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Course Description:
Is God a problem to be solved or a mystery to be experienced?  Humans have struggled throughout history to analyze, define, explain, and live out questions about God.

This course will examine the subject of theology through an exploration of its methodologies and perspectives.  Our goal will be reflection combined with intellectual rigor.

Goals of the Course:

1. To acquire the skill of reflection, and to think critically about the discipline of theology.

2. To analyze the arguments for and against the existence of a god.

3. To examine two world religions, their meaning systems and afterlife beliefs.

4. To examine radical evil and its human manifestations, and ask what purpose evil serves.

5. To explore the question: “Does forgiveness heal?, or does forgiveness subvert the process of accountability

 and justice, a process which is healing?”

Required Texts:

God? A Debate Between a Christian and An Atheist, William Craig and Walter Sinnott-Armstrong

The Shack: Where Tragedy Confronts Eternity, William P. Young

People of the Lie: The Hope for Healing Human Evil, M. Scott Peck

The Sunflower: On the Possibilities and Limits of Forgiveness, ed. Simon Wiesenthal

Assorted articles and handouts

Course Requirements:

1. Participation. Participation is probably the most important ingredient in this course. Participation grades will reflect the student=s ability to come to class having read and reflected on course material, and most importantly, their ability to raise the intellectual level of class discourse through active participation.  Attendance and participation are required. Three unexcused absences will earn an "F" for the participation portion of your grade (10%). A roster will be circulated for each student to sign each class.

2. Laptop use is not allowed.  While it is understood that this policy inconveniences those students used to note-taking on laptops, computers have been found to be too disruptive to classroom work. Students have been found to be surfing the Internet, looking at Facebook, answering email, etc. If you have a learning need for your in-class computer, let the prof. know.

3. Responsibility for all readings. This course is text-driven, i.e. the core issues are contained within the textbooks and handouts. The readings are carefully chosen and students are expected to be prepared to discuss them in the class for which they are due.

4. Graded assignments:


1.  Credo paper project. The largest assignment of the course is the Credo paper project, 3 large papers investigating and presenting textual material as well as one’s own belief or philosophical system. There will be three Credo submissions throughout the semester, each submission investigating a specific “problem” in theology. Credo submissions range in length from 10 pages for each submission.  Each submission will consist of two parts, 


A. analysis of the assigned text, and 


B. student reflections upon the assigned questions which the text raises.

Credo content will be graded upon the student’s ability 1. to reflect, and 2. to incorporate and discuss text material into paper content.   

2. Graded Discussion. There will be one “graded discussion” on the issues in pluralism and how truth can be assessed. Student verbal contributions will be graded during the discussion.

The assignments and participation will count in these proportions toward the final grade:





Credo papers...... (3 x 20%)...60%




Graded discussions (2 x 15%)30%




In-class participation..............10%





Total.......................................100%


5. Evaluation:  Students will be graded on their ability to absorb, understand, and reflect on the course material, and to show original thought that is clearly and cogently argued. There will be no extensions granted on papers.  Print early and often to avoid technological. problems.
6. Grading Policy: 
An “A” grade means “truly excellent work which exceeds the                                               

expectations of the task and peer submissions”


A “B” grade means “very good quality work, above peer submissions”


A “C” grade means “average work, equal to the average of peers”


A “D” grade means “below expectations, needs significant improvement”
          

An “F” grade means “submission failed to meet all expectations and did not






                 fulfill the requirements”

7.  Honor Code: Cheating, lying,  and stealing are morally wrong.  Presenting another’s language, ideas, or even syntax as one’s own is deceitful and is considered theft of another’s work. The Georgetown University Honor Code requires all professors to present suspect work immediately to the Honor Board.  If a student submits work which contains another’s work unattributed, it will be submitted to the Honor Board, and they will contact the student directly. Thus, all research must be thoroughly cited and attributed to avoid the charge of plagiarism.
8. Professor contact.  One of the goals of theology at Georgetown is to enable the student to create a personal theology/philosophy through which life’s decisions and ways of living in the world are processed and enacted.  One of the rewards of college life for professors is dialogue with students in which such life philosophy is deepened and enhanced. 


 The issues this course addresses often necessitate further conversations outside the

classroom, resulting in interesting dialogues on religion, theology, and the meaning of religion

and American values. If you would like to have coffee, lunch, or just a get-together with the

professor to discuss any issues, please feel free to schedule a time and a place.
Course Schedule
	Week
	Monday
	Tuesday
	Wednesday
	Thursday
	Friday
	

	1
	Course

Introduction


	Video: “What Do You Believe?”; sharing religious backgrounds
	God: Pro arguments
	God: Pro 
Bring in image of divine
	God: Con

arguments against exis. of god; humanism
	Read the book:
God? A Debate Between a Christian and an Atheist


	2
	Pluralism
	 Christianity
	Christianity
	Christianity


	Book Club
Discussion: 

The Shack
	Read:  The Shack

	3
	Credo 1 Due 
	Hinduism
	Buddhism
	Buddhism; 
Graded Discussion: 

“How can religions be assessed as “true’?
	No Class: 

Work Day
	

	4
	Credo 2 Due
	Evil
	Evil
	Evil
	Graded Discussion:
“Is there such a thing as evil?”
	Read People of the Lie

	5
	Forgiveness

Wiesenthal:

Sunflower ‘narrative’ 
	‘Yes’ respondents
	‘No’ respondents
	Credo 3 Due

Final Class Discussion: “What would  you have done?”
	 No Class July 4th Holiday
	Read The Sunflower; selected authors list


The Problem of God

Credo Project

Credo Paper Requirements
The Credo paper will be double-spaced, 10 pages maximum, and consist of two parts: 


Part 1 will be textual analysis- objective analysis of the text under examination, and 


Part 2, responses to questions about how your personal beliefs relate to the issues the text raises.  
There will be 3 Credo submissions throughout the course.  
You will be discussing the Credo questions, and others, in our discussion sessions to help you determine, analyze, and articulate your beliefs and to hear and understand those of others.
Credo Assessment Criteria

Two criteria will be used to determine grading for all Credo submissions: 
Part 1. Intellectual quality, and level of substance, engagement with the text material.
Part 2. Reflection quotient, the ability to explore and articulate in depth one’s theology/philosophy intelligently, using nuance, comparison, and personal questioning.
The Problem of God

Credo Paper 1
Texts:  “God? A Debate Between An Atheist and A Christian” and “The Shack”
I. The problem of ....”god”.

Part 1: Textual Analyses:
1.  
A. Establish some criteria through which to assess the debate in God? A Debate; then answer-

B. Who won this debate?

C. Argue for your choice by demonstrating mastery of their material, using arguments from the book which you found convincing, appealing, weak, or annoying (or insert your own adjectives.)
2. Which worldview would lead to a better life: Craig’s or Sinnott-Armstrong’s?  Why?


A.  First, fully define what a ‘better life’ means to you, then 



B.  argue for one author or the other. 
3. What did you think of God? A Debate? Demonstrate mastery through examples.
4. In the novel The Shack, Mack undergoes a spiritual change in reaction to an encounter with ‘god’; how does Mack spiritually change throughout this narrative?
5.  Analyze one theological issue of your own choosing from the book (e.g. redemptive suffering, submission v. freedom;  individualism v. community; etc.) Here are some questions just to provoke your thinking: “What does the author have the characters say or do in response to this theme?”; “What are the qualities or parameters of this theme?”
6. What did you think of The Shack? Demonstrate mastery through examples.
Part 2: Textual reflection: 
1. 
A. Does God exist or not? 


B. How do you know?
2. For you, which were the a. most affecting and b. least believable sections of The Shack?

The Problem of God

Credo 2
Text: “The People of the Lie: The Hope for Healing Human Evil”

III. The problem of......evil.

Part 1: Textual Analysis

1. Present a thorough analysis of the definitions and characteristics of evil Peck presents in Chaps. 2 &3.
2. What behaviors and emotional states did Bobby’s parents display to qualify them as an example of evil for Peck?
3. What does Peck say the role of free will is in any examination of evil? (Chap. 2)

Part 2: Textual reflection

1. Have you ever encountered anyone who was evil, in person or through the media? What behaviors did they display to qualify as evil to you? (develop your own ‘case study’ and ‘definition’ of evil here)
2. After reading this book, do you believe that the behavior described by Peck as evil is evil? 

Provide a thorough critique of this text through answering this question.
3. How do you know you are not evil?

The Problem of God

Credo 3
“The Sunflower: On the Limits and Possibilities of Forgiveness”

IV. The problem of........forgiveness.

Part 1: Textual analysis

1. In your opinion, why did Simon swat the fly from the Karl’s head? Present a reasoned argument, using text material from the narrative.

2. Choosing two of the A. “no, don’t forgive” respondents and two of the B. “yes, forgive” respondents, present their arguments. 

3. 
A. What is the difference between “forgiveness” and “absolution”? (research this online, cited)


B. What did Karl want, “forgiveness”? Or “absolution”? 

Part 2: Textual reflection

1. Was Karl evil?  Using A. Peck’s definitions of evil, and B. your own definition of evil, answer whether Karl was or was not evil.

2.   How much free will did Karl have? How much of what he did can one hold him accountable for, and thus, choose to forgive/not forgive him for? (If the answer is ‘Karl had no free will’, then how can war criminals ever be tried? If the answer is ‘Karl had total free will’ then how can cultural/situational context ever be taken into account when assessing responsibility and punishment?)

3. Imagine that you are in Simon’s position, the member of an oppressed minority in captivity being asked by an oppressor for forgiveness. Bringing to mind your experience with forgiveness, your faith tradition’s counsel, your belief/non-belief system, your ethical code, and answer:



a. What would you have done?



b.   Would you have forgiven?

