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In the current historical and geopolitical context, questions often arise regarding the
morality and justification of military campaigns, especially those directed against groups
such as the Turks, historically associated with the Ottoman Empire. As a Christian scholar
and theologian, I am frequently asked whether such an expedition can be justified on
biblical principles. This article aims to explore this complex issue thoroughly, examining
biblical teachings on warfare, justice, and morality, and applying these principles to the
question of defending or condemning military actions against the Turks.

---

Understanding Biblical Perspectives on War and
Warfare

Before evaluating specific historical or contemporary conflicts, it is essential to
understand what the Bible says about war, violence, and justice. The biblical worldview
provides principles that can guide believers in determining the morality of military
actions.

The Old Testament View on Just War

The Old Testament contains numerous references to warfare, often within the context of
divine judgment or God's chosen people defending their land and faith.

- Divine Command and Warfare: Many battles, such as the conquest of Canaan (Joshua
6-12), are depicted as commanded directly by God to uphold His justice and fulfill divine
promises.
- Justice and Defense: Israel's wars were often seen as acts of divine justice against
nations that practiced idolatry, child sacrifice, and moral depravity.
- Rules of Warfare: The Old Testament emphasizes that warfare should be conducted
justly, with a concern for innocent lives, as seen in regulations about war prisoners and
the treatment of non-combatants.



The New Testament and the Christian Approach to War

The New Testament shifts focus from national conquest to spiritual reconciliation and
peace.

- Jesus’ Teachings on Violence: Jesus advocates love, forgiveness, and turning the other
cheek (Matthew 5:39). He emphasizes peace and reconciliation over violence.
- The Role of the State: Romans 13:1-7 acknowledges the state's authority to wield the
sword for justice, including punishment of wrongdoers.
- Christian Pacifism vs. Just War: Some interpret the New Testament as advocating
pacifism, while others argue that justified defense and righteous war are permissible
within biblical limits.

---

Historical Justifications for Christian Support of
Military Action

Throughout history, Christian theologians have debated and defined criteria for just war,
attempting to reconcile divine principles with the realities of human conflict.

St. Augustine and Just War Theory

- Criteria for a Just War:
1. Proper Authority: War must be declared by legitimate authority.
2. Just Cause: Defense against aggression or protection of innocent lives.
3. Right Intention: The motive must be to promote good and justice.
4. Probability of Success: There must be a reasonable chance of success.
5. Last Resort: All peaceful means must be exhausted first.
6. Proportionality: The violence used must be proportional to the injury suffered.

- Augustine's formulation has been influential in shaping Christian perspectives on
justified warfare.

Modern Interpretations and Ethical Considerations

Contemporary theologians continue to debate the application of biblical principles to
modern conflicts, including those against groups like the Turks, especially in the context
of historical conflicts between Christian and Muslim states.

---



Applying Biblical Principles to an Expedition
Against the Turks

Given these biblical principles and historical doctrines, we can analyze whether an
expedition against the Turks can be justified and morally commendable.

Assessing the Just Causes

To determine if such an expedition is justifiable, consider:

- Self-Defense or Defense of Others: Is the campaign aimed at repelling aggression or
protecting innocent lives?
- Protection of Christian Communities: Historically, Christian populations within Ottoman
territories faced persecution; defending them could be seen as a moral obligation.
- Restoration of Justice: Are there ongoing injustices or violations that necessitate military
intervention?

Legitimate Authority and Moral Intent

- Authority: Is the campaign authorized by a legitimate political and ecclesiastical
authority?
- Intention: Is the primary aim to promote peace, justice, and Christian moral principles, or
is it driven by conquest, greed, or revenge?

Proportionality and Last Resort

- Proportionality: Will the violence be proportional to the threat faced?
- Last Resort: Have all diplomatic and peaceful avenues been exhausted?

Potential for Peace and Reconciliation

- Will the military action lead to a sustainable peace, or will it provoke prolonged conflict
and suffering?

---

Historical Examples and Lessons

Looking at historical conflicts involving Christian states and the Turks (Ottomans), several



lessons emerge:

- The Crusades: While motivated partly by religious motives, many Crusades led to
violence that was not always justifiable by biblical standards. They often involved unjust
motives and excessive violence.
- Defense Against Ottoman Expansion: Defensive campaigns, such as the Battle of Vienna
(1683), can be viewed as efforts to preserve Christian Europe, provided they meet the
criteria of justice and proper authority.

---

Contemporary Reflection: Can a Modern Christian
Support an Expedition Against the Turks?

In today’s context, the question becomes more nuanced:

- Recognition of International Law: Modern warfare is governed by international laws and
conventions that emphasize human rights and proportionality.
- Religious Tolerance and Peace: Christianity’s core message of love and reconciliation
urges believers to seek peaceful solutions where possible.
- Moral Responsibility: Believers must evaluate whether military action aligns with biblical
teachings on justice, mercy, and peace.

---

Conclusion: Biblical Grounds for Supporting or
Condemning an Expedition Against the Turks

Based on biblical principles, supporting an expedition against the Turks could be justified
if:

- The action is undertaken as a last resort after all peaceful means have failed.
- It is conducted under legitimate authority with the right intentions.
- The cause is just—defense against aggression, protection of innocent lives, and the
pursuit of justice.
- The violence is proportional and aimed at establishing peace and stability.

Conversely, if these conditions are not met, such an expedition would lack biblical
justification and could be condemned as unjust violence.

Final Reflection: As Christians, our primary call is to pursue peace and justice. Military
action, if ever justified, should always be subordinate to these higher biblical principles. It
is essential to weigh the moral, spiritual, and practical implications carefully,
remembering that God's ultimate desire is for reconciliation and peace among all peoples.



---
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Frequently Asked Questions

What are the main biblical principles that could be used
to justify an expedition against the Turks?
Biblical principles such as righteous judgment, defending the oppressed, and justice can
be interpreted to support military action against oppressors like the Turks, especially if
such action aims to restore peace and protect vulnerable populations.

How does the concept of divine justice relate to
supporting military campaigns against enemies in
biblical theology?
Biblical theology often emphasizes that divine justice may require defending the
oppressed and punishing evil, which can be used to justify military expeditions if they are
seen as fulfilling God's justice and righteousness.

Are there specific biblical passages that endorse
violence or military action against enemies?
Yes, passages such as Joshua 6-12 describe God commanding the Israelites to engage in
warfare to establish justice and possession of the Promised Land, but these are often
interpreted within a specific historical and theological context.

Can the Bible be used to justify a crusade or military
expedition against the Turks today?
While some may attempt to interpret biblical texts as justifying such actions, modern
biblical scholarship generally emphasizes themes of peace, reconciliation, and justice, and
many argue that using scripture to endorse violence is problematic.

What ethical considerations arise when defending a
military expedition on biblical grounds?
Ethical considerations include ensuring that the purpose is just, actions are proportionate,
and innocent lives are protected, aligning with biblical principles of justice, mercy, and
love for one’s neighbor.



How do different Christian denominations view the
justification of military action based on biblical
teachings?
Views vary widely; some denominations support just war theory grounded in biblical
principles, while others advocate for pacifism and oppose violence, emphasizing love and
reconciliation over military conflict.

Is it appropriate to interpret the Bible as supporting
national or religious wars today?
Most contemporary theologians caution against literal interpretations that endorse
violence, emphasizing the Bible’s overarching message of peace, love, and reconciliation
among all peoples.

What role does biblical prophecy play in discussions
about military campaigns or conflicts?
Biblical prophecy is often interpreted symbolically or spiritually today, and many scholars
warn against using it to justify specific military actions, focusing instead on the messages
of hope and justice.

How should Christians approach the topic of defending
their nation or faith in light of biblical teachings?
Christians are encouraged to seek peace, pursue justice, and love their enemies, but also
to defend their communities when necessary, always striving to align their actions with
biblical principles of righteousness and compassion.

Additional Resources
You ask whether an expedition against the Turks can be defended and
commended by me on biblical grounds. This question touches upon complex
intersections of theology, morality, historical context, and geopolitical considerations. It
invites an in-depth exploration of biblical teachings related to war, the historical
relationship between Christianity and the Ottoman Turks, and the moral justification for
military action rooted in religious principles. In this article, I will analyze these aspects
comprehensively to address the core issue thoughtfully and thoroughly.

---

Historical Context of Christian-Turkish Relations



Origins of the Conflict
The relationship between Christianity and the Ottoman Turks has a long and tumultuous
history. Starting from the late 13th century, the expansion of the Ottoman Empire into
predominantly Christian territories, including Byzantium and the Balkans, led to centuries
of conflict, warfare, and theological tension. The fall of Constantinople in 1453 marked a
significant turning point, symbolizing both the end of the Byzantine Empire and a
profound challenge to Christendom. This event was perceived by many Europeans as both
a geopolitical catastrophe and a religious crisis, intensifying calls for crusades and military
responses against the Turks.

Crusading Tradition and Its Evolution
Historically, the Crusades—initiated in the 11th century—were seen as holy wars
sanctioned by the church to reclaim Christian territories. While the original crusades
aimed at Jerusalem and other sacred sites, later campaigns, including those against
various Muslim powers, were often justified on religious grounds. Over time, the
crusading ideal waned, but the concept of defending Christendom against Islamic powers
persisted, especially during periods of Ottoman expansion.

Modern Perspectives and Challenges
In the 19th and early 20th centuries, European nations
and Christian communities grappled with whether
military intervention against the Ottoman Turks could
be justified on religious grounds, especially amidst the
decline of the empire and the rise of nationalist
movements. The question of whether such efforts are
morally defensible has been complicated by shifting
political realities and evolving theological
understandings.

---

Biblical Foundations for Justifying War

Old Testament Principles



The Bible contains numerous references that can be
interpreted as supporting the concept of justified
warfare. Key passages include:

- Deuteronomy 20:1-20: Outlines the conditions under
which Israelite armies could go to war, emphasizing
divine command and justice.
- Joshua 6-12: Chronicles Israel’s conquest of Canaan,
often cited as biblical precedent for divine sanction of
war.
- Psalm 144:1: Praises God as a "Rock" who trains hands
for battle.

However, these texts are contextually embedded within
the covenantal and historical framework specific to
Israel, and their applicability to modern interfaith
conflicts requires careful interpretation.

New Testament Teachings

The New Testament emphasizes love, forgiveness, and
turning the other cheek (Matthew 5:39). Jesus’
teachings focus on reconciliation and peace:

- Matthew 5:9: "Blessed are the peacemakers."
- Matthew 26:52: Jesus advises Peter to put away his
sword, emphasizing non-violence.
- Romans 13:1-7: Recognizes the authority of
government to maintain order and punish wrongdoers.

This presents a tension: while the Old Testament
contains directives for war, the New Testament



advocates for peace and love. Any justification of
warfare must navigate this tension carefully.

---

Can a Military Expedition Against the Turks Be
Biblically Justified?

Analyzing the Ethical and Theological Justifications

To determine whether such an expedition can be
biblically defended, one must consider several
criteria often associated with just war theory,
which has roots in Christian thought:

- Just Cause: Defense against aggression or
oppression.
- Legitimate Authority: Warranted leaders or
institutions sanctioning the war.
- Right Intention: Aiming for peace, justice, or
protection of innocents.
- Probability of Success: Reasonable expectation
of achieving the goal.
- Last Resort: Exhaustion of peaceful options.
- Proportionality: Benefits outweigh the harms.

Applying these principles:



1. Just Cause: If the Turks threaten Christian
populations, territories, or religious sites, some
might argue this constitutes a just cause for
defense.
2. Legitimate Authority: Historically, such
decisions were made by monarchs or church
authorities, raising questions about contemporary
legitimacy.
3. Right Intention: The motivation must be to
restore peace and justice, not conquest or
revenge.
4. Proportionality and Success: The potential
benefits must justify the cost, and success should
be realistically attainable.

Religious and Moral Caveats

Even if the criteria are met, the moral
implications of warfare persist. The destruction,
loss of life, and potential for escalation must be
weighed against the perceived benefits. The
biblical call for peace and forgiveness remains a
compelling ideal, challenging believers to seek
non-violent solutions whenever possible.

---

The Broader Ethical and Theological Implications



War as a Necessary Evil

Many theologians acknowledge that, in a fallen
world, war may sometimes be an unavoidable evil.
The key is ensuring that it is conducted justly and
ethically, with a focus on minimizing harm and
restoring peace.

Pacifism Versus Just War

There exists a longstanding debate between
pacifists, who oppose all violence based on
Christ’s teachings, and just war advocates, who
accept war under specific conditions. The
decision to endorse an expedition against the
Turks hinges on which paradigm one adopts.

- Pacifist View: War is inherently incompatible
with Christian teachings on love.
- Just War View: War can be justified if it adheres
to the criteria of justice and morality.

Contemporary Relevance

Modern Christians are often cautious about
endorsing military action, emphasizing diplomatic
solutions, humanitarian aid, and conflict
resolution. Yet, historical context sometimes



demands a nuanced stance—recognizing that
defending innocent lives and religious freedom
can, in specific circumstances, be viewed as
biblically defensible.

---

Practical Considerations and Modern Reflection

Relevance of Biblical Principles Today

Applying biblical teachings to contemporary
geopolitical conflicts requires careful
discernment. The context of biblical warfare
differs significantly from modern international
law and norms.

- War must be aligned with principles of justice,
human rights, and international law.
- The goal should be the protection of innocents
and restoration of peace, not conquest or
dominance.
- Religious justification should promote
reconciliation, not perpetuate division.

Ethical Responsibility and Christian Witness



Christians are called to be peacemakers,
embodying Christ’s love and compassion. Any
military action must be scrutinized through this
lens:

- Does the action promote lasting peace?
- Does it uphold human dignity?
- Is it motivated by genuine justice rather than
political or nationalistic interests?

---

Conclusion: A Thoughtful and Balanced
Perspective

The question of whether an expedition against the
Turks can be biblically justified and commended
involves a careful weighing of scripture, morality,
historical context, and modern ethical standards.
While some biblical principles support defending
the innocent and upholding justice, they are
balanced by teachings emphasizing peace,
forgiveness, and reconciliation.

In essence, any military campaign, including one
against the Turks, must meet strict criteria of
justice, right intention, and proportionality.



Moreover, it must be undertaken with humility,
recognizing the potential for unintended
consequences and the importance of pursuing
peaceful solutions whenever feasible. The biblical
call remains ultimately one of love, mercy, and
peace—values that must guide Christian
responses to conflict, both historically and in
contemporary times.

---

In summary, defending and commending an
expedition against the Turks on biblical grounds
is a complex issue that cannot be answered with a
simple yes or no. It demands a nuanced, ethical,
and theological reflection—one that honors
scripture’s call for justice and peace, while
acknowledging the harsh realities of a fallen
world.
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