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X Political Interpretation of the
Noirty Years’” War

H o Holborn :
Histo§ans have long disagreed about the essentiaf causes of
the Tiigty Years” War. Some focus on a particulgff area, such
as Geryany or Spain; others emphasize a pagficular set of
causes, sRch as religion or politics; and suill othgfs argue that it
was onky Pgre of a general seventeenth-centug) crisis affecting
all aspects 0§ society. In the following selectign Hajo Holborn,
a historian K§own for his work on Gerglan history, argues
that the war @Xgs primarily a political stflagle in the German

states of the Hoksburgs, He accepts thf religious issue as at
most a contributii  cause. j

CONSIDER: The Ae religion pl ed in the conflict even
though it may not havéeen primay in causing the war; other
factors that might have Rgused thfwar,

It was not a conflict am¥ng Puropean powers, not even
an acute controversy b&wken the emperor and the
princes of the Empire or an§bng these princes themselves
that led to the outbreak off #pe long war that lived on in
the memoty of the Genneopie as the “Great War”
and in the books of thefhistdyians as the Thirty Years’
War. Rather, it was a strg Fogle beYween the estates and the
monarchy in the tergftories offthe Habsburg dynasty
which set fire to all of ff Fiermany ank L to the European con-
tinent. Without the gtave crisis in Rge constitutional life
of the Empire, the § feakness of the Ygerman states, and
the ambitions of thil great powers of urope, the events
that occurred in Bfhemia could not haYe developed into
a disaster from whlich Germany was to merge crippled
and mutilated. _'

It is difficult fo determine to what exte} t differences
in the interprgfation of Christian faith wre a direct
cause of the cafastrophe. There is no doubt byt that reli-
gious motivaflon was strong in the lives of Rdividuals
and societiesffand even in the relations among %ates and
nations, in ghiis age. But the confessional war sta§ed at a
time whenfenthusiasm for the religious revival} hoth
Protestantfand Catholic, had lost much of its oNginal
force and feligious ideas had again become conventitgal-
ized. Fraflk skepticism was rare in Germany, but e\er
larger p#bups of people had ceased to find in religio¥g
ideals
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e full satisfaction of their human aspirations¥
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% attended to the direction of
Rags. Yet Wh'ﬂe on the one hand

with which all govern
church life in their _c_|__ it

ratioffalize actions motivated by secular intig

A Religious Interpretation

of the Thirty Years’ War
Carl J. Friedrich

An older scholarly tradition attributes primary importance to
religion in explaining the causes of the Thirty Years’ War. This
tradition has been vevived by Carl J. Friedrich, a highly
sespected historian from Harard, In The Age of the
Baroque, 1610-1660, Friedrich places the war in the context
of the still strong religious assumptions of the time, arguing
that historians who emphasize political causes overlook the
importance of this religious context. The following is an
excerpt from that work.

CoONSIDER: The evidence Friedrich uses to support his
argument; why, according to Friedrich, many historians have
rejected the religious interpretation of the war; how Holborn
might criticize this argument.

It has been the fashion to minimize the religious aspect of
the great wars which raged in the heart of Europe, over
the tetritory of the Holy Roman Empire of the German
Nation. Not only the calculating statecraft of Richelieu
and Mazarin, but even Pope Urban VIII's own insistence
lent support to such a view in a later age which had come
to fook upon religion and politics as fairly well separated
fields of thought and action. Liberal historians found it
difficult to perceive that for baroque man religion and
politics were cut from the same cloth, indeed that the
most intensely political issues were precisely the religious
ones. Gone was the neopaganism of the renaissance, with
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its preoccupation with self-fulfillment here and now.
Once again, and for the last time, life was seen as mean-
ingful in religious, even theological, terms, and the
greater insight into power which the renaissance had
brought served merely to deepen the political passion
brought to the struggle over religious faiths.

Without a full appreciation of the close links between
secular and religious issues, it becomes impossible to
comprehend the Thirty Years' War, Frederick, the un-
fucky Palatine, as well as Ferdinand, Tilly and Gustavus
Adolphus, Maximilian of Bavaria and John George of
Saxony, they all must be considered fools unless their re-
ligious motivation is understood as the quintessential
core of their politics. Time and again, they appear to have
done the “wrong thing,” if their actions are viewed in a
strictly secular perspective. To be sure, men became in-
creasingly sophisticated as the war dragged on; but even
after peace was finally concluded in 1648, the religious
controversies continued. Ever since the Diet of Augsburg
(1555) had adopted the callous position that a man must
confess the religion of those who had authority over the
territory he lived in—a view which came to be known
wnder the slogan of “cujus regio, ejus religic”"— the inti-
mate tie of religion and government had been the basis of
the Holy Empire’s tenuous peace. Born of the spirit of
its titne—Lutheran otherworldliness combining with
Humanistic indifferentismm—this doctrine was no more
than an unstable compromise between Catholics and
Lutherans, the Calvinists being entirely outside its
protective sphere, But in the seventeenth century not
only the Calvinists, who by 1618 had become the fighting
protagonists of Protestantism, but likewise the more ar-
dent Catholics, inspired by the Council of Trent, by the
Jesuits and Capuchins, backed by the power of Spain and
filled with the ardor of the Counter Reformation, had
come to look upon this doctrine as wicked and contrary
to their deepest convictions.

When Ferdinand, after claiming the crown of Bo-
hemia by heredity, proceeded to push the work of
counter reformation, his strongest motivation was reli-
gious; so was the resistance offered by the Bohemian peo-
ple, as well as Frederick's acceptance of the crown of
Bohemia on the basis of an election. Dynastic and na-
tional sentiments played their part, surely, but they rein-
forced the basic religious urge. The same concurrence of
religious with dynastic, political, even economic motives
pessisted throughout the protracted struggle, but the re-
ligious did not cease to be the all-pervasive feeling;
batoque man, far from being bothered by the contradic-
tions, experienced these polarities as inescapable.

If religion played a vital role in persuading Ferdi-
nand I to dismiss his victorious general, it was even
more decisive in inspiring Gustavus Adolphus to enter
the war against both the emperor and the League. The
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nineteenth century, incapable of feeling the religious
passions which stirred baroque humanity and much im-
pressed with the solidified national states which the
seventeenth century bequeathed to posterity, was
prone to magnify the dynastic and often Machiavellian
policies adopted by rulers who professed to be deeply
religious, and the twentieth century has largely fol-
lowed suit in denying the religious character of these
wars. But it is precisely this capacity to regard the
statesman as the champion of religion, to live and act
the drama of man’s dual dependence upon faith and
power that constituted the quintessence of the
baroque.

Var and Peace in the Old Regnme
M.§. Anderson

WesteXy societies rarely went for long periods of time ithout
becomille involved in wars. However, war was by Pricularly
prevalerh and destructive in the period betweegf1618 and
1660. Hi%prians have long debated the causes {#f these wars.
In the follRping selection, M. S. Anderson, o has written
extensively 0 the Early Modern period, agfityzes what war
meant to Evrl§peans and the broader signifftance of war dur-
ing the sevenicBath century,

CoNSIDER: HMy Europeans percgfoed the causes, nature,
and consequences §f war; the disgiictions between war and
pedce; the connectioys between yffir and politics.

In early modern Eur be al
a normal, perhaps evh
Events seemed to beg

gst everyone regarded war as
agecessary, part of human life,
Out this view; in the period
1618-60 every year savserious armed conflict between
states somewhere in Efir@pe, and during a large propor-
tion of it destructive ffrug8es were being waged simulta-
neously in several ghrts of §he continent. The ubiquity
and apparent ineyjtability o Yyar meant that serious dis-
cussion of its caffses was rarcdg As an integral and un-
avoidable aspegd of existence §, was received like bad
weather or epfflemnics, as sometMpg clearly beyond the
power of the 1dmary man to avery \ something desmand-
ing acceptaffce rather than analysis. Quther’s dictumn that
“war is as Mecessary as eating, drinkin} b or any other busi-
ness” refficts in typically blunt terms ®yis marter-of-fact
and fatdflistic attitude. Nor was there m¥ch grasp of the
deepes fand more lasting effects it might s§metimes have.
It weff only too obvious that in the short teMg it meant for
magy death, destruction and loss. But aga¥gst this was
pdt the venerable and well-established argignent that
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