Theses for George A. Lindbeck's work called theories of doctrine

Description:

George Lindbeck mainly focusses on the narrative of doctrine, primarily on what is considered doctrine within Catholicism and within Christianity in general. He addresses the question with caution on the topic of what is considered doctrine and believes that it is primarily to do with the spirit of the community and maintaining it. There are other avenues of what is considered to be doctrine which he addresses such as the secular view that it is used for authoritative means for maintaining a community and the people within it. He addresses the different types of doctrine and the differences in doctrine between sects of Christianity. 

Page 59 Quote:

Thesis One: “Most Christian traditions have held that their doctrines have this character and Roman Catholicism in addition maintains that it's teaching office when making de fide pronouncements is infallible.”
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis:

As the opening of George Lindbeck's work In Lehman's terms according to Lindbeck the very nature of doctrine is accepting it as being true if one practices the faith, if the pope were to make an announcement that contradicts the gospels then that would be deemed as being the infallible truth rather than the gospels within the bible itself such is the true nature of doctrine in Lindbeck's eyes. In essence the nature of Christian doctrine could be argued as being a steadily changing landscape where maintaining gospel doctrine is given higher precedence over new theological theories that contradict them bearing in mind that the church's official stances are received as being doctrine given that it is influenced by the Bible; Lindbeck imagines church doctrine as setting the stage for better interpretation of what is already given within the gospels which implies tradition and recent years even includes modernity. Culturally speaking Lindbeck later states that the rule theory is related to cultural linguistics which is a reference to biblical translations hence fourth anything related to translation is appropriately related to doctrine. For example Jehovah's witnesses follow the new international translation for example so their interpretation of doctrine would be related to the nature of the translations which have come along way from the Aramaic and ancient Greek sources and Latin sources instead are translated directly into English. Also he suggests that it is the infallible word of god in all aspects of interpretation when related to doctrine. He proposes a rule theory which is his interpretation of doctrine whereby rules are created and added and rules are taken out. He clearly states that there are three types of processes related to doctrine such as the introduction, the change and the removal of doctrines from selected churches which predisposes the idea that doctrine by it's very nature cannot be the rules of god but instead are contemporary church rules made by man which are subject to change which he later argue later on in the chapter because of the very nature of the change taking place.

Page 60 Quote:

Thesis Two: “A brief and, if possible, non-controversial description of doctrines will suffice to pose the problems with which theories must deal. Church doctrines are communally authoritative teachings regarding beliefs that are considered essential to identity or welfare of the group in question, they may be formally stated or informally operative but in any case they indicate what constitutes faithful adherence to a community”.
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis:

On the subject of what is doctrine Lindbeck believes that doctrine adheres to identity and the well being of a group of individuals also it indicates policies which a group of individuals by their own free-will subjugate themselves to in essence by doctrine is important for the maintaining of a established community though he admits that its largely disputed as being authoritative Lindbeck's beliefs are clear that there is no established view of what doctrine is without oneself appearing slightly biased but the very definition he offers seems to suggest that core established church doctrine is biased towards maintaining a community of individuals hence why it is deemed by many as appearing authoritative and excludes those that do not adhere to it. He gives a universal definition of what is doctrine negating the idea of controversial doctrine related to falsehood. For example Lindbeck does not go on to say that the key nature of doctrine is to show the correct interpretation of translations from the Bible related to other teachings such as one must go to church on Sunday or celebrate the Sabbath on Sunday. Instead he relates it to a purely neutral perspective that doctrine is related to maintaining a church community which is a lacklustre definition because many core church doctrines are well-established doctrines that have not been subject to change over the centuries and they are cross-cultural and are found in most sects of Christianity. So instead of implying this definition that the core church doctrines which have not changed and are found in all sects of Christianity for example the notion of one god which is a key church doctrine across Protestantism and Catholicism but Lindbeck does not imply this instead implies a strictly neutral definition. Which is more of a side effect of church attendance rather than a clear cross-cut definition of what church doctrine is. In Lehman's terms there is no related definition to a universal truth across all sects of Christianity in Lindbeck's work which he later discounts later on in the chapter.

Page 61 Quote:

Thesis Three: “...as was true for centuries for long centuries of the Christian opposition to slavery which has only in relatively recent times been widely acknowledged as communally obligatory as having doctrinal status”.
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis:

On the subject of what is considered doctrinal according to Lindbeck Christians have been awfully quiet on certain subjects and though slavery isn't condemned in the bible it has been used analytically as a point of reference for centuries to advocate slavery due to various interpretations of the scripture and what has most certainly been doctrinal in the past is not necessarily doctrinal now. And may even change in the future which seems to be his point of reference with this thesis and what was called a point of reference biblically for advocating certain practices can be and has be misconstrued as the true words of the bible depending on translation. In other words, the operational doctrine has changed over the centuries for example the quote: 

Ephesians 6:5 new international version

“Slaves, obey your earthly masters with respect and fear, and with sincerity of heart, just as you would obey Christ”.
(Biblehub.com, 2018).

Has often been misconstrued as the bible advocating the idea of slavery instead in my personal opinion the Young's literal translation offers a more metaphorical incentive for this quote in the bible. In most likely Lindbeck was most likely using this quote as an idea of doctrine which has gone rogue and has been used for all intensive purposes as being the word of Christ and of god to subjugate a group of people during the time of the slave trade.


Page 63 Quote:

Thesis Four: “Doctrines no longer represent objective realities and are instead are experienced as expressions of personal preference; some people have an affinity for Buddhism and others for Christianity, some for Catholicism and others for protestantism but as long as each person is honest and sincere, it makes no real difference.”
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis:

What Lindbeck I believe is trying to say is that no longer is there the need for belief in god instead it's more important that people be good people which is common faith amongst most faiths instead Lindbeck seems to be finding common ground amongst different faiths hence why the expression of this in secular society today. One should be kind to another person and instead today there's a battlefield of beliefs and people can pick and choose from what ever belief system they want and challenge their beliefs how ever they desire. If doctrine no longer represent objective realities then perhaps people no longer restricted to one belief system or to the belief in god instead it has become a mostly secular view point that most people are becoming atheist. God is no longer in the equation for societal issues instead people are more concerned with being a good person and following a personal truth which has become the main societal truth that everyone should obey the law. Also Lindbeck believes that it is a violation of people's rights to have to have to succumb to certain rules of membership to be a part of a group or church community. Also he believes that doctrines are changing in a sense that churches are gradually in a sense of the way replacing core doctrines with ones which better exemplify personal freedom and authenticity which I believe has a lot to do with modernity but this point is not illustrated though but is self-implied. In essence, Lindbeck puts belief over doctrine.

Page 63 quote:

Thesis Five: “...The very words “doctrine” and “dogma” have the smell of the ghetto about them, and to take them seriously is, it seems, to cut one self off from the larger world”.
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis:

Though it is debatable what exactly was implied the usage of ghetto whether it be that religion is the belief system of the poor or something unfamiliar implied by this statement Lindbeck does however believe that religion puts up barriers and does not necessarily imply ignorance but is for people that believe wholeheartedly that religion holds the answer in particular in this instance Christianity. It would appear to Lindbeck that he probably believes that religion is for people who have stopped questioning reality when in my opinion it is an inherent part of reality to question the true nature of reality all the time. He summarises his beliefs at the bottom of page 64 by clearly stating that there is not one doctrine which has passed over generations unchanged so how can it be related to the word of god.

Page 68 quote:

Thesis Six: “...Jesus Christ, for instance, is in one of the affirmed primarily as the messiah; in another as the incarnate logos; and in a third, perhaps, as Boenhoffer's “man for other” or Barth's “Humanity of god”.
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis:

This is regarding the differences in doctrine between sects of Christianity for say something like Jehovah's witnesses Jesus Christ would be seen as a prophet, incarnate logos is a reference to being a incarnation of god or son of god depending variation regarding the concept of the trinity. Man for the others is regarding the nature of Jesus Christ being a prophet and a teacher which all varies between sects which is understandable considering what is doctrine when there are so many differences in opinion in regards to different concepts surrounding the life of Jesus Christ.

Page 71 Quote:

“While all unconditionally essential doctrines are permanent, the conditional variety maybe either be permanent or temporary”. 
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis: 

Essentially all doctrines are considered permanent but in hindsight many doctrines have changed over the centuries many doctrines which have been labelled permanent may not actually be permanent at all. For example Lindbeck alludes to the idea that for example Christianity being a religion of pacifism and peace has changed momentarily throughout time from the arrival of the crusades all the way into the modern era, though Christianity objectivises that it is a religion of peace the doctrines surrounding when governments are allowed to go to war has changed over the centuries.

Page 73 Quote:

“...the doctrine of immorality raises the fewest questions”.
(George A. Lindbeck, 2009).

Synopsis: 

Essentially speaking the topic of immorality though questions are raised by non-Christians are the subjects most talked about and they have set the stage for a number of unprecedented debates but has raised the fewest questions amongst hardcore Christians has to the nature of immorality concerning the nature of sin and are key issues in society today. In essence these are the doctrines which have changed the least.
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