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COURSE DESCRIPTION:

This course serves as both an introduction for newer students and a synthesis for
completing students. Through presentation and small group process that joins more advanced
students with those just beginning their studies, participants will explore feelings, images and
insights from particular experiences, then connect these with the resources of Christian tradition.
This model of correlation will be explored as the axis for theological reflection and for
theological method itself.

Using this model, students will explore the correlation of their gifts for and experience in
service with the variety of Church traditions about charism and office in ministry. This reflection
process will work toward different images of oneself as minister. On the tradition side,
theological understandings of the trinity and the role of the Spirit will ground this inquiry.

TEXTBOOKS: to be read before the first weekend.

Parker Palmer. The Courage to Teach. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass, 1998. A wonderfully
revealing and suggestive first-person portrait of what it means to teach. Substitute the word
“minister” and you should find yourself on most pages. Keep a journal of feelings, images and
insights that resonate with your experience.

Patricia O’Connell Killen and John de Beer. The Art of Theological Reflection. NewY ork:
Crossroad, 1994. A primer on the human “movement to insight” (echoes of Bernard Lonergan)
with the related structure for doing theological reflection. The first 75 pages are basic material for
the first weekend, but finish the book if you can. Writing up an actual theological reflection
according to their instructions will be between-weekends homework.

Read the following to prepare for the second weekend.

Edward Hahnenberg. Ministries: a relational approach. NY : Crossroad, 2003.

While the book has a Roman Catholic matrix, the theological foundations explored—Trinity,
church, sacrament—should resonate quite well ecumenically. The key, as suggested in the
subtitle, is grounding the theology of ministry in relationship, not substance or essence. Perhaps
only the class conversations will show if the text is achieving its hoped for outcome.

Recommended/Optional.:

Miroslav Volf. Exclusion and Embrace. Nashville: Abingdon, 1996. This book is a rich
resource of material from a more evangelical theological tradition around foundational
issues of ministry such as identity, otherness and reconciliation. Volf’s insight will
challenge and develop your own beginning work from the first weekend.

Robert Kinast. What are they saying about Theological Reflection? NY : Paulist, 2000.
Kinast has spent his professional life in pursuit of theological reflection and in these brief
pages clarifies differences for use of the method in ministry reflection, wisdom work,
feminist understanding and inculturation studies. He considers particular textbooks under
each heading, assessing what authors mean by experience, how they correlate experience
with the theological tradition and what praxis results.
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| COURSE OBJECTIVES:

To articulate and practice the authentically human movement to insight.
To claim the received wisdom of tradition/Tradition.

To study the historical correlations of tradition and experience.

To correlate one’s own tradition with one’s particular experiences.

To explore Christian doctrines with implications for ministry.

To develop a working image of oneself in ministry.

COURSE REQUIREMENTS:

e Attendance, even better presence, especially to one another.
Evidence of familiarity with the assigned reading.
Participation—both in small group and large group discussion.
Assignment between weekends—see description below.
Synthesis paper—see description below.

ASSIGNMENT BETWEEN WEEKENDS

Use one of the two following models from Chapter 4 in Killen and de Beer and write up a paper
with your results—3-4 pages, double-spaced—to be handed in on Friday evening of the second
weekend.

‘ MODEL 1: Beginning with personal positions (pp. 104-106).

Start with statements as suggested, but instead of “church” as the focal topic, let your
statements be about “ministry.” So, for instance, the 3 “convictions for which you are
willing to argue” will be your convictions about ministry. Follow the steps and write up
both your process (e.g. the initial list of 10 convictions) and also your results. Use
common sense here—the reader doesn’t need to know everything, but enough detail to
see how you followed the process and came to some result.

MODEL 2: Reading another’s theological text (pp. 107-109).

Use the steps of this process, taking one of the theology chapters (2,3 or 4) from
Hahnenberg’s Ministries, as your text for reflection. Again, write up the steps clearly
enough so that the reader can follow you through this process.

Please submit a self-addressed, stamped, envelope with your assignment so that it can be returned
to you after the weekend.
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‘ FINAL SYNTHESIS PAPER—guidelines, pointers, suggestions

Within the limits of 8 or 9 double-spaced, typed pages, the student needs to present a personal

synthesis of learning from this course. This synthesis could be developed in various ways.

A. Theological foundations for ministry could be selected, summarized and developed to show
how one’s own ministerial situation finds grounding, direction and challenge on this basis.

B. Students—particularly those at completion project level—may wish to present an initial
summary of their personal theology of ministry, particularly any defining image or metaphor,
referring to elements of this course as appropriate.

C. Ina variation on the previous suggestion, a student could us a model of theological reflection
to examine a personal ministerial experience in light of learnings from the theological
tradition to develop some actions steps for a more effective, fulfilling ministry.

D. Some particular facet of ministry or its theology could be the focus of the synthesis. This
suggestion is not an invitation to new research, but honors the possibility of extra reading
done around a personal interest or need in ministry. The synthesis paper would be an
integration of learnings around the particular topic.

Within any of these suggested frameworks (or one of your own), the personal tone and evidence
of synthesis should shine through. The integration need not produce polished conclusions; critical
questions expressed clearly are often a better index of new learning.

The synthesis paper is due Wednesday, March 8, 2006, at the latest. Earlier results would be
appreciated. For return mail, please enclose a stamped envelope. Otherwise, papers will be

returned via the holding files in the STM Office.

Thank you in advance for your good work and energy.



