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>Session 6: The Church in History—The Crusades thru Colonial Christianity

I want to remind all of us again that, throughout history, Christ has remained head of the Church, and the Holy Spirit has never stopped empowering and guiding the Church. It does not matter how far off track some of the leaders went, or even how sinful some of the part of the Body of Christ became, the Holy Spirit was still there, working to sanctify those sinful members, and redirect those lost leaders. We mentioned last week one of some of those leaders who took the Church off track. One of those leaders, Charlemagne, the emperor of the “Holy Roman Empire” in the 9th Century, believed the best way to convert people was to threaten them with death. He believed that conversion by force was what Christ wanted. Sadly, Charlemagne’s legacy continued for many hundreds of years after his death. Christian emperors, and even non-Christian emperors believed the most efficient way to grow the Church was through violence (or the threat of violence). But, it was not only the emperors who tried to further the reign of God’s Kingdom with violence. Many popes happily used military violence to enforce their agendas. The use of violence and the misleading of God’s people was seen as some of the darkest times of Church History: The Crusades. 

>Islam 

	Before we look at The Crusades, we must understand the main reason the popes commissioned them. While there were various reasons the popes commissioned The Crusades, the publicly stated reason was to reclaim historic Christian lands from the Islamic peoples. Since the rise of Islam in the 6th Century, Christian nations and peoples have been battling Islamic nations and peoples. As we can still see today, many Christians and Muslims are willing to kill and die for what they believe.

	The Arabian Peninsula in the 6th Century had many urban centers with a lot of trade and business. The Arabian Peninsula (Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, UAE, Qatar, Bahrain, Yemen, and Oman) was outside the Eastern and Western Christian Empires, so it became a place that gathered heretical Christians and Jews. That means Christianity and Judaism were known but not the orthodox versions. At the beginning of the 7th Century (600s), there lived a boy named Mohammed. Mohammed was orphaned at a young age, but his uncle took him in and raised him. At the age of 20, Mohammed got a job working security for a desert caravan business. The owner of the caravan business was a wealthy woman named Kadija. She quickly took a liking to Mohammed and then the two married. After they married, Mohammed no longer needed to work so he decided to spend his time in meditation.

	One day Mohammed went to a cave to meditate and then he was met by what he believed to be the angel Gabriel. Mohammed was skeptical of the message Gabriel spoke to him but after numerous encounters with Gabriel, Mohammed was convinced of the message of this angel. The angel told him that Allah, the tribal god of Mohammad’s people, was the one true god. Mohammed then began traveling around the region, preaching that everyone should leave their idols and worship the true god, Allah. Mohammed convinced many Jews and tribal people to convert to Islam, and through the process, he became influential, and created an army. 

	When Mohammed’s wife, Kadija, died, Mohammed took many wives, some as young as the age of nine. Mohammed was said to have received ongoing revelation from Allah until the day he died. His followers recorded those revelations in the Quran along with the ethical teachings given by Allah. Mohammed taught that Islam is the true fulfillment of both Judaism and Christianity. He claimed Jesus was simply one of the many prophets in history, but Mohammed was the highest prophet, with the highest human authority. The Quran even talks about Jesus and confirms the death, but it states that he did not resurrect but remained dead. In one of Mohammed’s visions, he was taken to Jerusalem to talk to Allah’s earlier prophets—Abraham and Moses. Because of this vision, Muslims hold Mt. Moriah (the temple mount) to be a sacred place. >Currently, the Dome of the Rock is built where Yahweh’s temple used to stand. Mohammed taught that the Bible had been corrupted through years of translation so the Quran is the final authority as it is more accurate. So, if the Quran disagrees with the Bible, then the Quran should be followed. The ethical teachings in the Quran are meant to be followed exactly. It is through strict obedience to those commands that will lead to salvation. As Mohammed was the true prophet, and the highest human, Muslims are meant to follow the example of Mohammed, as well as the commands from Allah. 

	Islam is not a part of Christianity. Islam is not a Christian denomination. I have heard too many Ugandans, some even ministers in the Church talk about Muslims being equally Christian with Catholics, Protestants, Pentecostals, etc. But this confusion is not only in Uganda. Over the last ten or fifteen years I have heard progressive/liberal Americans encourage unity between Christians, Muslims, and Jews. They say, you are all worshiping the same God, just from different points of view. Those who follow Judaism reject that Jesus was the Messiah. They are still waiting for the Messiah to come. Those who follow Islam claim Jesus was just another human and that he did not raise from the dead. Christianity is founded on the truth that Jesus was/is the Messiah and that the evidence of this fact was that he was raised from the dead. The hope Christians have is based on the fact that Jesus is alive and not dead. Christians believe salvation only comes through Christ and the gift of salvation. Muslims believe salvation is a reward for following Allah’s commands. So, no, Islam is not another Christian denomination.

	>In 632 Mohammed took his army to the city of Mecca and began to enforce radical monotheism. But soon after they took the city, Mohammed died. His Caliphs (religious generals) took over leadership and continued the military conquest to spread Islam around the region. Because the Muslims believed Islam was the fulfillment of Judaism and Christianity, they were not harsh with Jews or Christians if they accepted and submitted to the revelation of Mohammed. Within about 100 years, the Caliphs had conquered the Arabian Peninsula, North Africa, Spain, Israel, Turkey, and much of the current day Middle East. That means the cities that were historically important to Christians were under the control of Muslims: Alexandria, Antioch, Jerusalem, Constantinople, Carthage, Nicaea, etc.>

>The Crusades

After about 300 years of Muslims controlling historic Christian sites, Pope Urban II decided it was time for Christians to reclaim their “God given” lands from the Pagans. Urban II called for the “Crusades” in the year 1095 when he drafted a letter of instruction for Christian soldiers. But is getting land back really something worth dying for? We may ask today, “Why would so many people go to fight in distant lands, with the high probability of dying?” There were a number of reasons given to the people to convince them to fight against the Islamic people. Pope Urban II told the people that:

1. The Western and Eastern empire should be united again. Defeating the Muslims would ensure one large Christian empire. So Christian crusaders believed that they needed to free their Christian brothers and sisters from Islamic oppression.
2. Christians should be in control of the “Holy Land.” The Holy Land is referring to Jerusalem where Christianity was born, but their goal was to reclaim all cities that had historical significance for Christianity. 
3. Christians needed to destroy the enemies of God. The people were convinced that non-Christians deserved to die. Some crusaders did give the opportunity for forced conversion—“be baptized or die”—but many crusaders did not even give Muslims the opportunity. Many crusaders simply slaughtered Muslims without hesitation. 
4. Attacking Muslims in their own territory, would keep violence away from Italy. The popes were afraid of the Muslim armies as they were getting closer to Italy and Rome. They believed that if they sent armies to fight Muslims in far off lands, then it would keep the fighting away from them.
5. Christians would receive remission of sins if they fought for God. The people were told by the church and Pope that if they fought God’s enemies and died, they would immediately go to heaven. There would be no time in purgatory. The Pope even told the people that any sin committed in battle would be forgiven when they died, no matter how terrible the sin was. Fighting in the crusades was a shortcut to heaven.
6. Lastly, Christians would receive great wealth. The Pope told the crusaders that they could take anything and everything from the people they were fighting against.

While all these above reasons for the crusade were stated, there were other unstated reasons. If the crusaders were successful, Pope Urban II would be the authority over the whole world. If they were successful, Urban would have unlimited wealth, land, and power. It’s amazing how far the Church had come in the first millennium regarding violence and use of force. From Christ till the time of Constantine, the common belief and practice was that Christians were nonviolent. Early Christians took the words of Jesus literally when he said, 

“Love your enemies! Pray for those who persecute you! In that way, you will be acting as true children of your Father in heaven” (Matt 5:44- 45a NLT). 

Early Christians practically lived out the instructions of Paul when he said, 

“Dear friends, never take revenge. Leave that to the righteous anger of God. For the Scriptures say, ‘I will take revenge; I will pay them back,’ says the Lord. Instead, ‘If your enemies are hungry, feed them. If they are thirsty, give them something to drink. In doing this, you will heap burning coals of shame on their heads.’ Don’t let evil conquer you, but conquer evil with good” (Rom 12:19- 21 NLT).

Early Christians refused to kill but were proud to be killed for the sake of Christ. But as the Church gained political power, many left the idea of loving their enemy and adopted the idea of killing their enemy. As we saw above, the idea of fighting in a holy war to honor God, was also adopted by the Church. To be very clear, this idea came from the influence of Islam. In Islam, those who die in a Jihad (Holy War), will immediately go to heaven. Also, this idea of forced conversion, through military expansion, which Charlemagne liked so much, was taken from Islam. Let me say, when we introduce practices and beliefs from other religions into the Church, the Church will always be led off track.

What was the result of the Crusades? In total there were eight crusades against the Muslims. Only one of those eight could possibly be considered a success and that was the first one. Let me give you a brief summary of the first crusade.

The first Crusade (1095- 1099 AD) was known as “The People’s Crusade.” All kinds of normal people (not soldiers) were excited to fight for God. Four generals organized an army to go to the Holy Land. The purpose of this crusade was to take back Antioch, Nicaea, and Jerusalem. We should know, the distance from Italy to Jerusalem is over 1,400 miles and the crusaders walked the whole way. On the journey, the Christian crusaders ransacked Christian towns to fund the crusade. While they stole from, and abused, fellow Christians, they were harshest and most destructive on Jews they encountered. 

In the whole four-year crusade, they only took back the city of Antioch after the Christian crusaders slaughtered every living thing in the city. The Christians were very proud of themselves until a larger Muslim army besieged the Christians in the city. Most of the Christian crusaders starved to death in the city and the rest were almost defeated by the Turks. However, just before the Turks were going to overtake Antioch, one of the leaders of the crusaders had a vision that Constantine’s spear was buried under the Church in the city. Some soldiers went and dug up the floor of the Church and found a spear head buried! Was it really Constantine’s spear? I have no idea. The crusaders seemed to believe so. When they found the spear, the crusaders became excited and encouraged. They went out and defeated the Turks. 

After the battle at Antioch, the crusaders moved on to Jerusalem. By the time they reached Jerusalem, they only had about 1/3 of their soldiers left. They besieged Jerusalem and broke into the city. Once the crusaders got inside Jerusalem, they slaughtered everything inside, all the Muslims, Jews, even Christians… after they had finished raping the women. Then they took back some of the areas around Constantinople, Antioch, Northern Israel, and Jerusalem before they went home.

>That was the most successful of the Crusades! The others just began as disasters and ended in disaster. During the fourth crusade (1202- 1204), “Christian” soldiers were meant to free Constantinople from the Muslim oppressors. Instead, the Christian soldiers attacked Constantinople, destroyed the city and stole all of its wealth. What they did to Constantinople cemented the break in relationship between the Western and Eastern Churches, and it was seen as the greatest looting in the history of the world. The fifth crusade (1209) was called the “Children’s Crusade.” The crusaders were mostly youth and they never reached the holy lands. Most of the youth were killed on the way or abducted and sold into slavery by pirates.

	What have been the lasting effects of the Crusades? First, they guaranteed a permanent schism (split) between Western and Eastern Churches. Second, the crusades strengthened the Pope’s power. No longer was the Pope authority over just the Church, he also became authority over worldly matters and governments. Finally, the crusades fully militarized the Church. No longer was the Church trying to limit war, but they were now actively waging war against their enemies, who they believed to be “enemies of God.”

>Question: Any questions or comments about Islam or the Crusades? 

>Beginnings of Reformation[footnoteRef:1] [1:  This information was summarized from: Justo L. Gonzalez, The Story of Christianity, Volume I: The Early Church to the Dawn of the Reformation, rev. ed. (New York: HarperOne, 2010), 407-45.] 


For Protestants, we believe that Martin Luther was the first reformer. However, that is not true. Others had been working for reform long before Luther. Before the 16th Century, before Ulrich Zwingli and Martin Luther, various people in the Church began working for reform. >An English preacher by the name of John Wycliffe (died 1384), believed that everyone should be able to read the Bible in their own language. From the time of Gregory VII, translating the Bible in languages other than Latin had been banned. The Bible was only read and heard in Latin. That means only educated clergy could read and understand the Bible. Wycliffe then created the first translation of the English Bible, so his fellow citizens could read and understand the Bible for themselves. Wycliffe publicly condemned the leadership of the Church for abusing their power and said ministers of the Church should serve God’s people, God’s people should not serve ministers. Wycliffe was condemned as a heretic by the Church but died of natural causes before his execution. 

	>A Czech preacher, by the name of John Huss (1369- 1415), continued with the teachings of Wycliffe but added his own contribution. Huss wrote and preached that Christians should not submit to the authority of the Pope because the Pope was selling indulgences[footnoteRef:2] to fund his personal wars. Huss attacked the Church’s practice of selling indulgences and said by selling indulgences, the Church was trying to take God’s authority. Huss was burned at the stake in 1415 by order of the Church. Burning people alive was the favored execution of the Catholic Church. A Catholic monk by the name of Girolamo Savonarola (1452- 1498) was tortured and burned alive after he condemned the Pope and Church leaders for living in luxury. Savonarola preached that it is wrong for Church leaders to live in luxury while congregants live in poverty. [2:  An Indulgence was a paper certificate that could be purchased by Christians. As we talked about last week, the Catholic Church holds the doctrine of purgatory. Every Christian must go to purgatory when they die for cleansing of sins committed after baptism. Again, depending on how many sins were committed, you could suffer in purgatory for a week or 10,000 years. The Popes of this time period said a person could pay money to the Church to lessen their time in purgatory. Also, if a family member or friend died, you could pay money and lessen their time in purgatory. An indulgence was the receipt (certificate) for the money paid. How could money paid to the Church lessen time in purgatory? The Church created the understanding that each person needed a certain amount of holiness to go to heaven. Some people reach the level of holiness during their time in purgatory but others reach the level of holiness in life. Those people would be various saints in the history of the Church. Many of those saints were extra holy which means they had holiness left over after they went to heaven. All of the leftover holiness went into a storage area that the Church, specifically the pope, had access to. So when you bought an indulgence, you were buying the extra holiness from the saints and then it would be applied to you or your family members. The more money you paid; the more years were cut off your sentence in purgatory. Some people spent all the money they had in the hopes of lessening a family member's time of suffering. Where did the money go when someone bought an indulgence? To the popes and high up Church leaders. ] 


>The Largest Catholic reformation (non-Protestant) was the Spanish reformation led by Queen Isabella of Castile (Queen from 1474- 1504). The reformation started with the greatest intentions but resulted in tens of thousands of Church-sponsored murders. Isabella and her newly appointed Archbishop, Francisco Jimenez de Cisneros noticed how most of the high Church leaders spent their time organizing wars, increasing their wealth, and taking land from the poor. They also noticed how most of the lower Church leaders were not properly trained or educated. Lastly, they noticed how the monastics had abandoned their lives of holy living for lives of sin. 

Isabella then declared (with the power of the military) that Scripture is key to reforming the Church, therefore, all Church leaders should be properly trained and educated for ministry. Isabella acquired printing presses in all the major cities, and they produced materials for Christian education. A university was opened near the city of Madrid which led to the first printing of the Spanish language Bible in 1520. The reform focused on theological education and reform of practice. 

>The reform did not include reforming doctrines or theological beliefs of the Church. Beliefs that were different from Isabella’s beliefs became beliefs that were opposed to the Church. Basically, everyone had to agree with the theological beliefs of the queen. Anyone who professed beliefs different from the queen’s was tortured and executed. Isabella actually appointed Archbishop Jimenez to go looking for people who had different views from hers. If people were discovered, or even accused of having different beliefs, they were tortured and executed. This process became known as the Spanish Inquisition. Many different kinds of machines were created during this time for the purpose of torture. The Church justified their torture by saying, “It is better to torture a person here on earth for a short time, to get them to recant of their heresy, than to let them die peacefully and go to hell and be tortured for eternity.” Did you get that? They said they were helping the person they were torturing. They believed God would torture the person for eternity, so they were justified torturing a person to death.

>Protestant Reformation

	The Protestant Reformation began at the beginning of the 16th Century (1500s). We will be looking at the four branches off the Protestant Reformation: Lutheran, Reformed (Calvinist), Radical (Anabaptist), and Anglican. As none of us are Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, we look to these branches as our history. As we will see later today, Pentecostalism grew out of a mixture of the Reformed, Anglican, and Anabaptist traditions. When thinking about the 16th Century Reformation, most people attribute the beginning of the Reformation to Martin Luther, however, Ulrich Zwingli, in Switzerland, began his reformation teaching about 15 years before Luther. But, since most people are more familiar with Luther, we will begin with his story first.

>Martin Luther (1483- 1546)
At the beginning of the 16th Century, Martin Luther served as an Augustinian monk, in the monastery in Wittenberg, Germany. Luther had a history of anxiety, fear, depression, and personal guilt. Luther always felt like he was a failure, like he could never live up to other people’s expectations. These feelings of failure were also present in his relationship with God. Luther felt like, no matter how hard he tried, he could never please God, he could never be good enough for God. One day as he was reading through the letter to the Galatians, it was like the Scripture came alive, and spoke to him in a way that it hadn’t before. Luther realized that it was not through our own efforts, but only through faith in Christ that we are made righteous. Let me read some examples of those verses from Galatians.

“Let me ask you this one question: Did you receive the Holy Spirit by obeying the law of Moses? Of course not! You received the Spirit because you believed the message you heard about Christ. How foolish can you be? After starting your new lives in the Spirit, why are you now trying to become perfect by your own human effort? Have you experienced so much for nothing? Surely it was not in vain, was it? 

I ask you again, does God give you the Holy Spirit and work miracles among you because you obey the law? Of course not! It is because you believe the message you heard about Christ. 

In the same way, “Abraham believed God, and God counted him as righteous because of his faith.” The real children of Abraham, then, are those who put their faith in God. What’s more, the Scriptures looked forward to this time when God would make the Gentiles right in his sight because of their faith. God proclaimed this good news to Abraham long ago when he said, “All nations will be blessed through you.” So all who put their faith in Christ share the same blessing Abraham received because of his faith” (Gal 3:2–9 NLT-SE).

“So it is clear that no one can be made right with God by trying to keep the law. For the Scriptures say, “It is through faith that a righteous person has life.” This way of faith is very different from the way of law, which says, “It is through obeying the law that a person has life” (Gal 3:11–12 NLT-SE).

“For you are all children of God through faith in Christ Jesus. And all who have been united with Christ in baptism have put on Christ, like putting on new clothes.”
(Galatians 3:26–27 NLT-SE)

“So Christ has truly set us free. Now make sure that you stay free, and don’t get tied up again in slavery to the law” (Gal 5:1 NLT-SE).

In his excitement, Luther was inspired to call for reforms in the Church. Luther wanted all Christians to feel the freedom that he did. He wanted the Church leaders to serve the people and not have the people serve the Church leaders. At this point in 1515 AD Luther wrote his 95 theses and nailed them to the door to the Chapel in the monastery. Before the internet, websites, and Facebook, this was how theologians “posted” theological ideas for discussion. Basically, nailing the theses to the door was a common practice at the time. Also, because he lived and worked in the monastery, which was a theological intuition, his theses were posted in Latin. What was the response to nailing his 95 theses to the door? Nothing really. The other academics and clergy thought they were interesting, but not much came out of it. It was not until a short time later, when Luther translated his theses into German that the hierarchy in the Church took notice. It was after he translated his proposals into the common language that the conflict broke out and the split started. 

>Philip Melanchthon (1497- 1560)
Luther was the founder of the Reformation in Germany, but he had help developing his ideas. Phil Melanchthon (1497- 1560) worked with Luther as they formalized his calls for reform, which later became known as the Reformation doctrines. Phil Melanchthon’s contributions greatly shaped the theological beliefs of the Lutheran Church as he helped Luther clarify his positions. We will look at the Reformation beliefs below, but first I would like to finish looking at the other well-known people of the Reformation.

>Ulrich (Huldrych) Zwingli (1484- 1531)
	Ulrich Zwingli was a well-educated Swiss Catholic at the beginning of the 16th Century. Around the year 1500, Zwingli attended a lecture on the letter to the Romans that was given by Thomas Wyttenbach. It was during this lecture that Zwingli’s eyes were opened to the issues in the Church that needed to be reformed. Zwingli was ordained a priest in the Catholic Church in 1506. He later used his preaching opportunities to educate Christians of the corruption within the higher levels of the Church. Zwingli devoted much of his time to study of the Scripture, but sadly, the rest of his time was devoted to questionable and even sinful behavior. It seems Zwingli may have had a sex addiction as he continued sexual relationships with many different women. Zwingli also funded his way of life working as a mercenary (soldier for hire). 

This is the sad reality we see throughout history. A person can have great understanding of Scripture and Christian theology, but at the same time, not live the truth. This reality is still with us today. There are pastors, theologians, evangelists, etc., who devote their lives to study of Scripture, teaching, and preaching, but then fail to apply the truth to their lives.

>John Calvin (1509- 1564)	
 While Zwingli was the founder of the Swiss Reformation, John Calvin formally developed the doctrines and clarified the beliefs of the Reformed tradition. That is why today, the Reformed churches are known as “Calvinist.” John Calvin was the most influential of all the reformers at the time, and even today. Calvin by far was the most educated of the reformers and did the most writing and theological formation of the reformers. Apart from the numerous biblical commentaries, writings on Christian living, and his 4,000 sermons, which can still be read today, Calvin wrote a four-book set of systematic theology called Institutes of Christian Religion. Calvin was incredibly bright. He graduated with his M.A. at the age of 18, and at the age of 22, he finished his PhD in civil law. At the age of 24 he converted to Protestantism and joined the Reformation work.

>Conrad Grebel (1498- 1526)
	Conrad Grebel was a Swiss man brought to the Reformation by Ulrich Zwingli. Grebel and Zwingli worked together until 1523 when Grebel decided that Zwingli did not take the reformation far enough. Grebel believed there should be complete separation between Church and State and that infant baptism was invalid. Grebel was the first person in known history to rebaptize a Christian. Grebel and his followers were given the name “Anabaptist” by their opponents, which means “re-baptizers.” Grebel founded a group called the Swiss-brethren Movement which was separate from both Catholics and Protestants. This issue of rebaptism and purposeful separation from the governments led to the full persecution of the Anabaptists. The Lutherans, Reformed, and Catholics all hated, and persecuted the Anabaptists—men, women, and children. Many were beheaded, burned at the stake, but most often they were drowned. The Catholic and Protestant churches drowned them because of the issue of re-baptism. They thought it would be fitting to give them a final baptism as they died.

>Menno Simons (1496- 1561)
	Menno Simons was a Catholic Priest who converted to Protestantism. We say Protestantism to signify they were not Catholic but many Anabaptists view(ed) themselves to be in a separate category, not Protestant or Catholic. Menno Simons taught that “The commands of Christ” were what were meant to govern the life of a believer. Simons worked to formalize Anabaptist doctrine with the creation of the Schleitheim Confession. The Schleitheim confession is a set of statements of belief that continues to guide modern-day Anabaptists. The Christian denomination of Mennonites gets its name from Menno Simons.

>King Henry VIII (King from 1509- 1547)
	Henry was the King of England for the first half of the 16th Century. Henry desperately wanted a son to take over as king when he died, but all the babies his wife gave birth to were girls. Henry thought his wife was to blame for not giving him a son so he asked the Pope to dissolve his marriage, so he could find another wife. When the Pope refused to grant him a divorce, Henry became annoyed and declared that the Church of England was its own entity. The Church of England would no longer be under the authority of the Pope, but the Monarch of England would become the “Head of the Church.” No, the Anglican denomination does not have a great beginning. We should also know that Henry did not have luck with his second wife. In all Henry had six wives, two of which he executed for not producing a son. So, no, Henry VIII was not a good person. 

>Queen Elizabeth I (Queen from 1558- 1603)
	Queen Elizabeth took over as queen of England after her half-sister Queen Mary, also known as “Bloody Mary,” attempted to return England to Catholicism by force. Mary attempted to cleanse England of Protestantism by killing every Protestant. After Mary died in 1558, Elizabeth stopped the persecution of the Protestants and moved the Church of England to the “middle of the road” with its theology and practice. Catholics were free to be under the authority of the Pope while they remained faithful to the Queen as national leader. Elizabeth created a new edition of the Book of Common Prayer (liturgy for COE) that had theologically inclusive language. Elizabeth created a place of religious peace through tolerance.

>Question: Any questions or comments about the early Catholic Reformers or the Protestant Reformers?

>Beliefs and Practices of the Reformation Branches
	
Now that we have taken a brief look at the actors in the Protestant Reformation. We will not look at the beliefs and practices that were and are still associated with the various Protestant denominations. As I mentioned last week, there are around 22,000 Protestant denominations today (large denominations, small denominations, and independent Churches). While various other beliefs and practices have been added to the many Protestant denominations, the beliefs found below are usually foundational.

>Lutheran
The Foundation of Luther’s theology was the person of Christ. Luther said, “In Christ, God has forgiven us. In Christ, we encounter the true God.” Luther developed what he called the “theology of the cross.” The Catholic Church of Luther’s day was extravagant, wealthy, and glorified. Many times, their theology focused only on Christ’s resurrected glory and on the glorified Church that was in political power. In that glorified Church, the bishops and Popes lived rich, privileged lives.  Luther said the true Christ was not seen in the Theology of Glory taught by the Church, but Christ was truly seen when he was crucified. Therefore, the Church should not be a glorified, wealthy, privileged institution based on the Imperial model, but a self-sacrificial group of people who serve others and imitate the life of Christ.

	In response to the tradition of the Catholic Church Luther helped develop five principles to guide the Protestant movement. Those five principles are: Sola Scriptura (Scripture alone), Solus Christus (Christ alone), Sola Fida (faith alone), Sola Gratia (grace alone), and Soli Deo Gloria (glory to God alone). The two principles that Luther focused on the most were Sola Scriptura and Sola Gratia. Luther argued against the tradition of the Catholic Church and against the authority of the Pope for Christian life and authority. Luther said Scripture is the highest authority, there is no institution, tradition, or person that has authority equal to or above Scripture. Luther also said salvation is a free gift from God. There is nothing anyone can do to earn salvation; it is presented to us simply by the grace of God. Obedience to the Law, obedience to the Church, or obedience to the Pope will not allow for salvation. Salvation only comes as a gracious gift.

	Luther taught that the Law convicts us of sin and is meant to lead us to Christ. There is no life in the Law, there is only life in the Gospel. Luther said only the Gospel has the power to free us from sin. Luther prioritized the Gospel over the Law and even qualified commands in the New Testament when he said that even in NT commands (laws) there is still grace and Gospel behind them. As you can see, Luther had a large focus on God’s grace and our acceptance of the gift of salvation by faith alone (Sola Fida). Luther taught that we are made right with God through the righteousness of Christ. When we put our faith in Christ, we are “justified” in God’s sight. Luther’s focus on grace alone, led him to create the doctrine of Forensic Justification. Forensic Justification says Christ’s righteousness is applied to us so we are no longer guilty in God’s eyes. However, we are not actually transformed into righteous people. We remain the same sinful people that we were before salvation, but God simply declares that we are righteous. This has led some to believe that we can continue to live sinful lives because it’s by God’s grace we are saved, not by what we do or don't do. 

We should be aware that Luther wanted to remove the books of James, Hebrews, and Revelation from the Bible as he believed they were too confusing or irrelevant. I believe he wanted to remove them because those three books contradict his thesis that grace is all that matters, actions do not. James, Hebrews, and Revelation have clear warnings and instructions that belief is not enough to ensure salvation. Yes, we receive salvation because of God’s grace, but our actions must now confirm our faith.

The last two Lutheran beliefs I want to identify are regarding the Church and State and Eucharist. As mentioned last week, Luther was an Augustinian monk, which meant he studied the writings of Augustine. The debate Augustine had with Pelagius greatly influenced his understanding of justification by grace, through faith. But Luther also brought forward Church and State relations from Augustine’s book, City of God. Luther taught that there are two kingdoms: temporal and spiritual. The temporal referred to the state which was divinely ordained with powers of law and government. The spiritual referred to the Church which was divinely ordained with powers for the spiritual realm. Technically, they were meant to have authority only in their areas, but with Luther, and many of the other reformers, the belief was that these two kingdoms should be united, as they are both divinely ordained. This belief was really no different from the Roman Catholic Church.

Luther’s understanding of Eucharist was quite different from the Roman Catholic Church. The Catholic Church’s view of Eucharist (the Lord’s Supper, Communion) was, and is, that when the priest blesses the elements (bread and wine), that they actually transform into the physical body and the physical blood of Christ. That would indicate that Christ is physically present during Communion. The Catholic view is called transubstantiation. Luther said the elements do not transform into the physical body and blood of Christ, but Christ is present in spirit, in and around the elements. Luther’s view of Communion is called consubstantiation (this is also the view of the Anglican Church). 

>Reformed (Calvinist)
	John Calvin thoroughly developed his theological views. What I will identify below are some unique things to the Reformed tradition. We should know that they follow the previously stated Reformation principles, and many of the same beliefs as Lutherans, but I will not go over them again here. For the sake of time, I just want to identify some unique beliefs or practices that may interest us.

	John Calvin makes a clear distinction between Creator and creature. “God is God, and people are people.” God is above and separate from his creation, and anything that would try to connect people to God is idolatrous. That means Calvin banned the use of relics, icons, crosses, paintings, and even the position of priest as they were seen as intermediaries, connecting the people to God. Because of his insistence of God and humans having a clear separation, Calvin disagreed with both the Catholic Church and Luther regarding the nature of Communion. Calvin said Christ does not physically appear in the elements, nor does he spiritually appear in the elements. Christ is present spiritually in the room when communion is done.

	For the practice of the Church, Calvin instituted what is known as the Regulative Principle. The Regulative Principle states that, “what is not prescribed, is prohibited.” For example, that means guitars and keyboards cannot be used during singing time because the NT writers do not tell us to do so. If the NT does not specifically instruct us to do something, we cannot do it. Most Pentecostals today have the opposite view, “If the Bible doesn’t say something is wrong, then we are free to do it.” 

	Calvin agreed with Luther that salvation is only available through God’s grace, but Calvin went in a slightly different direction. Calvin focused on the sovereignty and freedom of God to do as God pleases. Calvin said, God graciously “elected” some people to receive salvation and others, not. Calvin said those who God chose to receive salvation were decided even before the creation of the world. God’s choice to choose them had nothing to do with what the people would do or would not do, God simply wanted to demonstrate his grace by choosing them to be saved. Those people God chose through his grace to be saved can be assured that they will experience eternal life, no matter what happens in this life. Those who God did not “elect” for salvation, are eternally destined for destruction. Calvinist churches are known for their five-point theology regarding salvation. The points can be remembered in the acronym “TULIP.” Total depravity, Unconditional election, Limited atonement, Irresistible grace, and Perseverance of the Saints.

	The last two things I want to identify from the Reformed tradition is the relationship between Church and State, and the governance of the Church. Calvin believed that there should be a correspondence between the Church and State. While the State operates in the temporal realm and the Church operates in the spiritual realm, they should work together for the common good. Calvin believed that Christians should work in the State, to bring morality to the world. Calvin believed that Jesus is Lord over all creation, not just the Church. For the government of the Church, Calvin knew the danger of having only one person in authority in each congregation. If the priest/pastor had the only authority, there would be on one to keep that person accountable. Calvin then instituted a presbyterian structure which had a team of elders leading each congregation. A team of leaders would safeguard against a dictatorship within a congregation. 
	
>Questions: Has anyone had any experience with Lutheran or Reformed Churches? Do we have any comments or questions about either one?

>Radical (Anabaptist)
	Anabaptist belief was founded firmly on the ideas that the Bible was the only authority in the life of the Church, and that God’s people are meant to be set apart (The beliefs stated here about Anabaptists are still true today). The Anabaptist rejected the authority of the pope, Church tradition, they rejected the authority of the historic creeds, and the leadership of the Catholic and Protestant churches. Anabaptists believed the Bible was the only authority for Christians, and the Bible should be read literally. The interpretation for Scripture came from the inner witness (the Holy Spirit) and from the community of faithful believers. 

Anabaptists believed in a clear distinction between Church and State, or as they referred to them: “the kingdom of God” and “the kingdom of the world.” They believed citizens of God’s kingdom had no business getting involved in the kingdom of the world. They looked at the Sermon on the Mount (Matt 5- 7) as the “constitution” of God’s people. Therefore, they could not fight in wars because Jesus says, “love your enemies.” >They could not pledge themselves (swear allegiance) to any worldly government because Jesus says, “do not swear an oath.” Anabaptists say the Church is an alternate community, apart from the world, which demonstrates God’s intention for humanity. Many Anabaptists create(d) communities away from cities and the general population. Other Anabaptists live in the midst of non-believers but do not conform to normal cultural dress or behavior. This “setting apart” does not only apply to the kingdom of the world, but Anabaptists also set themselves apart from the organized Church (all other denominations) as they believe themselves to be the faithful few. Typically, Anabaptists view the rest of the Church as tainted and sinful. 

The last two things I want to mention about the Anabaptists is about their views on Church membership and Church governance. These last two topics should be especially informative for us as they guide most Pentecostal churches today. Anabaptists believe Church membership is always voluntary. To join the Church, someone must make a personal decision to follow Christ along with a personal commitment for Church membership. Only believers can be baptized because baptism signifies a personal commitment to Christ. Regarding communion, there is no spiritual mystery that happens during communion, but it is simply done for remembrance (that means anyone can give communion. Also, anyone can baptize another person as baptism is simply a sign of repentance). There is a requirement for remaining in an Anabaptist community (church), each person must conform to the requirements of an authentic Christian life. 

Regarding church governance, their model is called Congregationalism. That means their leadership is within the congregation. They do not recognize authority outside their congregation. They believe in the priesthood of all believers (preaching, teaching, baptizing, and giving communion can be done by any man. Again, they are biblical literalists which means all elders/pastors must be men). All decisions are made locally and there are no taxes or finances that go to a higher office. Each congregation is free to associate with other congregations, but they can disassociate at any time (an example of independent congregations that associate would be the churches of the Southern Baptist Convention). 

>Anglican (Episcopalian)
The driving force of Anglicanism is balance. Anglicans work at holding things together in a “living tension.” They work to maintain unity in a seemingly impossible family. This unity and balance are currently being tested with the issues of blessing homosexual weddings and ordaining homosexual clergy. For the last 20-something years, there has been tension within the global Anglican Communion regarding the issue of homosexuality in the Church (the association of all the Anglican Churches is called the Communion). Some provinces are accepting but many are not. While there has been sharp disagreement over the last couple of decades, for the most part, the different provinces have not broken fellowship with one another. The Archbishop of Canterbury has been working tirelessly to bring compromise between the two sides (working for unity is good but is this an issue that should be settled with compromise?). But just within the last couple of weeks (mid-February 2023), 12 provinces within the Anglican communion rejected the Archbishop of Canterbury as the Communions “Spiritual Leader,” and ‘primus inter pares’—“First among equals.” The 12 provinces are calling on the wider communion to elect a new spiritual leader that will lead them in the path of orthodoxy (right belief) and orthopraxy (right behavior).

	For Church life, Anglicanism is built on, and values, harmony, compromise, and inclusion. These beliefs are what led to religious peace under the leadership of Queen Elizabeth I. The willingness to include people from various backgrounds and various theological viewpoints stopped the religious persecution in England in the 16th Century. Anglicans still work for political harmony as well as doctrinal harmony within the community, to help ensure unity within such a diverse communion. Elizabeth I compromised in a positive way to balance Anglican theology, which was acceptable to both Catholics and Protestants. With compromise and harmony comes tolerance. Anglicans tolerate creativity, various political views, theological innovation, and they actively give freedom to members to think “outside of the box.” Many Anglicans have positively contributed to the academic world of theology because the Church creates an environment where people feel comfortable to wrestle with through theological issues. Where in Roman Catholicism, tradition may limit what theologians can question, Anglicans typically feel freer to question historic beliefs and practices. Many times, this has led to positive theological developments. On the other hand, this freedom to question historic beliefs has led to a divide within the communion.

	The last two things I would like to mention about Anglicanism is regarding Church governance and their views on Church State relations. Of all the Protestant denominations, Anglicanism most resembles Roman Catholicism (Some ways they are not like Catholics: Anglican ministers can marry, they ordain women for ministry, Eucharist view is Consubstantiation, there is no person in universal authority). The hierarchy within the clergy begins with deacons, then goes to priests, bishops, and then archbishops. Each “province” or national Church is officially independent and under the leadership of an archbishop. Each province associates with the other provinces to form the Anglican Communion. One of the archbishops is elected every 10 years to serve as a “spiritual leader” for the other archbishops but he doesn’t have authoritative power over the others. Power and authority in the communion come from voting. Throughout the different levels of the Anglican Church, there are committees that vote on issues in the Church. There is no one who has complete authority over the groups. Even the bishops are held accountable by the priests within their diocese. 

	For the relationship between Church and State, Anglican’s are very much in favor of the two being together. That is why many Anglican churches include the nation's name in their name (e.g.: Church of Uganda, Church of England, etc.). Anglican ministers encourage social and political involvement. They have the understanding the Church is the conscience of society, so the Church must be actively guiding and advising the governments. As a whole, the Anglican Church does not support war, but they support Christians serving at every level of government, to bring positive changes, through faithful witness. 

>Questions: Has anyone had any experience with Anabaptist or Anglican Churches? Do we have any comments or questions about either one?

>Colonial Christianity and Missions 

As we look at the topic of colonial Christianity, I will only be highlighting a very few stories, in a few locations. The purpose of looking at these few examples is simply to recognize that colonialism and colonization was a part of the Church’s history, and that it was wrong. As theologians, we are meant to evaluate beliefs and practices, in every age, to see if what was believed and practiced was right or wrong. For those things that were right, we continue with them. For those things that were wrong, we either make changes, or completely end the beliefs and practices.

First, I will say that the Holy Spirit was working in the whole of the world during the colonial period. It is important to recognize that God is always at work, despite the evil actions of people, and God can even use the evil actions of people for accomplishing his plans in the world. 

“No group of people desires to be ruled by a foreign power. For hundreds of years, the Jews lived and suffered under different colonial rulers. The Romans were the colonial rulers when Christianity was born. The Roman Empire was not especially friendly to the Jews or to the Christians. The Romans worshiped false gods, they abused the people they ruled, and they taxed their subjects heavily. At the same time, the Romans developed large cities, built roads across the empire, established a common language, and provided a general peace. As terrible as the Romans were, the roads helped evangelists move from city to city as they preached the Gospel. The general peace provided by the military allowed the evangelists to move freely without being ambushed on the road. Finally, having a common language made communicating the Gospel much easier. 

>If we were to look at the spread of Christianity during the colonial period in Sudan, we would see similarities with the spread of Christianity in the Roman Empire. Christians in Sudan used the peace and infrastructure built by the British-Egyptian government to spread the gospel and expand the Church.[footnoteRef:3] Between 1900 and 1956, Christian mission groups continued to move and work throughout Sudan. Christians were able to build mission stations, schools, and hospitals. Christians evangelized, planted churches, and translated the Bible into different languages. During the 56 years of colonial rule, the Church of Sudan became well-rooted and strong. The colonial period was challenging for the people of Sudan, but it was also a time of growth for the Church. Many of the modern denominations emerged during these difficult years.”  [3:  To be clear, this observation is not an attempt to excuse, justify, or support the colonial rule of Sudan. Some have used the argument that colonization and even slavery should be seen positively as they brought Christianity to non-European nations. That argument is completely wrong. Slavery and colonization are wrong, no matter what the result. The point of this observation is to make clear that despite the evils of the Roman and the British empires, the Holy Spirit was still able to use aspects of their empires to further the spread of the Gospel.] 


Is persecution good? Should we persecute others? No, persecution is evil and yet, in the early centuries of the Church, God was able to bring good things out of evil persecution. Same thing with colonization and slavery. Those are both completely evil, and they should never be repeated. We now say, despite the evils of colonization and slavery, God was still able to do something good in the places of colonization and the peoples who were enslaved. As we look back, we can say some things with confidence.

1. Colonization and slavery are completely wrong. 
2. God has always been active in the world through the Holy Spirit.

Is God the organizer of colonization or slavery? No, but God is still able to work through those things to expand the church and fulfill God’s purposes in the world. Let’s now look at a couple of examples of colonial missions. Our examples will be seen in North and South America.

>Central and South America
In the late 1400’s and early 1500s the Spanish and Portuguese nations went to explore “the West.” In the year 1493, Pope Alexander VI divided the world into West and East and said the East is free to be claimed by the Portuguese and the West free to be claimed by the Spanish (We should ask, “What authority did the Pope have for ‘dividing up the world?’ What authority did the Pope have to say that the Spanish and Portuguese could simply go to another land and ‘claim it?’”). Spanish explorers, along with missionary monks, went to Central and South America. Portuguese explorers, with missionary monks, went to Africa, India, and Southeast Asia. Between 50-100 years later, the British and French went to North America to claim lands and to “evangelize.”

I still do not understand how those two things go together—claiming land and evangelization. There is a well-known saying that has been attributed to various African leaders over the years. Some say it is a quote from Jomo Kenyatta, others say Desmond Tutu said it. Regardless of who said it, it is a sad but true statement. 

“When the white men arrived in Africa, they were holding the Bibles and we were holding the land. Then they told us to close our eyes and pray. When we opened our eyes, we were holding the Bibles and the white men were holding the land.”

>As the Spanish arrived in Central and South America, they encountered many indigenous peoples who had been occupying the land for many centuries (Incas, Aztecs, Mayans). While the Spanish claimed a Christian purpose for their journey, they had more evil motives. The Spanish clergy and soldiers attempted forced conversions on the native peoples. If they did not convert, they were slaughtered—men, women, and children. The “Christian” Spanish explorers found much gold in Central and South America. With the authority of God, which was given by the Pope, they claimed the gold for their governments and with their advanced weaponry, they killed those who resisted, they enslaved those who were left alive, and they claimed whatever land they wanted for themselves. The Spanish then continued to enslave generations of the native populations as they grew crops, mined minerals, and produced goods to send back to Europe. As the colonial governments were set up in these lands of Central and South America, the Catholic Church was established with its head in Spain. For the next four hundred years, the colonial Catholic church hierarchy was in partnership with the colonial governments and worked to keep the people subservient and in control of their colonial masters.

The Spanish “Christians'' enslaved, abused, and slaughtered the Native Americans, but somehow, many converted to Christianity. Some converted out of fear of death. Others converted because the missionary monks cared for the indigenous people and defended them from the Spanish government and the corrupt Church leaders. Through all of the hardship of the indigenous Americans, the Holy Spirit was still active and caused the people to develop a genuine, deep faith. As we read in The Church From Every Tribe and Tongue, the Church in Central and South America is thriving and growing at an astounding rate. God has taken the centuries of evil and hardship and brought something wonderful out of it. I will repeat what I said above, despite the evils of colonization and slavery, God was still able to do something good. 

>North America

A persecuted group of Christians called the Puritans traveled from England to North America in the very early 1600s. The Puritans focused on “pure” living which means they practiced literal biblical morality. They believed that the Church of England had been compromised by wrong belief and practice, so the Puritans decided to look for a land of their own. The Puritans decided that the only way for peace in this new land (North America) was to create a community that allowed for religious freedom. To formalize their community of freedom they created a document known as the “Mayflower Compact.” This document was a commitment to create and follow “just and equal laws” for everyone who lived there. I know that sounds very noble and Christian but in reality, their just and equal laws for everyone only applied to the white colonists.

In 1619 this group of Puritans began importing African slaves to work their newly acquired land. Also, when the indigenous people of North America objected to the white colonists claiming the land that belonged to them, the colonists took part in their first war against the indigenous people in 1622. Also, this new religious freedom they talked about did not mean freedom for different beliefs, but it meant freedom to believe what the Puritans said was right. It did not take long for this group of Puritans, who left England to avoid persecution, to start persecuting others. The Puritans persecuted, tortured, and executed those who practiced Pagan or traditional religions, as well as Christians who had beliefs that did not correspond with their own.

	During this early colonial period, some of the British families became very wealthy. For various reasons, these wealthy families shifted from Puritan theology back to the theology of the Church of England. But soon they ran into a problem. The Church of England stated that it was unlawful for a Christian to hold another Christian in slavery. This led to the common practice where colonists would not allow their slaves to be baptized. But after decades of Africans converting to Christianity, and being baptized anyway, the colonists made a law in 1667 which stated, baptism would not change the standing of a slave. The Christian colonists looked for all kinds of biblical passages to support slave owning and stealing of land. Through twisting of God’s Word, and wrong interpretation, the white colonists oppressed the African slaves and murdered millions of indigenous Americans.

>The British colonists desired land. The only thing standing in the way of them taking all of it was the people who had been living there for thousands of years. That desire for land led to almost three centuries of systematic extermination or confinement (Reservations) of the Native tribes of North America. Native American historians conservatively estimate (this is the low estimation) that seven million natives were killed by the British colonists, U.S. military, and U.S. citizens. Other native scholars say the number of natives killed by the colonists and U.S. citizens could reach as high as 70 million. Whole villages were slaughtered, infected blankets (smallpox) were given to the people for the purpose of destroying their whole civilization. The genocide of Native Americans by the White colonists is the largest genocide in the history of the world. The United States government and the Church of the U.S. just tries to pretend like it did not happen. Still today, 2023, Native American tribes live on reservations. Land that was chosen by the U.S. government to confine them.

The white colonists believed they had the right to take land from the Native Americans or black Africans because they believed white people were superior. They believed that God ordained them to cleanse the land of the Pagan peoples and take it for themselves. In 1823, U.S. President James Monroe said the westward expansion of the white Americans was their destiny being manifested in North America (God’s plan for the white Europeans was to take the land from the Mexicans; the term Manifest Destiny was officially used in 1845.) 

This type of thinking is not only in the past. I know and have met white Americans that believe what was done to the indigenous Americans was God’s plan. I remember sharing with an elderly family member, that I am ashamed at what our ancestors did to Africans and the native peoples of North America. The response from this elder was, “Just like God commanded Joshua to destroy the Pagan people and take the land of Canaan, God told our Founding Fathers to destroy the Pagan Native Americans and take this land.” I was completely shocked to hear that come out of the mouth of a Christian! But people still have these ideas today, and I will say with 100% confidence that thinking is antichrist. The Apostle Paul says, with Christ all boundaries which define value have been broken down. This is the message of Ephesians 2:11-22. In biblical understanding, there are only two groups of people: Jews and Gentiles. Paul says, through the death of Jesus, those two groups have been brought together, so there should no longer be hostility between them.

“For Christ himself has brought peace to us. He united Jews and Gentiles into one people when, in his own body on the cross, he broke down the wall of hostility that separated us. He did this by ending the system of law with its commandments and regulations. He made peace between Jews and Gentiles by creating in himself one new people from the two groups. Together as one body, Christ reconciled both groups to God by means of his death on the cross, and our hostility toward each other was put to death” (Eph 2:14–16 NLT-SE).

Paul explains to the Galatians that one group of people should not be seen as superior to another, but in Christ, we are not equals.

“There is no longer Jew or Gentile, slave or free, male and female. For you are all one in Christ Jesus” (Gal 3:28 NLT-SE).

What is our conclusion from this section? No person or group (whether gender, ethnicity, education, or wealth) is superior to another person or group. We all have the same value as we are all created equally in God’s image, and we have been united through the death of Jesus. We know that slavery was/is wrong, and we know that colonization was/is wrong. We know that oppressing others and discriminating are wrong and there is no place in the Church for these things. We all have equal value because of Christ Jesus. 


>Questions or Comments?



1

image1.png




