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This review is of Gordon E. Dames 2019 paper ‘A Dangerous Pedagogy of Discomfort: Redressing Racism in Theology Education.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Gordon E. Dames, ‘A dangerous Pedagogy of Discomfort: Redressing racism in theology education.’ HTS Teologiese Studies/Theological Studies. 75(4)  (2019), pp.1-11, <a5060. https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v.75i4,5060>] 

At the heart of this paper is a question about how racist pedagogy can be redressed in theological education. The author of the paper has a great deal to say about racism in South Africa at the time of writing; it was unquestionably, at the time, still a huge and disgusting problem. We read that also in South America, racism has become a problem for theological education and its slowness in addressing the issue. Much of the text is based on the writings and experiences of the black theologian James Cone. Through him, many of the issues faced by black Christians are given life in written form. It is Cone, we are told, who states that white theologians must lead us in educating out racism from theology.
Through the article, Dames calls for theology to help redress the issues of racism; in particular, it details the idea that theological education should be based on theology in praxis. The author points out that in parts of the USA, Sunday became the most racially segregated day of the week as there were, are, white churches and black churches, a frightening insight into reality. Perhaps even greater concern can be aimed at the fact, as the author points out, that white people would use theology to justify racism. Also, the very nature of Christianity may add to the issues of racism; some white theologians may not realise that they are working in a racist, anti-black way. But we are told that it is not purely white theologians who fail; some black theologians have ignored the past rather than challenging it where necessary. Christianity is very much embedded, the author tells us, in the white Eurocentric and North American traditions. However, Dames notes there are some theologians who deliberately face up to the issues of racism and the lack of a black voice, past and present.
We read that in South Africa, there have been issues where the ruling party has expressed racism in its workings, this being toward whites. Alas, the paper does not look at the failings within humans regarding the issues around racism; why do we become racist or indeed sexist or disablist?
I would agree with Dames that there can be a bright future, but this requires theologians to take the lead. But marginalized groups are easy pickings; at present, transgender people are suffering in many countries due to discrimination. Which perhaps reminds us that we are still far from the Gospel being lived out.
Religious Education in Schools
I will now consider an article on school education, L. Phillip Barnes, ‘The theology of education and religious education in schools’.[footnoteRef:3] This paper considers the Commission for Religious Education (CoRE) and its recommendations for improved education of this sort, which was rejected by the UK government. Also covered are the issues around Worldview and how this impacts religion and vice versa. Barnes records that Hegel pointed out that there are many differing world views, hinting at how the impact on religious education would be different across the world. Perhaps one of the most important opinion made by Barns is- [3:  L. Phillip Barnes, ‘The theology of education and religious education in schools’ Theology Vol, 125(6) (2022), pp. 429–436.
] 

‘The point that needs to be underlined is that the concept of worldview neither in its origins nor throughout most of the nineteenth century was indebted to theology or appropriated by theologians.’[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Ibid, p.431.] 

The report by CoRE wanted a greater emphasis and funding for religious education, not just in faith schools but also in secular schools, the article tells us. This is, it seems, to do with the effects of worldview on education. However, the article points out that there is wide criticism of CoRE’s approach, which has come from religious groups. As well as this criticism, the article points out that very young children are unable to understand concepts around worldview, although Barnes does not go as far as to recommend how to approach the issues with small children in schools.
Barnes does recommend that the use of Christian teaching in schools, based on salvation, can be of great benefit to pupils. Although this is a very interesting, well-structured, and researched piece, it is somewhat surprising that the title of this article does not reflect the great emphasis placed on the issues in and about worldview[s]. Barnes does, however, acknowledge that the paper is brief and, as such, lacking in all the thoughts and ideas relevant to the subject. I must acknowledge enjoying the article, which was well-written and insightful.


Online learning
The next article to be reviewed is Jenifer J. Roberts, J.J., 2019, ‘Online learning … distance education…’.[footnoteRef:5] Roberts identifies two forms of online teaching: tutor-led and machine learning [IT]. The author states that Theology and, more particularly, Clergy training is ripe for this type of course format; here, the fear is, as with philosophy humanities studies, that there are not always right and wrong answers. [5:  Jenifer J. Roberts, J.J., ‘Online learning as a form of distance education: Linking formation learning in theology to the theories of distance education’, HTS Teologiese Studies/Theological Studies 75(1) (2019), pp.1-9 <a5345. https://doi.org/ 10.4102/hts.v75i1.5345>.] 

Distance education is defined as learning that takes place where the learner and tutor are physically apart. It should be offered and studied at an accredited learning base. The article does not mention the huge number of courses available under the distance education banner, which is spurious in their construction. Roberts states that the tutor's input is very important and should not be understated. Yet she also quotes several other authors who have rightly, in my view, pointed out the importance of learning self-organization. Roberts rightly picks up that distance education is often provided where there are geographical and cognitive issues for the learner. It is noted that geographical distance determines the communication gap, which I would challenge as a cognitively disabled learner.
Roberts quotes that Introverts may find learning in a class environment difficult, which, of course, impacts the more practical aspects of self-introspection and spirituality. Some learners may enjoy distance education more, and today, many learners can also engage with education via the medium of e-learning, as stated by the author. She points out that blended learning and hybrid course learning are available today. Blended is where traditional correspondence and online learning take place; hybrid is where face-to-face can take place, as well as the other traditional methods employed in distance education.
In the article, we see how distance education has developed over time; the use of information technology has been a great boost for this type of education. The importance of tutor's input and constant connection with learners is very important to keep the learners engaged with the course.
Can clergy development take place through online distance learning, as the learner needs spiritual input as well as spiritual growth? The article also asks does clergy development needs to be face-to-face. Roberts considers St Paul’s teaching via letters as an early form of distance education. 
The article gives a good overview of distance education and theological clergy development. It leads us to consider that distance learning for clergy can be useful as long as the learners are also nurtured in a church setting. However, hybrid courses would seem to offer the best solution for spiritual development.

Researching Religious Authority
In 2018, Gearon and Kuusisto wrote a paper looking at Researching Religious Authority,[footnoteRef:6] looking at methods of researching the religious authority and institutional power of education, and the Nexus holding these together and how these connections link to the political power play. I shall now review this paper. [6:  Liam Gearon and Arniika Kuusisto, ‘Researching religious authority in education: Political theology, elites’ theory and the double nexus’ Education and Power. Vol.  10(1) (2018), pp. 3-24.] 

Strikingly, the authors attempt to look at the interplay between political power and religion; they noted early on that politics attempts to stay clear of religion and yet, due to conflicts, cannot do so. As such, they emphasize the situation whereby religious educational researchers seem to be, according to the authors, ‘complicit in political and security agendas.’[footnoteRef:7] The research for the paper included speaking to many academic theologians, leaders within different religious traditions, and the Department of Education within the United Kingdom. Importantly the authors note that there are very few female voices within those interviewed for the research. As they comment, further research in this subject area would be beneficial. [7:  Ibid, p.5.] 

What becomes particularly striking about the research is that its original intention was not to look at education, but during many interviews, it became clear to the authors that education was a very important part of religious life. Although, they do state that political theology leaves education untouched. Indeed, the talk of state reminds the authors that within human culture, there are hierarchies; at the pinnacle of these is the elite.
Worryingly, whilst this article concentrates on matters between religious and secular bodies, the issues of power, particularly from organized politics, have a major effect on the relationships between education and religion. The authors also point out that it was very difficult to get through gatekeepers to speak to senior religious figures, and when interviews did take place, they were not always easily administered. Perhaps, though not stated in the paper, religion, and educational research is not always an easy undertaking.
Although the authors researched several different religions, and interviewed senior religious leaders, they only talk about a limited number of religions and how they interface with education. These religious groups are the Church of England, Roman Catholic, Muslim, Hinduism, and Buddhism, all within the United Kingdom, as well as the humanist and secularist societies. However, they also point out that the Church of England and Roman Catholic churches have many religious schools under their auspices.
This was a very interesting paper based on good research, which sets the foundation for future differential research.

Education in Theology
The final paper I wish to review is by Leslie Holden, Education in Theology story and prospects.[footnoteRef:8] Interestingly, the author of this paper sees education with respect to theology as restricted to the education of those taking holy orders. As part of the research, she looked at theology departments in universities, noting a decline in their number. She also notes that some of the universities studied had pulled away from church relationships and also training of teachers, to look more stand-alone. [8:  Leslie Holden, ‘Education in theology Story and prospects’ Theology Vol. 111 Issue 861 (2008), pp. 170-177.] 

The author gives an interesting overview of the courses and training available in the major universities and, to an extent, how this has changed in the near past. It was a healthy picture when this paper was written in 2008, with many people coming forward to study theology, as well as increased numbers of people taking religious education at A level. Returning to her original theme, she speaks about the training being mainly for ministry, with two main types: theological and practical. Oddly, she does go on to state that the second encompasses easy tasks such as ‘…baptizing babies and burying corpses…’[footnoteRef:9] Clearly, she does not understand the complexity and, indeed, the theology behind these roles. [9:  Ibid, p.172.] 

Changes regarding those coming forward for ministry training, e.g., older people with much more life experience, are noted by the author, along with some of the challenges these people may face returning to academia. She is correct when talking about the nature of training needed to be a minister, especially in an established church; the need for more practical theology rather than academic biblical understanding is factual. One cannot help but feel a sense of cynicism coming from the author toward ministry training in general and regarding ministry and its ordinands in particular. However, as the reviewer of this paper, I must admit to being ordained, and yet I can concur with the premise that the practical training for ministry does leave out a huge amount of true theological understanding. 
The author does speak about other academic types of training offered by the many Bible colleges in the UK. Theological education is also available via the Internet in other countries, especially the USA; this may be a large growth area in the future. Holden also points to the burgeoning ecumenism in theological training, which is indeed a great positive in current society. Do these qualifications amount to real theological understanding, or are they just a way of gaining letters after one's name, she asks? This is indeed a reflection of reality. Having moved from the Anglican church to the independent catholic sector, I do see many spurious degrees claimed by ministers of faith.
There exists, according to Holden, ‘…two kinds of theological mentality those whose prime orientation is historical and those who are primarily philosophical or conceptual.’[footnoteRef:10] This is a reasonable assumption, though the author does not speculate as to where ministers of religion should sit within these two types. Perhaps the research for this paper has left us with many more questions to ask, which Professor Holden admits.  [10:  Ibid, p.176.] 

A very interesting and challenging paper, one that poses many more questions and, indeed, opens new areas of research within the academic setting.
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