
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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the second SESSION of the tirst day Deniıs 564 sSuper10r translation of the Qur’an (In the
Janz presented entitled »Fear, fascination other hand, his V1ICW of Islam remained that of
an loathing Luther 4Nı the medieval demoni- the »„Confutatio which he translated, pub-
zatiıon of Islam the West« He showed how lished 3al 1g recommended. On balance,
Luther combined intense intellectual CUr10S- then, Luther neither mitigated 11OT1 exacerbated
1ty about Islam with emotiona|l reaction Jı the medieval VIEW.
hOrTTOTr. Until 530 his knowledge of Islam wWwWas The second day WAas devoted reading and
derived from Ricoldo de Montecroce’s ca n i analysis of Luther’s ma)Jor WwrT1tings the Turks,

320) »Confutatio Alcorani« and the »Cribratio » Vom Kriege wider die Türcken« (I 529), »Heer-
Alkorani«, of Nicholas of ( usa (1401-1 4.64), who predigt wider den Türcken« 1529), an » Ver-
found the Qur’an confirmation of Gospel truth mahnungZGebet wider den Türcken« (1 542).
alongside lies and perversitYy. But that YCarl Of these » Vom 1jege wWwWas SCCIH straight-
Luther gained 4CCC55 the »Libellus de rtu et forward eXpOs1tion line with Luther’s other
moribus Turcorum«, anı 542 LWI Latin Tans- WrT1ltiIngs worldly authority, rejecting the
ations of the ur’an Luther at first oubted the t1on of War religious grounds but stressing the
truth of Ricoldo’s aCCOUNT, but hanged his 1eW validity of detensive actıon under the uthority
teracquırıng the Latın translation of the Qur’an of the Emperor. Greg Miller led detailed CXD!

1542 He translated Ricoldo ncluding S1t107N of the »Heerpredigt n A and made pCI-
tended Qur'an quotations from Ricoldo's work SUAaS1IVe ASC for 1ts ma)Jor ımportance 1n under-
into German, adding his preface and CO1l- standing Luther’s V1EWS, especially their Ca-
clusion. Ricoldo’s V1eW of Mohammed devil lyptic and prophetic dimension, AaSse: Daniel

based his lies anı sexual immorality 15 F Ezekiel S and Revelation Theurks werTrTe
endorsed Dy Luther who 15 mystified that interpreted the »Small horn« of { In T 8-27 and
INanıYy would TE VETS such wretched book the GOog ofe  el SCOUTSC of God punish Christen-
Qur’an The „Libellus authored probably by dom for 1ts S1NS. They would eventually but
George of ungary (t I 502], Domminıcan who meanwhile those who fought agaınst them could
had been long term Captıve, Luther do with gxood CONSCIENCE, but secular atfair
ftound super10r SOUTCE andDU 1t 1n 153 under secular eadership.
with his (Q)WI) Latın preface. Fundamentally de- The thiır: day Was devoted the question of
scrıpt1ve aACCOUNtT of Muslim life, 1ıt castıgates the 1Ss10N Islam, ath papcerSs Dy Bjarne Madsen
instıtution of slavery and Muslim marrıage law, and Edward Schroeder. Madsen presented de:
repudiates Muslim miracles and identifies Mo- critique of gemar Oberg’s VIECW of IN1S-
hammed »apostle of the Antichrist« while S10N with special reference Luther’s WwrT1tIngs
comment1ing favorably the Turks’ modesty, theks He argued that those WntInNgs wWwerc

sobriety, cleanliness and L1EVEICINCE worship. essentially apologetic and should be understood
his preface Luther emphasizes that Muslims erIms of inner crit1que of the Church rather

SUrDaSSs Christians 1ın external 3081  gn virtue than ENCOUrAZEMENTS MmM1sSS10nN. He suggested
and law, yet Islam, like Roman Catholicism, 15 that Luther’s wrntings the Turks should be
SCCIH religion of works rather than Janz defined 1n er of »test1monYy« rather than
found Luther’s StanCe 1n relation the medi »MN1SS10171«
val demonization of Islam mixed balance Schroeder xplored the 1ssue of m1ss1ion by
sheet On the OILLC hand, hepuand warmly usıng Luther’s CONCEDL of the eus absconditus
endorsed the »„Libellus ... which undermined fruitful basis for religious dialogue between
the traditional VleW, and he W as instrumental in Muslims and Christians. Whereas Current m1Ss-
the publication of Theodor Bibliander’s ca 504- siological scholarship looks for CO1IL1NI110O11 »BIaCE
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exper1enCcEeS« basis for interreligious dialogue, Luther pointed the direction of understanding
Islam distinct faith rather than merelyhe proposed Luther for the

opposite, dialogue based human Christian heresy, though this V1IEW Was 1L11OI1IC

perlences of God’s hiddenness absence 1n SC fully realized 1n Lutheran orthodoxy. Fourthly,
mMeEeN: of life that AiC NOT »grace-ful« at all sick- reshaped eschatological role for Islam quıite dis
NCSS, Oppress1on, helplessness, death. From that 333068 from the traditional Roman Catholic role

6identitfied Islam with the Antichrist WAasSsCOTL11I110I11 ase of negatıve lived experilence, subse-
dialogues about BIaACE EeNCOUNTETS In ne’s  A built 1nto the foundations of Protestantiısm.

OW) religious WOT. have 1LLLOTC promise. TD the Fifthly, and notwithstanding this, Luther’s COI11-

extfent that this approach implied MOVINg beyond mMents about Turkish rule opened the pOSSI1-
dialogue proselytizing Muslims, there WAaS 1ty for accepting the Turks legitimate Eu-

roOpCcCan due large part Luther’s empha-vehement disagreement from SOTIINIC semı1ınar
members. S1S obedience temporal authority, ‚V1 the

The tourth anı final day w as introduced with authority of the Ottoman Finally, Luther’s
by GregMiller » The wider significance rejection of the medieval crusading ideol

of Luther’s writıngs the Turks«, which argued 1ın favor of defensive WaT fought secular
grounds WAas ımportan contribution theagaınst Norman Daniel and Edward Sa1id for

the ımportance of the early modern period, and of development of the Just War tradition though
Luther particular, shaping Western under- sSemM1nar members thought this develop-
standings of Islam Luther’s vital role 1n the pub: IMEeNT less significant 1n practice than 1n theory)
lication of Bibliander’s translation of the Qur’an In the COUrse of discussion, sem1nar members
ith his (OQ)WI1 introduction wWAas NOT fully- Iso addressed the COTL1LI11ON but mistaken ten-
nized because his introduction Was omitted trom dency Christian circles identify Muhammad
theereditions of his works. Themes 1n Luther’s the »Muslim Jesus« and the (Qur’an the

»Muslim Bible«. It WAas noted that the closestwrn1ltiıngs which helped shape the WaYy scholars
understood Islam included the CONCEPL of Islam equivalent ESUS 1n Islam 15 NOLT Muhammad,

but the ur’an itself which 15 the speech of God,religion, subtle alteration of the role of Is.
lam and the Turks the apocalypse, empha- Cco-eternal ath God, God’s ull and final revela-
S15 theology, especially Christology, and de- tıon an the of salvation. Muhammad,
emphasis the role of biography of Muhammad whom Muslims believe Was illiterate, 15 SCCI1

1n Christian polemic agalnst Islam, and the COIl- the human mouthpiece through whom the PIC-
xistent Qur’an CaIne humankind. Althoughcept of the Just War 1n relation Islam, CSDC-

clally elated Luther’s unequivocal reject1on his life 15 model of aithful submission God,
of the Crusade. claim 15 made that he 15 divine, LTOSC from the

dead 15 aid individual Muslims’ salvation.The complex anı wide-ranging discussions of
the week nNOot lend themselves ftormulat- The closest equivalent Islam the Christian
Ing simple conclusions, but there W3as broad 15 the Hadith, the authoritative collection
a!  mM' number of perspect1ves. Firstly, of Sayıngs and storles that ear wıitness the
Luther W3aS SCCH have shown genuıne inter- ife of Muhammad and the receptlon of the
est 1ın understanding Islam and have CI1COUTI- Qur’an.
aged 1ts study, especially through his part 1ın pub- Wide-ranging the discussions had been, the

particıpants 1n the sem1inar elt that at the end ofishing the ur’an Secondly, though he avoided
passıng INanıy of the scurrilous medieval the week mucherwork remained be one
myths, his VIEWS continued represent ın Iall and that sem1ı1nar following SOILNC of these

massıve distortion of Islam Thirdly, themes should be planned tor the nexXt Congress
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