
University of North Texas
Science and Religion, PHIL 6550

Spring 2021

Professor: Dr. Terra Schwerin Rowe  
Email: terra.rowe@unt.edu  
Time: asynchronous, synchronous meetings on Wed 7-8:30 or 9
Location: Canvas
Office Hours: by Zoom, by appointment 
Office: ENV 310M

I. Rationale and course outline:  

In common parlance, the terms “science and religion” are still frequently paired with “conflict,” 
“warfare,” “competition,” or some variant. Indeed, there has been a significant trajectory of 
thought focused on the oftentimes very real and politically consequential areas of disconnect and 
tension between various aspects of the sciences and a particular expression of religion. Such 
conflict grand narratives, however, are often surprisingly recent and, at least from the perspective 
of critical religious scholars, historians of science, and many scientists, long since past. A 
surprising number of scientists, for example, still claim some kind of spirituality—and often a 
spirituality induced or informed by their empirical explorations. On the other hand, as physicist 
Steven Weinberg quips, “As far as I can tell from my own observations, most physicist today are 
not sufficiently interested in religion even to qualify as practicing atheists.” Whether spiritual 
beliefs persist among practicing scientists or scientists are “not sufficiently interested in religion” 
to even be in combat with it, from either perspective the era of warfare between science and 
religion is long in the past. 

On a more critical level, common questions or claims about THE relationship between religion 
and science broadly obscure the ways that “religion” and “science” have remained contested and 
shifting categories across time and space, or the fact that many religions have contributed to 
many sciences, or the ways that concepts of “religion” and “science” only came to be defined in 
relation to the other in modernity. What’s more, current research in critical race and gender 
studies is demonstrating that the conflict narrative broadly obscures the ways that religion and 
science have frequently worked together in remarkable harmony in order to oppress, dominate, 
colonize, and control. 

In addition to social justice concerns around race, gender, and colonization, current 
environmental concerns like climate change are broadly shaped by political currents and values 
that cannot be reduced to a singular narrative of conflict. Interpreting current climate denialism, 
for example, as a singular example of religion and science conflict dangerously obscures the way 
that energy science and oil extraction have been profoundly infused by religious or spiritual 
beliefs and values.
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In light of pressing environmental and social justice concerns that continue to emerge at the 
intersection of religion and science today, a complexified and nuanced understanding of the 
historical intersections of religion and science is increasingly imperative. This course will 
therefore take the following approach. In the first unit, we will examine the development of 
science and religion discourse as an independent field of study, starting with the still most 
common assumption that they are in conflict or combat; moving to more recent complication of a 
simple binary between religion and science; and finally attending to contextually grounded 
interactions between multiple religions and plural sciences. In this unit a central aim will be to 
disrupt two common conceptions that consistently center science and religion discourse around 
Western Christianity: either that the medieval and modern church suppressed science or 
conversely that (often Protestant) Christianity created modern science. Both must be disrupted as 
myths as they obscure the important contributions of ancient and medieval Hindu, Confucian, 
Buddhist, Jewish, and Muslim sciences. The second unit will focus more closely on the 
construction of modern Western science and religion, focusing on key late medieval shifts in 
Biblical interpretation as well as the emergence of modern atheism and mechanism. The third 
unit will take a critical approach, focusing on the power dynamics of the construction 
of“religion” and “science” as an exclusion of magic, myth, and disenchantment—exclusions 
with key race, gender, and colonial implications. Finally, the same critical approach will be 
applied to themes with key implications for energy policy and the climate crisis: energy science, 
climate science, and evolution. This section in particular will aim to unpack the religious 
dimensions of climate denialism and petro-philia. 

II. Outcomes:  

By the end of the course students should be able to: 
• Articulate a broad understanding of the complex historical relationships between religions and 

sciences in ancient, medieval and modern worlds. 
• Articulate contributions of not just Western Christianity, but of multiple religious and 

philosophical world views to the rise of modern science. 
• Articulate the convergent impact of religion and science on constructions of gender and race as 

well as justifications of colonialism and slavery. 
• Analyze the impact of various intersections of science and religion for current political 

decisions and environmental practices.
• Demonstrate the ability to efficiently summarize and analyze an author’s main argument, 

identify their key contributions to a wider conversation.
• Demonstrate the ability to construct an original thesis statement that is well supported by 

textual evidence from required sources. 

III. Format and Procedures:  
 
Due to the ongoing pandemic this course is being offered online in a hybrid format including 
asynchronous and synchronous elements. The class will emphasize discussion and will thus 
require consistent participation and engagement on asynchronous Canvas discussions and during 
synchronous Zoom meetings. Class participation is key since skills for coming up with your own 
unique ideas and communicating them clearly and persuasively will develop in class discussion 
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as we test ideas and have them challenged or built upon by other classmates from different world 
or disciplinary perspectives. This means more than just showing up for class. You should be 
prepared to be an active participant in class (having completed readings, reflected on them with 
critical thinking skills and finished any assignments), contribute to class discussion, take notes 
during class, and bring appropriate materials (especially the assigned reading and your notes on 
the reading) to Zoom meetings.

• Each week students will:
• Read or watch brief lecture material from Dr. Rowe, providing framing and 

background information for the readings.
• Read required materials as stated in the syllabus and in the appropriate Canvas 

modules. 
• Actively participate in a synchronous discussion on Wednesday nights.

• Lectures should be watched and readings read before the synchronous meeting. 
• As always, take good notes on the readings and be sure to have your notes and 

the required readings for the week readily accessible during the synchronous 
meeting. 

• At each synchronous meeting one (or two, depending on course enrollment) 
students will act as student forum leaders (see below for more information)

• Post a response to a discussion prompt based on the required readings, lectures, and 
discussion from the week by Thursday night. 

• Respond to the post of a classmate by Friday night

V. Course Requirements: 

1. Class attendance and participation policy:  
Given the importance of class participation, on time attendance each week is mandatory 
and unexcused absences will reduce your participation grade. Excessive tardiness will 
similarly affect your grade. More than physically being present, class participation 
entails: 

1. coming to class having read the assigned readings any other assignments 
completed.

2. critical reflection on the text.
3. bringing the assigned reading and notes to class every day.
4. taking notes in class on lectures and class discussion.
5. contributing to class discussion with your observations and opinions on the 

topic being discussed.
*An unexcused absence is 1) when you don’t show up in class without first 

communicating with the instructor and/or 2) don’t have an acceptable 
reason for missing class (even if you first communicate with the 
instructor). 

* If a student misses a class (whether it is an excused or unexcused absence) that 
student is responsible for class content, assignments missed, and 
upcoming due dates. Any time a class is missed the student is responsible 
for arranging with a classmate to take good notes and notifying of 
upcoming due dates and announcements.
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*Exceptions will only be made for emergency situations. In all cases, timely 
communication with your professor is key. 

2. Course readings:  
 (a) Required texts (for purchase at college book store or on the web):  

Keel, Divine Variations
Josephson-Storm, The Myth of Disenchantment

(b) Essays and book chapters (digital access provided through the library)
Alumkal, Paranoid Science 
Barbour, Ian, Religion and Science
Brooke and Numbers, Science and Religion Around the World
Caterine, “The Haunted Grid”
Daggett, “A Geo-theology of Energy,” The Birth of Energy 
Ferngren, Gary, Science and Religion: A Historical Introduction (2002)
Gillespie, The Theological Origins of Modernity
Grainger, “The Theology of Electricity,” Church in the Wild
Harrison, Territories of Science and Religion 

  Lindberg and Numbers, God and Nature
Numbers, Galileo Goes to Jail and Other Myths about Science and  

Religion
Perez Sheldon, “Breeding Mixed Race Women for Profit and Pleasure”
Perez Sheldon and Oreskes, “The Religious Politics of Scientific Doubt” 
Pietsch, “Lyman Stewart and Early Fundamentalism”
Tuana, The Less Noble Sex 

3. Assignments

Class participation 30%
Assignments each week will include an online asynchronous discussion post and 
response to a classmate. The participation grade will also include active 
engagement during synchronous meeting. For synchronous grading, see grading 
rubric at end of this document. Asynchronous discussion post rubric can be 
viewed in Canvas.

Forum leadership 20%
• Weekly forums will take place Wed 7-8:30 or 9. 
• Each forum will feature a question or series of questions posed by a student 

leader charged with addressing the question first and facilitating the week’s 
ensuing conversation
• Depending on enrollment, two students may be assigned to a day. In this 

case, students should communicate with their co-leader to divide readings 
and then independently plan two presentations/questions. 

• The forum leader will be charged with leading off conversation, raising 
important questions, or offering a distinctive ‘take’ on the reading with which 
the class will dialogue.
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• This will include a brief (10 min max) presentation of important information on 
the text and author, including:
• Author’s background, training, other notable work 
• A brief (2-3 sentence) statement of the main argument/thesis 
• identification of the key contribution the text is making in a particular 

discourse or the particular stakes of the conversation (i.e. what is at stake in 
this reading, for this author?)

• Discussion leadership:
• The background information on the author/text should serve to prepare the 

class for informed discussion. 
• The main focus of the student’s leadership should be on framing and 

opening particular questions for class discussion 
• As scholars the focus of most of our training is in offering “answers.” 

Too often we forget that it takes skill and practice to develop good 
questions as well—questions that can guide our research and 
questions to open a conversation for students.

• Questions could consider, but are not limited to:
• How does the author support their case and is it convincing/

successful? 
• Are there implications for this reading in current events? What 

illumination or insight does the reading offer? 
• A particular “take” or interpretation of the text might be offered and 

then opened for discussion and debate.

Book Review of Keel, Divine Variations  20%
• Requirements: 

• 5-8 pages, double spaced, Times New Roman
• Chicago style
• Check published book reviews in journal for proper book review formatting
• What to include in a book review: 

• Briefly place book in its context - past/current scholarly conversation 
on the topic. 

• Summarize the argument, which means not just covering the content 
of what they are saying, but also giving a sense of why and how they 
are saying it (what do they care about; what are they trying to do, and 
why; what are they at pains trying to correct, avoid, protect; what is 
their rhetorical strategy, etc.?) 

• Briefly address the significance of the argument—what is new about 
the approach, the evidence, the connections made, etc. 

• Give an assessment of its strengths and weaknesses, the success or 
failure in following through on its promise. Best to begin with as 
generous an appraisal as possible, then move to the “nevertheless," and 
note what could be stronger, or what you feel are outright problems— 
unexamined assumptions, contradictory logic, etc.  Both wholly 
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glowing and entirely condemnatory reviews are signals of weak 
readings.

Final paper and proposal 30%
Proposal:

Each student will submit a proposal for their final paper to the professor 
and classmates for review and suggestions. See guidelines in Canvas for 
what should be included.

Paper: 
MA: A 10-15 page, thesis driven paper, engaging at least 2 of our required 

reading texts, expanding on a topic covered in class.  
PhD: A 20 page publication worthy paper (an original argument in an 

essay that can be revised for publication) building from and 
synthesizing some of the key contributions of at least two of our 
authors (a minimum of five sources is expected). The essay should 
include an original thesis statement on the topic of religion and 
science. Submit also a brief proposal for a journal that would be a 
good fit for publication. Include why your essay would be a good 
fit for their journal and their submission/formatting instructions.

V. Grading Policies and Procedures 
Grading rubrics will be used to evaluate each assignment. These can be found at the end of this 
document. 

GRADING SYSTEM: 

 LATE ASSIGNMENTS: 
  All work is expected to be submitted by the designated due date. Late assignments will be 
docked 5%. Late assignments should be emailed to the instructor as soon as they are completed 
in order to avoid further grade penalty. If a student is absent from a class when an assignment is 
due, the student must email the assignment to the instructor the same day it is due in order to 
avoid penalty. 
 * As with attendance, exceptions will only be made for emergency situations. In all cases, 
timely communication with your instructor is key. 

VI. Academic Integrity
Students caught cheating or plagiarizing will receive a "0" for that particular assignment or 
exam. Additionally, the incident will be reported to the Dean of Students, who may impose 
further penalty. 

A 90-100 %
B 80-89 %
C 70-79 %
D 60-69%
F 0-59%
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According to the UNT catalog, the term "cheating" includes, but is not limited to: 
a. use of any unauthorized assistance in taking quizzes, tests, or examinations;  
b. dependence upon the aid of sources beyond those authorized by the instructor in writing 

papers, preparing reports, solving problems, or carrying out other assignments;  
c. the acquisition, without permission, of tests or other academic material belonging to a faculty 

or staff member of the university;  
d. dual submission of a paper or project, or resubmission of a paper or project to a different 

class without express permission from the instructor(s); or  
e. any other act designed to give a student an unfair advantage.  

The term "plagiarism" includes, but is not limited to:  
a. the knowing or negligent use by paraphrase or direct quotation of the published or 

unpublished work of another person without full and clear acknowledgment; and  
b. the knowing or negligent unacknowledged use of materials prepared by another person or 

agency engaged in the selling of term papers or other academic materials. 

VII. Acceptable Student Behavior 
Student behavior that interferes with an instructor’s ability to conduct a class or other students' 
opportunity to learn is unacceptable and disruptive and will not be tolerated in any instructional 
forum at UNT. Students engaging in unacceptable behavior will be directed to leave the 
classroom and the instructor may refer the student to the Dean of Students to consider whether 
the student's conduct violated the Code of Student Conduct. The university's expectations for 
student conduct apply to all instructional forums, including university and electronic classroom, 
labs, discussion groups, field trips, etc. The Code of Student Conduct can be found at http://
deanofstudents.unt.edu. 

VIII. Accommodations for students with disabilities (ADA statement) 
The University of North Texas makes reasonable academic accommodation for students with 
disabilities. Students seeking accommodation must first register with the Office of Disability 
Accommodation (ODA) to verify their eligibility. If a disability is verified, the ODA will provide 
you with an accommodation letter to be delivered to faculty to begin a private discussion 
regarding your specific needs in a course. You may request accommodations at any time, 
however, ODA notices of accommodation should be provided as early as possible in the semester 
to avoid any delay in implementation. Note that students must obtain a new letter of 
accommodation for every semester and must meet with each faculty member prior to 
implementation in each class. For additional information see the Office of Disability 
Accommodation website at http://disability.unt.edu. You may also contact them by phone at 
(940) 565-4323.

IX.  Inclusivity Statement
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Marist students represent a variety of backgrounds and perspectives. The professor is committed 
to providing an atmosphere for learning that respects diversity. Therefore, a portion of the 
student’s participation grade will reflect her/his ability to:

• share their unique experiences, values and beliefs
• be open to the views of others 
• honor the uniqueness of their colleagues
• value each other’s opinions and communicate in a respectful manner
• keep confidential discussions that the community has of a personal nature  

X. Retention of Student Records 
Student records pertaining to this course are maintained in a secure location by the instructor of 
record. All records such as exams, answer sheets (with keys), and written papers submitted 
during the duration of the course are kept for at least one calendar year after course completion. 
Course work completed via the Blackboard online system, including grading information and 
comments, is also stored in a safe electronic environment for one year. You have a right to view 
your individual record; however, information about your records will not be divulged to other 
individuals without the proper written consent. You are encouraged to review the Public 
Information Policy and the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) laws and the 
university’spolicy in accordance with those mandates at the following link: http://essc.unt.edu/
registrar/ferpa.html 

XI. Succeed at UNT 
UNT endeavors to offer you a high-quality education and to provide a supportive environment to 
help you learn and grown. And, as a faculty member, I am committed to helping you be 
successful as a student. Here’s how to succeed at UNT: Show up. Find Support. Get advised. Be 
prepared. Get involved. Stay focused. To learn more about campus resources and information on 
how you can achieve success, go http://success.unt.edu/. 

XII. Student Evaluation of Teaching (SETE) 
Student feedback is important and an essential part of participation in this course. The Student 
Evaluation of Teaching (SETE) is a requirement for all organized classes at UNT. This short 
survey will be made available at the end of the semester to provide you with an opportunity to 
evaluate how this course is taught. 
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XIII. Course Schedule 
(May change to accommodate guest presenters, weather events & student needs)

Week / Date Theme            Readings to be discussed    Assignment due
class 1

1/3
Introductions Introductions to one another and 

the theme of the course including 
an overview of the syllabus

• Read syllabus 
• Introduce yourself 

on Canvas

Unit 1 The Discipline of 
Science and 
Religion: from 
conflict to plurality 

class 2
1/20

From conflict thesis 
to four models 

• God and Nature, 
“Introduction” (1-10) 

• Harrison, ch. 1 (1-20) 
• Harrison, ch. 2 (21-34) 
• Barbour, Ch. 4, “Ways of 

Relating Science and Religion” 

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum leadership 
(one or two 
students assigned 
for each week)

class 3 
1/27

Complexity thesis: 
pluralizing religions 
and sciences  

• Science and Religion Around 
the World (SRAW hereafter), 
“Which Science? Whose 
Religion?,” (278-296) 

• Galileo Goes to Jail (GGJ 
hereafter) “Myth 2: That the 
Medieval Christian Church 
Suppressed the Growth of 
Science” (19-27) 

• GGJ, “Myth 9: That Christianity 
Gave Birth to Modern Science,” 
(79-89)

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership

class 4 
2/3

Ancient religions 
and natural 
philosophies  

• SRAW,  
• “Early Judaism” (20-27) 
• “Early 

Christianity” (67-71) 
• “Early Chinese 

Religions” (175-188) 
• “Early Indic 

Religions” (195-199) 
• “Buddhism” (210-220) 
• “African 

Religions” (229-48)

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership
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class 5 
2/10

Medieval religions 
and natural 
philosophies 

• SRAW, “Early Islam” (120-145) 
• Ferngren, Science and Religion, 

“Islam” (73-92) 
• GGJ, “Myth 4: That Medieval 

Islamic Culture Was 
Inhospitable to Science” (35-42) 

• SRAW, “Early Judaism” (27-41) 
• SRAW, “Early 

Christianity” (71-87)

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership

Unit 2 Constructing modern 
religion and science 

class 6 
2/17

Biblical 
interpretation and 
the invention of 
modern religion and 
science —

• Gillespie, “The Nominalist 
Revolution and the Origin of 
Modernity” (19-43) 
• Harrison, ch. 3

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership

class 7 
2/24

Unbelief, atheism, 
and mechanism

• Harrison, ch 4  
• SRAW, “Unbelief” (252-273) 
• GGJ, “Myth 13: That Isaac 
Newton’s Mechanistic Cosmology 
Eliminated the Need for 
God” (115-22) 
• GGJ, “Myth 16: That Evolution 
Destroyed Darwin’s Faith in 
Christianity—Until He 
Reconverted on His 
Deathbed” (142-151)

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership 
Proposal for 
final project due 

• Comment on at 
least one other 
proposal

Unit 3 Critical science and 
religion studies: 

Defining religion, science, and 
magic through race, gender, 
colonialism

class 8 
3/3

The myth of 
disenchantment 

Storm, The Myth of 
Disenchantment, Intro, ch. 1, 2

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership
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class 9 
3/10 

The myth of 
disenchantment

Storm, The Myth of 
Disenchantment, ch. 4, 10, 
conclusion

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership

class 10 
3/17 

Race • Keel, Intro, ch.1-2 • Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership

class 11 
3/24

Race • Keel, ch. 3-5 
• Attend Keel lecture (3/26, 2pm) 

• Critical review 
of Keel due 3/25

class 12 
3/31 

Race and Gender • Perez Sheldon, “Breeding 
Mixed-Race Women for Profit 
and Pleasure” (741-65) 

• Tuana, “Misbegotten 
Man” (18-50) 

• Perez Sheldon visiting our Wed 
Zoom session!

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• No individual 
forum leaders—
each come with 
a key question 
or point of 
discussion for 
Perez Sheldon

Unit 4 Energy science, 
climate science, 
evolution, and 
religion

class 13 
4/7

19th c:, evolution 
and religion  

• Alumkal, “Fear of a Darwinist 
Culture: The Intelligent Design 
Movement”  

• GGJ, “Myth 23: That 
‘Intelligent Design’ Represents 
a Scientific Challenge to 
Evolution” (206-214)  

• Daggett, “A Geo-theology of 
Energy” 

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership
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Evaluation Rubrics
Class Participation

class 14 
4/14

19th c: energy and 
religion  

• Caterine, “The Haunted Grid”  
• Grainger, “The Theology of 

Electricity”  
• Pietsch, “Lyman Stewart and 

Early Fundamentalism” 

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership 

• Final paper 
draft and 
bibliography 
due

class 15 
4/21

Climate change, 
skepticism and 
religion

• Perez Sheldon and Oreskes, 
“The Religious Politics of 
Scientific Doubt”  

• Alumkal, “Seeing Red Over 
Green Evangelicals” 

• Discussion post 
and response to 
classmate 

• Forum 
leadership (?)

April 26-30 Final Exam Week Final papers due 
6pm, April 27

10 —-9 
 points 

8——7 
 points

6——5 
 points

4———3 points 2–—-1  
point

The student 
participates in 
the discussion in 
timely and 
substantive ways

The student 
participates in 
class discussion 
every day with 
comments that 
are on task and 
contribute in a 
substantive way 
to the 
conversation

The student 
participates in 
class discussion 
most days with 
comments that 
are on task and 
contribute in a 
substantive way 
to the 
conversation.

The student 
participates in 
class discussion 
less than half the 
time with 
comments that are 
on task and 
contribute in a 
substantive way to 
the conversation

The student 
participates in 
class discussion 
rarely with a 
comment that is 
on task and 
contributes in a 
substantive way 
to the 
conversation

The student does 
not participate 
or is not on task

In class 
discussions the 
student 
demonstrates a 
substantial 
knowledge base 
from the 
assigned 
readings, 
presentations, 
and course 
content

The student’s 
contributions to 
discussions are 
clearly built on 
familiarity with 
and 
comprehension 
of assigned 
materials 
displaying higher 
levels of learning 
(analysis, 
synthesis)

The student’s 
comments are 
clearly built on 
familiarity with 
assigned 
materials but 
comprehension is 
slightly limited

The student’s 
comments are 
clearly built on 
some familiarity 
with assigned 
materials but 
comprehension is 
limited

The student’s 
comments are 
built on varying 
degrees of 
familiarity with 
assigned material 
and 
comprehension 
is quite limited

The student’s 
comments 
demonstrate a 
lack of 
familiarity with 
assigned 
materials and  
comprehension 
is severely 
limited
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Adapted from Mark A. Maddix, “Generating and Facilitating Effective Online Discussion,” in Best Practices of Online Education 
(ed. Mark A. Maddix, James R. Estep, and Mary E. Lowe; Charlotte, N.C.: Information Age Publishing, 2012), p.119

Forum leadership

In class 
discussions the 
student 
demonstrates 
respect for 
different 
opinions and an 
engaged attitude

The student 
always 
demonstrates 
respect toward 
instructor/ 
classmates/
invited guests 
and consistently 
maintains an 
engaged attitude 

Most of the time 
the student 
demonstrates 
respect toward 
instructor/
classmates/ 
invited guests 
and is engaged 
the majority of 
the time

About half of the 
time the student 
demonstrates 
respect toward 
instructor/ 
classmates/ 
invited guests and 
is engaged some 
of the time, but 
may be distracted 
by phone or 
internet use

Less than half 
the time the 
student 
demonstrates 
respect toward 
instructor/ 
classmates/ 
invited guests, is 
generally not 
engaged, and 
may be 
distracted by 
phone or internet 
use

The student has 
failed to 
demonstrate 
respect toward 
instructor/
classmates/ 
invited guests, is 
generally not 
engaged, and/or 
is consistently 
distracted by 
phone or 
computer us

10 —-9 
 points 

8——7 
 points

6——5 
 points

4———3 
points

2–—-1  
point

Brief presentation 
(10 min max): 

Presentation offers 
an excellent and 
informative 
overview of the 
author’s 
background, 
training, or notable 
work

Excellent Adequate Poor

The presentation 
briefly (2-3 
sentences) and 
accurately outlines 
the main project 
and/or argument of 
the reading 

Excellent Adequate Poor

The presentation 
excellently identifies 
the key contribution 
the text is making 
into a particular 
discourse and/or 
identifies the stakes 
of the conversation 

Excellent Adequate  
(some information 
missing or 
misrepresented)

Poor  
(Significant 
information 
missing or 
misrepresent
ed)
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Book Reviews

Discussion:  

The forum leader 
has prepared 
thoughtful, 
intriguing and 
engaging discussion 
questions related to 
the text

Excellent Discussion 
questions have 
been prepared, but 
could have used 
more thought so as 
to provoke an 
engaging 
discussion of the 
text

Poor

Discussion: 

The forum leader 
asks original 
questions that are 
open ended to 
facilitate a rich 
conversation

Excellent Adequate Poor

Discussion:  

The forum leader 
consistently keeps 
the conversation 
closely tied to the 
text, encouraging 
participants to 
demonstrate from 
where in the text 
they are drawing 
their conclusions

Excellent Adequate Poor

Discussion:  

The forum leader 
does an excellent job 
managing the 
conversation to 
ensure that multiple 
voices and diverse 
perspectives are 
heard

Excellent Adequate Poor

10 —-9 
 points 

8——7 
 points

6——5 
 points

4———3 
points

2–—-1  
point

The book review 
is in Chicago 
style and 
properly 
formatted as a 
book review (see 
journals for 
examples)

Excellent Adequate Poor
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The book is 
accurately 
placed in context 
(historical, 
cultural, and/or 
in relation to a 
scholarly debate)

The book is 
accurately placed 
in context 
(historical, 
cultural, and/or 
in relation to a 
scholarly debate)

The book is 
accurately placed 
in context, but 
this section could 
be developed 
more

The review misses 
key information 
about the context 
of the book

The review 
includes 
inaccurate or 
misleading 
information 
about the context 
of the book

Context is not 
addressed

The book review 
accurately 
summarizes the 
main arguments 
of the text

The book review 
excellently 
summarizes the 
main arguments 
of the text, 
covering not just 
content but 
addressing how 
and why the 
author is saying 
it

The review 
adequately  
summarizes the 
main arguments 
of the text, 
covering not just 
content but 
addressing how 
and why the 
author is saying 
it

The review covers 
mainly content 
and misses key 
information about 
how or why the 
author says what 
she/he does

The book review 
misses or 
misrepresents 
key arguments of 
the book

The summary 
section is 
missing

The review 
insightfully 
addresses the 
significance and/
or originality of 
the argument

The review 
insightfully 
addresses the 
significance and/
or originality of 
the argument

The review 
adequately 
addresses the 
significance and/
or originality of 
the argument

The review does 
not address the 
significance 
and/or 
originality of the 
argument

The book review 
includes an 
insightful and 
well articulated 
critical analysis 
of the author’s 
argument (Is the 
argument 
successful? Is is 
convincing? 
Does it fulfill the 
author’s 
promises?)

The book review 
includes an 
insightful and 
well articulated 
critical analysis 
of the author’s 
argument

The book review 
includes an 
adequate, 
underdeveloped, 
or unclear critical 
analysis of the 
author’s argument

The review is 
missing a 
critical analysis 
of the author’s 
argument 

The critical 
analysis is well 
supported with 
evidence (quotes 
and examples) 
from the text

The critical 
analysis is well 
supported with 
evidence (quotes 
and examples) 
from the text in 
proper style

More or better 
evidence could be 
given to support 
the reviewer’s 
critical analysis of 
the book

No evidence is 
given to support 
the arguments of 
the reviewer 

The book 
review is 5-8 
pages (double 
spaced, 12 pt, 
Times New 
Roman)

The book 
review is 5-8 
pages (double 
spaced, 12 pt, 
Times New 
Roman)

The review is 1 
page over or 
under the given 
range

The book 
review is 
excessively 
(more than 1 
page) long or 
short
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Final Paper
10 —-9 
 points 

8——7 
 points

6——5 
 points

4———3 points 2–—-1  
point

The proposal 
for the final 
paper was well 
thought out, 
organized, and 
included a 
description of 
the issue at 
stake, the 
working thesis, 
an outline, and 
a bibliography

The proposal for 
the final paper 
was well thought 
out, organized, 
and included a 
description of 
the issue at 
stake, the 
working thesis, 
an outline, and a 
bibliography

All elements 
present but are 
underdeveloped

One element of 
the assigned 
proposal missing 

Two or more 
elements of the 
assigned 
proposal missing 

No proposal was 
submitted 

The essay is on 
topic and 
answers the 
assigned 
questions

Excellent Good Poor

The student 
demonstrates 
the ability to 
develop a clear, 
concise, and 
original thesis 
statement

The thesis 
statement is 
clear, concise, 
original and 
compelling 

The thesis 
statement is clear 
and concise

The thesis 
statement could 
use improvement

The thesis 
statement is 
unclear, 
unoriginal, too 
narrow, or too 
broad for the 
assignment

The thesis 
statement is 
wholly 
inadequate or 
absent

The student 
demonstrates 
the ability to 
support and 
develop the 
thesis through 
reasoned 
arguments in 
the body of the 
paper 

The student 
demonstrates the 
ability to support 
and develop the 
thesis through 
reasoned 
arguments in the 
body of the 
paper 

The thesis 
statement is 
supported and 
developed in the 
body, but key 
questions or 
logical holes 
remain

The thesis 
statement is 
weakly 
supported or 
developed

The thesis 
statement is 
either not 
supported or 
remains 
undeveloped in 
the body of the 
paper

The thesis 
statement is not 
supported or 
developed

The essay 
demonstrates 
good 
organization 
(with 
introduction, 
body, and 
conclusion)

The essay shows 
excellent 
organization

Overall, the 
essay is well 
argued and 
organized, but 
could use 
improvement

The organization 
of the essay 
could use 
improvement

The essay is 
missing one of 
the following: 
introduction, 
body or 
conclusion

The essay lacks 
organization and/
or is missing key 
elements
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The essay is free 
from 
grammatical 
errors

The essay is free 
from 
grammatical 
errors

The essay 
contains minimal 
grammatical or 
spelling errors

The essay 
contains a few 
grammatical or 
spelling errors

The essay 
contains several 
grammatical or 
spelling errors

The essay 
contains 
excessive 
grammatical or 
spelling errors

The essay 
demonstrates 
proper use and 
citation of 
sources 
(Chicago Style, 
see Chicago 
Manual of Style) 
in the body of 
the paper and 
follows style 
guidelines 
outlined by the 
proposed 
journal 

The essay 
demonstrates 
proper use of 
sources to 
support and 
enhance the 
argument

The essay could 
be enhanced 
either  with more 
summary in the 
student’s own 
words or more 
direct quotation

Reference to the 
work of another 
person is cited 
but with 
incorrect style

The essay 
contains either 
too little or too 
many quotations 
that are 
incorrectly cited

The essay 
contains 
improper use of 
quotation and/
or does not cite 
sources 
properly (recall 
that plagiarism 
may result in 
failing the 
assignment, 
the course, or 
worse)

The argument  
is well 
supported by 
scholarly 
sources (2 of the 
required 
readings for 
MA and PhD, 
plus 3 other 
sources for 
PhD)

The argument is 
well supported 
by the required 
number of 
scholarly sources

The student has 
engaged the 
required number 
of sources but 
does not use 
them effectively 
to enhance the 
thesis

The student has 
engaged the 
required number 
of sources but 
misrepresents 
some of the 
author’s claims

The student has 
not done 
sufficient 
research

The essay is 
written with 
inadequate 
research

The 
Bibliography is 
properly 
formatted and 
sources are 
properly 
documented 
(use Chicago 
Manual of Style)

Bibliography is 
properly 
formatted and 
sources are 
properly 
documented

Bibliography 
contains 1 or 2 
errors in 
formatting or 
documentation 
style

Bibliography 
contains 3 or 4 
errors in 
formatting or 
documentation 
style

Bibliography 
contains 5 or 6 
errors in 
formatting or 
documentation 
style

Bibliography 
contains 
excessive errors 
in formatting or 
documentation 
style

Paper is 10-15 
page (MA) or 
15-20 pages 
long (PhD) 
(double spaced, 
12 point Times 
New Roman 
font, standard 
1-1.5” margins)

Paper is 10-15, 
or 15-20 pages 
long (give or 
take 1/2 a page)

Paper is more 
than 1 page 
longer or shorter 
than assigned

Paper is more 
than 2 pages 
longer or shorter 
than assigned

Paper is more 
than 3 pages 
longer or shorter 
than assigned

Paper is 
excessively long 
or short 

!  of !17 17


