Snippet: School chaplaincy
funding struck down in High
Court

Link shared on facebook on Jun 19, 2014

While this has been and is likely to be touted, invalidly, as
a separation of church and state issue, it is not that. (NB. I
don’t think anyone has been complaining about commonwealth
funding of chaplains in the military).

Rather, the High Court has upheld that the manner in which
chaplains are being funded is not constitutional: The
Executive alone does not have the power to do it like this
(s61l of the Constitution), and nor does the legislature have
the authority under s51 — the closest possibility (s
51.xx1i1iA) allows funding of students via allowance, but not
funding of services to students directly.

So all this will mean is that the funding stream will change —
instead of from the commonwealth directly to the schools, it
will be via a directed grant to the states.

My legally minded friends will correct me if I'm wrong in
this, but I doubt the end result will be much different to the
status quo.

School chaplaincy funding struck down in High Court
www.abc.net.au

The High Court rules in favour of a challenge to the
Commonwealth funding of the school chaplaincy program.
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Ould News

I was very sad to see the following news on Peter Ould’s blog:

In a little over four weeks time, when the World Cup
Competition has finished, I’ll be shutting down this website
and pretty much withdrawing from any ministry outside of my
parish in Canterbury..

It’s not that I don’t want to do the things that I’ve been
doing, 1it’s just that I am no longer capable of resourcing
them to the degree that they deserve (and that, frankly, I
deserve).

This is it then folks. We’ll do some death and see what God
resurrects (if anything). But for now, without any of the
above changing, in a month’s time I’ll be out of here.

I totally understand Peter’s reasons for this of course.
Blogging is a fraught business, a combination of analytical
thought, personal reflection, and public soul-baring. Few
people do it well (myself included amongst the many). Peter
is one of the few, and from all accounts he has done it
sacrificially.

I first came across Peter’s writings when I |
first starting blogging in response to the S =
2008 Lambeth Conference. His voice - S
emotionally honest, precisely articulated, l':;“
fundamentally orthodox, post-gay, and of his

generation — has been (and I hope will

continue to be in some form) an invaluable resource for us

all.

Here’'s hoping that something new will rise up, because it will
be a terrible terrible shame to have Peter’s voice muffled.
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God in Three Persons! Blesséd
Trinity!

I'm preaching on both Pentecost and Trinity
Sundays over the next couple of weeks. Time
for me to brush up on my Trinitarian
theology.

It’'s something I’'ve had to do recently, having interacted with
muslims in a multi-linguistic context (try explaining
trinitarian thinking when the only mutual language is the
waving of hands!) All analogies are imperfect, but I have
found Augustine’s Lover-Beloved-Love dynamic to be a good
place to start.

Trinitarian thought is asymptotic of course — you know where
it is but you can’t. quite. get. there.. And God is mystery
in true sense of the word — not unknowable, but unfathomable,
if you know what I mean.

But for mine, a good explanation of the Trinity must be able
to explain a few things at both the essential level: Why only
three? What makes a three-person Trinity perfect and eternal?
.and the economic level: Why was it the Son who became
incarnate? Join the dots between the kenosis of the Son, the
anointing of Christ’s work by the Holy Spirit, the
Resurrection and Ascension, and the subsequent sending of the
Holy Spirit.. and show how such economic observations
are necessary outworkings (not mere whims, because “God willed
it” etc.) of Almighty God.
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And so I’'ve often found myself not approaching it from the
point of view of the Unity (the essence, immutability etc.) or
from the Persons (particularly in functional terms), but from
the point of view of the Relationships. The Relationships
clarify the Persons. And they must be mutual, two-way,
distinct and therefore perichoretic. And some of them we
don’t have ready language for, which is probably where angels
fear to tread (and/or is scope for more work):
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but even more tightly:

begetting of the Son by the

In Father, being the the is brought forth(?)
the|reflection(?) of the Father|Spirit and shines/acts(?)
by the Son

procession of the Spirit by
In the Father, being the the is

the|expression/revelation(?) of| Son |begotten and embraced(?)/energised(?)
the Father by the Spirit




exercise(?) of the Spirit
In by the Son, being the the is reflected(?)

the| embrace/energising(?) of |Father and expressed/revealed(?)
the Son by the Spirit

Any suggestions for better words to describe these
relationships?

This relational consideration gives some weight to the
Orthodox assertion of the Unity of the Trinity originating in
the Father (not some amorphous [and impersonal] divine
essence). The analogy is this: The eternal creative Father,
eternally and perfectly pours himself out in perfect and
eternal creativity (that is he begets the Son). In with and
through that perfect and eternal act of begetting the Father
is perfectly and eternally revealed, expressed, and enacted —
and so the Spirit of the Begetting Father proceeds in with and
through the Son (who perfectly reflects the Begetting Father).
These two relationships (begetting and proceeding) inform the
mutual perichoretic non-arbitrary interplay of relationships
that I have (very imperfectly) attempted to render above.

In looking at this today I have been stimulated by this piece
by Sorin Selaru: Eternal Intra-Trinitarian Relations and their
Economic Consequences.

He begins here..

The Holy Spirit continuously proceeds from the loving Father
towards the beloved Son, and continuously shines forth the
response of the Son’s love towards the Father. The Father
gives procession to the Holy Spirit in order to love the Son
through the Spirit, while the Son turns towards the Father
through the Holy Spirit, in order to love the Father through
the Spirit.

.which is what I've been trying to express. And he then makes
it economic and real..
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The teaching on Trinitarian relations provides the basis for
the relation between the Holy Trinity and the created world,;
therefore theological considerations concerning the special
relationships between the Son and the Holy Spirit within the
Holy Trinity, the Spirit’s shining forth from the Son,
resting upon the Son, and accompanying the Son, have several
consequences for the economic domain.

Everything Christ works, He does so in the Holy Spirit. And
everything the Holy Spirit works, He does so 1in and
through Christ, to perfect the creative, deifying work of the
Holy Trinity.

.and, with relevance for Pentecost:

As the Spirit, shining forth from the Son towards the Father
brings to the Father the splendor and the joy of the Son, so
He makes us shine as sons. He embraces us with the joy and
the love for the Father. We all are loved by the Father and
we all respond to the Father’s love through the Son and with
Son’s love, because the Father’s Spirit, dwelling within the
Son, overshadows us all and from us all the Spirit shines
forth towards the Father.

Which brings us into the picture: By the Spirit, in the Son,
as the Father wills, we are included in the Trinitarian dance.
That'’s awesomeness, right there.

Which means we also experience the mutual interplay of the
Trinitarian relationships, which is the grace of the
incarnation if nothing else:

» The Incarnate Son clearly receives and operates in the
power of the Holy Spirit (a (F <-> HS) <-> S dynamic) -
and we find God, who is the Son.

= The Ascended Son, with the Father, reveals and expresses
through an economic sending/empowering (a (F <-> S) <->



HS dynamic) — and we find God, who is the Holy Spirit.

= The Son-in-Session, brings with him all those who are
filled with his Spirit, adopted as sons, and sharing in
his Sonship (a (HS <-> S) <-> F dynamic) — and we find
God, who is the Father.

All of which makes the fact that Jesus is who Jesus 1is
incredibly and stupendously amazing.



