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The English ohrase, „Christian education  L  F I5 nglican Schooling
DIQUOUS. One construal of this term IS d educa-
tıon nto Christianity: that IS, education that In- In England, about 34 % of all „maintained”
Vvolves NnOTt only learning about Christian eliefs, schools funded DYy central ÖT local QOVETTN-
values, practices, and O Hut also assisting ment) are schools „with religious CHarat-

te around 24 % of all ren are educatedlearners adopt, hold an deepen these De-
JeTs and values, and embrace and ENYaAGEC In these schools. Most of these are Anglican
In these practices. This IS the marn educational E 4.700 schools, educating million, mainly
task of the Church ith anYy ren, you and younger ren) OTr oman atnolıc 2 000
adults through ıts fellowship and d- schools, educating 760.000 ren)
I10NS inducting them into („evangelizing”) Signihcantliy, ese Anglican schools are

and forming them in („nurturing”) the Christian of [WO maın In the voluntary Al
al It also marks anyYy confessional Christian schools the Church contributes 10% of nNne

ul  ing Church QgOVETNOTS die in thereligious education (RE) that takes Dlace In
schools Or other educational institutions, majorIty, the Governing Body employs the

USING the roader of „confessional” that teachers, the school’s worship and MaYy be
denotes evangelizing and nurturing religious denominational, and the schoo| controls Its

frormation, rather than strictly denominational admissions foundation places (whic INay He
reserved for ren of Churchgoing Darents,eaching and jearning.

In Britaln, „Christian education” IS also used crıiterıia ecided DYy the GOovernIng Body.
for the general education of Christian and other, openNn Dlaces. Only about % OT the-
(ure that IS suppose characterize Christian schools currently operate with OVeTlT 50%
educational nstitutions The „implicitly TIS- foundation places.) ere are SOTNIE 2 .000
tian  I nature of much of this education IS Darti- Anglican Church schools, pIus approximately
Cularly expressed in the values learned hrough 360 „academies” with similar characteristics.
the hidden curriculum of the schoo!l'’s relation- In the voluntary controlled schools the

Church DaYyS othing aNnYy Ne  s ul  Ingships, discipline, decision-making, eic.
TIThe Oohrase IS also sometimes used esig- ıts gOVeErNOTS are in the MINOTFITY, worship INay

Nnate the education about Christianity that forms He denominational but IS normally non-de-
nominational, and the L ocal Fducation Authori-mMajor part of In all British schools.
LYy controls the Sschool’s admissions and employs

67/



One MIg expect that the reedom ofIts teachers. Ihe Church of England has around
2 .300 of ese schools, together itn about schools teach Irom Anglican DETSPEC-
rather similar „froundation schools” tive WOuld result In their adopting broadiy

In both Lypes of school, Church Or confessional (nurturing, eEVell evangelistic)
foundation OWNS the school site and ItSs Hull- Christian religious education, T NOT narrowlIy
ings, but the local authority Or central qgOVETN- confessional, Anglican approach. But this IS only
ment Day> all the recurrent (including ıts rarely the Cadse. OUg offcial documents
teachers) and MOST of ItS capital| ularly employ apparently confessional rheto-

There dre also OVer 500 Anglican non-State, rIC, they do NnOT intend this lanqguage He taken
tOO literally. Ihus read that ren in ngli-private schools, wholly controlled DYy their g | —

VernorTs, IC have Heen described as „part of Can schools, are given„the op  unıty KNOW
the tamily uUurc schools”!.  } OUGg Drivate Christ”: and that these schools are offering the
schools educate only 7% of English ren, Church’s al OT ‚offering Christ the young,”,
their former pupils are disproportionately „d5S gift He experienced”. But this IS N-

presented in influential professions. tially through Dproviding „an opportunity
In the 1944 Fducation Act, school worship experience the meanIing of the Christian faith”

an became compulsory In all maintained This „life-enhancing encounter ith the NIS-
schools in England and Wales, subject Calr tian al and the DErSoN\N of ESUS Chris MuUST
SeS5 allowing Darents WI  TawW their ren De, In such educational establishment,
(even In voluntary chools Since that time, „open” encounter encouraging an „opportunity
the alms of have radically changed in MOST for InTorme: choice” that allows for „well In-
schools, Irom largely ical, confessional In- formed response‘ behalf of the Dupils, who

have heen „enabled deepen their under-duction into Christiani non-confessional
education about the variety of world faiths standing of God a5 encountered and taught DY
presented In rea Britain with weighting Christians”. It mMust without proselytizing,
towards understanding Christianity), together and itn intention Or eVel) expectation of

„Christian commitment” Or „conversion”,ith SOMME reflection fundamental questions.
uch Controversy still surrounds the COMN- This CautIloOUs approac cloaks unwilling-

Dulsory status of worship in all schools, IC Nes$s ENGaAGE in much debate OVer the role of
legislation In 1988 insisted „should he wholly nurture within education, despite the lıterature
ÖOr mainly of broadliy Christian character” generated DYy the arguments of the philosopher
non-Church, State-funde: schools. In such of education Paul Irs (Wwhic WeTlTe rather SIM-
school, the worship should nOot He denominati- plistic, and IC he ater largely disowned).}
onal, but Its IS still influenced DYy the Church
of England a 1 MUST accord ith 11011-COT- IDId., 10  AA 2 T3 24, 43 Church of England Fdu-
fessional, local syllabus agreed between ©- catıon Division  ational Society: OINg for Growth,
sentatives of the Church of England and of tea- |ondon 2010, 14 Church of England Fducation DI-

vision / National Society: Statement of FEntitlement,chers, local government, and „other faiths and |ondon 201 1, 5, O,
denominations”. CT Francıs, ! eslie J./Lankshear, aVl NIS-

tian Perspectives Church Schools Reader,
| eomIıINster 1993, sections and Astley, Jeff/
Francıis, l eslie rıtıca Perspectives NIS-

Church Schools Review FOUp. The Way ea tian Fducation Reader the Aims, Principles and
Church of England chools In the New Millennium, Philosophy of Christian Fducation, | eomInNster
| ondon 2001, 1994, Dart Thiessen, Elmer  eaching for Commit-
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„domestic nurturing” task of eachingBut ıT also reflects recognition of the 1=

tially dialogical and learner-centredness of all Anglican ren, including education
ljearnıng, EVer jearning that leads moral OT about Christianity coupled ith (at SONMNE

religious Conversion; and of the psychological Iımes and In SOTTIE Dlaces) education into
and cultural spirit Iımes, IC MmMakes Christianity; and
pils resistant any religious claims or,pressure „genera  |// Or „service  ‚ role of Dproviding
At anYy rate, MOST of the official lıterature treats general education of Christian kind for all
full-blooded confessional d only O= ren (whic wWould also include SOTTIE

priate in small minorIıty of Anglican schools, education about Christianity).‘
erhaps only In „the schoo| I aGcE hen Church and ate Were in principie
mMits only ren from practising Christian single entity these [WO roles WerlTe ‚indistin-
homes”*. Fven then, nurtiure must e clearly quishable”, ith „the domestic task Sseer a5

including the general”®. Hven when the natıonlabelle d ınNeren from an complementary
the non-confessional eaching about TIS- became religiousiy INOTE diverse, „Anglicans

tlanıty that takes place within the roader rarely expected their chools e ul only
of these schools.? OUg half of the ngli- for Anglican ren and taught DYy Anglican
Cal schools follow diocesan syllabuses, cstaff”? ver recent ecades official documents
these commend alms, objectives and subject have prioritized the ervice role rather than the

domestic one, IC mMırrors the preponderan-atter that are VerYy similar the non-confes-
sional syllabuses produce DYy local authorities, of controlled OVer al schools and the fact
although ith 1NOTE emphasis the study of that Anglican schools WerTe originally mainly
Christiani and SOTTIE aspects of Anglican provide for the VOOT. Reference has SsOMetIımes
tradition. heen made third, „prophetic” task of ngli-

Part reiluctance embrace confessio- Carl education, In VOICINg Christian critique of
society In general, and education In Darticular. 'na|l approac ın nglican schools derives

from overarching ension Hetween the L[WO TIhe cCurrent rhetoric requires that Anglican
maırn historic roles of all these schools, IC Church schools He both „distinctive” and „inclu-
should He held in balance.® sive”!?. ith distinctiveness mainly described In

ment. iberal Fducation, Indoctrination and NIS-
(* Francıs, Leslie The OmeSstIC an the General
unction of Anglican chools In England and Wales

tian Nurture, Montreal/Kingston 1993; irst, Paul In (2000) HOT
LEducation, Knowledge and Practices. In Barrow,

( ommIissıon Religious Fducation In Schools. TIheRobin  ite, Patrıcıa Beyond iberal UuCa-
tion, London 1993, 184—-199; Astley, Jeff: Ihe ilo- OUu |ondon 1970, 207

Brown, Alan. TIhe ( hurch Schools „Safe” SchoolSophy of Christian Religious Education, Birmingham
ALA 1994, 71 Did. Evangelism In Fducation In Worsley, Howard (Ed  e Anglican C(hurch School
Impossibility, Travesty Or Necessity? In JER 2002) Fducation Moving Beyond the Irs Iwo Hundred

7971 Years, |ondon 201 a 50—-1 66, 161

Lankshear, aVI: Shared Vision. Fducation In Church of England Fducation ivision / National
Church Schools, |ondon 1992, Society: The Church School of the Future Review,

| ondon 201 2Francis, l eslie Ihe ‚OgIC of Education, e0O109gy,
and the Church School In Oxford Review of UCa- Francıs, l eslie eOl0gy of Fducation In BJRE

(1 990) 349-364, 359—-362tion 1983 147-162
Church of England Oa of Education/National 42 Church Schools Review roup 2001 IFn 1} Church
Society: Admissions Church of England Schools, ofEngland 0aofFEducation/National Society 201
London 201 1I SS 34, 35 IFn 6|,



implicitly Christian rather than explicitly NIS- of the Church al ScChOoOl, IS of „mixed ECO-

tian OT specifically Anglican mS, and inclusi- nomy” or „half-way house” between the Church
veness largely measured DYy inclusive admis- and the ate and loca|l community. ' Certainly,

the Church schoo| IS fırst and foremost school.SIONS policy. This inclusiveness works agalnst the
adoption of 111OTEe confessional d$5 mark of IT IS nOot simply Or straightforwardly Church
distinctiveness. OUGg the Church of England and should De assumed be wholly
acknowledges that ITS schools „stand at the Cen- Church, eVel when Its admission policy avOoUurs
tre of the Church’s MiIssion the nation  W  and are Church families. IT IMaYy De „part of the Chur
„al 0)]015 ith the Mission of the Ch mMission belonging It; but It IS „IN ı. rather than „whol-
IS here understood broadly, d$S pening people y of it/18 -or the Church school| IS Dart of the
Uup „what GOod desires for them  M IT includes C(hurch’s „threshold” ith the secular world,
proclaiming the gospel, nourishing Christians IC IS place of varyıng degrees of religious
and ringing others al hut JOS beyond commıIıtmen and ın of belonging.‘” Viewed
ese tasks espond human need DYy U- in this WdyY, the Church school
NNg and maintaining„the dignity iImage of COU: quite appropriately sPEe itself as ENCOUTA-

GOod In human Deings hrough ervice”  H safequar- GING the development of learning
p J that lie somewhere between the educationalding „the integrity of creation speaking OUT

important IStransforming unjust structures of the secular school and those of
and working n other WaYyS for sSOCia|l justice. * the seminary Or the Church Such school

ijle only few still that Anglican Mig well strıve provide Its pupils with
school should be InNOTe confessiona|l Ol zca- fuller understanding of Christianity than 0es
techetical” „more distinctive and faith-base  E the communIty school, DY make them
there has heen recent tendency claim that } somewhat „more Christian” In particular, It
the nglican Church School is „stself a religious MIg seek produce More Dy WOY of NIS-
community” and Za kind of hurch”'> MIX In tian feeling Dy developing More implicit and
sympathy ith understanding the schoo| In characteristic Christian attitudes, emotIONS
ecclesial categories, but the qualifier Ila kind and experiences SUC| u. COMpassion,
Of" MUST be taken seriousiy and pleas regard of awe), and few of the explicit and
Church ScCHhOO| pupils d belonging the Church distinctive ONes SUC| d reverence for Christ,
INOTE ully resisted.'® My preferred model, eVel] positive attitude the Church, Christian

Drayer and worship experiences). This should

13 ( hurch Schools Review rOoUuUp 2001 IFn 11, 11
( hurch of England Fducation Division / National SO-
cıety 201 IFn 2 Church ofEngland 0AaN of Edu- P Leslie FrancIıis calls the Church schoo| d Droper Ny-catıon / National Society 2011 IFn 6], 23 Drid, eing extensions Doth church and
See Chater, ark In Kay, William K./Francıis, l eslie secular educational system” (Francıis, l eslie Fdu-

eligion In Education, Vol 1 L eomıinster cation an Schooling. In Hannaford, Robert (Ed.)
1997, 2FR right, Andrew: Church School inistry Church for the Iwenty-First Century. Agenda for the

C(ontextual eology. In Worsley 2013 IFn 9] Church of England, Leomınster 1998, 201-239,
186-—-205, 203f. 226)

15 llıams, Rowan: Culture of ope Priorities and VIi- Astley, Jeff: Church, chools and the eO10gYy of
SION In Church chools, unpu  ished 2003 Christian Fducation In Journal of the Association of

16 GE ourne, !ım. Church Schools. Mission-Shape: nglican Secondary School ea 6—15
Vision, Cambridge 2009, 25 'bid. Church School er Bouteiller, Jean: Ihreshold Christians. Challenge
Identity beyond the Deariıng LFra In Worsley 2013 for the Church In eedy William (Ed.) ecomı
IFn 9], 23972542 atholıc Christian, New York 1979, 65-—-380.
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strengthen the pupils understanding of IS- congregations MaYy also appiy number of
tianıty, without necessarily developing the full these other urches, MOST of it will NOT ESDE:

of Christian attributes, especially OSse cially In schooling, IC Varıes dramatically
eliefs and actıons that 4A4re INOTEe properly the around the globe
objective of the Church Christian education HOowever, ebates OVeTlT the varıety and inte-
SUC: churchgoing, sacramental practice of this wider have reperCussions
and elet ın the Irinıty for NOW the C(hurch of England thinks about

This claim MaYy He nermitte f the difference itself. Many In of Anglicanism’s „lived autho-
Hhetween Christian nurture and RE about FIS- rity” as located within „d conversation”*>, and d

tlanıty IS understood d5 difference of degree „dispersed” rather than „centralized” autho-
rather than difference of kind, when INEea- rIty. TIhe Anglican Communion IS fellowship
sured DYy their learning es and taking of equals that acknowledges OTIle absolute
Into aCCOoUuUnT the significant role of the Christian authority. Ihe Archbishop of Canterbury IS NOT
affections within the tfaith.“' Its Pope. In principle, this allows for INOTEe CX -

The language of thresholds relates aSs- periımen an greater of fallibility, and
nDect of Anglicanism stressed DYy Archbishop InNOTre emphasis reception, particıpatory CON-
Robert Kuncle: „|We| are NnotT Church of hard SEeNSUS and individual convVviıction than
edges God has worked keep OUT borders otherwise He the Case. mig
open”+*, This that In OQUT attempt Such Characteristics, however, are NOT al
derstand Anglican education, should enlarge WaYS salient features of Anglicanism. There IS
OUrTrT perspective DY exploring Anglicanism itself. LOO often star' distinction between ideals

an realities In ecclesiastical MmMatters and [Nan-

ners) and disregard of difference.“
Church of England Perspectives Cal only offer here Y Anglican perspective;

there die IMaNYy others. 0OeSs this [Nean\n that
„Anglican” IMaYy refer either the Church of there IS specific „Anglican Christian rellgious
England OT other urches that form Dart education”? useful distinction MaYy De made
of the „Anglican Communion  L  J of inde- between what IS „distinctive”, In the of
Dendent, self-governing urchnes COomprIising unique OpIC, and what IS merely „Charac-
SoOMe million Deople In 165 countries. A erIstıic  7 of t. Anglicanism d5 whole INaYy have
though SOTNIE of what IS sald here about Ang- distinctive content yel little that IS uniıque
lican and the Christian nurtiure of Anglican about : except perhaps the combination of all

these characteristics In ONMNe entity.“
20 Astley, Jeff. In HrancIıs, l eslie ./Astley, Jeff

ren, urches and Christian Learning, London
2002, 158

Astley, Jeff: TIhe Place of Understanding In C hristian 23 Kay, Bruce: An Introduction 'Or! Anglicanism,
Education and Fducation OUu Christianity. In BJRE Cambridge 2008, 203
16 (1994) 0-—-1 'bid. Theological| Reflection (F ‚yKes, Stephen/Booty, John Ihe UuUdYy of
the Nature of Religious ru In Astley, Jeff/Francis, Anglicanism, London Philadelphia 19883, 95
Leslie J./RoDbins, andy et al eaching Reli- Pn See ‚ykes, Stephen TIhe Integrity of Anglicanism,gilon, Teaching ru Theoretical and Empirical Per- Oxford 1978, an In Bunting, lan (Ed.) Celebra-
spectives, ern 201 Z 2471 —262

272
ting the Anglican Way, London 1996, 201e AvIs, Paul/:

Ite. In Carr, Wesley/Bates, Paul: 5Say One for Me. What IS Anglicanism? In Sykes/Booty 988 IFn 24|,
The Church of England In the Next Decade, London 405—-424, 414-415; GT Astley 994 IFn 31 L/ I2
1992, 41f{.



TIhe Articlies of 563, IC CXDTESS MIXAuthority of atNolIlc, anti-Catholic, | utheran and alvi-
nıst Dositions and 110 require ImnOTre thanIn Anglicanism the QOUTCES of authority are

viewed as „dispersed through Manhy chan- token assent from clergy)
nels  D and „mMutually restricting, mutually illumi- The 662 Ordinal NOW revised In (Common

na  / IC IS benefcial In creating climate Worship Drovides the eOology of ordination
of spiritual liberty when allied reedom from
the fear of ecclesiastical censure.* The Chicago- three-fold nglican appeal takes UuSs Dbeyond
ambetNn Quadrilateral of 1888 designated four Scripture and tradition embrace redsOT) also,

and „implies choice and reedom”*%8. FOr ichardOCI of authority in Anglicanism:
2 Old and New Jestaments d the ultimate Hooker, 1ea50lT] IS the instrument mMust USe

standard of faith, contalnıng all things e$S- ENYAYC the er OUTCES and fill JaP> where
Sar Yy for salvation; Scripture IS silent. It contributes „dx latitude
Apostles’ and Nicene Creeds da$S5 suffcient In faith” that allows for religious differences
statement of the Christian al hbetween people | ike Jeremy Taylor, IMaNYy de-
Dominical sacraments of Daptism and plore anYy EXCESSIVE definition Reason SEervVes d

eucharist; „d counterpolse unthinking Hiblicism @]4

inistry including epIscopaCYy adapted inking conformity historical precedent”“?,
local needs, ith claim historical SUCCES- Since the Enlightenment and the rISEe of ibli-
SION from the apostles. cal criticism, reedom of intellectual eEeNquIrYy has

been seern DYy MOST d DOositive Dart of Anglica-
Iwo other elements WelTe In the ambeth nısm This standpoint Wa naturally SUSPICIOUS
Statement of 1948 „the witness of the salnts, of any eExtreme indoctrinatory approac for-
an the CONSEeNNSUS delium, IC IS the CONMN- mation, and sympathetic critical Christian
tinulng experience of the Holy Spirıt through education.
NIs al  ul pnDeople In the Chur This implies There are thus IMany VOICES of authority In
that all al Deople, including the Anglicanism. Naturally, there will be [NaNny OCCa-

alty and the ordinary, non-scholarly clergy), SIONS of conflict and iscord between these
d5 the Judge of whether Droposa is „of voices,” and the responsibility IS placed In-

God”?/ dividuals work Out their OW salvation.*
TIhe Church of England historically g..

nized and IS Ooun together DY „three-fold
cord” of formularies.

The 1662 Book of (Common Prayer BCP),
originally the only permitte form of nublic
worship, operated historically d confes-
siona|l document Now supplemented and

MCcAdoo, enry Anglican eritage. eOl0gy andlargely replace DY (ommon Worship
IC Iincorporates SOTNIE BCP rites.) Spirituality, Norwich 1991,

29 McGrade, Arthur Reason. In: Sykes/Booty 988
IFn 24|, 106.

Avıs 988 Fn 251 422 CT ite, Stephen uthort and Anglicaniısm,
ykes 9/8 IFn 25], 91, 93, 99; ‚ykes, Stephen Un- | ondon 1996, 75f.
shamed Anglicanism, |ondon 1995, 159, 167-169, elll, Stephen. Anglicanism, armondsworth UK
202223 1965, 424
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n IHE PROTESTANT ELEMENT IS usually esig-Comprehensiveness nated Evangelical, ÖT in ıts 1NOTEe establishment
Ihe claim Anglican comprehensiveness IS and 1ess zealous expression, „LOW CMn
eature of this Church’s inclusiveness. In embra- The focus here IS Scripture and preaching,
CING variety of„Churchmanship” - theological substitutionary atonement, justincation and
and ecclesiastica|l DOsItioNs, and preferences in CoOoNversıon Those who embrace this element
liturgical and non-liturgical worship ngli- have been In the ascendancy Over recenty'
Canısm brings together ree approaches particularly where their worship IS 1INOTE EXU-

Christianity In UNCaSYy synthesis: atholic, herant and non-liturgical, though SOTTIE still
Protestant, and | ibera|l OTr Broad.*“ ese appreclate the ICa Content of the BCP
are also used for the Darties OT factions COMNS=>= and ItSs SUCCESSOT liturgies. Recent Ovements
tituted DYy distinctive of clergy and CONMN- within Evangelicalism have heen accused of
gregations. The eyxistence of theological col- eing only loosely ttached tO the Church
leges, assoclations and publications that dre of England, Ör EeVel) antithetical ItSs ethos.>
exclusive of Evangelical, atnolıc Or Liberal tra- IHE | I|BERAL FLEMENT appeal
ditions has exacerbated these distinctions and 1e6asOT) Or experlience, tolerance of diversi-
narrowed the perspective of IMaNYy Anglicans.” Ly and high VIEW of„sound learning”. Some

IHE - EMENT IS especially advocates prefer spea of „liberality”, d

ressed In Its sacramental life and episcopal reconciling emphasis that olds together
Church order. It Was$s reasserted DYy the nıne- complementary principles and leads
teenth-century„Tractarians” whose [nNOoOTe deration, caution and recognıtion of the
ical descendants, styled „Anglo-Catholics”, Iimits of speculation. 0a Church tradition
tended adop oman atnolıc Ceremaoa- CXDTESSCS this In ItSs claim hold together
nies, vestments, furnishings and eEVeEeT Or- the best of the other elements of Anglica-
ders of erviıce majJor clerica| nısm, DYy espOUSsING „middle-of-the-road”
In the and 30s, they are 11O much Or „central” position. UOpenness criticism
diminished In influence, althoug they and nNne Knowledge, and readiness live
succeeded In establishing the eucharist d5 ith intellectua|l ension afe SUTEe SIGgNS of
the maın Sunday ervıce In moOost nglican iberal Anglicanism.*° „Liberal” IS adjective
churches.* that nas NnoO' Deen adopted DYy SOTTIE nglo-

Catholics and Evangelicals though IMaNYy
prefer „open”),? distinqguis themselves
from their InOTre conservative tellows; Hut

372 Molland, Finar: COChristendom. The C hristian urches,
1NOTEe comprehensive Liberalism has lost theeır Doctrines, Constitutional Forms and Ways of

Worship, London 1959, —1 Wollf, William dominance It enjoyed in the and 70s
(Ed.) The Spirit of Anglicanism, EFdinburgh 1982,
39—1 Bl

33 e Randall, Kelvin Evangelicals Cetfera Conflict
Furlong, Monica: of TIhe 'ate It’s In, | ondonand Conviction In the Church of England’s Parties,

Aldershot 2005; FrancIis, l eslie J./Robbins, Mandy/ 2006, ch 253 Illings, Alan | Oost ( hurch Why ust
Find it galn, |ondon 201 S chAstley, Jeff: FHragmented Faith? XpOSINg the :ault-

Lines In the Church of England, Milton Keynes Habgood, John. Reflections the iberal osıtıon
2005, ch In ardy, Daniel W./Sedgwick, 'eter The

34 Pickering, Wılliam Anglo-Catholicism. UudY Weight of OrY, Edinburgh 1991, 5
In Religious Ambiguity, Cambridge 2008, ch and „Charismatic” may Iso De applied SOrMNeEe Catholics
postscript. and Evangelicals, OT — INOTE rarely iıDerals.



Anglicanism SeEes5 itself d VIG media, Keeping These dIe SOTTIE Components they identify.
the mmMean Hetween LWO FOr John Oompromise and comprehensiveness;
enry Newman, irue Anglicanism „with equal derate, dialectical (in the of accepting
discrimination es the middlie ground ensioOns hbetween ınNeren polinNts of view), In-
between oman eaching and TNelTe Protestan- clusive — .„the spirit of liberality, of comprehen-
tism”>S The middle of the road, nowever, IS siveness, of reasonableness and of restraint”*!.
dangerous place travel; d the top of fence Ambiguous, Intultive, aesthetic, practical,
IS uncomfortable Dlace SI Comprehen- pastoral, historical, spiritual, liturgical,
SIVeEeNEeSsSS IS often SCEel d harbouring Anglican Jitical; not speculative, intellectual, the-
„flabbiness”>?, oretical, doctrinal OTr systematıc „It IS In

In ITSs official documents, In MOST chools and corporate worship that Anglicans fınd the
In DFrOGFTamMMeS of Christian formation within COTNMONMN ground tor their confession of
Church congregations and parishes especlally faith”*; Its eology has intellectu-
at diocesan level rOoa Or centra| position IS a| pretensions, and Anglicanism IS „a pastoral
assumed; and In places the influence of iberal and practical creed”®
eOl0gy plus rather tame versions of IiDeratio- Focused lay and COTNMMMONMN tasks,
nıst theologies) and iberal approac educa- rather than exclusively clerical OTr episcopal.”
tion dIie eadily identihed DBut the hurchman- The Prayer Book Was DOOK for the alty d5

ship of atnNnolıc OT Evangelical clergy influences much a the clergy, and has heen described
the worship and eaching n their COT- a alming NOT at mystical heights, enthu-
gregations; and sometimes the ethos, worship, siasm ÖOr perfectionism, but something InNOTe

eaching and approaches other faiths In the ordinary and conforming: a„godly, righteous
arish’s schools d well althoug this wWill an sober lifte”for„men and soiled DY
largely depend ItSs head teacher. involvement In the ambiguities and COMPTO-

mISEeSs of the world”®>.
The Spirit of Anglicanism? Pragmatiıc, empirical, adaptable including „a

Dpragmatic adjustmentto the facts of history”“®,
Many writers Anglicanism SEEeTN compelled the Church of England s „rooted in they.

fall Hack claims about nebulous „spirit day world”*/, always returniıng to„the ordinary
of Anglicanism”, nglican „attitude and MOS- experience of ordinary De an lacıng

lıphere distinctive method, ethos ÖT Draxis”, ÖT

Anglican „temperament”“®.
087 n 32]1, 186

4) Weil, LOUuIS: The Gospe!l In Anglicanism. In Sykes/
Newman, John TIhe Vıa 1a of the Anglican ooty 088 IFn 24|, 51-76, 63
Church, Oxford 990 (1 8336], 288 43 Avıs 2007 IFn 40], 1939 CT Pickering 2008 IFn 34|,
Pickering, William 5S0CIology of Anglicanism. In Wand, John Anglicanism In Mistory and Ooday,Sykes/Booty 988 IFn 24|, 363-3/5, 373 | ondon 961 4 247)
MCcA4doo, enry R.: The Spirit of Anglicanism, | ondon 45
1965; 277 965 IFn 311 ch 195 Wolf 08) IFn 32], 'akefeld, Gordon Anglican Spirituality. In Dupre,

Louis/Saliers, Don Eds) Christian Spirituality. POST-
VI; Avıs 988 IFn 25], 410O0f.; Westerhoff, John Reformation and Modern, |ondon 1990, 257-293,
Anglican emperament. In Rosenthal, James E
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