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Theology, plety and pFraycr: the
study of theology
John Colwell

UMMARY
conform the NOW cChallenged) assumptions of detach-
ment that characterise academıa. Since MoOsSstT semINaAaries( )ver recent there has hbeen sustained reaction

the Enlightenment notion that things C(dfl) he known In and Bible schoaols In the are either part of universIi-
detachment though ONe Cdll question the iımpact that tIes COr reCelve validation from unıversıties there IS similar
his recognition VEr has had academic study In BEH“ Ure, despite the expectation for faith commıtment,
eral). This reaction and the notion ıt IS cChallenging &E: of To conform tO his assumption of academic detach-
COUFSE, of Darticular relevance the study of theology: ıf ment In semImnNaries his conformity demonstrates itself
GOod, In Darticular, Cannot e known ın detachment, what In the continulmg disjunction hbetween academic study
mig| his imply for the shape and nature of theological and Drayer. This disjunction would have heen nthink-
( OUTSE and for ıts particıpants? T:his IS uncomftfortable able throughout the major Dart of Christian history. But
question hboth for theological faculties within universities how 11O ennn his he remedied; how mig theologicaland for semInarıes, traınıng [Ner) and for FIS- COUTSE he shaped DY the Church’s Dattern of Drayer and
tian minıistry. FOor the former there remaıns worship?

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
die angeht, S bleibt der ruC| mMiıt der nunUÜber die etzten Fe hinweg hat Ine nachhaltige kritisierten) Theorie der Uıstanz onform gehen,Reaktion auf die Idee der Aufklärung gegeben, dass sich welche die akademische Welt charakterisiert. Ja die

alles dUus der [Dıstanz heraus erforschen äl (obgleich meılsten Seminare ım englischsprachigen KaUmM, Anm
Übers.] entweder Teil der Universitäten sind oder11an die Wirkung nfrage stellen kann, die diese ner-

Kennung hereits auf die akademische Welt Im allgemei- Von diesen anerkannt sind, esteht Lrolz der erwarteten
en gehabt hat) Diese Reaktion und die Idee, die SIE
kritisiert, hetreffen natürlich besonders den Bereich der

Glaubenshingabe eın ähnlicher TPUC sich der Hypo-
these der akademischen |)ıstanz beugen. An den

Theologie: Wenn insbesondere (jott sich nicht AdUus der Seminaren zeıgt sich diese Anpassung In der fortwäh-
Uıstanz heraus erkennen L älst, welche Auswirkung hat renden Diskrepanz zwischen akademischem tudium
dies auf Form und eıner theologischen Ausbildung und | )Iiese Unstimmigkeit ware für den rölstenund auf ihre Hoörer? Jes ISt eine unbequeme rrage el christlicher Geschichte ndenkbar SCWESECN, doch

WIıE kann Nan da MU  —_ Abhilfe schaffen? Wiıe kannn eInesowohl für die theologischen Fakultäten den nNnıversi-
aten als auch für die theologischen Seminare, die Frauen theologische Vorlesung anhand der kirchlichen Vorbilder
und Männer für den christlichen |Dienst ausbilden Was Vo  —_ und nbetung gestaltet werden?

RESUMFE de Celte ıdee des incıdences Darticulier DOUF les
etudes theologiques G | Jeu DEeUt Das Etre

Une reaction s’est aı JOUr, C655 dernieres decennies, de MmManlere reellement independante, quelles implica-’id  ee  f heritee du siecle des Iumileres selon laquelle tions devrait-on tırer DOUF Ia forme eTt 19 nature d’un
DeUut acceder Ia CONNAISSaANCE d’une mMmanilere reelle- enseignement theologique et DVOUT reception Dar les
ent independante (on peut cependant demander etudiants est P Urn  (D question derangeante DOUT les
‚egitimement S] ceite reaction reel impact SUur facultäs de theologie rattachees UNe Uuniversite et DOUFles ravaux academiques general). B} mMise celles qui Oorment des hommes eTt des femmes VUu
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dul minıstere OmmMmMe bien des facultes de theologie le divorce E 6tudes academiques et VIE de DrMere,
font partıe reColvent leur accreditation C Iversi ette dissociation auraıt ete impensable de Ia
s6culieres et epi du aıt u attend d elles urn  (D DIus grande partie de I’histoire de ’Eglise. ( omment
adhesion Ia fO! chretienne CESs tacultes subissent des Deut-on manntenant remedier ( omment faire DOUT
DrESSIOTNS VOUT U elles conforment ideal esor- YUE enseignement theologique sSOIt de MOUVEAaAU Ser-
[NMals CONTesS de la neutralite QU! est ! les IC de I/Eglise el aconne Dar le culte et Ia VIE de DIICETE
etudes academiques ette conformite S!  } maniteste Dar uelle rend S5071 eigneur

In Aprıl of 2005 W J5 111 Dublın attending ıte Such objections of COUTSC mıtıgated DYy
terence of the dOocıetYy tor the Studv of Theology the UNqUE stioned domınance of the Church wıthın
the theme of the conterence W AS T hıinkıng through both the schools and the unı  TE theology
taıth the places of 1CAaS  11 111 theology Followiıng truly W JS perceived 4A5 the Queen of the Sciences

and all learnıng W J5 conducted wıthın A dogmatıcthe usua] Oof these COCCU4S10115 the Wednes-
dav CVCNINS W AS A1IVCN (IVEL. plenary SCS510 and Often OPPICSSIVC Fven wıthın these
Involving the kev speakers and of the conter- CAariVy YCULS of theır development SOMNC would
CI1IEC Orgahnıscrs, addressing the quesnon of the CUr- that the of scholastıcısm qult€ quickly

of theology. Contributions iınvıted straıned the bond between study and Lıturgy, Uu-
from the body of the conference and there NEITIC InS 111 devotional arıdıty ıf 10 doctrinal
INan ut despite Y est efforts be notiıced by u the pC rS1ISUN domınance of clerical authorıty
the PCISON chaırıng the MECCLUNGS, faıled make remaıned largely unquestioned

pomt A rarelv been frustrated there For the PICVIOUS mıllennıum for the West AS
AVC been Ianı V of COUTSC when AVe much AS the AST theologıcal study had almost
taıled make contrıbution (and 111 such exclusıvely been the pre l'0g11th€ of the MONASTETr-
C ASES maybe 1T W 15 4A5 well) ut frustra- 1  ® Ihe standard of lect10, QUAESTVO, EXDO-

()I1 thıs OCCaS1011 far deeper than the self- S1l0, dısputatio mıiılıtated ALLY SCDATF: atıON of
obsessed desıire make p0111t Ihe ‘.ISSUITIPUOI] academı1c Study, lıturgical devotıion and spirıtual
of CVCLY speaker 111 that debate W dS that the Sr dıscıplıne iındeed ALLY dıstınction between these

CONCCININS the ST AFG of theology elated exclu- elements of the spiırıtual ıte would have proved
sıvelv the UNIVESILY and that theology health incomprehensıble the athers of both Western

otherwıse W a5S5 SYNOLNYINOUS wıth ICS place and and Eastern tradıtions STOW 111 understandıng
PFOMUNCNCC 11 thıs academı1c there W aSs W 45 LO 111 the TUES W 4S devote MNC-
110 reference SCIN1MNATICS the Church se Praycer the study of theology W AS academı1c
theology W AS presumed be the prero atıVC of 111 the SCIISC f being, F1SOTOUS ut could NOT

professional academ1cs ce1vably be academ1c 111 ALLYV detached SCIISC of the
have been ragıng about thıs CVCT S111CC In word

the C: place and merely personally, teach 1 Thıs integrated devotional and hıturgical Pat-
Protestant SCINNATV. havıng SPCNHL ılmost half of of the study of theology continued through

ıfe SINMICC ordınatıon 111 pastoral charge wıthın the Reformatıon and 111 C1NSCSs W 4S TC11-
the local church. Despite couple of offers, a torced S1INCC though the Magısterial authorıty of
VT taught academ1c theology 111 the Church W asS AT least qualified the perceived
ut personal hubrıs asıde. the sımple hıstorical fact sterılıty OT later scholastıcısm W asSs largely repudı-
ITGT  111S$ that tor JUST aıbout the oreater Pill't of ICS ated (Whıle subsequent Calvınısm would quıickly
hıstory Chrıistian theology W 4S 101 taught AT ll 111 introduce 1CS WI) CIS1 of scholastıcısm wıthın
unı  11716 TOr the sımple C4SOIMNN that there Brıitish Puritanısm AT least theology remaıned
1NONC Nespite papal endorsement * the foundıng pastorally elated Dn E
of cathedral schools dıstinct from the MONASTEr- OWEeVer 1T 15 here that the seeds of secular-
1C5 together wıth the subsequent foundıng of the 15111 and detachment begın SPIINS ıfe he
unı  1116 W 4S resisted Dy SOTIIC indıcatıve of Reformatıon 111 kurope WAS polıtical and Uu-
4A41 mapproprmte and regrettable SCP‘JI“JIIOH of the- lar MOVEMENT 4A5 much AS doectrinal 41i relı-
ologıcal studv from the dıscıplines of devotional SZ10U0US MOVEMECNL AT least 1L offered preLieXt
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tor the exploitation of the latter by the tormer One OUTFTCOME of thıs detached approach the-
throwıng off the chackles of eccles1a] dogma and ology 1ın A unıversıty MAas been wıdening
polıtical domiıinance. Moreover (as A argued of the SJAD between the academy and the Church.
AT length elsewhere), C  there 15 nothing ıke Ihe 1112  CT in whıch theology 15 studıed renders It
havıng the Bıble AL ONnNe’s dısposal promote the of lıttle ır AanV pastoral, spiırıtual practical berti-
assumptıion that the Bıble 15 AL One’s dısposal; LO ME MOST ordınary Chrıistians. As the language
foster the assumptıon that the Bıble 15 accessible of theology becomes ITMOTC esoter1Cc and Itfs
unmediıiated scrutiny’.“ Ihe Reformers’ manıfesto IManNnner CVeT OIC detached: 1T loses the ırten-
of sola Scriptura (rendered all the POLCNHL DY t10N of the Church whıch, LIron1cally, remaıns Its
the GGE invention of the printing press’); theır PrODCI HIEGNXE and whıch It 15 called LO E V More
emphasıs upON the perspiculty and access1ibilıty of than HCE aV S4a lıstenıng (Or perhaps
Scripture, and theır profound word-centeredness speakıng) 1n A SCMMNAL. gazıng ur of the WwWIındow
promoted A COr in which iındıyıdualısm and and wondering, NOT unlıke the VOUNS arl Barth.®
detached rationalısm CO Houriısh. And AS Ref- why ANLYV "ordınary' DCISON should LO Isten LO
Ormatıon FJAaVC WUaYV Enlıghtenment, wıth the thıs pretenti0us LONSCHSC, let alone benefit ftrom Ir
latter’s radıcal rejection of AaLLY form of dog Semimnarıes OL, A least, Protestant sem11nNArIES
MaAtIC authorıity, S() asSsSUMpt10NS of object1ıv- and Bıble Colleges AVE NOL Seen iImMmMmUNE trom

the of thıs and culture of detach-Ity and ındıyıdual detachment domıinate.
Indeed, 11C C A that objectivity and detach- I hıs 15 least because, ın MOST C  <
TMIC1TIE became the LICW. dogmas. 1o question them, sem1ı1nAarıes generally function wıth SOTIIIC ftorm of
while 110 longer ISSUING 1n publıc burning, INAaYy afhıl1atıon A unıversıity that enables the awardıng
ell ead academ1c margınalısatıon. of valıdated degree: doubt that ALLY sSeEMINALY

faıls Organıse ICS ıfte around structured
torm of worshiıp lıturgy ut L[OO often chasmObyjJectivity? 15 dıscernable between the Chapel and the lecture

Whiıile the place of theology wıthın the unıversity LOOIMMN Ihe teachıng of ethıcs ın Protestant
W asS NOT ımmediately under threat, IT W AS inevıtably sem1ınaAarıes 15 largely dıstiınct trom the teachıng of
dethroned DY the LLIECW SCIENCES. More subtly and doectrine and the tact that theologıcaleTCe arrıve AT the pomnt of thıs and the iınclude dıstinct modules 0)8! eth1cs, ()I1 lıturgy, ON

admıttedly cavalıer preceding OVErVICW) ICS Jature spırıtuality, 15 indıcatıve of loss of integration that
and INanner ınevıtably shaped Dy thıs COIN- agaın would be Incomprehensıble LLL dis-
FCXT of objective detachment. That whıch the Ea_t‘ly spiırıtual torebears.
and Medieval Church would AVE viewed AS MC ut post-modern changes al thıs OC€Ss
WAas LLOW embraced 4A5 vırtue. oth the readıng, of IT not? he humble and long overdue reCOSNI-Scripture and the study of the lıves of the Salnts t10N that all knowledge iımplıes knowıng subject
WEeTrC filtered through the hıstorıical SCIENCES and (J)VEGE agalnst (Or EG VEn dısplacıng) an object known
erıitical theory; the study of GOod DAaVC WaYy the CADOSCS detached object1ivity AS delusorYy. Moreo-
study of the phenomenon of rel1g10n; the vVern  \ the recognıtıion that 10 ındıvıdual knower @250
notion of doctrinally rooted ethıc W 45 fOrgOt- possıbly EXIST ın iısolatıon ut that ALE al shaped
tCH: the academı1c study of theology W 4S evered DYy COMRFEXT. COoMMUNItY and tradıtıon delıvers Ul
from worship, PravVer and practical holıness. No from radıcal solıpsısm. knowledge 15 shapedlonger WaSs belıef the prerequisıte tor understand- DY cCommunıty tradıtions of knowıng and. accord-
Ing; belief ( AHILIE be perce1ved N Al obstacle Ingly, the Church, such A COMMUNITY tradıtion,

understandıng, An obstacle of prior prejudice vet has A valıd place 1n the ıte of the unıversity 4A5
be margınalısed tor the sake of eritical NgouUr. CS tradıtıon of knowıng AMONSSL others. ForgıveInevıtably LOO thıs be reflected ın theol- EG tor seemıng less than enthusıastıc ın

A  OgYy's place wıthın the currıiculum: where theology such optımısm about post-modernism.has NOr oy1ven WaY entirely rel1g10101s studıes IT In the first place; OnN«t notıce Al Yy thawıng of
has eeCn ınked wıthın the Humanıtıes (rather. of the hostiılıtv theology’s place 1n the modern Uun1-
COUTSC, than wıthın the Scıences) wıth Philosophy, vers1ity 10r cshould thıs be surprisıng 1n Manı1-
wıth L iterature. wıth Antıquities, wıth Psychology festly secular Or post-Christian sOCI1ety drıven byand (God help us) wıth European 1stOrYy utılıtarıan EXPECIENCIES: AS long 4A5 there remaıns
and Culture.> SCOCIHHIE rTeEMNANT of State fundıng tor Hıgher Edu-
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catıon why should WC CXPECCL (Or desıre) MEeNTS; and virtue). 10 D’Costa 15 far Optim1st1c
secular State financıally underwriıte miınoOorIity than could be concerning the possıbilıtıes tor A
interest wıth apparently margınal practical 1815 truly catholıc UnıVversItY, wıthın nations such
comes” 4S Great Britain and the United States that ATC

In the second place, the much trumpeted death commıtted toleratıon and relig1011s pluralısm.*“
of modernısm SCC1115S rather Over-stated: POSt- ut he INS1ISts tHat: ıf theology 15 be taught and

studıed EVei ın thıs commıtted and catholıc [1-modernısm MaV be INOTC accurately defined ASs late
modernısm; the prefix sugüests It only eXIStS In FCAT theolog1ans first “earn Drdyıır hıs
relatıon the supposıt1Ons IT seecks supersede. INAaY SCCI1I) A quıite mMmınımalıstıc requırement for

the renewal of theology, ur 1)’Costa understandsConsequentlvy, IT 15 dependent ON the continuance
of those supposıt1ONs tor ICS Wn reaCt1ONarYy coher- Drayvyer 4A5 A cultıivated habıt of love: theology, ıf
C  5 IT 15 parasıtıcal rather than truly INNOVatıve. IT 15 be done wıth full iıntellectual r1gOL, CAaNNOLT
And the SUppOSIt1ONS of modernısm remaın VC be done outsıde the of love affaır wıth
much alıve, IMNOSLT obvıiously in the antı-rel1g10u0s God aınd Od’s COMMUNILITY, the Church)?. ! Moreo-
rhetorıc of such 4A55 Rıchard Dawkıns, ut sımılarly vVeCL  } he PrayvyeCr be A THC4AHS through which

and B(011 A lıttle Lronıcally 1n unıversıty the student of theology C4} iındwell the
theological departments and Church sem1ınarıes, lıvıng tradıt1ons and practices of the Church:
whether lıberal 0)4 cCONservatıve: cthe assumptıon of* JoHNn E. COLwELL ®  cation why should we expect (or even desire) a  ments, and virtue’.!* D’Costa is far more optimistic  secular State financially to underwrite a minority  than I could be concerning the possibilities for a  interest with apparently marginal practical out-  truly catholic university, even within nations such  comes?  as Great Britain and the United States that are  In the second place, the much trumpeted death  committed to toleration and religious pluralism.!!  of modernism seems rather over-stated: post-  But he insists that, if theology is to be taught and  studied even in this committed and catholic con-  modernism may be more accurately defined as late  modernism; as the prefix suggests, it only exists in  text, theologians must first earn to pray’.'? This  relation to the suppositions it seeks to supersede.  may seem a quite minimalistic requirement for  the renewal of theology, but D’Costa understands  Consequently, it is dependent on the continuance  of those suppositions for its own reactionary coher-  prayer as a cultivated habit of love: ‘... theology, ıf  ence; it 1s parasitical rather than truly innovative.  it is to be done with full intellectual rigor, cannot  And the suppositions of modernism remain very  be done outside the context of a love affair with  much alive, most obviously in the anti-religious  God and God’s community, the Church’.!? Moreo-  rhetoric of such as Richard Dawkins, but similarly  ver, he sees prayer to be a means through which  — and not a little ironically — in many university  the student of theology can come to indwell the  theological departments and Church seminaries,  living traditions and practices of the Church:  whether liberal or conservative: the assumption of  ... prayer facilitates a complex cohabitation and  detached access to objective truth persists in sur-  participation with a ‘living tradition’ of saints,  prising places./  sinners, fasts and feast days, dogmas and doc-  trines, the repressed and the explicit emblems of  what communing with God might mean. Pray-  Theology and prayer  ing the Office illustrates the praying theologian’s  This brings me to my chief point: if theology is to  necessary (critical) dependence on this complex  claim a valid place within the contemporary uni-  living tradition and its detailed descriptive char-  versity it can do so only by becoming again true to  acter.*  itself; to its proper context, manner, commitment  An indwelling of a tradition, a participation in  and assumptions. The study of theology, whether  practices, overtly offends the culture of detach-  in the university or the seminary, has been intimi-  ment promoted by modernity and assumed to be  dated, dominated and shaped by an academic  culture of detachment. That culture can be (and  properly scientific, but D’Costa repudiates the pre-  tence of detachment:  has been) challenged more generally, but for theol-  I argue that such criticisms are misplaced and  ogy to conform to this delusory supposition is for  even self-deluding. Since all enquiry and meth-  theology to deny its own identity as the study 9f  ods of enquiry are tradition-specific, all forms of  God — and God, by definition, cannot be known in  education are sectarian in certain ways. There  detachment; as Nicholas Healy has recently com-  mented:  is no high ground in this debate, only differing  forms of sectarianism, be they liberal, religious,  [Systematic theology] is not a liberal arts disci-  feminist, psychoanalyst, and so on. But there is  pline, and cannot be performed in the university  an advantage to Catholic sectarianism: its con-  ıf that means it must conform to the university’s  viction... that reason has a rightful autonomy. ®  humanistic agenda and methodologies.®  I want to engage briefly with two recent works  Hauerwas  on the place of theology within the university and  more generally in public life. The first, by Gavin D  'This refutation of the delusion of detachment in  Costa, begins with a far fuller account of the devel-  favour of a properly participatory form of enquiry  opment of the university, establishing the similar  is echoed in Stanley Hauerwas’ more recent work. !6  conclusion that ‘[t]heology, properly understood,  As one expects with Hauerwas, the book is a col-  cannot be taught and practiced within the modern  lection of essays on the theme but the common  university”,” that, in the course of the development  thread is that the university — not to mention  of the modem university, ‘... the discipline of the-  human society more broadly — needs the presence  ology became separated from the practices that are  of theological study within this academic context  required for its proper undertaking: prayer, sacra-  if the university (and society in general) is to be  54° EJT20:1Praycr facılıtates A complex cohabıtatıon and
detached AUGCsSs objective truth persists 1n SIi1IT- partıcıpation wıth hıving tradıtıon’ of saınts,prising places!” sınners, fasts and feast days, dogmas and doc-

trınes, the repressed and the explıcıt emblems of
what communıng wıth God miıght IICa Pray-Theology an! PFavcCcr ıng the Office ıllustrates the prayıng theologıian’shıs DrInNgs HC chıef pomnt: ıf theology 15 LICCCSSAILY (eritical) dependence ON thıs complexclaım valıd place wıthın the COHt€ITIPOI' ary UN1- lıving tradıtıon and 1fs detailed descr1iptive char-

versity 1T (1 do only DY becomıng agaln [FT1e A
ıtself, ICS PropCr COMNTEXL. commıtment An indwellıng of tradıtion, A partıcıpation 1naınd assumpt10ns. Ihe study of theology, whether practices, overtly offends the culture of detach-in the unıversıtvV OT the sem1nary, has been Int1m1- promoted DYy moderniıty and assumed bedated, dominated and shaped DYy 4A11 ıcademı1c
culture of detachment. hat culture (a be (and properly scıentific, ut ”Costa repudıiates the PIC-

TeNGE of detachment:NAas been) challenged LMOTC generally, ut tor theol-
ArSUC that such criıticısms AL miısplaced andOSV conform thıs delusory supposıtıon 15 tor self-deluding. Since al ENqUIrY and meth-theology deny ICS Wn identity 4A5 the study of ods of eNqUIrYy A1C tradıt1on-specıfic, ll forms ofGO0od and DV definıtion, Cannn be known 111 educatıon AT sectarıan ıIn certaın WaVsS TIheredetachment:; AS Nıcholas Caly has recently CO

mented: 15 110 hıgh ground ın thıs debate, only differingftorms of sectarıanısm, be they lıberal, rel1g10Us,| Systematıc theology ] 15 NOT ıberal ArTtSs dısc1ı- femin1st, psychoanalyst, and (DIi} ut there 15plıne, and CANNOLT be performed 1n the unıversıity 4A1l advantage Catholıic sectarıanısm: IS C6}ıf that IL1CaNls 1T contform the unıversity’s viction. that CaSON has A rıghtful autonomYy. °humanıstic agenda and methodologies.“®
WAant CNSASC briefly wıth TeECENT works

HauerwasON the place of theology wıthın the unıversıity and
LNOTC generally 1n publıc ıtfe Ihe first, bDy Gavın Ihıs refutatıon of the delusıon of detachment ın
Costa begıins wıth far tuller ACCOUNT of the devel- favour of A properly partıcıpatory form of eNqUIrYyOPMCECNT of the unıVversitYy, establıshing the sımılar 15 echoed in Stanley Hauerwas’ I1} PCent work.
conclusıon that [t]heology, properly understood, HC CXPCCtS wıth Hauerwas, the book 15 col-

be taught and practiced wıthın the modern lection of CSSaVS ON the theme ut the COINMON
unıversity”,” tHat; 1n the COUTSC of the development thread 1$ that the unıversity 10L mentıonof the modem unıVversity, the dıscıplıne of the- human soclety ITMNOTC Droadly needs the PICSCNCEology became separated from the practices that ATC of theological study wıthın thıs aAcadem1c
requıred for 1tfs Proper undertakıng: Praver, CrTd- ıf the unıversity (and SOCI1ety in general) 15 be

EJT D7



Theology, DIetYy and Drayer the study of theology

challenged and poss1bly rescued wıth reSPECL LO 38 A LTG 1981 Order observe Jesus presumably, trom
arıd and hopeless utılıtarıanısm that incapable of A safe dıstance Jesus sımply 111 perm1t such
relatıng OTr respondıng those deeper quesnons detached ENCOUNLETr Karl Barth partıcularly 111
of the sıgnılcanNCE O human ıte that chould be the the Prolegomena hıs Church Dogmatıcs iıden-
LIIIIVCI'SIC} ProODpCI GOHIGCLIN The needs tiNnes scıentıfc method A PrOPCI FCSPONSC A

the discıplıne of theology remınd 1T that edu- subject ITheology the study of God 1L NOLT
CAL10N whether acknowledged (31: 10OT properly 15 the study of the phenome NOn of ıumMman relıg10Nn
moral tormatıon (whıch though A valıd study 111 1CS W rıght also

Chrıistians cshould know what theır un  111e surely CANN! be trulv studıed 11 detachment)
and theology, 4A5 the study of God IMNOST certamlyAT tor Ihey shape people 111 the OVEeC of

God be undertaken 111 detachment Yet
mıght thıs trom CULSOL Y LEVICW ofut the ;1rgument ere 4A5 previousiy, LEUUNLTCS that theologıcal JESCS trom the SCPaAratIiON oftheology be LEUG ıtself that 1T 15 other than thıs worshıp and Dravyer trom academıc StudYy, trom theself destructive culture of utılıty and detachment dıvısıon between doctrine and ethıcs Ttrom hıstor1-

ıf 1T 15 CXDOSC the futılıty and delusorv ALl of cal and Hterarvy readıngs of Scripture that make 110thıs currently COINMMON academı1c MFE In thıs allusıon 1TS sacramental T4AEHTE Canls of
I'CSPCCt and FEITHINISCEN of Al earher and PCFI- Or (and perhaps fundamentally)sonal ()I1 layıng bricks 19 Hauerwas iıncludes from AN analysıs of ıdmıssıons and ADPOINTIMECNELTSchapter entıitled ‘Carvıng Stone Learniıng era
Speak Christian’ the study of theology, 4A5 ( Reftference ıdmıssıons and AaDPDOINIMECNETSoral Christian dıscıpleshıp, 15 an A  FECNLICE- TeT14 iınevıtablv 1 d15C5 the qUESTION of dıscrim1-
shıp and AS5 such CANN! poss1ibly be attempted 111 NAaLtOrY and exclusıve PracLices Am really SL-detachment It demands Al} iınduction 101 INS, AS5 Augustine aphorısm would iındıcate that
Appropriate dıscıplınes and pract1ccs ut also only those wh: believe C partıcıpate 111 the PFOC-
A dıstinctive language A dıstıinctive WAaY of speak- CS of understandıng? thınk 2888 S  (  z
INn YOou CANN! poss1bly learn Cal V STONE lay ut the corresponding qUESTION of how
bricks wıthout submıtting the PTOCCSS of induc- readıly Geography department would admıt A

student who malntaıned that the earth W 4S
TeCENT edıtıon of the International Journal 4Af CT W 45 supported O11 the backs of 4A11 INANILYof Systematıc 1 heology S 1 tour artıcles ON the of turtles (Tr how readıly A Hıstory department

Jakture and of SYSTEMATIC theology }l each would aıdmıt SOILNICON wh held GCENT FOMANLTLIC
of the artıcles helpful and SIVCO the dıffering novels be valıd CII documents tor VE
COHNLEXTIS and MItmMeENTS of theır authors they USs CCHEUNIES, of how readıly Chemistry
Al surprisıngly complementarYy. Yet 10 Bıo0--Chemistry department would admıt (Or CO
Nıcholas Healy’s excellent that the 1NUeE the candıdacy) of SOTINCONC wh. consıstentlyof theology ı111 the Church has much SaV refused comply wıth SETICE laboratory pract1ces
CONCETININ Praycr, the dıscıplınes ofdıscıpleshıp @28 of sterılısatıon and PI‘OtC CLIVEC clothın
the shapıng of the VIrTUCS A} culture of detach- It 15 perhaps thıs AT example that LalsSscs the IMOST

presently SCCHIS LO overshadow and qualify pEerUuNCNt parallel belıef Cal often be FEeENUOUS and
CVCN Ur est theologıcal endeavours whatever dıyvıne ENCOUANTE Can neıither be manıpulated 110OTr

SaV CONCCININ what ought be of how the guaranteecd the est that WC ourselves CAdH achıjeve
study of theology ought be pursued, 1T CIL1A17118 Dy WAY of the NUurturıng of belıef the CXPCCLALONidealistic, removed from the realıtv, and that ften of dıvıne ENCOUNFET 15 L[O Partıcıpate 111 those
wıthın the Protestant AS5 much AS5 111 the and PI';1CUCCS that ALC coherent wıth that belıef.
secular UNIVESILY. that NUurture aınd CNCOUFALZC that belıef and that

ffer and sacramental PFOMISC of dıyıne
Not 1T0m tree

ENCOUNTET (One sımply stu. V Chemistry
wıthout partıcıpathıng 111 the and dıscıplınes of

Luke’s Gospel tells the St0['y of A FAaX collector the laboratorv. (One sımply study Chriıstian
named Zacchaeus who wanted CC wh. Jesus theology (or slam, Buddhısm CTr Hınduism tor
was’23 and wh being vertically challenged (not that matter) wıthout part1c1 11tll‘lg 111 the lıturgıcal
SaV ımmensely unpopular) LA ahead and clımbed and spırıtual dıscıplınes of rel1g10U0s DIECTY. We
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COM [O know DV partıcıpatıng WC CNn truly logıcal and lıturgıical ftramework would O1VE z
IKknow ın detachment. integrated coherence and character LO the whole.?/

And SINCE WC Can know ıIn detachment, SINCE 4M 10 tor A MOMECNT suggesting ALLYV dımınısh-
all knowledge 15 partıcıpatory, SINCE al educatıon ıng otf PTODCL academ1c F1ZOUN, aAM rather INSISUNG
ımplıes A submıiıssıon the rItes and dıscıplınes of (J)11 the in whiıch thıs academ1c Mgour should
} partıcular subject (of A partıcular ‘“dıscıpline") and OC Indeed, 1ın OMNNC A argung tor
SINCce thıs 15 MMOSLT overtly EIrUu of the study of theol- 2} orcater MZOUL, r1gour of personal devotıion,
O“ (Or AL least thıs has been the tor the MaJOr- MZOoUr of lıturg1ical worshıp dıscıplıne, } r gouUr of
ICV ot the Church’s hıstory), 15 IT extraordınary hermeneutıic of Obedience, ” A 1ZOoUF of Chrıistianthat theology L1LOW be studıed wıth vırtually character and formatıon, A r1gour of spirıtual d1isc1-
10 Integration of doectrine am GtMIES: outsıde A plıne. And am arguung, perhaps offensively, that
1 eXT of lıturgical worshı1p aınd DravVCel, and wıth wıthout these doxologıcal, spirıtual and personal110 requırement whatsoever wıth I'CSPCCIC SpIr- MZOUS, theology 15 101 truly theology, Scriptureıtual dıscıpline? And ıf thıs generally 15 the Case in 1S 10 truly read and heard, doctrine 1S 10 trulyunıversıty departments, have regretfully admıt comprehended OL, 4A5 St Athanasıus PUL ICthat the 1ier 1S NOT that eNCOUragINS In

(O)ne poss1ıbly understand the teachıngtheological sem1ı1NaAarıES and Bıble Schoaols.
of the SA1NTts unless HC has z PUrC mınd and 15
tryıng C[O iımıtate theır lıfe.«”

Liturgy When W aS student ın the CariV 197/0s the
authentic, integrated and hıstorıcally hıstorical-critical method reigned SUPICILIC aınd

coherent approach the study of theology would preparatiıon tor Christian MINISELY W AS almost
have LO begın by establıshıng A 11 pervadıng CON- entirely academı1c 1n the “bookısh' SCIISC of the
TGXE of lıturgical worshıp and Prayer. All StUdYy, 11 word. remaın ımmensely orateful for the example"sub-dıscıplines’ NUSLT cohere wıth thıs doxologıcal of academ1c r1gour and godiy commıtment SCT Dyand be shaped DYy IC Being A Baptıst, In LULOTS, LT there W 4S lıttle DY WaV of practi-continual reference the lıturgical IMaY SCCI1M SU[T- cal traınıng aınd less st1ll DV WAY otf spirıtualprisıng Baptısts arent  2 noted tor theır COMMItT- ftormatıon beyond mornıng and evenıng PFayvVersMNMNENT structured of worship and PTFayCr; (usually wıthout ALLYV obvıous StErUCKULG)..Charles Spurgeon thoroughly scorned them. Cal Spiırıtual dırection W AsSs unheard of ın 111yONLY personally confess that aVC COMNIC belıeve then and would probably ANC been repudıated.that the ıte of Baptıst and tree churches 15
ınestimably ımpoverıshed Dy the ack of the rhythm he rıse of in applied JI practical theol-

has sıgnıfıcantly affected of M1IN1S-that A structured pattern of Praycr and worshıp ter1a1 formatıon; hıstorıcal criticısm, though farfacılıtates. 11IC pattern CO the worshıp and
Praycer of ALLYV OC3 church wıth the worshıp and from dead. 110 longer PASSCS unchallenged; MOST

ordınands tollow SOTMIC torm of placement basedPrayvycr of the Church catholıc 88 ifs connectedness
and CONtINUNLY. And theologıcal educatıon 15 11CCC8s- COUISC, and denomıiınatıional] lıst of requıred
sarıly communal. daly, weecklIvy, monthlvy, termly Competencı1es necessitates and shapes P‘.1tt€ rns of

practical traınıng that WEeTIC almost wholly absentand annua|l worshipful and prayerful HIC XE 15
sımply unsustaimnable wıthout SOINC tormal (albeıt forty AYO ut beyond LNOTC contemplatıve
flexıble) pattern and rhythm of reflection. And thıs though voluntary) annualD the avaulabılity

of spırıtual dırection and somewhat ME TUC-rhythm of readıngs, Praycers, cantıcles and reflec-
t10N, progressing through the SC4SOT of the Chris- tured approach Chapel worshıp and PTayvyVer, A888!

t1an VCAr and thereby enablıng 411 ındwellıng of less than convınced that much 15 really attempted
the narratıves of the gospel, surely could provıde achıeved by WUAY of spiırıtual formatıon. We
tramework tor the study of Sernpture; for the study uUuSsSCc the rıght Janguage and (as noted previously)
of the development and coherence of doctrine, for aMNe module ON spirıtualıty, WC speak wıth
A study of the Chriıstian virtues ıdentifed 1n the students about theır personal and spırıtual devel-

humanıty of Jesus Christ; and (wıth I'CSPCCt OPMECNLT, ut such features. 9 remaın addı-
semınary tormatıon) for Al exploratiıon of the t10NSs the COMAITSEC rather than the TCXT and all

Patterns, responsıbilıtıes and INann of Christian pervadıng focus tor the 1n the mınds of
MINISTIY. he overarchıng and underlyıng OXO- partıcıpants.
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University agaln An and relıg100sly plural SOCIETY. Aa NOLT AT al
ut al least wıthın A semınary CII Bıble School COI- qualified 0)8| the proposal being nNe1-

ther Catholı1c A Un1ıVversity leeturer). Myv C
IX there 15 dıscernable desıre tor change and t1c1ısm relates rather the genumely lıberalıty ofrecognıtion that such change 15 appropriate and

lıberalısm, the genumely tolerant pluralıty of PrNECCSSAL Y M 10L compctent COMMMMENT OIM tessed pluralısm and the domınance of A lıngeringeither the desıre the reCOgNIıtION of approprIi-
1reHeEs and NECESSILY 1n unıversıitlies, ür 1T 15 thıs culture of detachment. Certamly, wıth D’Costa and

Hauerwas, recCOSNISE thatthat 15 LL1LOTC central CONMNC' 1ın thıs
ıf Chrıistians learn LO take intellectually ser1-Though remaın passıonate CONCceErNINS Christian

MINIStELY and the appropriate 1n IC ously the practices that cshould and do CONStTI-
the church, they IL1LAYV ell find that how WC88(88! and IA Y be prepared tor Chrıstian

thınk about ECONOMICS, bI0ology, OT physıcs 15MINISEIY, the FOCUS of thıs ta1ls ON the LNOTC

fundamental question of the appropriate 2Arre dıfferent than how those subjects ME 1TULIC-
tured 1n the unıversity.““and definition of theology ıtself, 0)8! the INCONSTU-

Ity of the study of theology being attempted And in thıs reSspECL, notwıthstandıng ıdmıt-
1n detachment, and therefore ON the poss1ıbilıty EN: ted aıck of qualification, aAtırm the ıdeal whıch.
otherwiıse of theology being authentically stud- S  C  ’ would HRE An effective renewal
1ed wıthın unıversıity that cCONtıNuES tor the Church of A mMoOonNnaAastıc ftor all learn-
favour detachment. As have already admıtted, ing.* OT suggesting that learnıng cshould be

restricted those who AVG made OWS5 of chastıty,10 COMPC TCHNL ANSWCT thıs question AIl

only competent POSC It NOL COITIPCtCIH pOoVver' ty and obedience ut A suggesting that
A5SCDS, tor INnstanCce, whether A unıversity Ar C ın all learnıng, for those wh. AIC dıscıples of CHÄrıst,
theology could be structured around the lıturgy of cshould (EGELT 1ın dıscıplıned of worshıp,
the Chrıstian VCAaL; whether explorations 1n Praycr PravVer and the formatıon of virtue. Ihe pPretencCcEe

DYy Chrıistians learn other than 1ın such CONTLECXT,OT ın ALLY of the spirıtual dıscıplınes could comprıse
the element ın such A COUISC, whether A fOcus learn 1n supposed detachment, 159 15 Al

actıve denı1al of the ftoundatıonal CSSC of Chriıs-‚0)8! the virtues and (J)1I1 personal spiırıtual tormatıon
t1an taıthcould sımılarly be integral; whether (most fun-

damentally) the entire COUTSC could be conducted Famousiy, John Calvın DES1INS the final VCI-
S10N of 71S Institutes wıth discussıon of the1n A of worshiıp and Praycr whether, that

of knowledge, the knowledge of GOod and15 Sa V, theology ın unıversıty setting (1 truly
be fides AUAETENS ıntellectum. the knowledge of ourselves, whıch, ıIn actualıty,

ftorm A sıngle and iındıvısıble knowledge S1INCEIt theology agaın truly be fides i
ENS ıntellectum, 1T deserves lose ICS place wıthın ME VT achıleves clear knowledge of hımself
the unıversıity and wıthın the publıc SQUAaTC, 3O unless he has Girst looked UuDON Od’s face. zD ut
because IT faıls contorm A ıberal and utılıtar- Calvın ımmediately clarıhes that knowledge
1an agenda ut because IT contforms 1l LOO thor- of God, which ALLY authentic knowledge of

ourselves r  ® CANM possıible be A knowledge inoughly; because 1T has ceased be truly Chrıistian detachment, } MMETE phılosophıcal speculatıon, uttheology. Wırh Stanley Hauerwas and Gavın
D’Costa, of COUISC, thıs 15 1OL the OUTCOMEC seek: NUSLE be personal and reSspONSIVE:

PLaV tor and long for the renewal of theology* Theology, piety and prayer: on the study of theology *  $  University again  ant and religiously plural society. I am not at all  But at least within a seminary or Bible School con-  qualified to comment on the proposal (being nei-  ther Catholic nor a university lecturer). My scep-  text there is a discernable desire for change and a  ticism relates rather to the genuinely liberality of  recognition that such change is appropriate and  liberalism, the genuinely tolerant plurality of pro-  NECECESSALY. I am BOt compctent to: comment. on  fessed pluralism and the dominance of a lingering  either the desire or the recognition of appropri-  ateness and necessity in universities, but it is this  culture of detachment. Certainly, with D’Costa and  Hauerwas, I recognise that  that is more central to my concerns in this paper.  ıf Christians learn to take intellectually seri-  Though I remain passionate concerning Christian  ministry and the appropriate manner ın which  ously the practices that should and do consti-  tute the church, they may well find that how we  men and women may be prepared for Christian  think about economics, biology, or physics is  ministry, the focus of this paper falls on the more  fundamental question of the appropriate nature  different than how those subjects are now struc-  tured in the university.®  and definition of theology itself; on the incongru-  ity of the study of theology ever being attempted  And in this respect, notwithstanding my admit-  in detachment, and therefore on the possibility or  ted lack of qualification, I affırm the ideal which,  otherwise of theology being authentically stud-  I suspect, would amount to an effective renewal  jed within a university context that continues to  for the Church of a monastic context for all learn-  favour detachment. As I have already admitted, I  ing.?! I am not suggesting that learning should be  restricted to those who have made vows of chastity,  am not competent to answer this question — I am  only competent to pose it; I am not competent to  poverty and obedience but I am suggesting that  assess, for instance, whether a university course in  all learning, for those who are disciples of Christ,  theology could be structured around the liturgy of  should occur in a disciplined context of worship,  the Christian year; whether explorations in prayer  prayer and the formation of virtue. The pretence  by Christians to learn other than in such a context,  or in any of the spiritual disciplines could comprise  the core element in such a course; whether a focus  to learn in supposed detachment, is apostasy, 1s an  active denial of the foundational essence of Chris-  on the virtues and on personal spiritual formation  tian faıth.  could similarly be integral; or whether (most fun-  damentally) the entire course could be conducted  Famously, John Calvin begins the final ver-  sion of hıs Institutes with a discussion of the two  in a context of worship and prayer — whether, that  parts of knowledge, the knowledge of God and  is to say, theology in a university setting can truly  be fides quaerens intellectum.  the knowledge of ourselves, which, in actuality,  form a single and indivisible knowledge since “...  If theology cannot again truly be fides quaer-  ens intellectum, it deserves to lose ıts place within  man never achieves a clear knowledge of himself  the university and within the public square, not  unless he has first looked upon God’s face...’.$ But  because it faıls to conform to a liberal and utilitar-  Calvin immediately clarifies that a true knowledge  ijan agenda but because it conforms all too thor-  of God, upon which any authentic knowledge of  ourselves rests, cannot possible be a knowledge in  oughly; because it has ceased to be truly Christian  detachment, a mere philosophical speculation, but  theology. With Stanley Hauerwas and Gavin  D’Costa, of course, this is not the outcome I seek:  must be personal and responsive:  I pray for and long for the renewal of theology  ... the knowledge of God, as I understand it, is  within the university. And, with Hauerwas and  that by which we not only conceive that there  D’Costa, I pray for and long for this renewal of  ıs a God but also grasp what befits us and is  theology precisely for the sake of the university  proper to his glory... Indeed, we shall not say  and of society — not just as a refutation of a culture  that, properly speaking, God is known where  of detachment (which increasingly is under more  there is no religion or piety.®®  general threat already) but also (and relatedly) as a  The reference is significant not just with respect to  refutation of the dominance of a utilitarianism that  the nature of theology but also, by implication, to  is destructive of education itself and of the flour-  its place within the university and, consequently,  ishing of human society.  to the nature of the university itself. As Hauerwas  Gavin D’Costa argues for a self-consciously sec-  argues so passionately, the university must not be  tarıan Catholic university in the context of a toler-  allowed to descend to mere training for a profes-  EIT207 57the knowledge Ö God, 4A5 understand ıt, 15
wıthın the unıversıity. And. wıth Hauerwas and that DYy whıich NO only CONCE1VE that there
D’Costa, PraYy tor and long, tor thıs renewal of 15 God ut also what befits 8n and 15
theology precisely tor the sake of the unıversıty PTODCI hıs glory Indeed. chall NOT Sa y
and of SOCIeELY OT Just AS A refutation of A culture Chat: properly speakıng, God 15 known where
of detachment (whıch increasıngly 1$ under there 15 110 relıgı0on P l€ty 55
general threat already) ut a1sO (and relatedly) A A IThe reference 15 sıgnıfıcant NOL Just wıth I'CSPCCtrefutation of the domınance of utılıtarıanısm that the ıafure of theology ut also, Dy iımplıcatıon,15 destructive of educatıon ıtself and of the Hour- 1ts place wıthın the unıversıty and, COoNsequently,
ishing of human sOCIETY. the 1Alure of the unıversıty ıtself. As Hauerwas

Gavın D’Costa for A self-consciously SCC- ArSUCS passıonately, the unıversıity NOT be
arıan Catholıic unıversity ın the of < toler- allowed descend er traınıng tor profes-
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the merely utılıtarıan Its PrOPCL HAL »al Peruod xfor. Blackwell
See tor iINSLTANCE Catherine Pıckstock, After Wryıt-and tunction 15 CNCOUFASC and tacılıtate An
ING. On the Liturgical Consummatıon Phialosophyunderstandıng ofourselves and of the UN1IVEISC that

WC ınhabıt 1CS PrOPCI COI  T1 MUSLTC be ontologı- Or Blackwell,
John Colwell, Promuase and Presence (Carlıslecal and teleological rather than merely functional Paternoster 95 See 31so Colwell Livınaand commercıal Wıthın such { UNIVESILY, he place the Chrıistian Story (Ediınburgh e ırk

Oof theology ought be assured S1711C€6€ AS  S Calvın For ICCOUNFTC of the 11C TECENT development of
TAaALESs earher the knowledge of ourselves a(011 only the UNIVETISICV S Davıd Bebbıngton HGE Secuları-
ATOU us Na God ut a1sSO AS5 1L WEIC leads ZAatıon of British UnıLversıities S1 the Mıd Nıne-
Uus Dy the hand find hım Calvın doctrine of teenth ntury 117 Marsden ınd Longfield
cCre42L10n and OT GO0d’s self- revelatıon wıthın and (eds —— The Secularısation of the ÄAcademyv (New York
through A0n 15 robust (ın deference Barth Oxford Universıity Press 259 K,

1VO1d referring such AS5 general” revelatıon) Jenson God after God the G(G0d the PDPast and
the God of the Future SEETL In the work Karl BartlıAnYy dılıgent pondering J1 C1TGAaTNiON and of ourselves
(Indianapolıs ınd New Or Bobbs-Merrrill 1969)wıll ead UuSs A ponderıng of God (9)I rather

through ALLY dılıgent pondering of ETCALION and of ct Eberhard Busch Karl Bartlı Hıs Lıfe from
letters and autobwgraphical LEXTS (London S:  Zourselves wıll be led by the Spirıt ponder- 63

INg of God ut AS 15 clarıhed DY the unfoldıng thınk IL qlllt€ tellıng that departments of
uof the Institutes ALLYV knowledge of God
inherent 11 ourselves and 111 CrCAHON 15 distorted hıstory ınd rel1g10Us studıes often AIrCc the Aast rCp

ıboutr  7es of modernıst PrEsUumMp1ONS
DV ULr fraıltv and S11l We need revelatıon objectivıtv ınd ratiıonalıty Stanlev Hauerwas The
through hıstory and through Scripture ıf AT State the Unwersity AÄAcademi1c Knowledges and the

Knowledge0 (Oxford Blackwell 24 cfrghtly comprehend that knowledge of
God iınherent 111 ourselves and 111 CTE 11107 Wıth- ohn ılbank The Conflıict of the FEaculties Ihe-
ur thıs knowledge ofGod 111 HCVET truly ology ınd the Economv of the Sciences 1n ark

Ihıessen Natıon Samuel 'ells (eds } anthful-know ourselves (Tr begın comprehend the 1- and Fortitude In (‚ onveErsatıon wıth the heologt-CI1SE WC ınhabıt 10 Put the Mafter LLOTC dırectly,
wıthout the contrıibution of theology, the ULNLVEI-

cal Ethics Stanlev Hauerwas (Fkdınburgh
Clark 39

SICY wıll JGr tulfil 1CS PrODCI xOoals ıNn nAture Nıcholas Healy, What Systematıc Iheol-
inevıtably 1L wıll detault the utılıtarıan i tor ogy> International Journal of Systematıc heology 11
theology tulfıl thıs task of callıng the UNıIVE I‘81ty 2009) 39, U  CC

be truly iıtself theology be truly ıtself Costa 1 heology In the Publıc 5Sqauare
IMUST be contemplatıve rather than detached Costa T heology IN the Puhblıc MuUAareE
15511C 111 rather than 111 challow and pomntless 13 (Costa 1T heology In the UOLIC 5Square For SU|15-

taıned proposals for such A Chrıistian Unıversıity SCspeculatıon Only when theology 15 truly theology
C193 the UNIVErS1I be ITE ıtself Wherever and ıchae Rudde nWrıight (eds Sa onflıcthng
whenever UNIVEFSILCY seeks be RE ıtself the Allegrances The Church-Based Unwersity In 10€EVA:

Democratıc Socıety Grand Rapıds Brazosplace of theology wıthın 1L 15 assured 12 L”’Costa He0logy In the Publıc QUAVE 12
13 D’Costa, heology In the Publıc SqguareIIr John Colwell former 111 11S- 1)’Costa heology In the Publıc Sauare

1an Doectrine and Ethıcs ar Spurgeon’s College 15 1Y’Costa 1T heology the Publıc 5Sauare DA
London Hauerw State of the Unwersity

W Hauerwas State of the Unwersity,
18

Notes
Hauerwas State of the Unitversity O1
Stanlev Hauerwas ÄAfter Christendom? Hın the

‘BV the thırteenth CCENLCUCY, the Unınversıitv of DParıs UNVCH Is LO Behave Veedom, Justice, and C hrı1s-
RN ecclesiastıcally establıshe: wıth whart often 1AaN atıon Are Bad TIdeas Abıngdon Press ash-
called the Magna Carta of the UunNıIVeErs l[y Gregory  - vılle 101 TAQ

bull Parens Scıentiarum (123 Gavın 1)’°Cost Hauerwas State of the Untwwersitby 108 171
1 heology INn the Pulic Sqguare ”YUVCH AÄAcademy and J Internatuonal Journal Systematıc T heology LL
Natıon (Oxford Blackwell 10 2009) Paul Fıddes ‘Concept Image ınd Story
For A general ACCOUNT of the Medieval NUrC and 1n Systematıc heology (S23) Nıcholas Healv,
1CS theology SC Evans (ed.) The Medieval “Wh:AT Svystem:ATIC Theology?” (2459} Wıl-
T heologuans: An Introduction LO T heology ıINn the Medzt- lams, “Whart 1ı Systematıc Theology?” (4055 ınd
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ohn Webster Princıiples of Systematıc Theology sımılar STOFV 111 21s5 Brıef Hıstory IME (London:
(56 ZE) bantam,

F ne condıtıon of the possıbılıty of truthful SVSTCM- For A ketch of how A LULLSC 111 doectrine and ethıcs
IL1C N the sıgnıfLCANCE of the -  gyospel of could be structured accordıng the lıturgy of the
Jesus Chrıst the faıth of the hurch ICS electiıon Christian YVCaL SE IMY 7 hythm of Doctrine:
ınd ICS ındefectibility through DTACC Wıthout th ıf Liturgical ketch of Chriıstian Faıth and Faithfulness
eccles1ial basıs theological IN ULLY becomes SOMC- (Miılton Keynes Paternoster
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