M. CHRISTOPHER WHITE SCHOOL OF DIVINITY

RESPONDENT PAPER TO JUSTIN WEBB

SUBMITTED TO DR. LORIN CRANFORD

IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF

DSED 450 RESEARCH SEMINAR

BY

TANNIS SHIPLEY

NOVEMBER 19, 2006

RESPONDENT PAPER TO JUSTIN WEBB

Stylistic Issues

          There where no obvious formatting issues in this paper. However, there were a few errors that could be termed as careless and could have been caught with a more careful rereading of the text. On page three, the word cannon is used instead of canon. The second sentence of the second paragraph tends to run on and could probably be restructured. The last sentence is awkward and needs to be rewritten. On page four, an independent clause is not set off by commas in the second sentence.  In the third paragraph, commas are missing around unfortunately and after however in the last sentence. The word issue in the last sentence needs either a ‘s’ or the word ‘an’ in front of it. On page 6, a period is put after the word book in the first sentence. In the last sentence of the paragraph, the words give and to should be eliminated. In the second paragraph, the word what should be capitalized inside the quotation. A comma should be added after criticism in the fourth sentence. The opening phrase of the fifth sentence is awkward and the word to after then needs to be deleted. On page seven in the fifth sentence of the first paragraph, the word as after God could be eliminated and the entire sentence is confusing. In the next sentence, the sentence could be better written as “God is the one who controls…”  On page eight, commas after the words surface need to be inserted and the word such needs to be eliminated after well. There needs to be a comma after fro example in the second paragraph and the word as needs to inserted after the word designated in the fourth sentence. The phrase “on the other hand” needs to be followed by a comma. The second sentence on page ten needs a comma again after the phrase for example. In the second paragraph, a smoother reading would be achieved in the independent clause in the first section was off set with commas. In the third paragraph, the word an was meant instead of and. In the second sentence, there is an error in verb-subject agreement. The second sentence of the second paragraph on page eleven is a little unclear. A comma after for instance needs to be inserted in the fourth sentence and an as needs to be added after God with no comma after being. The word surrounding in the fifth sentence needs an –ing added and in the seventh sentence, the word suits is probably not the one he was looking for. On page thirteen, the word result in the first sentence needs an ‘s’ added. The word introductory may have been a better choice in the second paragraph than introduction. In the second sentence, the phrase ‘completely covers’ is more correct. No comma after ‘in addition is needed and the word of should be added after the word approach. On page fourteen in the first sentence, there need not be a comma after the word are or after the word rather in the second sentence. The seventh sentence of the first full paragraph on page fifteen is confusing and –ly needs to be added to deep in the last sentence. On page sixteen at the top, the word from is missing after the word differ and no comma is needed after the word unlike. In the first paragraph the word how should be inserted after the words such as in the second sentence and a comma needs to be added after the word charts in the last sentence. The heading on page nineteen includes a misspelled word which was missed. On page 23 as well as on page 25, there is improper paragraph indentation. On page 25 and page 34 there are misspelled words that were not corrected.  
          Overall, the formatting was good except for the three paragraphs with improper indentation. The style was a little confusing in places though. This is probably due to the fact that the author was trying to fit too much information into each sentence or perhaps the sentence is not phrased properly. In many instances the sentence structure could have been a little simpler or reworked to provide a smoother reading. There were 3.4 sentences per paragraph, 21.5 words per sentence, 17% of the sentences were passive and the reading grade level was 12.0.

Content and Organization

         The overall organization of the paper is good. Presenting each of the authors in a systematic way is helpful and contributed to the clarity of the paper. The intention of the author is clear and well stated. The introduction is informative and presented the thesis of the paper concisely. I like his approach to textbook criticism. His elements of methodology, theological assumptions, depth and accuracy, clarity and usefulness, appropriateness of the book for study, and the critique of the book as a confessional approach to the study of Old Testament is insightful and thorough. The author made good use of book reviews and had good interaction with his sources. This paper would be of use to anyone search for a text for a confessional Old Testament class.
