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Lesson Description: 

This lesson engages students in the praxis methods of theological reflection, applied to a short 
congregational case study. This lesson plan is for synchronous digital delivery via Zoom. Adaptations for 
face-to-face delivery and asynchronous delivery are listed at the bottom of the lesson plan document.  

Learning Outcomes:  

Students will: 
1. Apply praxis method of theological reflection to a contextual education case study 
2. Demonstrate a reflective understanding of the implicit theology of the case study problem 
3. Suggest theologically sound courses of action for the seminarian intern to take, attending to the 

specific parish context of the case study 

Preparatory Reading Assignments: 

Short case study [provided via email ahead of the class meeting] 

Graham, E. L., Walton, H., Ward, F., & Stuerzenhofecker, K. (2018). Theology in action: Praxis. 
Theological reflection: Methods (2nd ed.) (pp. 187-217). SCM Press. 

Steinke, P. L. (2006). Healthy congregations: A systems approach  (2nd ed.). Alban Institute. 

Lesson Procedure: 

1. Brief recap of case study via whole-group discussion.  
2. Short writing: What is the most important element of this case study, and why? 
3. Ask for volunteers to share their “most important” element. Ask class members to “thumbs up” if 

they had the same “most important” element as the respondent. Can ask for a volunteer to describe 
if they had the same element listed but for a different reason (this can be done via spoken voice or 
chat function in Zoom). Move to a volunteer who had a different element listed.  

4. Inquire about the context of the case study, and ask students to describe.  
5. Briefly summarize the different ideas I heard as the teacher in this discussion. Indicate that what we 

notice about the action of the case study might point us to different assumed, underlying theology.  
6. Transition to short lecture on praxis. Introduce concept, examples, and history of praxis (slides 

11-18). 
7. Ask for a volunteer to briefly synthesize the most important points. Other class members can add to 

that synthesis via the chat function.  
8. Note that we’ve completed the first step of praxis already: action was taken by the seminarian in the 

case study, and as a class we’ve articulated what those actions were. Next, we’ll be moving on to 
understanding the theology enacted in those actions, and reflecting on what should happen next.  

9. Introduce breakout room procedures; describe nuts and bolts of what students should expect in a 
breakout room. Indicate that each group should suggest one “recorder” who will write a brief 
summary of the group’s discussion in the whole-class chat window.  

10. Assign discussion prompts based on breakout room numbers: 



a. What seem to be the seminarian’s underlying theological commitments, based on his 
actions? 

b. What may be the underlying theological commitments of the other actors in the situation? 
c. Identify and describe the sources of conflict in this case study.  
d. What might the wisdom of Biblical tradition tell us about this case study? 

11. Monitor breakout rooms/answer any questions that arise.  
12. Give 60-second “heads up” for when breakout rooms will close.  
13. Based on the groups’ responses in the chat-window, invite further discussion on the case study. End 

whole-group discussion with the invitation to synthesize the theologies at work in this contextual 
education case study. Remind students to consider the context of the case study.  

14. Explain the follow-up discussion board post: in ~500 words, each student should describe a 
theologically-informed response the case study seminarian can take, explaining how this action will 
help the case study seminarian engage the action-reflection-action cycle of praxis.  

Assessment:  

1. Informal: There are opportunities for continual informal assessment during the lesson, with the 
option to loop back and re-cover or reinforce material from the lecture. Individual, small group, and 
whole group participation offer chances to informally assess comprehension and application of the 
lesson material 

2. Formal: follow-up discussion board post; reflective writing assignments  

Adaptations for Face-to-Face Delivery: 

No adaptations for F2F delivery required: all Zoom-facilitated activities can happen in the live classroom. 
As facilitating synchronous online delivery does take some instructional time to explain and coordinate, 
F2F delivery of this lesson will take slightly less time overall, so small and large group discussion time can 
be extended. For example, following step #2, think-pair-share can be used before whole-group discussion. 
Final written response (suggesting what the seminarian in the case study can do) will still happen via 
course management system discussion board.  

Adaptation for (Mostly) Asynchronous Online Delivery: 

1. Shared class document for preparatory writing -- this activity extended since the follow-up 
discussion possible in F2F and synchronous online delivery not possible.  

2. Recorded and captioned short lecture on praxis (see this YouTube video) 
3. Small-group discussion (equivalent of the Zoom breakout room) happens via one of these two 

methods. Preference determined by group members.  
a. Discussion board groups -- each person responds and comments within a specific time 

period of 3 days 
b. Synchronous small group discussion, synthesized in one discussion board post 

4. Individual discussion board posts demonstrating praxis method to suggest the response the 
seminarian in the case study could take, with attention to the theology demonstrated via this 
suggested response.  

https://youtu.be/bOVma5mCDvw

