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Practicalyand

In the niversi OT Edinburgh chaır Wa allocated racliıca The-
OlOogYy In the only ON condtıtion hat l Was ınked with Christian
Ethics Christian Ethıics 5 S62I/C] -  <  AS - spectable' discipline, entitled

place In the academy the basıs OT established methodology
and intellectual ra reCOord; raCclıca Theology Was regarded dSs

uncritical hotchpoitch Of INIS and UpS for ministers al best (as
SIUCEeNIS Occaslonally amended the headıng N the departmental
ICcCe board DY addıng etters) Practically Theology; al tihe
tedious presentation SIUCeNIS DYy ageing former miniıster OT NIS
pattern )| Dastora Dractice Of SOTNIe decades Dbefore Aas Odce| OT
minıstry Ihıs SUSPICION Of raCclıca Theology Was Dartiıculariy sStirange
In Scottish uniıversity where the ral  1I0N has een constantiy maın-
aın agaınst the theoretical rTus OT Oxbridge, hat higher eduCca-
10N IS primarıly directed professional ra| This dıstinction DEe-
iween Scotland and England IS captured In IntriguIng dıfference In
IInquistic In xbridge ONe reads' subject, ven f t IS eng!-
neerIng ÖOr sSOocial WOTK; n Scotland does subject, ven f IS
metaphysics Ö[r Iıterature! used De Ssaıld hat the English believed
nat 14 tudent had read lato and Thucıidides, Homer and Euripides,
he Was Derfectly equIpped gOoVErN Q Colony, CcComMmMaAanNnd army,
lead gentlemanly lıTe @)]| leisure, ÖT Decome C biSshop IC last
Was egarded dSs the explanation WhY SOMe DISNOpS seemed
ersian the OT the church the analogy OT ihne sıiege OT Troy,
and anYy innovatıon Trojan horse!

Although the Iınk Detitween Christian Ethics and Practical Theology
with Was originally adventtious, ee| hat it Was alrnost
providential, allowıng fOoCus Dractice, approached DbotN Allad-

Iytically and normatıvely. JIhe ethics wiıth WNIC We concern IS
Christian ÖT theological ethics, IC draws Scripture and the Ju-
daeo-Christian ra|  10N, and unashamealy DOSSECSSECS hat classıcal
COoNVvIcCtIıON hat ethics IS concerned ıth goodness and character, and
ıtn helping Deople DE gOOd, wit n *he embodiment, n the actiıons
and transactiıons of aCctual sOoclal ııte Of Christian insights. OUg
for decades ManYy mora ohilosophers In the Englısh speakın orld

MaclIntyre. Ihree ival Versions Of loral Enquiry Notre Dame, niversi! Of Notre
ame Press, 1990, Dp.80 175
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under the influence OT the Of Iinguistic analysıs devoted
themselves language M and enlied nat they had anYy
ıth helping DeOople De gOOd ÖT SsOocIetIes De Just, ristian
EtTNICS tihe wnole SUCCeSSTully esisted eINg SUC| Into HIS
Il-de-sac, and emaıned engaged normatıve UdCY Of actıon,
rooted In A Dartıcular ra  10N, narratıve and cCommunıty of shared
al Wıth and In SOTTIe er Dlaces As well, raCcCliıca Theology
for &. ıme sımply DIggybacked quite Nappiıly tnıs kınd of Christian
EiNICS

Although = Iınkage sSuch S UurSs between Practical Theology
Christian Ethics has clear advantages, and OT Dositive
possIbilıties, d IsSo dangers What happens, IOr instance,
Ethics IS detached from Systematics? Is T DossIible that hen SYS-
emalıics MaYy lose ts ethical SerliouSneSss and integrity, and eCcCome
increasingly DUTE eorja And Christian Ethics In raCtlica
1heology OT certaıin kınd mIg sacrifice critical theological TIgOUT,
DecOomIng NMarTroW, NO than ethics al the SEeIrvVICE OT ministerial
practice, professional ethics for Clergy. ÖOn the er hand, hat
happens when Christian EtNICS IS reated ÖTr less 15 Inde-
Dendent discipline, wıitn d real negemonYy Ver er theological discl-
plınes, n SOM INSUTUUNONS n the States? ese ISSUeS Of the
relationships between the theological disciplines, and er disciplines
(Tor the DUTDOSES OT NIS dISCUSSION primarıly moral philosophy and the
human scliences), IC| E NO  s iurn dırectly.

Academıic Encyclopaedia and Im

TIhe modern university and ven (with appropriate qualifications) MOST
seminarıies, reflect and reinforce the Increasıng speclalisation and
iragmentatiıon Of modern lıfe The tıdy r  l OT the medieval UunI-
versity, wiıth heology ASsS the Queen OT the Sciences, IS unrecoveraDbie,
Dut ATre aced today witn Varıous and conflicting endeavours give
SOTTIE kınd Of coherence the academıc enterprise ASs «V  Q whole The
WaY the definıtion and relations of disciplines are arranged, the WaYy
university IS StruCclur: EXDTESS implicıtiy ÖT explicıtiy deOlogy, el
world-view, overarching interpretation. In premodern days the gEN-
ral effort Was OCalie spectific tudies IN IDICa an Ta-
tive:;® n modern times the Ible, rellgion, the Christianfaith, theology
and ethics C De into the project OT an encyclopaedia, rder-
INg all Nnowledge n OT SOTTIEe INOTEe ÖT Iess secCular Dprinciple.

D So Hans Frei and others.
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asdaır MacIntyre arQuUeS hat the In Edltiıon @)| ihe Encyclopaedia
Britannica {l.) pomnted Owards A tiıme when {t] Encyclopaedia
would have dIs laced tihe IıDI AS the canoniıcal DOOK, ÖT sel OT DOOKS
Of the Culture'. Accordingly, tihe Ible and all thınkıng (070] n ihne
ible), IS Judged DYy the standards of moderniıty In C“ WaY IC ei-
fectively prevents t from standıng In Judgement uUDOoN hat modernity'.*

IS here, C_  C_ In hat central problems ıe IS it Dossible for raCciica
eOIl0gYy and Christian Ethics De In the university, Dut not domesti-
cCale' ÖT tamed DY the university”? How Car hey maıntaın distinctive
critical Iisitance irom the increasingly secular and confused values Of
the university Ö hat they Cal play A spectific SO @)| constructive role”?
S A dual responsIDility, church and the academy, anYy Oonger VI-
able?

f —— —  f — — COTIEe irom Darticular Enlıghtenmen encyclopaedic tradıtıon In
IC < theologically INnTOorme: and practicaliy orientated moral DAI-
losSophy Was the eYVY OT the academıc edifice, 15 t were ( ET1]-
countered the warm aftergliow Of nAIS tradıtion n the eachiıng OT the
moral Dhilosopher John Macmurray n Edinburgh In the The
Same ra  10N Was for Iong enshrined In tihe old Amerıican colleges In-
uence! DYy the Scottish academy, where the President, normally
eologian ÖT philosopher, ectured the whole tudent DOdYy
moral ohilosophy. theologicaliy nformed mora philosophy Was AS-
sSsumed give coherence the educational DrOCESS, and quI! for
IvINg lıTe well.>° MaclIntyre u hat In the nıneteenth CeNntury
ere Was mounting endency ascribe Driority moralıty and
ethics ÖT moral Dhilosophy, the assumption hat er Was Socıal
agreemen(, especlally In practice, the IM| and tihe ontent
OT moralıty', IC| MNOTIe tihe less COPEXIS ın large intellectual dISa-
greemenis concerning the naliure Of ts ntellectual Justification', al-
though almost EVETVYOTIC concurred in the belıef hat such Justification
Was n princIple possible.®© General CONSETISUS about the nature O1
rg conduct, and A braciıng degree Of dırfrerence the DhIlO-
sophica foundatıons OT moralıty WeTlTe elleve! give coherence
the academıc enterprise.
EIsewhere MaclIntyre Suggesti nat IS kınd Of tragıic inevitability
n tihe collapse OT CONSEeNSUS metaphysiıcs gradually eroding the

Jacın op.Clt.,
MacIntyre, op.Clt., 179
Ön thıs especlally eor| Davıe, Ihe Demooeratic Intellect. Edinburgh Unt-
versi! Press, 1961
acın  , op.Cit., D.26
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confidence that Isputes about moralıty MaYy DEe resolved, nhat We
Q  er when have nıhılısm In metaphysics CO-EXISUNG with

ıberal COTNMNISETISUS morals and DOolitics. But thıs ıberaly
MaclIntyre9 IS fragıle and without rOOIS; t IS already dısınte-
grating Yet In the nıneteenth CeNtury ere e still CONTIdeENCE
In the encyclopaediıc enterprise.

alternatıve encyolopaedic project that have outlined 7
aın n Schleiermacher's Ne Outline the UuOCY of Theology.‘
Thıs Was sophisticat and creatiıve application OT the eNCcyolopae-
dıa princIple theology Although, n A much aDus: ohrase,
Schleiermacher eferred Practical Theology 15 the CIrOWN Of theo-
OgIcal StUudy, the real ÖT of hIs theological eNCYCIO-
Da  1a lay outside theology n sScience ; Nheology sel Wa NOT Q SCI-
EIce, Dut A discipline OT sefl of disciplines WNIC deploy the esults OT
SCIENCE for the sake Of the leadership Of the church Theology IS thus
almost parasıtic uUDO SCIENCEe IS sel 'positive' ScIeENCE, 'an AS-
semblage OT scientific elements IC belong together NOl because
they form constituent Dart Oof the organisation OT the SCIENCES, Dut
only In far ds they responstible for Z Dractica task'.8 Unlike the-
Ology, ethiıcs IS 1or Schleiermacher A science, Dut l has O  —
pre-eminent role In relatıon heology n general, ÖTr Practical
Theology n Darticular.
Schleiermacher IS thereifore be distinguished from the Scottish
ra|  I0N n the [TIOre exXa place he allocates scientific heoria,
and NIS consequent Somewhat platonıc downgradıng OT ese ISCI-
plınes IC deal wıth practice M  Jan EthIcs and raclıca The-
Ology In partiıcular. We have all ear the SIOTYy Of Barth Inding < DUuSt
of Schleiermacher n the ruINns Oof onnn nıversı er the Waär, and
reverentiy restoring l ts plınth. KL Delieve that, al least In relatiıon
NIS encyclopaedıa project, Schleiermacher IS irretrievaDiy Dust We
nOoT today have agre: Maps Of the academy, and do NOT Delieve nat
Practical Theologıans sShould spen elr time and ENETOY Ssserting
claım C place In A non-exıstent atlas After all, f the university
throws Oul, Can operate quite happıly In the church only, AS
shall9 tihe university wOould De tihe DOOTEST for Pa In MacIntyre

Schleiermacher, Nne Outline tne Study Of eOl0gy Trans. Terence Tice
Hiıchmond, Jonhn KNOX Press,
Schleiermacher, Op.cClit., | See mer, 'Rhetoric, atonalı and TAaC|

Theology, typescrIipt, 1993, Dp.4-| and John Burkhart, 'Schleiermacher's VIi
10N for Theology n Don roWwnIng, ed., ract!ı Theology San FranCcIiSCO,
Harper and HKOW,
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IS rg n Suggesting hat the encyclopaedia IS alled project, wiırth
IC Should NOl gel entangled.

yand EtNICS Today
Ihe Dosition Dboth OT Nheology and Of etNICcs n the academy has een
much challenged n times. MaclIntyre IS surely rg In uggesi1Ü-
INg hat moral and theological truths Decame increasingly regarded
belonging In the reailm Of Drivatised and arbitrary Dbeliıef ‘Questions Of
TU In moralıty and heOology dıstinct from the PpSyChological ÖT
SOCIal scientific StuUdYy of morals and reilgiıon have ecome matier for
Drivate allegiances, NOl De aCcCCorde  ormal Dadges of academıc
recognition'. EtNICS has accordingly een moved the periphery Of
academıc ııTe, and has increasıingly nervousiy SIiresse! ts utonomy,
fifrom heology In Darticular Ihıs has left OMINOUS VaCcuum tihe
heart OT the academy As C CONSEQUENCE academıcs interested n IS-
SU6S Of Dublıc DONCY ÖT SOCIal responsIbility have sSsometimes egun
lo0kK witn expectation Owards tNeOology and n Darticular theological
ethıcs for help and OT direction We Aare therefore ıme OT
Darticular opportunity for raclıca Theology and A Christian Ethics
IC interpenetrate and inftorm OMNe another

OUGg ere specıial dıfficulties oday n constructing aCCepI-
able and conNneren ntellectual Map of the unıversity, IS still MeCcCces-
SarYy SqYy something aDOuUt why Practical Theology and Christian
EtihıICcs continue claım place In the academy, and hat hat Dlace
MIg De When Ar Was appolinted chaır Of Christian Ethics and
raCcliıca Theology SOTle OT colleagues In the VEl seCular UunI!-
versity n hen taught hought hat the tierm practical theology‘
Was Q  J Joke ÖT an theology, they Sald, cannot practical,
and practice CannoTt De theological after all, tNeology IS MNMOW
monliy used AS ierm for rrelevant theorising! f ATe claım hat
the subjects with IC concerned Are entitled Z Dlace
In the university, and have CONINDUNO! make the endeavours
of the university, have spell Out something Of the remıt and
me and contribution of the subjects. MaclIntyre and others are
rg n Suggesting hat tihe Dost-encyclopaedic university In Q

Dost-modern world IS n CrSsISs In IC f IS confronted all sIdes
wıitn questions t lacks the rTeSOUTCES aNnsWEeT, Derhaps ethically
InTorme: Practical 1heology MaYy De able Suggest SOoMe Dossible

MaclIntyre, op.CI D.2
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WaYyS lorward Owards greaiter relevance and A er Se71lse OT eINg
COMMUNIRTY OT ar DUTDOSE
ljeading British SOCIal SCcIENTNST ncerned Dartıculariy with ISSUE@S Of

Dublıc DOlICy, Professor VI Donnison espaıirs of the CapacCıiy Of
the modern P  UNIV  l Drovide the Wwisdom that lely TEQUITES At
the 3  —- hıs Bbecause In d Culture where moOost Deople Dbelieve hat
God S dead moral jJudgements have eCcome regarded AdS le MOoOre
han aDDTOVINOG ÖTr disapproving 1OoIlses C OT personal
preierence ÖTr astle, much Iıke the words > a when cChoosing De-
iween vanılla and strawberry CcCe-cream a Since ere IS NO ACa-
demuicaliy acceptable WaY Of resolving nflicts about moral JUudge-

the IS SIde step the Cademıcs
concerned wıth weighing evidence and aAaSSESSING Ogical coher-

NCeEe Dbecause morals S regarded 15 arbitrary atters OT
and prejudice they a DUS the Margdıns and deprived of intellec-
ual dignity

S for oral dispute that has 1S| iIrom the lecture
altogether for 1 eads pDeople IO SaYy IIKe “VOu OUg
ashamed of yourself and tNIS nol the kıind Of Ings yOU SEMMI-

T0 make the unmistakably ear politiclans DrieSts
S brought INTO Such academıcs from üme üme conduct oral de-
bate:; but —-Off Dasıs, usually the INVI  on Of student socleties,
speaking from ınNeren kKınd Of platiform — thereby SSS IO GVETV-

the UNSCIENUTNC Of elr pronouncements. _
Thıs Donnison concludes eads NarroWwINd and dıstortion of ACa-
demıic ıTe IC IS IManYy condemned ırrelevance ÖT ITTe-
sponsIbility

Practical

In such Situatlıon the relatlıon f Practical Theology Christian EtN-
ICS AsSssSuTftTies A res |  € Getting hıs relationship rg MaYy
SIgNITICAN Ior the academıc enterprise 15 whole and nelpful .

Of er disciplines
Practica|l Theology EXISTIS l the academy affırm that all theology IS
practical JuSt 15 IC tudies remIinds theology of the centrality Of
scripiure and systematıc heology nn ASs UNnavold-

MacIntyre CIT p.271
11 avı Donnison adı Agenda LONdON IV Oram Press 1991

Donnison Cit D.44
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able element In tihe theological enterprise. !$ AÄAnd f heology IS DraG-
iıcal SCIENCE, n the Arıstotelian ÖT anYy er T Cannotl De de-
aCcC Irom ethıcs As MaclIntyre wrıtes

In oral enQquiry Aare always COoNcCcernNed wıth the question: what
Of enats narrative ul the em!  iment, In the actıons and trans-
actlions Of ual Soclal ııfe, of thıs particular theory”? FOr until WE have
answered this question abou oral theory m do nOot KNOW S  at ihe
theory In fact amoun LO; WE do noft ds yet understand it adequately. !“

And sımılar Domnt Was made DYy the English moralıst and sSocCIlal
hınker, .H. Tawney, when he Sald, 'T YriNCIpIE without ts
application IS irresponsible and unintelligible'. * FOr theology De
practical SCIENCE In the classıcal IrsS evelop! DYy Arıstotle t
mMust be form OT phronesis, IC| IS easoned and rue of
capacıty acCli wItNn regar:| human goods'. 15 Ihe DEFSON Oof practical
wisdom IS able deliberate ell hat IS for the indıvidual,
and the gOoOd lıfe In general.
1 PracticalV IS wisdom ÖT nowledge orlıentated Owards AdC-
10N and accordingly inevitabiy Dervaded wiıth the ethical, IS IMpOT-
tant Iso affırm hat l IS theology But hat IS theology”? In the EX-
cellent brochure about the nıversı OT Berne ıth WNIC O were
upplied, read hat ere Adre faculties Of theology Ihe ÖOld
atnolıc Faculty declares hat ÖOld ‚atnNolıc Theology IS ncerned
wırth the question Of God the Protestant FaCculty aNnNnNOUNGES, eol-

IS concern wıitn reilgion, Christianity, and the history Of ihe
church 15 well as ts present Status But here lıes er central oroblem
for all If theological discourse IS primarıly about reilgion, it IS al-
WaYS In danger Of dISSOIvING Into StUudYy Of the niex(n, and ECOMING d
kınd OT SOCIOIOGYy ÖT DSYCNOIOGY of reilgion.
But IT theology IS discourse about God In the )| God
discourse wıth GOod Adrle engaged ıtNn somethiıng totalıter alıter.
We cannot talk about GOod OTr alk God whıile setting asıde, Vell]
temporarlıly, the ethical OTr normatiıve question: What IS GOod callıng

do? HOow should WE respond” We Are Iso involved simultaneousiy
n OXOI0gy, for in the famılıar Sayıng, YOU can chan tihe Dsalms
less YOU sian u for the Jews

Ön this SSC especlally .Pannenberg, Theology and the Philosophy of Science LON-
don, arton, Longman and TO0dd, 97/6, pp.231-2 c
MacIntyre, op.Clit., D.80
.H.Tawney, The ttack and other London, 19 p.1
MS{O! Nicomachean Ethics, vI.5 D.43 Of 0SSS Ition, or 19  n
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Kar/ Barth Was, ın Dparadıgmatıc practica NIieXTIUAa| eologian.
sought spea OT God and Isten cCommand, and

discern the SIONS OT the tiımes And he ress the of hIS
time In princıpal WaYyS Irst, DY DrOoduCcINg for the times,
declarations mOS notably that Of Barmen), and manıfestos; and,
secondly, DYy takıng fundamental theological WOTrK wIitn .  er Ne SE@eNrOUS-
Ness Decause of MIS conviıction hat Dad, SIOoppYy NeOology leads

unjust, idolatrous, murderous practice, and vVice Like anYy
contextual eologian of discernment he Drovided InSIghts of validıty
far beyond hIS ımm  jate cContex(i, and falrly quicklIy he Came SE
that the Drimary ISSU®e God Was DOSING hat er Was OINg
the JEWS; NOl the reedom of the church
Kar/l Barth Was, Sr  Sr believe, rg speal of Oogmatics S ethics, and
ethics Fj}\ ogmatıcs. He reiused SEel alongside church Ogmatics an
independent and church ethics, let alone autonOMOUS ÖT
freefloating ethics established an entirely non-theological founda-
I10N Dogmatics se and AdSs such', he affırmed, IS ethics well.'1/ It
IS Iso irue, n arth's VIEW, hat ethics Ogmatics, that ethical AC-
Ivity and reflection ineviıtabiy Iımply Deliıefs and fundamental aSSUMP-
tions Ethics and ethics and theology, Ccannot De divorced;
they inseparably DOUNd another. The modern tendency
sSsubordinate heology ethics, Ör tihem, lead SEe7rOUS
distortions 11 Barth IS rg that 'Dogmatics se IS ethics; and etiNICS
IS Iso dogmatics'!8, CGhristians Should De SUSPICIOUS of the dıstinction
Detween the theoretical and tihe practical, especlally 15 d has een
evelop: In the reel and Enlightenment tradıtıons FOTr the Dractica
theologlıan ere Should De ugly dıtch Detween Is' and ought' YOou
Cannot Marne God without reCOONIZING 0d's claım YOU; and YOU
Ccannot do Od's ıll WIithout In S  S} real WaY KNOWING God The IrS
er Of John DUlS the Domnt wıitn admırabile clarıty and lIdness 'Ihe
ONnNe who loves IS DBOorn of God and KNOWS God'.19 We emmnded
agaın and agaın In the gospels hat disciples De doers' ds weill
AS 'nearers,”, for Christiani S far IMOre han theory ÖTr speculation t
IS VD WaY Of ıfe Particulariy In the Johannine writings ere N SIreSsSs

the of the truth, and OSEe WNO love and do the ru ASs
eINg the Nes WNOo KNOW God 'He who 0eS hat IS rue COMmMes
the light'“9 TIhe Tu IS not regarded dS something be contemplated
ÖT examıned In A detached WaY; IS De encountered, lıved Oul, [e-

Kar/l Ba Ur Dogmatics, \/2, Edinburgh, Clark, p./83
IDId, p./93

M  Z John 3 D]
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lated 1O, Dut bove all To T ıt IS De truly KNOWN tNeOIlOgYy ErE@-
fore must De CcConcern!: WwItN the OINg OT ihe ruth, ıTn hat ROoger
Garaudy called the actıve nature Of knowledge'.“
Ihıs hat theologıans sShould De VE Cautious about DUYyINg
into - cCleavage Detitween act and value, ds T ere were SUCN
INg ds naked Tfact, and values We merely Cultural COoNstirucis
Christian heology IS characteristically uncomiortable wIitn ihe DOSItING
f V gul{ Detween IS and ought OT sharp disjunction Detween act
and value, 1S5 suggested amousiy DY Max er er Dromote'

ethically neutral SOCIal ScCIeENCEe ase the assumption OT
bridgeabie, and tragıc, dıtch Detween the IS and the ought' LEeO
Strauss, In atlaCckKı eDer, argueSs that refusal entertaın the
possibilı Of rue value jJudgements IS intellectually and morally SPUTrI-
QUS; t actualiy distorts ealıty, for

Wou lead the CONSEQUENCES that © Adre permitted give strictly
al description Of the Overt AaCTts that Car be Observed n concentration

and per! equaliy 'actual analysıs Of the moivatiıon f ihe
AaCiors cOoNcerned: WE WOoul: NOl permitted speak of cruel Every
reader Of such escription WNO Was nOoT completely pl WOU of
O, SsSe that the actiıons desecribed cruel. The factual description
woul Q er satıre What alme! stralghtforward WOU

unusually cCircumlocutionary The writer WOUl dell  rately
WOUll COMMI' an Of ntellectual dishonesty.'““

IS Dbetter Oowledge, OT, eber's 'avourTItTe ierm, he

Facts ATe not Dart OT the givenness Of thIngs; OUT values and OUr DEe-
Jeis play indispensable role n the WdY realıty, discern
the SIGNS OT the times, and espond central academıc responsIDility
IS critically OT OUT values and eır rOOIS, as things
deeply shape botn QOUT IOgIic and OUT empirical WOTK, the WaY
ealıty and the WaYy espond Although _ —— Delieve hat Practical
eOIl0gy today must have the soclal SCIENCES Q ts princıpal dialoqgue
DartnersS, and F3 ee]| Mılbank' cautions Are exaggerated, Are rea|l
dangers A Practical 1heology DUYS Into eDerıan understandıng Of
sOCcIlal sScience uncritically.®%
f asdaır MacIntyre IS rg hat tihe modern university IS fragmented
and aCKSs the reSQOUTCES deal|l ıth the questions IC confront It1
Da because it has become incapable OT coherent and MgOrOUS

27 au Ihe Alternative Future Harmondsworth, Penguln, 1976, D.89
AD  “ LeO Strauss Natural 1g and History. Chicago, University f Chicago Press, 1953,

John il Theology and Social eOry yon Secular easo Oxford, lack-
ell 19  Q
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mora eNQqUIrY, IS DOosSsIbieE that raCliıca Theology effectively inte-
grated wiırth Christian Ethics MIg have a major contribution ffer
Owards enewal f academıc ntegrity and responsibility? It IS nAIs
Domnt hat T  T In Don BrownIing's DrojecCt OT strategic practical Neol-
OGY and hISs SUCCESSIVE tudies OT WaYyS In IC theory-laden DTaC-
tices relate and values Adre Ö mportant Q He constantiy
SEES raCctlıca| Theology ASs EexXercIse n theological ethics and
Christian EthICS dSs central diımensıion of ICa Theology FOr his
approac the ugly dıtch Detween IS’ and ought', fact and value, nas
een bridged, In however tentatiıve WAdY, In order enable reflected
and eEifleCiıve practice. oul AIs De QUTr gift the whole academy, In
ts ost-modern Isarray and uncertainty?

cclesia Discipline
Both raCcica 1heology and Christian EtiNICS aAare rooted In, and have
responsIbilities Owards commMmunties— the academy and the
church Schleiermacher Tamousiy Spoke OT the relation Detween the
ScIeNtIfIC spirıt' characteristic OT the university, and the ecclesial inter-
est' IC arked OT heology Aas ncerned wiıth leadership In the
church He Was rg SC the subject ds havıng homes, and
discern creatiıve ensıion between hem and eır EX  I10NS and
standards But Schleiermacher's distinction IS In SOTMlIe WaYyS IO0 neal
Perhaps heology Can contribute significantiy the TYy of A Nue
sScIientific Spir| n the unıversity. AÄAnd ecclesıial nterest Can Drovide
both motivatiıon and materıal for sScientific investigation.

IS sureily SIgNITICAN that Barth, In NiexXT In IC| NeOlogy Was
lırmly embedded n the university, necessity NOl OT
sımply N  Jan Oogmatıos, Dut Church Ogmatıcs and Church eth-
ICS n order hat heology mIg [EeCOVeEeT ts integrity, Ifi ts vocatıon,
and grappie witn the ISSUeS Of the day In TaCINg modern SNUAalUon n
IC he CeIs re IS danger Of Christian Ethics loSıng ts Istinct-
Iveness and dissolving into academıc ethics In general, Stanley Hau-
[Was has evelop arth's pomt DY arguıng hat the church NOL only
nas, Dut IS SOCIal IC Ihe primary ethical task f the church, he
arQgueS, IS the church dSs d communıty Of falth, OT worship and Of

See especlally Don roWNInNg, The Moral Context of Pastoral Care.Philadelphia.
Westminster, 19/76:; Heligious EthICS Pastoral are Philadelphia, ortress,

undamen Practical ! heology. Minneapolis, Fortress, 1991
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service.® In exXpounNdINg John Howard Oder, Hauerwas
hat "Practica reason IS NOl disembodie: DTrOCGESS Dased aDstrac
princIples Dut S DTOCESS Of Q cCommunıity In IC GVETV member has
role pDlay &n Such communıIty Of character, Vell n ts sinfulness,
IS both a cCommunIty of moral discourse and exemplification Of the
moral orientation SUSTaın DY the IDIICa tradıtion FOr Hauerwas, tihe
only heology and the OonIy etiNICcS hat roOo{Iel In the lıfe Of
the church and SETIVEe tihe developmen OT Christian character and
anthiful Dractice, Darticıpating In the church's iunction OT WwitnessIng
the ruth
{Ihıs 0eS NOl NMean that Hauerwas sS665$S heology \ KINd Of
in-house dISCOUTSE, the language gaMmMe OT tihe Christian cCommunity
IC has claım ru n MMOre general He ENGAGES n
NIS writings wiıth ISSUEeS tihe Dublıc and the academıc agenda, with
medical ethıcs, War and the Dosition OT tihe handicapped, and
ManYy others questions irom unashameadly
theological and Christian angle, and In OINg iten DrINgS Q sSirange
freshness ıred controversies, Irecting the attenNnl0| commonliy

diımensions and neglected rTeSOUTCES Hauerwas has een
ACCUSEC DY ames Gustafson and others Of 'sectarıan withdrawal'
iIrom engagement ıth the moral tensions and ambigutlties OT hat
SOMe Deople all tne real world’ Ihe charge 0eSs nOl, —z In SÜUCK,
although L I 00(9)0° sympathetic the suggestion hat Hauerwas
en Oowards rather romanticiısed understandıng Of the church Hıs
DOosition MIg strengthened T he spoke IMOTre clearly OT NOW S  J SIN-

church n fallen world Gafll the I1ess De a sacramental SION
of God s IOve and truth Hauerwas IS determined NOl allow Christian
EINICS dissolve into general ethıcs Of Americanısm, and NIS In-
creasing concentration the churchliness of Christian E1INICS has |
hım MOTe and MOTre address the tradıtional problematıc OT Practical
Theology Hauerwas IS d further SION OT the welcome erosıion ®)| the
boundary between raCclica Theology and Christian EINICS, both afl-
firmiıng the cruclal significance of the church, and remembering hat
Od's DUrDOSES and practice ENCOMPASS the whole creation
Practical eOIl0gYy and Christian Ethics Are ultımately concerned wıitn
discerning od's activity In the WOrlId, and learnıng NOW respond
faithfully and well

25 S.Hauerwas, Ihe eaceable Kingdom LONdON, SCM, D.99 Ihe phrase IS
peate! frequently In Hauerwas’s writings

26 S.Hauerwas Christian xIisien. Today Durham, The Labyrinth Press, 1988,
D/

327



FORRESTER PRACGTICAL AND ETHICS
‚;

IL have ried ree things n tnıs

We mMuUST erode, ÖT al eas make VEy the boundary bet-
wWweell Practical Theology and Christian EthICcS, for the sake Of the
Christian and intellectual ntegrity Of each;
nHIS DrOCESS WOuld make the sub]|  (S) MOTe critically usetTul the
cChurch;
nIS would IsSo enable IMOTe constructive CONINDUUON from the
SICde OT Practical Theology/Christian EthiIcs the cConfusions OT
the academic world Oday; and
nHIS Ccould ENCOUTAYEC Q  Sakı) MMOTre distinctive theologıical contribution
publıc moral and DOICY debate


