
1n die Theologie eingeführt hatte, ZinNg Osiander Luthers Theologie, die VOIl der melanc.  ON1:
mıiıt seinem eZug An altkirchlichen Theologie schen Imputationslehre verdrängt wordenA,
noch dahinter urück. Dementsprechend ist nicht revitalisieren. Schwer akzeptieren ist fÜür
ESUS Christus Jlräger des Geschehens Kreuz, diese Richtung, Osiander der Belastung
sondern .Ott. Christus erscheint demgegenüber des nach ihm benannten Streits einen Konflikt
als gleichsam DaSS1V. Christus 1st der LICUC Isaak, mi1t den Gnesiolutheranern riskierte. ber gCIA-
der ‚WAarTr DasSıV WI1€e der biblische Isaak bleibt, de S1e, die als wahre Lutheraner firmierten, Stan-
ber 1mMm (Gegensatz ihm VON .Ott tatsächlich den ja 1n bezug auf die torensische Rechtferti-
geschlachtet wird. gungslehre auf der e1ıte Melanchthons. Osiander

Es wurde 1M Semiıinar deutlich, die Eın hatte dieses Thema bereits mMi1t dem Entwurf
heit Christi mit ott auf der Grundlage ihrer 5C- brandenburgisch-nürnbergischen Kirchenord-
meinsamen göttlichen Natur die finnische abgetan, indem Giottes Wort Men:-:
Lutherschule e1in theologisches Band zwischen schensatzung SCETZLE, womıiıt die Auffassungen
Luther und Osiander bildet. Danach bestand wohl Melanchthons als uch der Gnesiolutheraner
Osianders eistung darin, geW1SsSse Züge VO  — gemeınt seIn konnten.

Luther and the Anabaptists After 3
Sem1nar Leader: Carter Lindberg
eporter: Mark Tranvik

CJarter Lindberg began the SESSION with VOCT- 1n prefaces works of colleagues and-
V1EW of the material. He noted that Luther’s maın pass that Anabaptists confused law and
wrıting agaiınst the Anabaptists, his 525 trea- gospel, spiritualized the Sacraments and 1Mprop-
t1seE, »Against the Heavenly Prophets«, struck erly mixed the eart. and heavenly kingdoms.
theological theme that reverberated hrough the Lindberg also pointed Out that Philip Melanchthon
rest of his work agalnst those he often abeled and Justus Men1us (1499-I1 58) WwTOTEe significant
»Schwärmere«. FOor Luther, experlence MUSt be tTraCts the and 405 1ın the wake of the
interpreted 1ın light of the biblical texXt and NOt tragedy at ÜUnster.
Vice When experience becomes primary Mark Tranvik’s showed how Anabap-
there 15 corresponding tilt toward problem- t1sm forced first and second generation Luthe-

1A11 reformers rethink their defense of infantt1ic subjectivity heology that Luther found
deeply roubling. Luther pPCI1 Occasional and baptism. The early Luther’s »The Babylonian
brief pleces agalınst Anabaptists 1n the 305 an Captıvıty of the church« 520| reflects the fairly

5405 but OH6 searches vaın tor sustained traditional VIEW that cChıldren POSSCSS fides
argument like those agalınst Ulrich Zwingli aliena, ONe provided them by parents and SPOI1-
(1484-1531I] an! Thomas Müntzer (um 1459- SOTS In the grow1ing influence of

5} earlier his CaTrTeer. The later Luther’s C: Anabaptism SCC him 1n later treatıses and
C1ISms of the ra: reformers Can be found largely SCIINONS make much INOTE explicit ‚4ASe tor 1N-
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fant faith He TOOTS the baptism of children in „»Enchiridion locorum COMMUN1UM « 3535]
the living word of God, dynamic ftorce that CTC- linked the Peasants’ War with the rse of Anabap-
teSs faith in 1ts object. Faith 15 indeedLY t1ısm an thus Iso made Luther responsible for
for baptism but according Luther 1it 15 Ondi- the latter. Eck Iso acknowledges the role of other
tıon that God himselt 311 meet. Wary of the reformers such Zwingli hut SaysS the original
subjectivism that be implied 1n the inspıratıon for Anabaptist mMovemen 15 Luther.
Anabaptist VICW of ’a1 an the SaCrament, he Smolinsky demonstrated how the polemic
asserts with 1L1CW V1gor that intant baptism 15 connecting Luther with the Anabaptist »heresy«
grounded 1in .Od’s owerful Word developed during the takeover of Münster 1n

Fellow reformers Philip Melanchthon and The long-time OPppONECNT of Luther, Johannes
ohannes Wigand (I 523- 587| who studied 4L Cochlaeus (1479-1 U wrTrote his „ X X Artickel

der Widderteuffer Munster cshow howWittenberg and wWas Lutheran leader iın Pome-
ranıla (an 162a in close ProX1m1ty of Luther’s heology led the extreme ehavior 1n
Anabaptists] Iso defend intant baptism but the CItY. For example, the Anabaptist rejection
different grounds. By of syllogistic 1C4SO11- of ivil authority 15 direct result of Luther’s LWO-

ing both reformers attempt marshal argu- dom  S doctrine, which the reformer SayS
IMnenNnt for fides intantium. For example: Christ that the true Christian needs government.
SaYyS 1n Mc L6, 16 that OIC who 0€es NOt believe Similarly, Cochlaeus the Muüuünsterite
will be condemned. Mit x I hrist indicates practice of polygamy 15 inspired Dy rejectıon of
that children part of the kingdom of marrıage And finally, the Anabap-
and thus NOT condemned. Therefore it IMUSE be tist rejectı1on of infant baptism Call be traced back
concluded that children ATC able eve Luther’s emphasis the sola ide

Wigand 41sSO put StITONg emphasis the S trajecCtory {trom Luther the of
between original S12 and infant baptism. Not SUT- Münster evidences good deal of miısınterpreta-
prisingly, the Anabaptist affirmation of believers’ t1on. However, 1ts PUTrpDOSE olemical literature
baptism often leads them reject the doctrine of Was simplify the wide varıety of dissent agaınst
original SIN Wigand SCC5 the latter strongly the sixteenth CENLULY church and DUut prımary 1C6-

phasized 1ın cr1ıpture anı SUSP! Pelagianism sponsibility fOor the rift and disorder Christen-
15 Jurking those who deny the validity of infant dom the shoulders of Martin Luther.
baptism. 'hus Wigand’s for infant bap- CO Hendrix argued provocatıve thesis that
tısm includes extended references original sS1N. dissent the Reformation be recontigured under

the rubric of »rechristianization«. endrix 15 search-He think that the Anabaptists Caln be
discredited this poıint of doctrine then their ıng for CategOory that would unify the wide Varı-
arguments for believers’ baptism a1so lose etYy of dissent that appeared the sixteenth CCT1H-

Crel CUrY. ONe VIEWS the Reformation exclusively
Heribert Smolinsky'’s papcCrI, „Luther und die through eologi socio-political lens it

Täufter 1ın der Sicht der altgläubigen Kontro- that there 15 little Menno S1ImMOons
verstheologie«, showed how the controversial- 11496-I1 56 I| with Calvin Luther. Hendrix doesn’t
1st polemicists of the sixteenth CENLULY used dispute the reality of the differences but SUSESTS
Flugschr:  en advance their argument that there 15 underlying between the maglS-
heresy 15 the TOOLT of all social nres Writers such terial and radical reformers that 15 ften ignored.

Johannes Findling 1538] used Luther’s OWT He SUggESTS that COININON agenda 'OoOrme': the
ambiguous Statements the Peasants’ War dissent agalınst Rome: desire UDrOOL religion
make the Wittenberg retormer aDPDCAL responsible that had become idolatrous and replace ıt with
for the rebellion. ohannes Eck’s 11486-1543) ON that reflects genulne biblical faith
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In order SUPPOIT his thesis Hendrix has S1ONS of Thomas Müntzer, Hans Hut (1490-1 67}
weaken [WO pillars of Reformation historiogra- and Menno S1mMons. It W Aas only when the civil
phy first, that the Anabaptists WEeIC separatısts authorities resisted their reforms that the radıi:
4T heart an second, that the magisterial reform- als began speak of separatıon.
CIS5 compromised their ideals they sought the eannıine Olson’s explored Calvin’s
cooperatıon of territorial political authorities and VIEWS and CYLt1quUES of the Anabaptists. And Ye
unwittingly began PIOCCSS of secularization. Ke and 1A4N-m1n Kong of China BaVC brief VOCI-
Wiıith regard the former, Hendrix SURBESTS that VIeWS of the s1ituation of the church 1n China
at first the radicals NOT aspıre Create »SCDd- with particular reterence the intluence of
ratıst ells of Ser10us Christians«. Their a1m wWwWas Luther. Special attentiıon WAas paid the Marx-
1LLOIC general; they hoped reform SsOcClety at ist interpretation of Luther’s role ın the Peas-
large OL, 1n the words of Hendrix, »rechristia- nts War an! the EXteNt which that V1ECW 15
N1Ze« Christendom. 10 SaYy that the radicals weIiIc still being taught 1ın Chinese interpretatiıons of
isolated an insular 15 1gnore the original V1- the Reformation.

Luther’s Writings the Turks
Sem1inar Leader: John Tonkin
eporter: ohn Tonkin

The sem1nar WAas designed explore the S1gN1- cruelty, murder, enslavemen! of Christians an
ficance of Luther’s WwrIlLtings the Turks agaıns defiling of holy places persisted alongside the first
the background of the medieval inheritance and fforts collect 1LL1LOTE and better information
üth 1eW assess1ng Luther’s 1mMpaCı OI Eu- about the Turks 'T10OMmM the second of the 5h
LODCANL perceptions of Islam CENLUrY SOTNEC I1LLOTC positıve images appeared,

The first day Was devoted setting the emphasizing the Turks’ CapaCıty Create
for interpreting Luther’s wrltings the first SCS- and order 1n their lands and their military PIOW-
S10N, Armin ohnle presented entitled C555 and showing by TAS: how bad Christians
»„The Turkish 1NECNACE politics and images early WEIC reaction the INCNACC, medieval GCO11-
modern Germany«. Across tiıme SPall from the of crusade and Christian knighthood ‚A111C

of Constantinople the end of the I8 CE11- the fore, while pragmatısm prevailed PIaC-
CUFLY, the xplored three key quest10ons how tical level, and estern rulers WETIC 1HNOTE ‚OC-
contemporarıes perceived the Turkish INCIaCC, cupiedwith conthlicts a1NONS themselves than with
what kind of images werIe spread about the actıon IECSDONSC the threat. Traditio-
CINY, and what reactlions WeTiTC expressed. By the nal ıimages persisted, but the fading of the political
second of the ifteenth CENTLUTY, the Turks WEIC threat after 68 and the influence of the Enlighten-
characteristically SCECI God’s punishment tor mMent helped develop NECW and IMNOTe secular-
the S1NS of Christianity and this VIeEW remained ized V1eW of the former 381  ‚Y, with the Turk
unchanged until the mid I7‘h tUurYy. ages of becoming »Normal« factor EKuropean politics.
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