Combined reflections from the three core city events so far

1) Liverpool

Positive response to the idea from about twenty practitioners in Liverpool. Further questions/points that emerged were:

· Issues of power – e.g. – Northern Cities in relation to London (theological competition); are we playing the same power games as the regeneration industry – are we colliding or colluding?

· Churches can offer through this process alternative models but also alternative language/discourse e.g. co-operation rather than competition, self emptying.
· The title Core Cities Theology Network seemed comfortable for most people. 

· Need to be aware of boundaries when setting something like this up – i.e. to what extent the city centre defines the client group – do we need to include a sense of the conurbation and the diversity of urban spaces within each city?

· Be aware of the radical distinction between city (i.e. the renaissance city centre) versus the urban (the poor, outer and inner suburbs and estates) – this appears to be a growing issue.

· The network needs to be a space where ordinary citizens can tell others what doesn’t work and then what does.
· Where is the church? – prophetic voice from both within and without the regeneration structures.

· Liverpool churches have found that 2004 Year of Faith has been dominated by secular agendas more comfortable with a tourist/cultural image of faiths in the city – again raises questions of where power lies in these processes. 

· Mustn’t forget that some areas have had good experiences of being regenerated, and also John Devine’s line (Churches Officer for the North-West region) that regeneration is full of ‘good people trying to be helpful’.
· What emerged for us (i.e. Peter Chris and John) was that the template of the 90 minute lunch time meeting had been an excellent way of pre-testing ideas and viability of the network. 

· The Format was: 
Shared lunch and gathering:

15 minutes input for each city – in this case Liverpool/ Manchester/Newcastle - to share insights followed by plenary discussion followed by 20 minutes on ideas concerning the network

· We propose that each remaining city i.e. Newcastle/Manchester/Sheffield might consider holding similar events; Newcastle in February, Manchester in March, Sheffield in April? – this pre-network launch process will sharpen our proposals. We could go for a start in Autumn 2004.
 2) Newcastle 
Audience Feedback

· Manchester/Liverpool/Newcastle/ - all carried the wider story of the importance of listening to local stories of oppression from consumerism and wealth-focussed development.
· Cities are being put in ‘competition’ with each other. Rather there is much in common between the cities and sharing local stories will be important so that we are not played off against each other.
· The idea of distinctiveness rather than difference between the cities was stressed.
· Issue of boundaries and belonging (i.e. the difference between urban and the city) – do you fit (into the new Manchester, for example)? Churches have traditionally offered a firm theology of belonging.

· CULF could inform us of other networks?

· Core cities agenda (as promoted by the cities themselves and the government) – are we colluding with inappropriate agendas? (e.g. Newcastle/Gateshead – is this an agenda about regional government?)

· The relationship between core cities and London – London is a global city and is therefore too big to get a manageable picture about what is going on and what an appropriate theological response should be. Core cities are small enough to reflect upon in terms of issues and size (we are only looking at English core cities).
· No Geordie voice featured in the presentations – ‘even in this room local experience is not being fully voiced or listened to’.
· CULF agenda is replicating the government concern to understand and enhance the effectiveness of civil society (i.e. there is the agenda of developing people as citizens and building up their capacity to partake in neighbourhood renewal) – is there a theology that goes with this? And are we talking about a common agenda?

· Two important things have emerged from this day: a) listening to local people and b) empowering them to tell their stories. This is especially important in the context of people’s experience of being listened to, followed by the ‘done deal’. So how can we offer change without creating further cynicism?

· ‘downtrodden’ – not the authentic experience of local communities, rather an issue of perception (from those outside the situation).
Core Cities Theological Network?

· Potentially good – allows telling stories

· Would hold us to task – i.e. can we move on from the anecdotal to the theological?

· Essential – would help address too much slack thinking on terms and ideas like ‘society’, ‘community’, ‘regeneration’

· Good – provided it provokes discussion on the ground

Specific Ideas Proposals

· Outputs  - too bookish

· Network – helpful – new ways of being church? – Castells ‘we live in the network/liquid society’ We need to be network/liquid  church (we will be seen as innovative)

· Who is this for? – been for participants but it never got out of the circle

· Who/what are the other networks?

· Inclusive – need to be sensitive to issues of exclusion.
3) Sheffield/ Reflections from Sheffield meeting – 17/9/04
1. Issue of representation  - who speaks and how? What assumptions are we making (as the planners of this network) ?
2. Where and how does religion function in community?  i.e. it’s still there – we need a textured debate about this.
3. Churches and faith communities bring humanity into regeneration (can be pushed aside in competition for money).
4. What are the values churches bring to the table ?
5. Continuum of representation and visibility in the regeneration debate, ranging from the Churches Regional commission (CRC) and the Regional faith forums through to lunch clubs and visiting (i.e. a spectrum of visibility/invisibility and formal/informal) – both need to be acknowledged and held in tension – for example when we quantify outputs are we playing the government’s game ?
6. Continuity – importance of – many new initiatives are kick-started and then not held to account – churches need to offer a different model – they are well-placed for long-term continuity.
7. Growth of universities in core cities – increase in students – how can we best deploy them, especially in relation to ‘mission’/engagement with poorer communities e.g. NUCA (?)

8. Churches’ commitment and engagement with asylum seekers/justice issues are important.
9. How do churches relate to victims of injustice and where do the churches sit in relation to power issues ?
10. Ordinations and the question of presence in marginalised communities – provision is fragile – but how can we not lose this ?  – the need for flexible provision 

11. ‘Doing theology in marginal situations’

12. Incarnational – local people doing local things.
13. What does it mean to be church from the congregational perspective) ?
14. ‘people are doing it (i.e theology) but not thinking about it’ (implication there fore that a theological network would help in this).
15. The network would provide the opportunity for ‘listening to theology and attending to it.’ 

16. The importance of generating ‘thick’ stories  - rich – they take a long time to emerge, but can get lost by those speculating from ‘above.’ (for example Earth Centre – Doncaster – an example in non-consultation).
17. Theology and Agenda from below produces plural agendas.
18. Emphasis in this meeting on stories – telling stories humanises both listener and teller – in reporting or writing up this process we need to relate the stories as they have been  told and not over-interpret them – we can also retreat from stories we don’t understand – conversations – listening/respect – we need to  listen to the voices of those who have been on the receiving end. 

19. Methodology of Impact – those who have the story meet those with the authority.
20. Conspiracy – literally means ‘breathe together.’

21. Parallel networks for those connecting church to clubbing scene in the core cities are just emerging – could CCTN help or be connected to this network in some way (opens up the possibility of thematic networks).
22. Having a range of people is important so that we can appreciate the way others work and demythologise prejudices we may have of how others work – churches often find it hard enough to deal with Christian diversity – a forum whereby ‘big’ churches can work alongside ‘little churches’ would be truly groundbreaking.
23. Thematic approach – for example ‘apartheid’ – how are the dynamics of that working across our urban spaces and in Sheffield ?
Recap – important principles that were affirmed at the end:
· A meeting for people who don’t normally meet

· Indigenous/local – rooted non-professionals

· Who is doing what ? i.e. sharing of information to avoid duplication and overlap 

· A means of building up key relationships

· Issue of expenses and costs needs to be reviewed

· Can we be enriched by each others’ experiences ?
· Low-tech approach – no nervous breakdowns for anyone

· Spadework (i.e. preparing the ground for Stage 2) is important

· An opportunity to take risks with different leaderships 

· Crossing boundaries and making contacts
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