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Sic et 'lon: 4 Reeg.on e to weis
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by G ry %“. Gorman

The recent co ments by Mr. cis on tae titeologzical

co munic tion ruise 2t east two b.sic issuest 1) the nature

of the tneological entcerprise, wnd 2) tae function of
religious _anguage.

l. Sic: On the niture of the theclogicai enterprise

we uust a/'rce with tne point wniiich V'elis seemns t muake;

viz., dogmatic theololy as an orf .niz2d ,resentition of
the d gmas of the Church is com.rehended by only a small
elite, the 'eabers of which talk a.iong themselves and do
not contribute nignificantly to the ye:isty ferment omong

the"griss roots." A (rerhard or a Calvin, for exam2le,

may thoruvughly und :recisely organize the Reformation

doctrines and confeasions into a becautitully c.mprehensive

theolosicl system. lowever, such a system {whether by

Gerhurd or n .odern) c.rries 1ttle meaning for oriinury

Christian bc_ievers, for it de ends . n the existence of

Siven doguus anté upon the .cce tence of a gineral phil-

osopliical framework ..g weli «s on the .resuprosition of
(cont. p.6)
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The tollowing is a iroliy on "i'he Lament of the
wife o1 a 'otiv tionist.” It may suit:bly be enticled:

"'he Lament of a4 CPE Tr.ined Senin:irian"

I never gt m:d- I g«t hostile;

I nev:r feel sid, I'm de.ressed;

If I reud or I write and then ee the light
I'm not intetligent - I'm meorely obsessed.

I never rezgret, I teel guilty;
And if 1 should study ny ' 2ul
Jo t eolo,y and such .nd not mind 1t too wch

Am I studious? Compulsive 1s all.

If I don't Like the stule I h.ive cont 1cts
with a bivalent fcelin;;s tow.rd the fringe.
] never get corried or n:rvous or hurried

Juast anxious, and go ron a binge.

If I'm hapoy 1 muat be euphoric.

If I g¢ to the Pub for a Schmidt's

And s end ny time with the ’'s.lms or some rhyme,
I'm a manic 2:nd uwaybe a schiz.

If 1 te.l them they're rig;ht I'm submissive,
lle .ressing 1 gr:ssivene s too,

vinen 1 disagr e, I'lm deiensive you ' ee

and orojecting my symptoms on you.

I love sem, Hut thit's Just trinsfcrence,

with *01ld martin" k£ickins nis heels.

My bitcaing and waoning is not sim.ly  roauning,
tne rield Office 1ade some 1.re"deu.s."

I'm not lonely, I'm sim ly dependent;

My twitching is on y u tic.

If I seen a cud, never 1ind, Jjust be glad

That I'm @ enminarian and not just sick.
P.S3. Think.abaut it.

avid Gleson
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It was a blilustery March day, so you cun see why Skinny
Billy c:osed the books down at Schruam & Rugh's, where he
was a viliued member of the committee probing "'Wither
Blackboiirds?", the committee that asks the gquestion,

"Is tae blackboard a useful tool of commun cat: n in the
XX. Century?" Skinny Billy had definitely decided not

to eut at Sardi's, where, he had re:d in Town s Country,

the red laidy who burped before dess.rt was still luriing
"amang the tajsestrlesty”. as it were. So Skinny Billy
were/was! on the way home, and happerned to see Smitty
and The wWife sitting on The ‘orch, So tiey all sturted
talking about tne economic lag in t..e fourtii quarter,
which Skinny Biily would've enjoyed, had not his old
friend, D. Gemeinde, come along with "Hi, you old
turtle.' Ain't tney aung you yet?" Not only that, but

tien Hi came oxt with, "Skinny Biily! I ain't seen you

in a long time! Jaja do? Washyer foce?'!"™ At c¢his «o¢int
>inny Billy .was probably de. r ssed. \nyw y, he went home
to . rred, home to 113 tiny w»~Llice 1n the V.il :ge.

ut, Lot ven .. *red wis l:ttle or no /ielp. One never
yulte xnows. . -red definively did have a c . tty smile

on nis nsuss, and a "o fly vourseli" nien, wnich ' .s
retty me 'n. eciatly in kinny Billy's s ¢ =~nd 1ost
w ndering £ r from the ....oh, cut that out! 0 Skinny
illy did gc fly himself. I mcan, like, vhot olse wonld
you do? IIf tne 1 rtun.s oi Life :ind eziyg ncr.s ofi the
situition had.... oh, I've got to sto: thut! osorry.
Anywiy, he .irst ¢ imbed i1n*o his k 1t (Hay'of Huyfield,
vhich 1s not t.o t.r frum the ryei-.eld). “Tthen he got a
ledium-wei kit rope (onc¢ cun't be too caretul) -nd i und

a stout Jole (yes! Let tie reuwler understund.) de tied the
rope to tne :ole, or :ne pole to the rope, und the ripe
unto himself, and, takinsg up his oar of soan, in cose it
rained, he set s.il (sale?). Now, .t l.st re ort,

(cont. next page)
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(¢cont. from p. 3)

skainny Billy was 3een sonewiielre o.er wiothor ¢ld ' rcaard
ach, Maine, or cthe Isle o1l skye, so, w=ometim s you c.'n

almost rever tell. -ved N. McGill, wuo 1s

def nitely not >kinny 13illy
so you bztter look for oin-
other.

;uot tions to keen hundy (subiuitted by willian Ritter)

from a biogru hy of Alfred "orth dn:itenzil: nmatamaticilen,
ohilosopher, f tier of rocess theology... " .hitehead
wttended ciaurch with fuir regul.irity; 1t is said th.t he

wvent to a so-c:lled 'h zgh' rish, wiusing evidence for
which 1+ £ und in rYrocess und +..atity, wiacre ne .wantions

ircunse as a tyolicul 'roilgious' syiavol, evocative of feel-

inz tones walch ayctoriously coowaunic:ite rofound truth."

from unnenoerz's .tesus-v.’ and Mun..."Here we iiave to

recognize an ¢iement of truth in the iftoman veneration cf

ry...Mory caanbe the symbol of hunnity re.eiving tne
grace of God in fuith...The reli.tion of the church to God
cun o5 most b. synbolized by e ns of n individual »Herson
in the figure of Mary."

from 4 llich's Chicago lectures..."(attucking ori nized
religion) sinuly shows lack of thought, urnd is usually
rooted in sad ex eriences in childhood or 1orc likely

in ~unduy ocil000, which i1s one nf the greut l.borutories in
which Christiaun fuith s expeliled fr m children."

t'rom Macyuarrie's frinciples of Christian Yh.olgv:

“9“'he pricstly type o: reiigion in the (Gld decctument

wiffers trom the .roshetic type .recisely in «sserting that
soietininy nceds to be done ifor man, gomething i is power-
l.ss tu 'o i1or himself in response to the demands of God
u;on hia. ven if priestly religion otften tell into super-

(cont. next _.age)
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stition and esc¢rved the strictures of the irohets, it

nevertheless held to a truth which the prornnets overlooked."

20 iauch for .odern theology; on your wmary way to
R me be sure to turn and genuflect to the old rv-.ged cross
WS You _-uve the church in the dale.
Bill #itter

Foints to ponder froan Harvey Cox's restival ot “ools

p. 40 "Our c2nsors snip the sex scenes out of -wedish .ovies

wnile their censors cut the violent ones out of ours."

p. 59 "dYantasy 1s the richest source of humin cr .tivity.
+ieologiciilly speakin, it 1s the imiwe of the Creutor God
in nin. Like t-od, man in fuantasy cre tes whole worlas

ex nihilo, out ¢f nothing."

p. 64 "M.n's o enness to 1« really new future is 'enendent on
his ca»acity for fantuwegy. +*antnsy thrives maong the dis-

s tisfied. *.11s suggests th:t insight into the future and
willinzness to move turward ay require aun elem 'nt of
alienation irom «ur re ent gociety. “ouid t 1s be why
desus insisted thut only the yJoor .nd disenhc¢rited ¢ uld

re lly rasp the Kingdon »1f God?"

PP. 92-93 "The gearch tor the 'transcendence' is not deud
toay. It tuk:s tie form o the quust fur tne iivelier
more Jjust, 10re s:itisfying, wnd sentler forms of humin

co munity. It continues tinat seeking ufter the ever futuee

Kinsdom that Jesus co anenced.

p. 95 "the church nore often thi.n not uses the .e1ories
of the s .ints not to ercourage us in creativity but to
bludgeon us into coanformity. It has eaptied the ge~tures
of celenration until tiey have become ourren .nd ,joyless.
It ha.s discourag d radic 1 fant:sy as nossible turcat to
its h.rd-won _.luce in Caersur's society."

(cont. next »na‘e)
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P. 111 "ihe 'angels and Archungels' symiolize poetically
those i rvelous dinensions of 1e-llity we t uch only in cel-
ebr.tion and funtasy. ‘‘he 'Comiany of h=zaven' linked to
t..ose of us on c.irth suggests tu:t very large inclusive
human community of which I become conrnscious pirt in cei-.
breotion.”

p. 140 "In tne oiviical oortr.it of vYnrist there are evlements
titat ¢ r easlly suggest clown symnbols. Like the Jjestoer,
Christ defies custom ani scorns crowned he.ds. I.ike = wand-
erinz troubadcr ne nas no lLice to lay nis heuad. Like the
clown in tne circus -'iriade, he satirizes ex stin ' wutuority
by riding into town rewnlete with re: 1 page :ntry ' hen he
has no e rtnly .,ower. Like a instreli he frejucnts dinners
and arties. At uv.ue end he 1is costumed by his enemies in
a mocking ¢ ricature of royal piraphernalia. fHe 1is crucified
atxdst sni ;gers :d tuunts with 4 sizn over his hLe .d thut
lampoons .1s laushable claim.”

suwvial wted by Ke: eth niilston

(cont. from p. 1l-A ..e3 onse to weis)

a unified society (Christe dom). +thc¢ vital qQuestaon then
h_.comes wheother such an ethos is still with us ard whetiher,
in fact, fauith is s oeuking to fuith or sim 1y to on echoing
void.

If we 7ay :ssume t' .t we are post--nlighterynent .nd
post- ‘hristendom '»wings, then it seens safe to say that
we o longser take dosma o) confession for zranted. As
~vhri tiuns, wha:t 1s our tusik i~ this situttion? Here,
it seems, tue way is o en for u svstemntic (or :ven an

existential) tueolosy us oo osed © ¢ dogaatic tueolosyv-

o.en, that 1s, to a theoiogy thit is essentiuliy asjologetic

r ther than iargely kerygaatic. laight we not (ttempt

1n such a t.eology to combine the subjective ex erienccs of

aen with (..e objective aspgsect of tuucology? 1n othier vords,

night we not make others wuware of the Caristian message
(cont. next page)
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by raising t e questiuvns of man .jainst ine ckdroprof

“hristiaun kerygma «w.:d therby sup lying the cnswers which we
2ll seek? In tais way we aight at ieast provide scae need-
ed unswers i1n an intelliBgible wuy, whech is a m.urked con' rust
to the use of time-worn dogmatic responses th.t ure not ub-

—

soroved cut merely reverberate tiirough time.

2. Non: Mr. .eis ulso suggests that the 'hilosophi-
culecial aspect of "God-t 1lk" his questionable viilue. 'That is,
he fulminates uriinst the ciurceful precision paid to phil-
osc 'hiciil concepts ind linguistic formulae within the
theological discipline. fowever, it «.e:s t Shitlosls phasli=
osorhy is a notural udjunct to the biblicul uanc . 1storicul
aspects aof the theological enterprise.  dYhat is to say,
dhiloso hical unildysis inc.utles .11 l.inzux ¢, religious
or othurwise. hilosuv hy is cincerned, aerefore, aub ut
the uny uses of individual words in religious (tu.ologic:l)
disc urse ti t .re cssentially misuses, th.t 1o otcomuni-
cuter the desired informetion at «i2l. “or inst..nce,
vere we 0 ucce_t the i1de.. of un w.ithro.somorphic ¢od, thnen
we coulkd e . siry tak of God in lanjsua e derived from our
own experi.nce. Uniortunat:ly, ho.ev.r, our “od is a
transce wdent r :1lity, and this places him beyond our ex eri-

ence and to somie extent bey nd our ahilities of ex ression.
As resulc, it becomes incre singly difficult to nositively
ch ricr2rize or ‘ecscribe God. One .Lternitive 1s to follow
the Hiriilten-41tizer school nd roclaiim the "ds th of God,"
w'ich like ©ll moratoria m:rely prolongs the resoilution

of the contflict. Tuie prohlem is not thereby resolved. for
we as C ristians re b und continualtly to urge men to uccept
belief in tod. Hcere the pshilosophical analyst steps in and
s.ys tht 2t is nonsensic:1l to re uest acce tanco of 1 belief
before the content of the belief is mude cle.r. He reminds
us that the e ning ol a wnelief logic..lly precedes t.ie
acceptance of it. The belief must first b ciurified;

(cont. next page)
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then we ¢ n iezitimately re uest ucce rtance - or r2 je¢ction -
of i

'hus it seems th.t issues(such as the n ture of Cod)
ri.sed by the philosopher .are of ».sic concern to ‘the
religious believer; t:iey aui'e not mere .cademic 1issues but
r.tiier expose some oi the dee .est longings nd questions
of our day. w 1le tine ordin.ry religious belicver many not
be totall: conc.ined about the confusion oi r - ligious
lunguwse, relizious scihiol rs are and want to know {(as one
puts it) "whether Yhristian fuith is the result of talking
oneself out of .nxiety by the entert .inment of unrcul sup-
josi1yion, or whether sometiaing that is true is cl:iimed
and c¢.in be me ningfully su:ported ns true in the thn ght,
worship, .nd prictice of a Cwristian."

50 the philosocher .nd the tieologial continue to use
esoteric .nd exict termninology in un i:temnt to clurify
the Cnristinan faith. waen less trilned minds come into
contact with such lunguuge, th:ere is a burrier pr:venting
underss nding. ind here, gainful thougih 1t mey e, 1s wheoere
tie ordinury gudre finds a role. Part of one's cricstly and/
oror pastoral runction 1s to relate to the arisnhoner wnut
the tueologiun 1s s . ying. «ch iminster is c.lled on to
be 4 th ologian and inter.reter in his own right, to re-
st..te wh t the gospel (in its biblical, his oric 1 or
vhilosonhical imanitest:ition really me ns. And tlhils ie pre-
cisely where tlie issue f 1ls into our laps. For too many
ci.ergymen the task seems too troublesome, so they f«all buck
on o =im listic ani untrue mossa e about "sweet Jesus" :ind
the bosom of Abiuzhuam." Are we willing to ' .8s ¢n this
messiy@Ze, or have we the svaxzina «nd insight to interpret
the true ness:ze? Unfortunately, all indicuticns point to
the former.

G.E.Gormun




