Daniel Stewart
CH 22 Questions - The Nurture and Admonition of the Lord
1) Sociologist Peter Berger once wrote that “and individual’s nomos [sense and understanding of the world] is constructed with significant others. . . The world begins to shake in the very instant that its sustaining conversation begins to falter.”  What Berger meant was that one’s beliefs about the nature of the world come about as a result of interactions with others, and should those interactions and conversations end, individuals would lose their hold on their beliefs and their entire understanding of the world.
Because the Fundamentalists’ “nomos” is quite unlike that of most people in our society, it seems as if they must take more with others.  What evidence do you see in the Ammerman’s article that members of the Southside take such precautions?  What sorts of precautions?

In Ammerman’s article about Southside, one could argue that an entirely different culture was created.  By definition, culture is the totality of learned, socially transmitted customs, knowledge, material objects, and behavior (Schaefer).  Under the authoritative leadership of the home, church, and school, separation, strict rule and morality enforcement, and intentional role models all influenced an entire culture of young people to become a certain mold—a separate culture.
As an attempt to control the social output of this culture, decisions were made by the authorities achieve in others a planned nomos.  Ammerman writes: “The children who grow up in Southside’s fold are likely to emerge from adolescence firmly entrenched in a Fundamentalist world.  Their development has been shaped by the Fundamentalist norms no less than the development of a child in any other culture is shaped by its norms. . . [E]ach of the predictable stages of childhood is encountered in ways that prepare the child for full participation in his or her particular adult society.” (189).  If one were brought up in a strategically sheltered environment, the probability of that person’s character, life choices, etc. turning out to be that of a planned result would be greater because people make decisions based on what they understand of a situation, combined with what they know is right and wrong.
To achieve this, specific precautions were taken by the members of Southside.  These precautions included a heavy weight of importance on church attendance, family worship and prayer times, reading and memorization of scripture, and also limitations of with whom Southside children could play with, television they could view, how they should dress, and where they could go (188).  Also, “guilt and obligation are recurring themes at Southside,” (189).  Physical, external consequences such as spanking were used in the earlier stages of childhood, but were gradually replaced by internal discipline (guilt, obligation, etc.).
2) Ammerman says that “the very thoroughness of their [the church members’] efforts at socialization may sometimes backfire.”

What did she mean by this?  What causes their efforts to backfire?

The underlying goal and motivation of the church members out of an obedience to the scripture “Train up a child in the way he should go; and when he is old, he will not depart from it” (Prov. 22:6) and the knowledge of our point of existence, according to the beliefs of the church members, which is to worship the God who created them.  They have probably experienced first-hand a relationship, a friendship, with God and know that all the “work” is worth it.  The resulting action by parents must take a faith guided balance of patience and intervention in their children’s lives.  They must take on the role of raising their own children “in the way he should go”, while trusting the very God they want their children to know.

The parents want to raise their children to know God because they understand and believe that their lives (and their children’s lives) are not their own and are to be lived as living worship to God.  It is a sacrifice to deny yourself the life you think you want to live and to take on the live God wants you to live, which is secretly what every human wants deep down.
Unfortunately, no parents or children are perfect.  Conflict arises, and often, Christians believe it stems from sin (disobeying God).

The scripture teaches that it is not up to our own efforts to enter into relationship with God, but that it takes God drawing someone to know Him.  “For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith—and this not from yourselves, it is the gift of God—not by works, so that no one can boast” (Gal 2:8-9).

Although God asks of parents to raise their children teaching them His ways, there is still a dependence upon God himself to also teach children ways of Himself.  A parent cannot force his or her children to know God, no matter how bad they want to.  Even though Christian parents know how amazing it is to know God, it is not up to them to make their children understand this.  They can teach it as they are commanded, but ultimately it is up to God for them to grasp it.  Unfortunately, parents (and anyone else) can be impatient and overbearing and although motivated by good intentions, can sin and miss the whole point of living a life yielded to God and not themselves.
Acting out of impatience with God is an expression of distrust, thinking that God will not come through and be faithful.  This motivates an urgency to take immediate action, rather than wait on God in trust in peace.  God, ultimately in control, may spoil efforts of parents to increase their patience and trust in Him.  This may be the cause for some backfiring.  Also, by principle, according to the Bible, nobody can be saved by works, so trying to force a child into relationship with God could sway more toward works rather than accepting the gift of salvation in God’s timing.

In these backfiring efforts, I see the reality that although it may appear to work, I believe you cannot force anybody to change or to grow in a certain way.  However, you can provide them with a supportive and encouraging environment through friendships, resources, etc..  It’s a mystery in a way what actually causes someone to change, but it seems really caring for somebody and cultivating a real friendship with them is a more effective and positive way to influence them.

I get the impression that some of the youth growing up in the sheltered, controlled church environment are expected to come out as a certain end result product.  Maybe this causes pressure and stresses the youth, discouraging their parent-desired growth as they feel they have such big shoes to fill.  This “church maturity” that the parents and church leaders want their youth to arrive at might feel like an impossible goal to reach, which is very disheartening; this is a reality for everyone, I believe.  Encouragement, rather, is derived from your worth and value, which in an ideal Christian world, comes from God, but is also supplemented by healthy, loving relationships usually coming from other church members who want to love like Jesus loves—unconditionally.
Overall, I see a lot of spiritual and psychological issues causing backfiring in efforts.  To God, “backfiring” may actually not be backfiring.  Looking through the Christian perspective reveals the belief that God has a plan for everything He does.  He may have other intentions than what people know and understand.  

There are many other symptoms of “problems” in these efforts to raise children to certain level of Godly maturity, but I believe many of these are just symptoms.  I would challenge that there are deeper ways to deal with these problems than to just fix a symptom or just fix an outward expression.  At heart, maybe all of these symptoms and outward expressions are rooted in one’s inward position.  It seems like real, sacrificial, loving relationships are a doorway into this place.  What better way to help someone than by also making a friend, sometimes a best friend, in the process.
3) In reading 21, the concept of cultural capital was introduced.  What kinds of cultural capital are acquired by the children whose parents belong to Southside?  In your judgment, how suited is this cultural capital to life in society at large?

The concept of cultural capital, introduced by French sociologist Pierre Bourdieu, refers to the kinds of skills and knowledge (ways of speaking, manners, and social skills) that are peculiar to each social class in a society (The Practical Skeptic 177). Examples of these capitals acquired by Southside children would be a collection of positive and negatives.  Their polite manners, serving attitudes, and accepting hearts along with a disconnected and separate mindset (possible hindrance to be outward), an array of cultural traditions, and judgmental attitudes are all examples that show the spread of cultural capital the Southside children may acquire.
I believe good and proper cultural capitals are ones that convey love and unity among and across all people groups.  They embrace differences in people and do not expect everyone to become one same people group of the same mold, but rather, honor individuality through unconditional acceptance.
These good cultural capitals are often challenged by the unhelpful cultural capitals, from which sometimes within the, although good intentioned, very church the helpful ones are learned.  Growing up and spending time with mainly people who “have their stuff together” leaves one more ill prepared to handle a situation involving a real life troubled person with all sorts of physical, emotional, and spiritual baggage that needs to be dealt with.  Hopefully, these church children are being taught to love and accept not just the people within their church, but everyone, including those who are harder to love and accept.
I think the positive cultural capitals are immensely important to life in society at large!  My hope is that more places are teaching and learning about these positive cultural capitals and are leading people to practice these.  Although there are problems along the way, and sometimes inside the very good intentioned church, it seems like churches teaching Jesus’ true teaching and practicing it are good places where not only these good capitals are encouraged and enforces, but the bad capitals are confronted and dealt with in the context of loving relationships.
