglanfaf from the contradictions of a Chris
separation of church and state, apart from
such (Engels 1843).
17 Poggi argues that bourgeois civil
(Poggi 1978: 77-85).

mewﬁmminm&mm“‘m '
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