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Critique of Sam Harrelson’s paper on 

“Critical Biblical Studies and Confessional Biblical Studies”

The Use of Metaphor
The use of metaphor or analogies always falls short of the subject being compared.  The case is the same for the particular analogy used throughout this paper on Biblical Critical method and Biblical confessional method; nonetheless, the analogy does work beautifully.  The analogy easily works throughout the entire paper and the applications are understood with a great deal of difficulty.  By using the same metaphor throughout the entire discussion allowed the reader to better grasp the topic at hand the information coming from that topic.  The only down side from using the analogy doesn’t come from its exhaustive use but more from the necessary background information needed to make such a metaphor work.  One could ask, do I really need the lesson in physics to understand the topic at hand?  Or could the analogy have still been effective without the quantity of scientific information.  Though, admittedly, the time spent on educating the reader on the finer points of quantum physics may be well spent when examining the effectiveness of the metaphor toward helping one retain the information.
Close Relations Between Confessional and Critical


Another well done point throughout the paper was the observance of not only the differences between confessional and critical methods; but also the comparisons.  At one point they are referred to as brothers, and as two galaxies; both coming from the same place.  By pointing out the overflow of the two methods the subject is more truthfully understood.  Critical and Confessional are not simply two opposing methods of study but, as Sam points out, they are more appropriately to feuding brothers!  To view these methods as purely opposite paths seeking to gain dominance would produce a false, perverted view of either method.  This careful study of the contrast and comparisons of each method, maybe the most noteworthy part of the paper.  For given the enormously broad topic of “critical biblical studies and confessional biblical studies” it would be all too easy to turn the research paper into a two section analysis.  Where the first section speaks on one method and the other speaks on the second method; while this does a great deal of informing it fails to provide the more appropriate thought process found within this paper.  By not yielding to the obvious pull to pit one against the other and making valid comparisons between the two process (such as their origin) their contrast can be better understood.  
Breaking Down the Influences


The examination of the many influences on this subject is truly the difficult part of this specific topic.  Narrowing down the many contributes to the most important ones on such a ridiculously broad topic could be a research paper in it self.  Nonetheless those chosen seem to represent the major contributors to not only the formation of either Confessional study or Critical study; but also to the separation of the two methods.  Each section dedicated to the individual contributors is mostly equal in length.  While this allows for better flow and ease of comprehension, it also displays each contributor as equal in their influence.  That is probably an unlikely scenario and more time should probably have been spent those person’s that had the most impact.  But on the more positive side; by pointing out the contributions each writer/theologian made to either or even each method, Sam has compiled a satisfactory history and summary of the formation of both critical and confessional study.  
Style

The paper is written according to the SBL format of stylization.  It has a beautiful cover page, table of contents, and bibliography all conforming to the dominance of SBL.  The paragraphs are mostly equal in size and an appropriate length for ease of reading and retaining the information.  Overall it was a surprisingly entertaining paper on a doomed to be boring and bland subject of conversation; which may unintentionally result in a greater interest of quantum physics than the intended subject on the history of biblical study.  All humor aside, the paper provided adequate information on the creation of both methods of study and a well thought-out tool in which to study each method in correlation to the other.   
