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EF.C.5. GRADUATE CONFERENCE

- ¢ aoritical report -

On August l2th and 1luth, 1978, the Foundation for Christian Studies held a
Graduate Conference at Elizabeth Street Chapal in Wellington. Attendance
fluctuated somewhat, reaching dbout 20 at its height, but mainly consisting
of those who presented papers.

The aim of the gathering of graduates and others at this Conference was to
highlight various key theorstical issues occupying the scholarly investiga-
tions of members and asseciates cf the Foundation for Christian Studies.
Froblens of a theoretical nature were not, bowever, the only iemediate cmes
facing participants. in attespting to provide a Christian philosophical
context for the discussion of scholarly issves, the Foumdstion encounters
some perplexing organisatioral prchlems as well. At the moment it would seem
that marshalling the man-powas, tize and resocrces to manage its own limited
activities poses for the Foundation its greatest problem. It is to be hoped
that the experience wil® be learnt rom.

Chris Marshali, in historis-criticzl investigation, tried to show how the
Critical school of Bibliecal hermeneutics approaches the Scriptures. His
discussion was presented as 'oaly some imitigl thoughts and eomsiderations
af a very complex area’. 1t was 5ot a thorough-geing eritique of the varicus
types of Biblical criticism. It did, however, }r:_lLli that a thorough-going
epiticism of these schools involves an alternative view of the Seriptures.

But Chric's criticism of the critizs did not involve a eriticism of the
'orthodox' view of the Scroiptores.

Chris: foeuses upon the method used by "the opposition'. Conceived in this
way, it is much easier to engage one's theoretical energies in a eritical
attack than it is to propose any alternative theory. 'Initial thoughts',
in my cpinion, ncither lend theesa2lvas to a synpathotic,nor do they aid
others to give truly sympathetic,criticism.

The first two pages of the papsr contain a brief statemant of method. This
method involves a eritical orieptation to the literature of the school of
tepitical Biblical hermeneutics', As such, the same methodn which this
school has applied in the investigation of the Sceriptural world-view are
utilized in the investigation of the world-view of the 'ecritical school’.

Chris rests his case in the following terms - 'the findamental {ssue 18 wvhere
the eritic finds his starting point - within the Seriptures or outside them,

A truly Biblieal etartirg peint for research is to accept the Seriptures as
the muthoritative self-amutheniicating written Word of God'. In vy opiniem,
such a statement indeed expresses a noble Christian sentiment. However, what
are we to make of the phrese 'within the Seriptures or cutside them?'.
Combined with the statement '"the Seriptures as the authoritative and self-
authentiogting written Nord of God', it would seem to imply that the Bible

is a system of doctrine. Is this what is meant by the term 'orthodox'?
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The same issues are dealt with In James Barr's criticism of "Orthodox
Biblical Scholarship' in ‘Fundamentalism' (5.C.M. 1977). A eritical
analysis of this work would help to highlight scoe peneral hermensutical
problems, shelding light on the way in which the Seriptures have been
theologically interpated.

This paper by Chris Marshall, "Biblieal Criticism and the Old Testamant '
is worthy of careful and c-itical examination by the readers of this
"Hewsletter'. It can be o ‘ained by apolication to the Editor.

It is not suwrprising that a Christian orgamization like F.C.5. should stimu-
late a ceptain level of academic excitenent. F.C.S5. Confirences should
however involve the application of Christisn principles in the actual organ-

ization. For instance, a study group camnot remain passive in its accept-
ance of a common religpious basis for its theorotical reflections. It must
demonstrate this in a scholarly way. F.C.S. will have to dewvelop amd sti-
mulate ways and means whereby gepuinely scholarly interaction can take place.
Conferences such as this require "tighter' presentations; participants
should be asked to submit synopses of their work months in advance so each
can consider the work of othe—s and come with constructive questions and
suggestions,

It was just as well that Tuncan Roper's oresentation ('Sces Coonomic Rumi-

nations') was brief. The two papers whtich Ffollowed wore complex. Three agam
in one afternoon after a rather hefty soring was quite a tall order. Fi w5

organisers need to realize that philes:phical discussions take time.

Christian scholarship must develop its appraisals in a systematic fashion. Just
a5 discussions should not proceed to a leval of analytical abstraction bevond
the reach of participants, so alsoe cla=ification is not simply 2 matter of
stating ona's personal intemtion.

In narrowing down his cocern to the relation between economic theory and
political theory, Duncan Roper's '"muminations' were an attampt to derive some
systematic conclusions from analogical narallels. Mot withstanding his
gystematic "pointt, it was felt by some <hat the full oeaning of such concept-
ualigation could enly be appreciated if it was included in & systematic
exposition of his theory of human society as such. Cast in analogical terms,
tha 'moint? was unwieldy and perhaps assimed "i* too much with respect to
Christian social theory.

Peter Simons', 'Inflation od Goverrmen:' and John Fountain's 'The Opportwmity
Cost Comeept in Eoonomic Analyeis: A Critique and Cownter Propogsal' were
papers of substance concerned with econonic theory and the eccmomic ordering of
events. The problem of inflation was hRighlighted by Peter Simons by referving
to the monetary policy of the State and to the stewardly utilization of re-
gources that is required for the pormative development of society.'Inflation
and Government' attempted to highlight the concrete integrity of State,
business, banking and domestic econom®cs. The State in Mow Zealand today
totally fails to understand that ecoocaie policy has to be formulated in
various sccial ‘spheres' and so assumes that its task is that of manager in

a national 'business', Such a vision exacerbates 'cost-demand-push-pull’
tensions for materdal rescurces.
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John Fountain's paper had an explicitly analytic goal, which Involved two
distinct phases. The first illustrated the developments of the economic

ef 'epportunity cost'. Thisz was achieved through an historio-critical
description of the developing tensicm in mon-Christian eccnomic theory.
This constituted the first phase of hiz argpument. The opportunity coBt con-
cept provided the key for his ‘counter-proposal'. The dialectical tension
invelved i: Puchanan's'Co: and Choice' represents to him an cbjective-
subjective conflict. The clternative is this: if the concept of "opportunity
eost' is based in the philoscphy of Herman Deooyeweerd, then a Christian
economic theory will simultanecusly resolve the tension and ‘go beyond' the
present concept to a re-formulation. At the same time, the re-forsulation of
the concept of 'oppostunity cost' was placed in the comtext of a 'Ffleld of
concepts', 'Opportunity cost' is a concept which refars to the 'specifically
econcmic aspect of reality'. The alternative put forward relies upon an
analytical framework provided by Dooyeweerd and alsc hinted at by Radnitzky
{ '"Anglo=-Saxen Schools of Meta-Science' - 1968). The presentation was rather
long. It was not clear why the "two phases® had to be brought together. As
the work of a Christian Academic at the University of Canterbury, Christchurch,
it would appear that this paper represented some of John's attempts to intro-
duce the systematics of Christian philesophy in the programmes formed prin-
cipally by liberal-humanistic eccnomics. It is to be hoped that such attempts
continue.

The analytical traditiom in twentieth century social science has esphasized
that it is the "economic aspect' which is ecomomic theory's special concemrn.
The Christian idea of economics alsc highliphts the fact that economic theory
properly focuses upon the economic aspect of reality. Further critical in-
vestigation might seek to show how the Christian idea of theory at root differs
from the analytical idea of theory as an abstract 'fleld' of concepts. This
could be a move in a directionm v ¢ | significantly underlines the Christian
thrust of John Fountain's Christian cconcmics. As It stands, it Is ambiguous.

The present auvthor's pager introduced the thought of Karl Harx by analysing
'The Thesee om Feusrbach!The Theses are a small fragment, 'a personal testimony',
the documentation of 'the germ of a now world outlook' (Engels). Marx has

a view of 'radicality' which means that a thorough eritique will not simply
pose Christian radical thought over against Marxist thought (i.e. as the anti-
thesis of Marxian theory). Marx, also via his writing, was not simply trying
to interpret the world - he was trying to change the world. Marx, in his
writing, was not simply trying to interpret Fewerbach - he was entering into
Feuerbach's conceptual world for the purpose of transforming it into a mode
of revolutionary consciousness. This was the 'fiery brook' (Feuver-bach)
through which all revoluticnary thought must pass. It is this mode of
"immanent critficism' which in my opinion requires an immanent critique from

a radically Christian standpoint. A truly immanent critique of Marxist

theory will expose the basis of this theory as an apostate religious foun-
dation in man's supposed self-sufficlency. It will need to immanently follow
the logic inwolved in the Marxist concept of radiecal eritique.

Alistair Wilkinson highlighted the problems of 'disinterested observation’

in tao lﬂ:_.“nf_-._:gn-':lnﬂ_icﬂl mothad of 51"‘:\.'!.?1-_ Foan By referring to his

M.A, '"field of study' (vagrant alchclies), he outld some of the 'existential
problems' he is encountering in his attempt to apply Peter Berger's 'theory'



F.C.5. GRADUATE CONFERENCE/14

to sociological 'practice'. Alistair took the position of one whe could
not resclve certain problems in "the soelal construction of reality' (see
my article, F.C.5. Mewsletter, No.l3, August, 1978). In carefully outlining
the problems of current humanistic socieclogy, a Christian philegophy of
society takes its first step in its systematic account of the socistal con-
text of social resgarch. The investigation of sccial problems from a4 con=
fessedly Christian standpc .1t can only be undermined when the mtion of
'disinterested chservation' allows the dogma of the autonomy of theory to
slip in unohservad.

Alan Cameron's discussion of Dooyeweerd's 'Emeyelepasdia of Jurisprudence’
highlighted the problems of the poaltivist theowy of law. The tensicon
betwecn the "facts' and the ‘statements of fact' in positivistic legal theory
raise coertain problemns. This tension and fts problems cannot be explained
without a comprehensive critique of legal theory. This in turn implies a
comprehensive and systematic articulation of an alternative legal theory. The
discussion moved from an outline of the positivist theory of law to an out-
line of the Christian theory of law of Dooyeweerd. It highlighted the possi-
bility of launching -intc a comprehensive eritique of legal theory. The paper
was evidence of a dafinite development on Alank paper last year on "Government
and Trade Unicome in New Zsalamd'. F.C.51o. "¢ forwara to the time when the
comprehensive eritique of pesitivist theory will expese Its tensions and
problems. Perhaps next year's graduate Conference will be an occasion when
this can be decumented in systematic form.

The Conference wae a landmark signifying a certain level of theoretical
maturity. This was also shown by the restraint of participants. Those who
have been contributors to F.C.5. evemts in the past have obviously learnt
that it is not necessary to expose all one's problems in cne go. If fact,
ALf Harris and Robin Craw showed commendable sacrifice by withdrawing their
contributions from the programme. We can look forward to the disclosure of
their work in biology on another cccasicon.

The Conference raised a key theoretical question; Does a mere statement of

'religious presuppositicns' safeguard Christian studies from the dogma of
the autonomy of theowetical thought?

May the LORD grant Chpistian scholars, men and women, insight to make a

wise and comstructive contributicn to scholarship in this land. May F.C.S. be
given the strength to facilitate suvch a contribution and may Jesus Christ
receive the praise!

Bruce Wearne
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