Teacher: Antoine Ren

THEQO5954: Special Topics on Christianity and Society I:

Theology of Interculturation—A Catholic Approach

Email: antoineren@cuhk.edu.hk
Language: Putonghua/English
Time: Fri. 7:00 pm-9:30 pm
Venue: Esther Lee Building 206

1. Course Description

What is the relationship between faith and culture? Every believer exists within a cultural
context, and every faith or religion reflects cultural characteristics. Yet faith, particularly the
Christian faith, often presents a challenge to culture. Understanding and navigating the
complex and nuanced relationship between faith and culture is crucial for determining whether

the Christian faith can take root and express itself within a given culture, as well as how
Christians live out their faith within their own cultural contexts. Building upon a critique of
several traditional approaches to this relationship, this course proposes an inseparable and
balanced perspective within fundamental theology: interculturation—the inculturation of the

Gospel and the evangelization of culture. We will explore how the Christian faith should
engage with culture and society across various dimensions, including doctrine, ecclesial
community, liturgy, ethics, and spirituality, through the lens of interculturation.

2. Learning Outcomes
Students will:

1) understand the relationship between faith and culture
2) how the two should interact with each other
3) in what ways they should live out their faith within their particular culture as Christians.

3. Course Syllabus

Week 1 Jan. 9 General Introduction: Existing Models for Understanding the
Relationship Between Faith and Culture and Their Problems

Week 2 | Jan. 16 | The Essence of Culture and Faith

Week 3 | Jan. 23 | The Possibility of Speaking about God within Culture

Week 4 | Jan. 30 | The Possibility of Revelation or God’s Self-Communication Through
Culture

Week 5 | Feb.6 | The Theological Foundations and the Archetype of the Relationship
Between Culture and Faith




Week 6 Feb. 13 | Interculturation and Its Issues in Fundamental Theology

Week 7 Feb. 27 | Interculturation of the Biblical Message

Week 8 Mar. 13 | Principles of Doctrinal Interculturation

Week 9 Mar. 20 | Examples of Doctrinal Interculturation

Week 10 | Mar. 27 | Interculturation of Ecclesial Communities

Week 11 | Apr. 10 | Liturgical Interculturation

Week 12 | Apr. 17 | Interculturation of Moral and Spiritual Life

Week 13 | Apr. 24 | Societal Interculturation

4. Course Components
Lecture, discussion, mid-term reflective essay, and term reflection paper.

5. Assessment
1. Class participation 20 %

Attendance and active participation in discussion.

2. Mid-term reflective essay 30%: 1,500-2,500 Chinese characters or 1,000-1,500 English
words (Due: Mar. 13):

Identify one cultural element in your context that can inculturate an aspect of the Christian
faith—whether doctrinal, liturgical, or spiritual—and at the same time be evangelized.
Explain why and how this process of interculturation can occur.

3. Term Paper Proposal 10 % (Due: Mar. 27)

The proposal outline should contain the following:

1) Title

2) Problematized motivation (what problem motivates you to undertake this research?)
3) Research question (what questions can guide your research to solve this problem?
4) Steps (paper outline) for answering this question.

5) Hypothesis.

6) Bibliography (references).

4. Term Paper 40 %: 5500-6500 Chinese characters or 3500-4000 English words, including
footnotes. The bibliography is not included (Due: Apr. 30).

Students may develop a theological reflection by critically addressing an approach to the
relationship between culture and faith or explore a possible interculturation between a specific



cultural element and faith within a given context.

6. Grading Rubric for Term Paper

Weight Category Excellent Good Fair Poor
20% Problematization | The chosen topic is | The chosen topicis | The chosen topic The chosen topic is
and theological thoroughly and thoroughly and is generally neither properly
question clearly analyzed clearly analyzed but | analyzed and is analyzed nor
and problematized | is not problematized | not critically problematized.
through a critical through a critical problematized.
and probing and probing
theological theological
question. question.
30% Thesis and The hypothesis or | The hypothesis or The hypothesis or | The hypothesis or
Arguments thesis is clearly thesis is identifiable | thesis is present thesis is not clearly
stated and but not well but not easily defined, making it
supported with articulated. The discernible and difficult to unify the
evident, logical, arguments are clear | lacks support from | paper. The arguments
realistic, thorough, | but need to be clear, relevant and | presented are off-
and comprehensive | improved in terms realistic topic or irrelevant.
arguments. of their evidence, arguments.
consistency, and
realistic nature.
30% Structure and The paper’s The paper’s The flow is not The structure is
Development structure is structure is smooth, and the confusing and
exceptionally sufficiently clear, transitions are illogical, lacking
logical and clear; and the flow and sometimes consistent
its flow is coherent | transitions are incoherent, development and
and well- apparent but need making the transitions.
developed, with improvement. structure difficult
consistently and to follow.
smoothly
articulated
transitions.
20% Style and The paper is The paper is written | The paper contains | The paper contains
Formatting written with mostly with correct | frequent nuMerous errors in
correct grammar, grammar, spelling, grammatical, grammar, spelling,
spelling, and and punctuation, spelling, and and punctuation.
punctuation, using | using clear, precise, | punctuation errors. | Many expressions are
clear, precise, and | and appropriate Some expressions | inappropriate or
appropriate expressions, with are inappropriate unclear. It also lacks
expressions. Its only minor errors. or unclear. It does | an academic format,
format adheres to Its format generally | not sufficiently and many source




academic adheres to academic | adhere to the materials are used
formatting, and all | formatting, and academic format without

reference sources most reference and citation documentation.
are properly cited. | sources are properly | standards.

cited.
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9. Academic Honesty and Plagiarism
Please refer to University policy and regulations on honesty in academic work at
http://www.cuhk.edu.hk/policy/academichonesty/

10. Use of Al Tools

Students are permitted to use Al tools only for translating reading texts and for grammar
checking in writing assignments.
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