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Stylistic Issues

First, the form, structure, and style will be critiqued. The title page has a couple of errors. The title of the paper should be double-spaced because it is on two lines. Also, the month “November” should be in all capital letters. The top margin on the Contents page should be one inch, but it is two inches. The top margin on page 1 of the paper is good, but there are three blank lines between the heading and the text because the second line is double-spaced (there should only be two blank lines). Likewise, the spacing on all the other headings in the paper are incorrect. The last sentence in the first paragraph of the introduction is a bit vague. A more precise rendering would be the following: “The course may also challenge the student to explore a new understanding of religious ethics; however, confessions of faith and witnessing must be avoided.” Two grammatical issues are in the second paragraph. First, “nor” should not be used in the second to last sentence unless “neither” is added somewhere. That sentence was also vague, and it should be restructured or split into two sentences. The last sentence begins with a non-specific use of the word “this.” The word “this” should precede the noun it is modifying if possible. Another occurrence of non-specific “this” is on the bottom of page 2 of the paper. The last sentence on page one needs a comma before “and” because it separates two independent clauses. It would be wise to avoid phrases like “and so on,” “turned off,” “in light of,” “or for that matter,” “this is not to say,” or “this is a thin line to walk” (they are too colloquial for formal papers). On page 2 of the paper, line 16, there is a double negative. The last sentence on page 2 should have a comma before “although” to separate the dependent and independent clauses. On the top of page three, an “at” needs to be removed from the following quote: “and at what level that work was done at.” There is a verb tense shift within a single sentence – “After evaluating the test…” on page 3. “those things” should be more specific (line 10 on page 3). The sentence that corresponds to footnote 4 should be restructured – it is vague and weak. SBL may or may not touch the issue of where the footnote should appear in the text, but to be on the safe side, it would be better to put footnotes 8, 13, 33, 38, and 39 at the end of the sentence instead of the middle of the sentence. 

The following sentence needs revision: “It is not enough to assign a writing project, the educator must also provide feed back.” It should either be two sentences, or it should have a semicolon after “project.” Also, feedback is one word, not two. The last sentence on page 4 should have a comma before “but” to separate two independent clauses. Also, there seems to be a subject-verb (or subject-direct object) disagreement in the same sentence.


The blocked quotation on page 5 should only be indented ½ an inch (a normal indention), but it is indented a full inch. Also, some of the words seem to be incorrectly capitalized at the beginning of the lines (possible auto-capitalization by MS Word).

After page 5, the page numbers stop (except for the first page of the appendices and the bibliography. On the top of page 6 (page 8 of the document), it appears as if the author meant “severely” but wrote “severally.” Self-understanding should be hyphenated (not two words) on the same page. Use of the first-person “our” and “we” could have been avoided (on the same page and on page 10 line 2). Well-designed can also be hyphenated.

The first paragraph on page 9 is only one sentence. Also, the author should have used a colon rather than a semicolon in the middle of the sentence. Where did the information come from in this sentence? No source is documented.


Page 9 line 5 needs a comma after “development.” Page 9 line 17 needs a comma after “who they are” to separate a dependent from an independent clause. Line 19 uses the exclusive term “she,” when inclusive language “he or she,” or “she or he” should have been used. Self-authorship could be hyphenated on line 21. 


Page 10, line 8 – the sentence should begin with “Through” rather than “Though.” Page 10 line 10 should read “educator’s” rather than “educator.” Life-long and self-directed can both be hyphenated. Line 13 needs a comma after “way” to separate the two independent clauses.


Page 11, line 2 – “of the teacher” should be revised to “the teacher” in order to fit in with the rest of the series.


The following sentence needs serious revision: “If one can connect these with the students’ life, all the better.” It may be a fragment, and “all the better” is a colloquial phrase. The following sentence also needs revision, as it is unclear: “Ignorance breeds hate, knowledge breeds understanding and thereby peace.”


On top of page 16, Tannis probably meant “emphasis” rather than “emphasizes.” On page 17, a better modifier could be used than “overly.” Page 16 – use of the exclusive term “laymen” should be changed to “laypersons.”


In Appendix A, the book titles and authors may have been more appropriately listed as headings. They are not sentences, but they have periods at the end, so they are fragments.


In the syllabus, there should not be parentheses around the publisher name and place of publication in the Hauer and Young textbook. On page 26, “Appointments” begins a sentence in number 4, so it should be capitalized. It may be helpful to divide the assignments into days (two to three class meetings per week) for undergraduate students.


In the bibliography, initials should have space between them (such as J. W. or E. D.).

Footnotes: Well done overall, but here are a few particulars.

14 – “Teaching Religion” and the page number are in a different font size than the rest of the footnote.

18 – no need for “pg” before the page number.

40 needs a comma after Fink and a period at the end.


Overall, the paper could have used a bit more grammatical revision. There are some specificity issues and some run-on/fragmented sentence issues. There are a few formatting problems (mainly with the headings). Overall, the style was a bit weak.
Content Issues

Although the teaching of this course in a public setting certainly would carry a group of prohibitions on the teacher, this course could also be taught at private and/or religious institutions. A quick Google search revealed the following schools that teach an Introduction to the Bible course and promote faith or Christianity: Ohio Valley University, Southern Nazarene University, California State University, Gustavus Adolphus College, and many more. This course could be taught in any number of settings.

In the Pedagogy section, I could not agree more with Tannis in terms of the “first task of the educator.” Knowing the student and knowing oneself is of primary importance. Along those same lines, a short survey and writing evaluation is a very good idea. A proper amount of pressure should be applied in a supportive environment for the maximum amount of learning. I agree with Tannis in her analysis of the teaching task.

Tannis has chosen material/topics well. One word of caution will be offered. Be careful not to discuss the current situation in the Middle East too much, for in doing so, you may get way behind on schedule. It may be helpful to offer politics and the Middle East as a paper topic.


The conclusion is helpful in discussing goals of the course. One suggestion that could make this discussion more comprehensive would be to integrate the specific requirements of the institution where the course is taught and the catalog description of the course into the goals of the course. 
The sample exam has a good balance of objective, short answer, and essay questions. The questions may be a little advanced, but they seem to be appropriate issues if they are covered well enough in class
Overall, the content was excellent.

