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CRITIQUE OF ALEX WILSON’S PAPER

Style Guide Issues 


The paper basically followed the SBL style guide parameters with only minimal deviations.  The title page is accurate and correctly spaced, as is the Contents page.  However, the Contents page should have a Roman numeral “ii” numbering at the bottom center of the page.  Other than this pagination is correct in the body of the paper as well as the back matter.  Each new primary heading should also be accompanied by a 2 inch top margin on the page.  Otherwise, the style of the primary headings and first-level subheadings conform to the style guide.  Footnotes are formatted correctly throughout the document.  Margins seem to be correct at 1 inch for the sides, and subsequent page headings.  The Appendices are correctly formatted and numbered.  The Bibliography correctly follows the SBL style guide as well.  

The paper does not contain multiple or serious grammar and punctuation errors, and appears to have been proofread well.  Two noticeable errors include a extra space needed at the beginning of the last sentence the first paragraph under “Ancient Education to WWII” on page 2 and also the needed capitalization of the words “middle ages” on pages 3 and 4.  Otherwise the paper displayed excellent readability with 3.2 sentences per paragraph, 17.6 words per sentence, 22% passive sentences, and a 12.0 Flesch-Kincaid grade level of reading.  

Content Issues


The introduction to the paper is perhaps too brief though it does state the thesis and purpose of the paper.  Pages 2 through 4 give enlightening and concise statements of trends, events, and categorizations of education from antiquity to those found in Colonial America.  Such a vast timeframe allows only broad statements to be made.  The section on education trends from WWII to the present is also succinct and gives the reader an idea of broad educational changes in the last half-century.  This section presumably deals with trends in the United States although it is never stated.  While these two sections are valuable to introduce the topic of education they still may leave the reader feeling that the paper does not formally begin to discuss anything of relevance to the paper title until page 7 when teaching confessional New Testament at Gardner-Webb is mentioned.  If the paper contained more introductory sentences explaining why such material is important the beginning pages would flow more naturally into the topic of a New Testament course.  Also if the paper referenced any of the lessons gleaned from education in antiquity other than in the conclusion in the subsequent sections the information would be more apparently relevant to the reader.  


The section entitled “Philosophy of Teaching” adequately discusses six areas of consideration for the classroom environment.  These are valid and insightful, however, if the paper would have referenced any external sources or concrete data concerning these areas of consideration, the section would be much stronger.    The paper would be more forceful in this area also if explanation was given as to why these six areas were selected for consideration over any other possibilities.  On page 8 a sentence appears concerning women and minorities attending college which may seem irrelevant or need to be reworded.  Material discussing the shape of the chairs in the classroom is most likely out of the control of the professor.  The material discussing faith claims at the top of page 9 is necessary for the paper topic and is handled well.  The discussion of formal and informal demands is also insightful with a proper amount of research coming through.  

One of the strongest points of the paper deals with Ford’s teaching methodologies.  Here a proper description of Ford’s methods is explained before application of them is given.  The accompanying appendices are also a helpful addition at this point.  The paper does well in providing a specific example in how the levels of learning can be applied to a parable of Jesus.  However, if a more complete overview of how the methods would be basically applied to the entire course content was given the paper would be more informative.  


The section on testing approaches is straightforward and pragmatic in its description.  The type of tests seem typical and in line with what most introductory classes contain, and the inclusion of what level of learning the different tests target at the bottom of page 14 is helpful.  However, if explanation was given or a source cited as to how the author arrived at this format the section would be more weighty.  Furthermore, on page 15 the “General Education Competencies: Dimensions of Excellence” of the university is reference and is a positive addition, though a proper citation may be warranted.  

The section on institutional standards is superb and shows an in-depth level of research and familiarity with the university guidelines.  The conclusion is a positive restatement of major themes discussed in the paper and ties in material from the beginning on education in antiquity.  


The major critic I have of the paper is the lack of information concerning how the teaching process will progress through the semester and what teaching methodologies may be specifically applied at certain points.  If more detailed examples were given the paper would display a more comprehensive glance of how the class may unfold over the course of the semester.  Although material contained in Appendix 4 contains a class schedule, a discussion in the main body of the paper alluding to what parts of the cannon would be covered would be helpful as well as explanation on how daily class meetings would function.  

Additionally, questions I have are: How did the author conclude what questions would be appropriate for the exam.  Did he look at any other exams to gain insight?  How would the course structure have to change if it were on a Mon/Wed/Fri format?  Since a preference is never taken in the textbook section, which parts of which textbooks would the author include for extra credit?
