Undergraduate Homiletics Course Outline 2026/7 version

THEO3241 Homiletics 3§EE
2026-2027 Term 1
Tuesday 2:30PM—5:15PM  Pres Chi-tung Yung MBIldg LG201

1.  Course description
Homiletics is the theological discipline and practical art of preparing, interpreting, and delivering sermons in
and for the worshipping life of the church. Christian preaching has ancient biblical and patristic roots and has
long engaged rhetorical traditions. Its modern academic location within practical theology was especially
shaped by the late eighteenth- and nineteenth-century reorganisation of theological study, in which preaching
was brought into systematic conversation with biblical interpretation, theology, worship, and pastoral care.

At undergraduate level, this course covers: (1) the principles, construction, and technique of preaching; and
(2) the content and message of a sermon in the contemporary world. It understands preaching not as an
isolated sermon or performance but as a theologically accountable practice-event in which the gospel,
Scripture, the Holy Spirit, preacher and hearers, embodied and material forms of worship, social histories,
and pastoral-public consequences meet. The course approaches preaching as a theological, communicative,
liturgical, and pastoral event within concrete worshipping assemblies.

The course introduces four overlapping ideal-typical homiletical ecologies—Word-centred
evangelical/revival, critical-contextual/progressive, Spirit-performative charismatic, and ritual-sacramental
liturgical—not as exhaustive or mutually exclusive types of congregation, but as comparative lenses for
discerning how preaching (as event) happens in different ecclesial settings. Students will consider how
theology, exegesis, communication, worship, and pastoral responsibility interact in each setting, with
particular attention to Hong Kong and Chinese-speaking contexts.

2. Learning outcomes

After the course students are able:

1.

To understand the overall nature, theological foundations, historical development, and major
paradigms of preaching, including, but not limited to, preaching as proclamation, rhetorical
performance, sacramental and liturgical act, and theological practice-event.

To understand diverse forms of preaching and sermon preparation by employing four overlapping
ideal-typical homiletical ecologies as interpretive contexts for preaching as an event, and to
examine how these ecologies shape the theology of preaching, exegetical practices, sermonic
communication and delivery, and the pastoral character of preaching.

To interpret biblical texts and Christian tradition responsibly in relation to particular
congregational, cultural, and worship contexts.

To learn and practise the art of constructing and delivering a sermon, with attention to voice,
body, performance, ritual setting, and the participation of the assembly.

To analyse and reflect theologically and pastorally on concrete preaching events, including the
listener-world, social location, and ministry context of the congregation.

To acquire a basic competence and confidence to preach faithfully in diverse and potentially
hybrid church settings.

3.  Course components (Learning activities)

This course mainly consists of lectures, student participation through class discussion, research activities,
and the theological observation of preaching events. Students will engage in contextual and
congregational analysis, including the interpretation of worship, audience, language, and pastoral
situation. All activities are mandatory.
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Lecture Class Web-based Course Reading Written Assignments:
Participation feedback and research (hr) / course
(hr) (hr)
in class (hr) /week (hr)
in class
2 per week 1 per week 0.5 per week 3 per week 15 hr

4. Assessment type

Assessment type Percentage
1. Participation 10
2. Short assignments 10
3. Essay 30
4. Short speaking exercise 10
5. Homiletical Ecology Preaching-Event Analysis 40

Short assignments and the essay will require students to relate theology of preaching, theological/exegetical work,
communication/performance, worship, and pastoral discernment to concrete preaching events.

For the Homiletical Ecology Preaching-Event Analysis (40%), each student will select one of the four homiletical ecologies
and identify a preacher whose ministry credibly exemplifies that ecology. The student will examine recorded sermons
and/or worship services in which the preacher preaches (for example, publicly available YouTube recordings or other
reliable sources), or attend a service where the preacher preaches when this is feasible and appropriate. Drawing on the
course’s learning on the preaching event—such as theological telos; Scripture and tradition; assembly and listener-world;
worship and material ritual; pneumatology and affect; communication and performance; and pastoral-public consequence—
the student will analyse and critically evaluate the preaching event. The assignment will conclude with constructive,
theologically grounded proposals for how the preacher might enhance preaching as an event in order to serve more fully the
mission, theology, and vision of preaching within the chosen ecology. Students must document all sources and observations
responsibly, avoid personal attack, and acknowledge possible hybridity in the preacher’s and congregation’s practice.

Undergraduate Preaching-Event Analysis Grading Rubric (Five
Levels)

Description

Marks will be distributed according to the following criteria:

State a clear thesis and identify a focused issue in the preaching event.
Explain and apply relevant course concepts and readings accurately.
Analyze the preaching event using specific and relevant evidence.

Reflect constructively on strengths, limitations, and alternative perspectives.

[, T SO 'S T NO T

Develop appropriate implications and practical proposals for enhancement.



Achievement Levels

Undergraduate Homiletics Course Outline 2026/7 version

For each criterion, assign a score according to the following achievement bands. Scores are rounded
to the nearest whole percentage before the achievement band is determined.

Achievement level

Unacceptable

Needs Improvement

Fair

Good

Excellent

Rubric Details

1. Thesis and Focus — Weight: 15.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

No identifiable thesis
or central focus is
presented. The paper
does not identify a
specific issue in the
preaching event.

Needs
Improvement (21—
40%)

A topic is present, but
the thesis is unclear,
too broad, or difficult
to reconstruct. The
paper lacks a
consistent focus.

Fair (41-60%)

An identifiable thesis
is present, but it is
mainly descriptive,
somewhat vague, or
not stated in one clear
sentence. The paper
only partly maintains
its focus.

Good (61-80%)

A clear thesis
identifies a relevant
issue in the
preaching event and
generally guides the
paper. The
statement could be
more precise or
better sustained.

Score range

0-20%

21-40%

41-60%

61-80%

81-100%

Excellent (81—
100%)

A clear, focused,
and well-written
thesis identifies a
significant issue in
the preaching event
and consistently
guides the analysis.
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2. Understanding and Application of Course Concepts — Weight: 25.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

Relevant course
concepts or readings
are not used, or they
are seriously
misunderstood. The
preaching event is not
adequately
understood.

Needs
Improvement (21—
40%)

Course concepts or
readings are
mentioned, but
explanation is sparse,
inaccurate, or
disconnected from the
preaching event.

Fair (41-
60%)

Some relevant
course concepts
or readings are
explained and
applied, but the
treatment is
basic, uneven,
or only partly
accurate.

Good (61-80%)

Relevant course
concepts and readings
are understood and
applied appropriately
to important features
of the preaching
event, though some
connections need
fuller explanation.

3. Analysis and Use of Evidence — Weight: 25.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

The paper mainly
summarizes or makes
unsupported claims.
Little or no specific
evidence is drawn from
the sermon, biblical
text, delivery,
congregation, or
context.

Needs
Improvement (21—
40%)

Some observations
are offered, but
analysis is limited or
inaccurate. Evidence
is sparse, general, or
weakly connected to
the thesis.

Fair (41-60%)

The paper includes
some relevant
analysis and
specific examples,
but description still
dominates or the
significance of the
evidence is not
fully explained.

Good (61-80%)

The paper
provides clear
analysis supported
by relevant
examples from the
preaching event
and biblical text.
Most evidence is
explained and
connected to the
thesis.

Excellent (81-100%)

Relevant course
concepts and readings
are explained accurately
and applied effectively
throughout the paper,
showing a strong
undergraduate
understanding of the
preaching event in its
homiletical context.

Excellent (81—
100%)

The paper provides
detailed, thoughtful,
and convincing
analysis. Specific and
well-chosen evidence
is consistently
interpreted and
connected to the thesis,
with attention to
relevant elements of
the preaching event.

4. Critical Reflection and Alternative Perspectives — Weight: 10.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

The paper offers no
meaningful critical
reflection and does
not recognize
strengths, limitations,
or alternative
interpretations.

Needs
Improvement
(21-40%)

The paper makes
simple judgments or
mentions an
alternative view
without explanation
or fair consideration.

Fair (41-60%)

The paper identifies
some strengths,
limitations, or
alternative
interpretations, but
reflection is brief,
one-sided, or mainly
descriptive.

Good (61-80%)

The paper reflects
constructively on
significant strengths
and limitations and
considers at least one
plausible alternative
interpretation or
response.

Excellent (81—
100%)

The paper offers
balanced and
constructive critical
reflection, weighs
significant strengths
and limitations,
considers plausible
alternatives fairly, and
explains the
implications of the
analysis.
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5. Organization — Weight: 10.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

The paper lacks a
recognizable structure.
Ideas are disconnected,
transitions are absent,
and the relationship
among introduction,
body, and conclusion is
unclear.

Needs

Improvement (21—

40%)

Some structure is
visible, but the

sequence is difficult to

follow. Paragraphs

often shift abruptly or

do not contribute
clearly to the thesis.

The paper has an
introduction, body,
and conclusion, but
the organization is

uneven. Some
paragraphs or
transitions are
unclear.

6. Style and Clarity — Weight: 10.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

Frequent sentence-
level errors make the
paper difficult to
understand. Word
choice is often
unclear, and the tone
is inappropriate for
academic work.

Needs
Improvement (21—
40%)

Many grammatical,
spelling, or wording
problems distract the
reader. Key terms are
used imprecisely or
without needed
explanation.

Fair (41-60%)

The writing is
generally
understandable but
contains recurring
errors, awkward
sentences, or
imprecise terms.
Academic tone is
inconsistent.

7. Documentation — Weight: 5.00%

Unacceptable (0—
20%)

Sources are used
without
acknowledgment, or
documentation is
absent.

Needs
Improvement (21—
40%)

Some sources are
acknowledged, but
citations or
bibliography entries
are frequently
missing or seriously
inconsistent.

Fair (41-60%)

Most sources are
acknowledged, but
citations and
bibliography contain
several errors or do
not consistently
follow the required
style.

Fair (41-60%)

Good (61-80%)

The paper is

logically organized.

Most paragraphs
have a clear
purpose, transitions
are generally
effective, and the
conclusion follows
from the
discussion.

Good (61-80%)

The writing is clear
and generally
correct. Word choice
and tone are
appropriate, with
only minor errors
that do not obstruct
understanding.

Good (61-80%)

Sources are generally
acknowledged where
needed. Citations and
bibliography mostly
follow the required
style, with a few minor
inconsistencies.

Excellent (81—
100%)

The paper is
coherent and easy to
follow. Each section
and paragraph
contributes clearly to
the thesis, transitions
are effective, and the
conclusion draws the
analysis together.

Excellent (81—
100%)

The writing is clear,
concise, and polished.
Sentences are
grammatically
correct, key terms are
defined where
needed, and the
academic tone is
consistently
appropriate.

Excellent (81—
100%)

All sources are
acknowledged where
needed. Citations and
bibliography are
complete, consistent,
and follow the
required academic
style.
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Mark-Weight Summary
Criterion Weight
Thesis and Focus 15.00%
Understanding and Application of Course Concepts 25.00%
Analysis and Use of Evidence 25.00%
Critical Reflection and Alternative Perspectives 10.00%
Organization 10.00%
Style and Clarity 10.00%
Documentation 5.00%
Total 100.00%

5. Feedback for evaluation
Two course evaluations will be conducted. The first will be done midway through the course, which is tailored to
facilitate better progress through the course. The second one will be conducted by the university-wide exercise.
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6. Course schedule
Schedule note: The proposed Tuesday schedule falls within CUHKs tentative 2026—27 First Term teaching period
(7 September—5 December 2026) and remains subject to official University confirmation and adjustment.

Course framework: The course studies four overlapping ideal-typical homiletical ecologies—Word-centred
evangelical/revival, critical-contextual/progressive, Spirit-performative charismatic, and ritual-sacramental
liturgical. These are analytical profiles, not exhaustive or mutually exclusive classifications of congregations. Actual
congregations may combine features of more than one profile.

Each ecology will be examined through seven dimensions of the preaching event: theological telos; Scripture and
tradition; assembly and listener-world; worship and material ritual; pneumatology and affect; communication and
performance; and pastoral-public consequence.

Class Date Topic
1 8 Sep Orientation:
2 15 Sep * Homiletics as Practical Theology—History, Scope, and Contemporary Research

* What is Preaching, theologically? Rhetorical Performance, Revelatory Disclosure
& Communication, God Speaking via Human Spokeperson,
Sacramental/Liturgical Act, Kerygma, Evangelism, Herald, Teaching

- Preaching as a Practice-Event

3 22 Sep Homiletical Ecology I: Word-centred Evangelical/Revival Preaching—Theology
and Exegesis

4 129 Sep Homiletical Ecology I: Word-centred Evangelical/Revival Preaching
Communication, Pastorality, and Case Analysis

5 6 Oct Homiletical Ecology II: Critical-contextual/Progressive Preaching—Theology and
Exegesis

6 13 Oct Homiletical Ecology II: Critical-contextual/Progressive Preaching—
Communication, Pastorality, and Case Analysis

7 20 Oct Homiletical Ecology III: Spirit-performative Charismatic Preaching—Theology,
Exegesis, and Discernment

8 27 Oct Homiletical Ecology III: Spirit-performative Charismatic Preaching—
Communication, Worship, Pastorality, and Case Analysis

9 3 Nov Homiletical Ecology IV: Ritual-sacramental Liturgical Preaching—Theology,
Scripture, and Worship

10 |10 Nov Homiletical Ecology IV: Ritual-sacramental Liturgical Preaching
Communication, Pastorality, and Case Analysis

11 |17 Nov Preaching in Hybrid Congregational Ecologies: Hong Kong, Chinese, and
Translocal Christian Contexts

12 24 Nov

13 |1 Dec

7. Required and recommended readings

Required readings:
([P]: Primary [A]: Advance)

Issues in Homiletics and Preaching as Event:

Gilbert, Kenyatta R., “The Prophetic and The Priestly: Reclaiming Preaching as Practical Theology" KOINONIA
XVI (2004) 118-39 [P]

Immink, F. Gerrit. "Homiletics: The Current Debate", International Journal of Practical Theology, vol. 8, no. 1,
2004, pp. 89-121. [A] https://doi.org/10.1515/1JPT.2004.006

7
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Immink, F. G., Theo Pleizier, and Kong Ho Soon. "Research in homiletics." Preaching as shaping experience in
a world of conflict: 6" International Conference of Societas Homiletica Proceedings. Singapore: Societas
Homiletica. 2005. [A]

Pieterse, Hennie J. C., and Cas Wepener. “Preaching: An Initial Theoretical Exploration.” HTS

Teologiese Studies/ Theological Studies 77, no. 2 (2021): a6501. [P]
https://doi.org/10.4102/hts.v77i2.6501

Exegetical aspects:

Wilson, Paul Scott, “Biblical Preaching” in Preaching and Homiletical Theory [P]

Long, Thomas G., “The Focus and Function of the Sermon” in The Witness of Preaching, chapter 4: [P]

Eslinger, Richard L., “Inductive and Narrative Homiletic Plots: Fred Craddock and Eugene Lowry” in The Web
of Preaching [P]

Greidanus, Sidney, “The Relevancy of the Sermon” in The Modern Preacher and the Ancient Text [P]

Wright, John W., “Homiletics as Biblical Hermeneutics” in Telling God’s Story: Narrative Preaching for
Christian Formation [P]

Bullock, Jeffery Francis, “Preaching as Ontological Conversation: Gadamer’s Linguisticality as New Homiletic
Worl[l]d” in Preaching with a cupped ear: Hans-Georg Gadamer's philosophical hermeneutics as
postmodern wor(l)d [A]

Communication aspects:

fzfm B TEEL RS - SR > (ENEEEGHESR ) /£ ME - H343-378(6
23 ~ 24%5) - [P]

Tisdale, Leonora Tubbs, “Exegeting the Congregation” in Teaching Preaching as a Christian Practice [P]

Engemann, Wilfried. “Preaching as One’s Own Person: On the Preacher as the Subject of the Sermon.” In Homiletics:
Principles and Patterns of Reasoning. [P]

Theological aspects:

Kay, James F., “Introduction”, “Chapter 1”, and “Conclusion” in Preaching and Theology. [P]
W5 - S (FRER IR SEEHEMEER) > 713, 137-138 - [P]

Wilson, Paul Scott, “Theology of Preaching” in Preaching and Homiletical Theory. [P]

Jacobsen, David Schnasa, “Introduction” in Homiletical Theology: Preaching as doing theology. [P]

Pastoral aspects:

Congregational, Worship, and Contextual Aspects:

Hopewell, James F. Congregation: Stories and Structures. Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1987. [A]

Ross, Melanie C. Evangelical versus Liturgical? Defying a Dichotomy. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
2014. [A]

Hung, Shin Fung. “From Singing ‘Out-of-Tone’ to Creating Contextualized Cantonese Contemporary
Worship Songs: Hong Kong in the Decentralization of Chinese Christianity.” Religions 15, no. 6
(2024): 648. [A] https://doi.org/10.3390/rel15060648

Dahlman, Tiffany Mangan. “A Shared Pulpit: Creating a Hospitable Homiletic Culture for
Congregational Formation in a Metamodern Age.” Religions 15, no. 9 (2024): 1040. [A]
https://doi.org/10.3390/rel 15091040

Association of Religion Data Archives (ARDA). “Progressive Christian Movement.” [A]
https://www.thearda.com/us-religion/history/timelines/entry?etype=3 &eid=29

Efm s (GREBPCERE (—) ) - (BEREAEZEEESR ) / &M - H447-460 (5528%) - [P]

Wilson, Paul Scott, “Pastoral and Prophetic Homiletics™ in Preaching and Homiletical Theory [P]

Rice, Charles Lynvel, “Preaching as a Liturgical Act” in The Embodied Word: Preaching as Art and Liturgy [A]

Recommended readings (* books that required readings are selected from):

g - (BEREAEZEHES ) Wit fEF 5, 2011
*B155 - fw& (Allen, Ronald James) ; G @ (MR SRR HER) MEEEL 8 &
8
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BHCERT L - 2013 -

PSR - JES (James R. Nieman) 5 JE{#CEE © (FUEHERIT © ERBAUMEZR LEAMTIR) WEHE2. &
& %*%%&X%Hjﬁ&i‘i 2013 -

{HHHRE (Mary F. Foskett) ; ZRE5E ¢+ (GRREERAY @ TRIFESEAVIRACERS) MEGEES. B8 © AAEHC
SRt 0 2013 -

#%% (Marvin A. Memickle) ; FEAf#GE © (FI80AE © (EECERER) MEREL B8 AEHCE

EHHEZH » 2013 -

ErTER - Sfi (O. Wesley Allen Jr.) ¢ SR © (DREPE © ErEV4ERE) WEEES. &8 @ B
B hiet > 2014 -

2Jeift - T (Jennifer L. Lord) 5 FAfEGE © (BEHEE © B SHAYT) MEGEG. &8 @ A
FOLEHIRE > 2015 -

{2 (Teresa L. Fry Brown) ; PSR« ((HEE © EafVEY - GREMBKE) MEEET 55 &
EHCCE ML > 2015 -

42553 (Melinda A. Quivik); PSR © (GEEEMR(T © SFETPAVERE) WEHES. &7 @ AAEECEHIR
tt, 2015 -

B - CHEAE  BEEBERA M) - B/ H5iE 0 2012 -

FlEE © (Frdmadiez) &db - AEECCEAMEE - 1989 -

=i 3 <§ﬁﬁ§§i‘_%‘> adb s PEE HE R E 0 1994 -

RER - ((CEEEIER - 2 ABEE) &/ © K - 2002 -

REES <<211J£FQEH“Z“<B§L5%>> adt  EF LA - 2016 -

HER T (K - 28 - 53 EAEEEHEREERE) - &% REEEERAE, 2014 -

HrfefE - (B ﬁ*'ﬁ{’rﬁ ( John R. W. Stott, Between Two Worlds: The Art of Preaching in the Twentieth
Century or I Believe in Preaching, 1982, FREUF ~ IR &) &dt  KEERFE LR > 1986 -

MILEE - (GHEREIVESR) & BEHR 0 1983 -

PRORME - (GEENVEE © AR E RS nAYLEL ) 510 ¢ 1988 -

SEEA  (ERMEGHEE - RS ERYssEELERE) (H. W. Robinson, Biblical Preaching, 1980, Jiti .18z
) &b PR HERRE > 1992 -

Proetatdm © (SR E TEIEBLIECE) o BWHETRP19 - B - BEPOORESEEE MR - 2016 -

PRORMT © (BHEBLSCER) - HEETHE - &6 1 RESHHE > 2024

HwIE ¢ (GRELTH—EEGN ) - B @ BEPSOREEAER MR - 2025 -

Allen, O. Wesley. The Renewed Homiletic. Minneapolis: Fortress Press 2010.

Allen, Ronald. "Preaching on Social Issues," Encounter 59 (1998):57-76. 1998.

Allen, Ronald, ed. Preaching the Manifold Grace of God, vol. 1: Theologies of Preaching in Histroical
Theological Families. Cascade Books. 2022.

Allen, Ronald, ed. Preaching the Manifold Grace of God, vol. 2.: Theologies of Preaching in the Early Twenty-
First Century. Cascade Books. 2022.

Barth, Karl. Homiletics, 1970, trans. G. W. Bromiley & D. E. Daniels. Louisville: Westminster/John Knox.
1991.

*Bullock, Jeffrey Francis. Preaching with a Cupped Ear: Hans-Georg Gadamer’s Philosophical Hermeneutics
as Postmodern Wor(l)d. New York: P. Lang. 1999.

Buttrick, David. Homiletic: Moves and Structures. Philadelphia: Fortress. 1987.

Cannon, Katie. Teaching Preaching: Isaac Rufus Clark and Black Sacred Rhetoric. New York: Continuum.
2003.

Chapell, Bryan. Christ-Centered Preaching: Redeeming the Expository Sermon. Baker Books. 1994,

Childers, Jana, ed. Purposes of Preaching. St. Louis: Chalice Press. 2004.

Craddock, Fred B. 4s One Without Authority. 4. ed. rev. and with new sermons [printing] Chalice Press. 2005
(1971).

Craddock, Fred B. Preaching. Nashville: Abingdon Press. 1985.

Davis, Henry Grady. Design for Preaching. Fortress Press, 1973 (1958).

Edwards, Otis Carl. A History of Preaching. Nashville: Abingdon Press, 2004.

*Engemann, Wilfried. Homiletics: Principles and Patterns of Reasoning. Translated by Helen Heron and Anna

9
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Walchshofer. Berlin: De Gruyter. 2019.

*Eslinger, Richard L. The Web of Preaching: New Options in Homiletical Method. Nashville: Abingdon Press,
2002.

Gibson, Scott M and Matthew D Kim. Homiletics and Hermeneutics: Four Views on Preaching Today. Grand
Rapids: Baker Academic. 2018.

Graves, Mike., et al. What'’s the Shape of Narrative Preaching? Essays in Honor of Eugene L. Lowry. St. Louis:
Chalice Press, 2008.

*QGreidanus, Sidney. The Modern Preacher and the Ancient Text: Interpreting and Preaching Biblical
Literature. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans. 1988.

*Jacobsen, David Schnasa. ed. Homiletical Theology: preaching as doing theology. Eugene: Cascade Books.
2015.

Jones, Richard. Groundwork of Worship and Preaching. London: Epworth. 1980.

*Kay, James F. Preaching and Theology. St. Louis: Chalice Press, 2007.

Knowles, Michael, ed. The Folly of Preaching: Models and Methods. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2007.

Long, Thomas G., and Comnelius Plantinga. A Chorus of Witnesses: Model Sermons for Today’s Preacher.
Grand Rapids, Mich: W.B. Eerdmans. 1994.

*Long, Thomas G and Leonora Tubbs Tisdale. Teaching Preaching as a Christian Practice: A New Approach to
Homiletical Pedagogy (version Ist ed). 1st ed. Louisville: Westminster John Knox Press. 2008.

*Long, Thomas G. The Witness of Preaching. Third edition. Louisville: Westminster John Knox Press. 2016.

Lowry Eugene L. The Homiletical Plot: The Sermon As Narrative Art Form. Expanded ed. Louisville:
Westminster John Knox Press 2001.

McClure, John S. Listening to Listeners : Homiletical Case Studies. St. Louis: Chalice Press, 2004.

*Rice, Charles Lynvel. The Embodied Word: Preaching As Art and Liturgy. Minneapolis: Fortress Press. 1991.

Robinson, Haddon W. Biblical Preaching: the Development and Delivery of Expository Messages. Third
Edition., Grand Rapids: Baker Academic. 2014.

Stott, John R. W. Between Two Worlds : The Art of Preaching in the Twentieth Century. Grand Rapids,Mich:
W .B. Eerdmans, 1982.

John R. Stott, "Biblical Preaching in the Modern World" (1966), in Michael Knowles ed., The Folly of
Preaching: Models and Methods. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans. 2007.

Willimon, William H. Proclamation and Theology. Nashville: Abingdon Press. 2005.

*Wilson, Paul Scott. Preaching and Homiletical Theory. St. Louis: Chalice Press. 2004.

Wilson, Paul Scott. The Practice of Preaching Rev. ed. Nashville: Abingdon Press. 2007.

Wilson, Paul Scott. The Four Pages of the Sermon: a Guide to Biblical Preaching. Revised and updated
[edition]., Nashville, Abingdon Press. 2018.

*Wright, John W. Telling God's Story: Narrative Preaching for Christian Formation. Downers Grove: I[VP
Academic. 2007.

Feasting on the Word: Preaching the Revised Common Lectionary. Louisville: Westminster John Knox Press,
2008. Years A, B, C; 4 volumes in each year.

Connections: A Lectionary Commentary for Preaching and Worship. Louisville, Kentucky: Westminster John
Knox Press, 2020. Years A, B, C. 3 volumes in each year.

Davis, Frank A. Preaching and the Holy Spirit: Listening and Speaking in the Spirit. Eugene: Cascade Books,
2020.

McClure, John S. Other-wise Preaching: A Postmodern Ethic for Homiletics. St. Louis: Chalice Press, 2001.

Anderson, H. George. “Challenge and Change within German Protestant Theological Education during the
Nineteenth Century.” Church History 39, no. 3 (1970): 332-348.

Farley, Edward. “Practical Theology in the Academy: A Contemporary Overview.” Theology Today 53, no. 3
(1996): 335—? [Consult the published version for full pagination.]

Ross, Melanie C. Evangelical versus Liturgical? Defying a Dichotomy. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2014.

8. Contact details for teacher(s)

Name: Professor Simon Shui-Man Kwan

Position: IEmeritus Professor
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Telephone: 39436705

Email: smkwan(@cuhk.edu.hk
Name: Rev. Dr. Li Kwan Hung Leo
Office Location: 'YCT LG106
Telephone: 39435720
Email: |khlileo@cuhk.edu.hk

9. Details of course website

Course material will be delivered via course webpage in http://blackboard.cuhk.edu.hk

10. Academic honesty and plagiarism

Academic honesty and plagiarism

Attention is drawn to University policy and regulations on honesty in academic work, and to the
disciplinary guidelines and procedures applicable to breaches of such policy and regulations. Details may
be found at http://www.cuhk.edu.hk/policy/academichonesty/.

With each assignment, students will be required to submit a signed declaration that they are aware of these
policies, regulations, guidelines and procedures.

e In the case of group projects, all members of the group should be asked to sign the declaration,
each of whom is responsible and liable to disciplinary actions, irrespective of whether he/she has
signed the declaration and whether he/she has contributed, directly or indirectly, to the problematic
contents.

e For assignments in the form of a computer-generated document that is principally text-based and
submitted via VeriGuide, the statement, in the form of a receipt, will be issued by the system upon
students’ uploading of the soft copy of the assignment.

Assignments without the properly signed declaration will not be graded by teachers.

Only the final version of the assignment should be submitted via VeriGuide.

The submission of a piece of work, or a part of a piece of work, for more than one purpose (e.g. to satisfy
the requirements in two different courses) without declaration to this effect shall be regarded as having
committed undeclared multiple submissions. It is common and acceptable to reuse a turn of phrase or a
sentence or two from one’s own work; but wholesale reuse is problematic. In any case, agreement from
the course teacher(s) concerned should be obtained prior to the submission of the piece of work.

The copyright of the teaching materials, including lecture notes, assignments and examination questions,
etc., produced by staff members/ teachers of The Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK) belongs to
CUHK. Students may download the teaching materials produced by the staff members/ teachers from the
Learning Management Systems, e.g. Blackboard, adopted by CUHK for their own educational use, but
shall not distribute/ share/ copy the materials to a third-party without seeking prior permission from the
staff members/ teachers concerned.
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Undergraduate Homiletics Course Outline 2026/7 version

The Use of AI

We will follow approach 3 stated in the “Use of Artificial Intelligence Tools in Teaching, Learning and
Assessments: A Guide for Students” published by CUHK on March 2023

LINK: https://www.ags.cuhk.edu.hk/documents/A-guide-for-students_use-of-Al-tools.pdf

Approach 3 — Use only with explicit acknowledgement. In courses where students are allowed or
expected to collaborate with or use Al tools, students may use these tools for in-class learning
activities, exercises, or assignments only when they explicitly cite or acknowledge such use. Details
will be stated clearly in the course outline and/or assignment instructions. Students shall follow the
instructions strictly and are expected to understand the limits and appropriate uses of these tools.
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