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Teaching	Philosophy	

The most satisfying piece of student feedback I have ever received came in an unsolicited 
email, a portion of which read, “I admit that I did not have any interest in theology before I took 
your class, but I can honestly say that I was always intrigued in class, and you made learning the 
material fun and relatable. I used to feel very ignorant when it came to understanding religions 
and I feel much more comfortable and confident talking about different faiths and beliefs with 
others. You are also one of the few educators I've had that has taken so much time and attention 
to care about students.” I find it satisfying because it indicates that my two primary teaching 
goals—to invest in my students as people, and to captivate their imaginations—were effectively 
accomplished that semester. These two aims support what I believe is the overarching goal of 
teaching in higher education: to foster a lifelong lifestyle of learning in my students.  

Because of Marquette’s core theology requirements, most of my students are in class 
because they have to be, and not all of them are happy about it. Therefore, from the outset of 
class, I try to show them that the subject matter is inherently fascinating. I do this by provoking 
wonder and by pressing students to ask real and penetrating questions. As a result, some of my 
most engaged students are those who struggle with belief, like the one quoted above. I never 
know what it will be that provokes wonder in students, so I must be attentive to them so that 
when something does pique their interest, I am ready to capitalize on it and lead them deeper into 
the material. One semester, two students in particular spent the majority of class attempting to 
make sense of my claim that monotheism entails belief that God is “not a thing in the world.” 
For another student, reading Athanasius’s On The Incarnation sparked a very fruitful throughline 
for the course material, as she engaged with the doctrine of salvation in new ways.  

I want students to see that their pressing questions have a place within the discipline. Some 
of the best class sessions begin with me asking a provocative question, and trying to sustain a 
free-flowing discussion throughout the entire period. For instance, during a unit on salvation, 
students read the “Letter from a Birmingham Jail.” I began class by asking questions like, “How 
many of you believe in hell?” (not many) “How many of you think anyone will be in hell?” 
(even fewer). I then turned the conversation towards the civil rights movement and what it might 
have to do with what Christians mean by “salvation.” This led them into a more fulsome 
understanding of salvation than simply an ethereal afterlife far removed from the concerns for 
justice that motivate them here and now. 

I want to do more than merely interest my students. I want them to master content. 
Therefore, my teaching has an integral lecture component, which I use to introduce concepts and 
figures. However, even in lecture, my goal is student engagement through discussion, which I 
foster through active lecturing that uses quasi-socratic questioning to get them thinking, and 
prepare them for discussion. Discussion occurs either as a whole class or in smaller groups, and 
through a variety of activities including free-flowing dialogue, game type exercises, and debates. 

I seek to not only teach my students, but mentor them. A few semesters ago, I had a student 
who began the semester struggling. After a rather poor performance on her first exam, we began 
meeting regularly. I would offer her guidance in understanding course material, and also allow 
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her to ask more wide-ranging questions, or talk about her own interests. I saw her performance 
improve over the course of the semester, and by the end, she had a firm grasp on far more 
complex concepts (e.g., Feuerbach and Rahner) than the material that gave her trouble at the 
beginning of the semester. In another semester, I had a student who was very reserved in 
classroom discussions. Through after-class conversations, and her writing assignments, I realized 
that she was quite bright and had a lot to contribute to the class. To draw her out, I assigned her 
team-leadership for an in class debate (I asked if she would be willing to do this first!). She rose 
to the occasion, doing additional research, and even discovering that Nestorius was probably not 
actually a Nestorian. This historical insight captivated her throughout the semester. I was pleased 
to learn that after my class, she decided to major in theology. 

 My in class persona is an exaggerated version of myself: I lace my lectures with humor and 
(mis)appropriations of popular culture, giving them “hooks” for remembering concepts. This 
helps them to do more than commit material to short term memory for an exam, and then 
promptly forget it. Teaching my students to ask good questions will serve them even if they 
forget the content. Student performance and course evaluations demonstrate that this method is 
effective. My students outperform their counterparts in other sections of the same course, and my 
evaluations are uniformly above department and university averages. 
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THEO	1001:	Introduction	to	Theology:	God	and	Mystery	
Sections	123	and	124	
Syllabus	for	Fall	Semester	2016	
Eugene	R.	Schlesinger,	Ph.D.	
008-Z,	Marquette	Hall
eugene.schlesinger@marquette.edu
Office	Hours,	Monday	11:30–1:30;	Friday		12:30–1:30.

Welcome	to	THEO	1001:	Intro	to	Theology!	Our	goal	in	this	class	is	introduce	you	to	the	
major	texts,	themes,	methods,	and	especially,	questions	involved	in	studying	theology	as	an	
academic	discipline.	In	particular	we	will	wrestle	with	the	notion	of	the	central	
monotheistic	claim	that	there	is	one	God,	who	is	not	a	thing	in	the	world.		

Course	Description	
This	course	introduces	key	sources	and	questions	of	theology	as	reflection	upon	the	
worldview	and	core	narrative	found	in	Christian	tradition	and	scriptures.	St.	Augustine	
once	said,	"If	you	can	comprehend	it,	it	isn't	God."	But	if	that's	the	case,	how	can	we	even	
begin	to	engage	in	theology	(the	study	of	God)?	Our	reflections	will	be	guided	by	the	
proposition:	"God	is	not	a	thing	in	the	world."	If	we	think	of	God	as	just	another	thing	in	the	
world—even	the	biggest	or	most	important	thing,	or	the	thing	that	started	it	all—we	are	
not	thinking	about	what	Christianity	means	when	it	says	God.	Important	centers	of	gravity	
for	our	consideration	of	this	notion	of	God	and	mystery	include	creation,	human	freedom,	
the	identity	of	Jesus	Christ,	and	what	Christians	mean	by	"salvation."	
Background	in	theology	is	not	presupposed.	Prerequisite	to	all	other	courses	in	theology.		3	
credits.	

Core	Curriculum	Learning	Outcomes	
Upon	completing	this	core	curriculum	students	will	be	able	to	do	the	following	at	an	
introductory	level:	

• Describe	theologically	the	basic	content	of	the	Catholic	faith	in	relation	to	other
Christian	and	religious	traditions	as	well	as	other	worldviews.

• Interpret	theological	texts	and	frameworks	in	their	historical	contexts.
• Articulate	implications	of	Christian	faith	for	growth	in	holiness	and	promotion	of

justice	in	the	contemporary	world.

THEO	1001	Learning	Outcomes	
At	the	end	of	this	course,	students	will	be	able	to	do	the	following	at	an	introductory	level:	

• Demonstrate knowledge of the basic categories of theological reflection: biblical,
historical, systematic, and ethical.

• Analyze texts for their theological content according to their particular literary genres and
historical contexts.

• Utilize effective theological methods of research and argumentation.
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Required	Reading	
• Much	of	the	required	reading	will	be	provided	free	through	D2L.	However,	each

student	must	also	purchase	The	Catholic	Study	Bible,	3d	ed.	(New	York:	Oxford,
2016).	ISBN	(paperback):	978-0190267230

Dates	and	Places	

Meeting	Times	
Section	123:	
Monday,	Wednesday,	Friday	2:00pm	–	2:50pm.	565	David	Straz	Hall	

Section	124:	
Monday,	Wednesday,	Friday	3:00pm	–	3:50pm.	565	David	Straz	Hall	

Calendar	
This	class	is	structured	according	to	a	progression	of	11	units,	which	provide	an	overall	
narrative	to	the	course.	These	units	are	used	to	organize	material	on	D2L	as	well.		

All	readings	are	due	prior	to	class	on	the	assigned	date.	For	most	readings,	students	will	
receive	a	reading	guide	that	will	provide	direction	in	what	to	focus	on	for	each	reading	
assignment.	These	reading	guides	should	be	read	prior	to	the	assigned	reading	and	prior	to	
taking	the	reading	quiz	so	that	they	can	serve	the	function	of	preparing	students	for	those	
tasks.	Materials	not	included	in	the	required	textbook	can	be	downloaded	from	the	content	
section	of	our	class	website	on	Desire2Learn	as	detailed	above.	

Please	note	that	the	numerals	in	assigned	biblical	passages	indicate	chapters	unless	they	
follow	a	colon	(:),	in	which	case	they	indicate	verses	within	the	chapter	number	preceding	
the	colon.		Thus,	for	instance,	“Genesis	1-3,	6-9,	12”	refers	to	chapters	1	through	3,	6	
through	9,	and	12	in	the	Book	of	Genesis,	while	“Genesis	13:14-17”	refers	to	verses	14	
through	17	in	chapter	13	in	the	Book	of	Genesis.		Individual	reading	assignments	are	
separated	by	a	semi-colon	(;).	

Unit 1: Shifting our Understandings of Theology 

Monday 8/29  Introduction & Syllabus (no reading) 

Wednesday 8/31  Burton – “Study Theology Even if You Don’t Believe in God” 

Friday 9/2 Abbot – “Flatland”  

Unit 2: Israelite Monotheism: A New Understanding of God 
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Monday 9/5 NO CLASS: LABOR DAY 
Wednesday 9/7 Dr. Julian Hills’ “How to Operate Your Bible” (Video) 

Friday 9/9 Genesis 1–3; Enuma Elish 
Supplemental Reading: RG 120–124 in Catholic Study Bible1 

Unit 3: Covenant Theology: God and Israel in Relationship 

Monday 9/12  Noahide and Abrahamic Covenants  
 Genesis 6–9; 12; 15:1–18:15; 21–22 
Supplemental Reading: RG 125–129  

Wednesday 9/14  Mosaic Covenant   
 Exodus 1-3; 7; 11-12; 14; 19-20 
Supplemental Reading: RG 134–141  

Friday 9/16  Davidic Covenant  
 Exodus 24:1-25:22; 40  
 2 Samuel 5-7 
Supplemental Reading: RG 141–146, 200–201, 209–210 

Unit 4: Crisis and Covenantal Fulfillment 
Monday 9/19 Assyrian and Babylonian Conflicts 

Brief introduction to events and prophets (reading guide) 
Isaiah 6-8; 9:8-10:19; Annals of Sennacherib (Assyrian) 
Jeremiah 7; 11; Isaiah 45-46 (Babylonian)  
Supplemental Reading: RG 318–323, 331–332, 338–343 

Wednesday 9/21  Restoration, New Covenant, Messianic Themes 
 Isaiah 9:1-7; 10:20-12; 40; 52-53  
 Jeremiah 31  
 Daniel 7 
Supplemental Reading: RG 375–381 

Friday 9/23  No Reading – Review Day 

Monday 9/26  EXAM 1 

Unit 5: Jesus as Messiah – New Directions and Understandings 

Wednesday 9/28 Mark 1–8:26 

1 Supplemental Readings provide important background for the biblical texts we’ll be discussing, but are not, 
themselves, where our focus lies. All supplemental readings are taken from the “Reading Guide” section of the 
Catholic Study Bible.  
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Supplemental Reading: RG 428–436 

Friday 9/30  Mark 8:27–16:20 
Supplemental Reading: RG 436–442 

Unit 6: From Jesus as Messiah to Jesus as God to God as Trinity 

Monday 10/3  John 1:1-18; Philippians 2:6-11; Colossians 1:15-20 

Wednesday 10/5 Barnes – “Introduction to Creeds” 
Creed of Constantinople 

Friday 10/7 Definition of Chalcedon 

Unit 7: Jesus, Salvation, and the Church 

Monday 10/10 Athanasius – “On the Incarnation” 3–10 
 Romans 5:12–21; Revelation 21:1–22:5 

Wednesday 10/12  Athanasius – “On the Incarnation” 20–32  

Friday 10/14 John 14–17; Acts 2; 1 Cor 11–13  

Monday 10/17 Selections from Lumen gentium   

Wednesday 10/19 Class Exercise: The Council of Milwaukee  

Friday 10/21  Midterm Break – No Class 

Unit 8: Islam – Clarification Through Contrast 

Monday 10/24 Esposito – “Islam Overview” selections 
Murata & Chittick – “Summary of excerpts from The Vision of Islam” 

Wednesday 10/26 Cornell – “God in Islam” 

Friday 10/28 Review Day 

Monday 10/31  EXAM 2  

Unit 9: Gender and the Mystery of God 

Wednesday 11/2 Julian of Norwich – “Revelations of Divine Love” 20, 58, 60 

Friday 11/4 Johnson – “A Theological Case for God-She”  
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Unit 10: The Being of God 

Monday 11/7 Thomas Aquinas – Summa Theologica 1.2.1–3 

Wednesday 11/9 Thomas Aquinas – Summa Theologica 1.3.1–4  

Friday 11/11 Thomas Aquinas – Summa Theologica 1.9.1, 1.10.1–3 

Monday 11/14 Dawkins – Selections from The God Delusion  

Wednesday 11/16 Debate: The Existence of God (or Not) 

Unit 11: God in All Things 

Friday 11/18 Karl Rahner – “Excerpts from ‘The Experience of God Today’” 

Monday 11/21 Letter from 8 Alabama Clergymen; Martin Luther King, Jr. – “Letter from 
a Birmingham Jail.” 

11/23 – 11/27  Thanksgiving Break. No Classes. 

Monday 11/28 Ignatius of Loyola – Selections from the Spiritual Exercises 

Wednesday 11/30  Selections from Gaudium et spes 

Friday 12/2  David Foster Wallace – “This is Water” (Video) 

Conclusions: What Have We Learned? 

Monday 12/5 Student Review Presentations 

Wednesday 12/7 Student Review Presentations 

Friday 12/9 Exam Review and Course Evaluations 

Policies	

Technology	
Students	are	not	permitted	to	use	laptops	or	cell	
phones/smartphones	in	class.	They	are	distracting	to	the	students	
using	them	and	to	those	around	them.	Students	who	have	a	
particular	need	for	an	exception	should	speak	with	the	instructor.	
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Instructor	reserves	the	right	to	adjust	a	student’s	participation	grade	if	a	student	refuses	to	
abide	by	this	policy.	

Attendance	
Marquette	Policy	
Regular	attendance	is	an	important	part	of	any	class.	This	course	follows	the	official	
Marquette	University	policy	on	attendance.		
In	this	policy,	no	distinction	is	made	between	excused	and	unexcused	absences,	with	the	
following	exceptions:	

1. Absences	resulting	from	legal	obligations	(such	as	jury	duty).
2. Absences	resulting	from	university	sanctioned	activities	and	related	travel.

Other	than	these	exceptions,	all	absences	in	this	course	will	be	considered	unexcused.	In	
accordance	with	university	policy,	a	student	who	misses	more	than	6	classes	by	the	
deadline	for	withdrawal	(11/18/2016)	is	liable	to	be	dropped	from	the	class	with	a	grade	
of	WA	[Withdrawn	for	excessive	absences].	For	more	information	about	the	official	
Marquette	University	policy	on	attendance,	see	here:	
http://bulletin.marquette.edu/undergrad/academicregulations/#attendance.	

Course	Policy	
In	addition	to	the	university	policy,	the	following	rules	and	regulations	regarding	
attendance	apply	in	this	course.		

• Every 2 absences will lower the student’s participation grade (worth 10% of the final
grade) by one full letter grade (for example, A to B).

• If a student has not missed 6 classes by the deadline for withdrawal (and therefore is not
dropped), but--after the withdrawal deadline--continues to accumulate absences such that
she ends up with more than six absences for the semester, her final grade will be reduced
a further half letter grade (for example, A to AB) for every additional absence beyond 6
absences.

• Students are responsible for informing the instructor of all absences no later than 24
hours after the absence occurs, and for making efforts to catch up on any missed material.

Grading	Scale	
	The	grade	for	this	course	will	be	calculated	as	follows:	

10%	–	Class	Participation	
15%	–	Quizzes	and/or	Worksheets	
20%	–	Exam	1	(Monday,	September	26)	
25%	–	Exam	2	(Monday,	October	31)	
30%	–	Final	Exam	(See	exam	schedule)	

Academic	Honesty	
Marquette	University	takes	Academic	Honesty	seriously.		These	classes	will	follow	the	
official	university	policies,	which	recognize	four	major	kinds	of	academic	dishonesty:	

Grade	 Percentage	
F	 0	–	59.99	
D	 60	–	64.99	
CD	 65	–	69.99	
C	 70	–	77.99	
BC	 78	–	82.99	
B	 83	–	87.99	
AB	 88	–	92.99	
A	 93	–	100	
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cheating,	dishonest	conduct,	plagiarism,	and	collusion.		The	whole	policy	may	be	found	at:	
http://bulletin.marquette.edu/undergrad/academicregulations/#academichonestypolicy	
Students	are	encouraged	to	ask	their	instructor	if	they	have	any	questions	about	whether	a	
particular	activity	might	violate	the	policy.				

Acts	of	academic	dishonesty	may	include,	but	are	not	limited	to	the	following:	
• Copying	material	from	a	web	page	and	submitting	it	as	one’s	own	work.
• Quoting	extensively	from	a	document	without	making	proper	reference	to	the
course.	Quotation	marks	must	be	placed	around	the	cited	material	and	the
bibliographic	information	about	the	source	given	in	a	footnote.

• The	illegitimate	use	of	materials	in	any	form	during	a	quiz	or	examination.
• Copying	answers	from	the	quiz	or	examination	paper	of	another	student.
• Plagiarizing	(submitting	as	one’s	own	ideas	the	work	of	another)	or	falsifying
materials	or	information	used	in	the	completion	of	any	assignment	which	is	graded
or	evaluating	as	the	student’s	individual	effort.

• Obtaining,	through	theft,	bribery,	or	collusion,	or	otherwise	improperly	securing	an
examination	paper	prior	to	the	time	and	date	for	the	administration	of	the
examination.

• Use	of	an	examination	paper	previously	administered	(e.g.,	during	an	earlier
semester)	without	the	consent	of	the	instructor	who	authored	the	examination.

• Furnishing	credentials	that	have	been	earned	by	another	person,	or	falsifying
records,	transcripts,	or	other	academic	papers	in	order	to	falsely	present	one’s
academic	position.

• Impersonating	a	candidate	at	an	examination	or	availing	oneself	of	such	an
impersonation.

• Intentionally	interfering	with	any	person’s	scholastic	work	(e.g.,	by	damaging	or
stealing	laboratory	experiments,	computer	files,	or	library	materials).

• Submitting	the	same	work	for	more	than	one	course	without	the	consent	of	the
instructors	of	each	course	in	which	the	work	is	submitted.

• Aiding	or	abetting	any	such	offenses.

Academic	Integrity	

Marquette	University	Honor	Pledge:	

I	recognize	the	importance	of	personal	integrity	in	all	aspects	of	life	and	work.	I	commit	
myself	to	truthfulness,	honor,	and	responsibility,	by	which	I	earn	the	respect	of	others.	I	
support	the	development	of	good	character,	and	commit	myself	to	uphold	the	highest	
standards	of	academic	integrity	as	an	important	aspect	of	personal	integrity.	My	
commitment	obliges	me	to	conduct	myself	according	to	the	Marquette	University	Honor	
Code.		http://www.marquette.edu/provost/integrity-pledge.php	

Student	Obligations	Under	the	Honor	Code	

1. To	fully	observe	the	rules	governing	exams	and	assignments	regarding	resource
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material,	electronic	aids,	copying,	collaborating	with	others,	or	engaging	in	any	
other	behavior	that	subverts	the	purpose	of	the	exam	or	assignment	and	the	
directions	of	the	instructor.	

2. To	turn	in	work	done	specifically	for	the	paper	or	assignment,	and	not	to	borrow
work	either	from	other	students,	or	from	assignments	for	other	courses.

3. To	give	full	and	proper	credit	to	sources	and	references,	and	to	acknowledge	the
contributions	and	ideas	of	others	relevant	to	academic	work.

4. To	report	circumstances	that	may	compromise	academic	honesty,	such	as
inattentive	proctoring	or	premature	posting	of	answers.

5. To	complete	individual	assignments	individually,	and	neither	to	accept	nor	give
unauthorized	help.

6. To	accurately	represent	their	academic	achievements,	which	may	include	their
grade	point	average,	degree,	honors,	etc.,	in	transcripts,	in	interviews,	in
professional	organizations,	on	resumes	and	in	the	workplace.

7. To	report	any	observed	breaches	of	this	honor	code	and	academic	honesty.

Quizzes	&	Worksheets	
Each	class	period	of	the	semester	will	have	either	a	quiz	or	a	worksheet	to	be	completed	
after	finishing	the	readings	and	before	class.		Quizzes	will	be	administered	through	D2L;	
worksheets	will	be	available	on	D2L,	and	can	be	submitted	through	that	platform.	In	total,	
these	activities	will	make	up	15%	of	the	student’s	final	grade.		

Reading	quizzes	are	due	at	noon	the	day	of	class	and	are	not	available	until	the	previous	
quiz	is	submitted.	For	example,	quiz	1	opens	Monday	August	29th	at	4:00	PM	and	closes	on	
Wednesday	August	31	at	noon,	and	it	covers	the	reading	due	for	Wednesday.	Quiz	2	will	
then	open	four	hours	later	at	4:00	PM.	Students	will	have	ten	minutes	to	complete	the	quiz	
once	they	have	started	it,	and	will	not	be	able	to	re-take	a	quiz	once	it	has	been	submitted.		

Late	Work	
If	some	emergency	arises	which	makes	compliance	with	the	due	date	policies	spelled	out	in	
the	syllabus	impossible	in	a	given	instance,	the	student	must	discuss	the	situation	IN	
ADVANCE	with	the	instructor	and	work	out	some	alternative.	Students	who	miss	class(es)	
because	of	involvement	in	university-sanctioned	activities	or	because	of	the	fulfillment	of	a	
legal	obligation	must	make	arrangements	with	the	instructor	for	alternative	assignments.	

Completion	of	all	written	and	reading	assignments	is	required	by	the	class	they	are	due.	
Late	assignments	will	receive	a	letter	grade	less	than	they	earn	for	each	day	they	are	late.	
They	will	not	be	accepted	if	more	than	a	week	late	excepting	major	personal	emergencies,	
which	must	be	documented.	However,	the	Marquette	University	Student	Health	Service	
does	not	provide	documentation	of	illness,	or	of	a	visit	to	the	Student	Health	Service.	
Likewise,	college	and	other	university	offices	(e.g.,	Office	of	the	Dean,	Counseling	Center	
and	Student	Affairs)	do	not	provide	documentation	of	an	absence	on	behalf	of	the	student.	

Students	with	Disabilities	
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If	you	have	a	disability	that	requires	accommodations	and	you	are	registered	with	the	
Office	of	Disability	Services,	please	contact	your	instructor	during	the	first	week	of	class.	
Having	that	information	early	will	enable	me	to	ensure	that	your	learning	needs	will	be	
appropriately	met.	If	you	are	unsure	of	what	you	need	to	qualify	for	services,	visit	the	Office	
of	Disability	Services’	website	or	contact	the	Office	at	414-288-1645.		The	office	is	located	
on	the	fifth	floor	of	the	707	building,	Room	503.		

If	during	the	semester	particular	needs	develop	because	of	illness,	injury,	family	death	or	
similar	emergency,	please	notify	the	instructor	as	soon	as	possible	so	special	arrangements	
can	be	made	to	provide	the	assistance	you	need.	

Notice:	This	course/section	is	taught	by	adjunct	(i.e.	temporary	or	part-time)	faculty.	
Adjunct	faculty	differ	from	permanent,	full-time	faculty	(i.e.	assistant,	associate,	and	
full	professors)	in	a	number	of	important	respects:	

• Adjunct	faculty	are	hired	on	a	course-by-course	basis.	Future	employment	is	not
guaranteed	regardless	of	previous	work	history,	and	remains	at	the	discretion	of	the
administration	depending	on	the	budgetary	situation.

• Adjunct	faculty	are	paid	a	flat	rate	for	each	course	taught.	This	rate	is	normally
set	by	the	school’s	central	administration	and	applies	equally	to	all	courses	and
departments.	It	is	not	tied	to	the	workload	for	a	given	course	and	does	not	include
standard	full-time	employment	benefits,	such	as	health	coverage.	Please	note	that
some	adjuncts	may	need	to	carefully	manage	the	hours	they	work	in	order	to	keep
their	compensation	above	minimum	wage.

• Adjunct	faculty	are	not	provided	with	private	office	space.	Most	adjuncts	share
office	space	with	a	number	of	other	temporary	faculty	members.	Please	note	that
this	can	limit	their	availability	outside	of	posted	office	hours.

• Many	adjunct	faculty	work	multiple	jobs.	Many	adjunct	faculty	teach	at	multiple
schools	and/or	work	other	jobs.	Please	note	that	this	can	limit	their	availability
outside	of	posted	office	hours.

• Adjunct	faculty	have	limited	administrative	powers.	As	contract	employees,
adjunct	faculty	may	not	normally	serve	as	undergraduate	advisors,	graduate
supervisors,	or	student	advocates,	and	may	not	oversee	independent	research
projects.	They	also	may	not	usually	sponsor	campus	clubs	or	other	extracurricular
activities.

Please	note	that	adjuncts	work	very	hard	to	keep	these	limitations	from	affecting	
students’	educational	experiences	whenever	possible.	In	those	rare	circumstances	
where	this	is	not	possible,	we	ask	for	your	understanding	and	support.	

Opportunity: Minor in Theology 
The 3 credits of this class count towards the fulfillment of a Minor in Theology (18 credits).  
For more information about the minor please consult the Director of Undergraduate Studies, Dr. 
Ulrich Lehner: ulrich.lehner@marquette.edu 
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CCS 100 U: Latin America: “Christianity from Below” 
Fall 2016 

MWF 8:00am – 9:10am 
Main Hall, 310 

Contact Information 
Instructor: 
Eugene R. Schlesinger, Ph.D. 
Office Location: MacAllister B003A 
262-226-6854 (email preferred)
eschlesi@carrollu.edu
Office Hours
Mondays 9:30–10:30am
Fridays 9:30–10:30am

Orientation Mentor: 
Mr. Mark Carroll 
815-302-7818
mcarroll@pio.carrollu.edu

Course Description 
 The Cultural Seminar is an academic course for all freshmen on the study of culture.  All sections 
will ask students to explore their own culture and a culture different than their own and demonstrate 
understanding of a global issue from multiple perspectives.  While all courses are on culture, each 
section uses a different topic through which students will study culture.  Students will work on 
reading and oral communication skills, on information fluency skills, and they will also be assisted by 
Orientation Mentors to help with their transition to college.  The course will have several common 
elements: a common reading, common learning outcomes, a common oral exam and culminating 
assignment, and orientation and convocation experiences.  The Cultural Seminar serves as a 
foundation course for four other cross-cultural courses in the General Education Program. 

In this section of cultural seminar, we will consider the question: Do cultural forces determine 
religious beliefs and practices, or does religion determine culture, or both, or neither? This section 
will explore the distinct form that the Christian religion has taken in Latin America, and how 
particular cultural forces have given shape to this unique manifestation of Christianity. North 
Americans tend to view Christianity “from above,” in terms of power, influence, affluence, and so 
on.  By examining key examples of Christian belief and practice from Latin America, we will see that 
these assumptions about Christianity may have more to do with the wealth, power, and cultural 
outlook of North America than with Christianity. The Latin American experience of poverty, war, 
and social unrest gives shape to an understanding of Christianity “from below” with very different 
assumptions about how Christianity and culture should interact than we find in our own 
contexts.  Christianity is the test case for an understanding of cultural influences here. No particular 
faith commitments or prior knowledge of Christianity are required or expected for this class. 

Course Objectives 
Upon successful completion of the Cultural Seminar, students will be able to: 

1. Demonstrate understanding of similarities and differences between the student's own culture
and a different culture.

2. Demonstrate understanding of multiple perspectives of a global issue through the common
reading and the course topic.
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3. Be able to express orally and in writing, with supporting materials, an understanding of student’s
own culture and a different culture.

4. Demonstrate information fluency by gathering, analyzing, and synthesizing information using
emerging technologies and traditional media (which supports Learning Outcome #7).  Students
will address the following:

a. Demonstrate the ability to gather and integrate information from a variety of sources.
b. Demonstrate the abilities to assess the credibility and to weigh the value of

information from different sources.
c. Communicate knowledge using emerging technologies.

5. Demonstrate familiarity with Carroll University policies, procedures and support services which
help to facilitate academic success through participation in the following required course
components (which supports Learning Outcomes #1 and #7):

a. Orientation Component: ITS/Library Introduction Session (right before classes start).
b. Library Sessions (during semester):

i. Two library sessions conducted by Librarians and Career Counselors
ii. One on-line library session.

c. One session with Office of General Education to discuss CCE
d. Check-in Meeting will be scheduled during regular faculty office hours.
e. Short in-class presentation by Director of Student Success.
f. Optional: Other campus presentations and activities will be offered for students and

details shared with Cultural Seminar faculty.  Faculty may require and/or include
additional transitional elements as they deem appropriate, e.g. Advising & Registration,
Walter Young Center, Health Center, Student Organizations Fair, etc.

6. Demonstrate understanding of the distinctive shape(s) taken by Christian belief and practices in
Latin America, and be able to articulate some of the cultural forces and conditions that
contribute to this shape.

The instructor and the University reserve the right to modify, amend, or change the syllabus (course
requirements, grading policy, etc.) as the curriculum and/or program require(s). 

Expectations of Students/Classroom Ethos 
Welcome to college! Successful learning happens a bit differently here. In a class like this, our success 
or failure turns upon your engagement with the material. The point is less “you come here and aquire a 
bunch of facts to remember (at least until the exam),” and more, “we come together and engage with 
each other and ideas.” We’re not learning information so much as we are learning how to think well. 
For this reason, your participation in class is essential for the class’s success. The process of our class 
discussions will have more to do with what you learn than any information the professor might give 
you in a lecture. 

So, in the interest of having the best possible classroom discussions, I expect students to conduct 
themselves in a professional, courteous, and respectful manner at all times.  It is especially important 
that respect and courtesy be extended to your classmates, because in order to truly engage with ideas, 
our classroom needs to be a safe place to do so. To that end: 

a. We will be discussing potentially controversial ideas (including religion), which may be
challenging to your own thoughts, beliefs, and opinions. It is important that even when we
disagree with each other, or the material (or whatever) that we do so in a respectful manner.
So there will be no disparaging comments about anyone on the basis of religion (or lack of
religion), sex/gender/orientation, ethnicity, political viewpoints, and so on. We will be
discussing (and even arguing) about ideas, not people.
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b. Think of the classroom as an opportunity to try on new ideas. You’re not bound to
anything you say in the classroom (though see point a above, about what sorts of remarks
are permitted). Feel free to experiment with and abandon ideas.

c. A safe space means that you are free from personal attack or marginalization. It does not
mean that you are free from hearing or engaging with ideas with which you disagree, or
even ideas that you find offensive.

d. Respectful conversation means allowing others the time and opportunity to share their
viewpoints. If you are monopolizing the conversation, I will ask you to give others a chance.

Students are not permitted to use laptops or cell phones/smartphones in class. They are distracting to the 
students using them and to those around them. Students who have a particular need for an 
exception should speak with the instructor. Professor reserves the right to adjust a student’s 
participation grade if a student refuses to abide by this policy. 

Texts and Required Materials 
• Social & Cultural Anthropology:  A Very Short Introduction by John Monaghan & Peter Just. Oxford

University Press, 2000. ISBN: 978-0192853462
• Liberation Theology: An Introductory Reader - Edited by Curt Cadorette, et al. Wipf & Stock, 2004.

ISBN: 978-1592446735
• Latin American Theology: Roots and Branches - by Maria Clara Bingemer. Orbis, 2016. ISBN: 978-

1626981843

Assignments 

Class Participation: Participation includes attendance, attentiveness, and contributions in class, as well 
as a check-in visit to my office hours during the first month of classes. 

Reading Quizzes: There is potentially a quiz on the reading each day of class. Each day at the beginning 
of class some lucky student will roll a die to determine whether or not there will be a quiz (even number 
= yes, odd number = no). A second roll of the die will determine how many questions the quiz will 
consist of (1–6). The lowest four quiz grades will be dropped. 

Culture Reflection: At the end of our initial unit on culture, you will write a brief (1–2 page) essay, 
which (1) answers the question “what is culture?”, (2) reflects upon some aspect of your own culture, 
and (3) states what you most look forward to in the rest of the course. Due September 16. 

Oral Exam: During the week of October 10–14, students will take an oral exam (lasting about 10 
minutes) covering the material from Monaghan and Just’s Social & Cultural Anthropology. Students will 
schedule a meeting time during October 12 or 14, or sign up for a slot outside of class to discuss this 
material with the professor. 

Reading Presentation: Each student will sign up for one class session for which he or she will be 
responsible for a 5–10 minute presentation on the reading. This presentation will cover the following: 
(1) your best understanding of the “main point” of the reading, (2) what you found most interesting or
puzzling about the reading and why, and (3) a set of 1–5 questions that you would like us to be sure to
discuss during our time together.
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Romero Reflection: In November we will watch the film Romero. Each student will complete a short 
reflection paper of 300–500 words connecting the film to one or more themes from the course up to 
that point. Due November 16. 

Signature Assignment: Select a previous activity or assignment in the course which you believe best 
represents your growth toward understanding the similarities and differences between your culture and 
a different culture. Type a 3 page double spaced (about 750 word) critical reflection describing the 
impact of the experience/assignment on your understanding of culture. Further details will be provided 
in the signature assignment handout. Due December 12. CCS 100 is a component of the Pioneer Core 
and satisfies a cross cultural requirement. Students are required to upload their signature assignment to 
their Carroll University X Drive, in their ‘1-CCS100’ folder, by December 12. A Screenshot, showing 
that the assignment has been uploaded to the X Drive, must be sent to your instructor. Your 
assignment will not be graded until Dr. Schlesinger sees the screenshot. 

Final Presentation: During our final exam period, we will have group presentations of about 20 
minutes. A handout will be provided, giving more detail about this assignment.  

Evaluation 
Letter grades will be assigned according to these percentages: 

A     93-100%  B      83-87.9% C  70-77.9% 
AB   88-92.9% BC   78-82.9% D  60-69.9% F   0-59.9% 

Weight of Assignments 
Participation  10% 
Reading Quizzes: 10% 
Culture Reflection  10% 
Oral Exam:    15% 
Reading Presentation: 10% 
Romero Reflection 10% 
Signature Assignment:   15% 
Final Presentation: 20% 

Policies.   
A key component of this course is an introduction to the culture of higher education, which is distinctly 
different from the culture of high school.  As such, please pay close attention to the policies outlined 
below. 

Attendance  
After the equivalent of one week of absence (3 class sessions) the grade will be adversely 
effected. The equivalent of two weeks of absence (6 class sessions) may result in failure of the 
course or being asked to withdraw. 

Late Work 
The basic policy is this: do your work, and do it on time. 
Any work turned in after its due date will be docked a full letter grade for each day later than its 
due date. So, for instance, if you turn in a B worthy project a day late, it will earn a C, two days late 
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and it’s a D.  
Only in extreme circumstances will you be allowed to make up an exam, and then, only in 
consultation with the professor. 
There are no make-up quizzes (though I drop your lowest four).  

Written Assignments 
Any written assignment will be double spaced, with one inch margins, and 12 point font. A 
standard font (such as Times New Roman) should be used. Assignments will be submitted via the 
eLearning portal. Improperly formatted assignments may be returned for reformatting. If this 
results in their being late, they will be subject to a late penalty. 

Academic Integrity. 

There is a procedure in place at Carroll to deal with academic misconduct (e.g. plagiarism, impeding 
the academic work of other students, etc.). See Section V of the Student Handbook, “Academic 
Policies and Procedures: Policies and Procedures on Student Academic Integrity.” Academic 
misconduct will be dealt with in this class according to Carroll’s procedure and may result in 
sanctions such as: a lower or failing grade on an assignment, a lower or failing grade in the class, 
suspension from the College. Any assignment on which you cheat will automatically be given a 
zero. Depending upon the severity of the offense the penalty may be more severe. Please read the 
procedure in the student handbook and be informed particularly of plagiarism (i.e. claiming credit 
for the work of another without proper authorization or citation). Ignorance is no defense for 
plagiarism.  

Academic Support 
The Learning Commons, located in the bottom floor of the Library, offers tutoring, writing 
assistance, and study skills assistance as well as group study rooms and places to study. For more 
information, go to:  http://www.carrollu.edu/Learningcommons/    See also information about the 
writing center and upcoming workshops:  
http://www.carrollu.edu/learningcommons/writingcenter.asp?nav=5790  

Accommodations for Disabilities:  Students with documented disabilities who may need 
accommodations, or any student considering obtaining documentation should make an 
appointment with Ms. Marty Bledsoe, Director of Services for Students with Disabilities, no later 
than the first week of class.  She can be reached by calling 524-7335 or contacting her via e-mail at 
mbledsoe@carrollu.edu.  

Notice: This course/section is taught by adjunct (i.e. temporary or part-time) faculty. 
Adjunct faculty differ from permanent, full-time faculty (i.e. assistant, associate, and full 
professors) in a number of important respects: 

• Adjunct faculty are hired on a course-by-course basis. Future employment is not
guaranteed regardless of previous work history, and remains at the discretion of the
administration depending on the budgetary situation.

• Adjunct faculty are paid a flat rate for each course taught. This rate is normally set by the
school’s central administration and applies equally to all courses and departments. It is not
tied to the workload for a given course and does not include standard full-time
employment benefits, such as health coverage. Please note that some adjuncts may need to
carefully manage the hours they work in order to keep their compensation above minimum
wage.
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• Adjunct faculty are not provided with private office space. Most adjuncts share office
space with a number of other temporary faculty members. Please note that this can limit
their availability outside of posted office hours.

• Many adjunct faculty work multiple jobs. Many adjunct faculty teach at multiple schools
and/or work other jobs. Please note that this can limit their availability outside of posted
office hours.

• Adjunct faculty have limited administrative powers. As contract employees, adjunct
faculty may not normally serve as undergraduate advisors, graduate supervisors, or
student advocates, and may not oversee independent research projects. They also may not
usually sponsor campus clubs or other extracurricular activities.

Please note that adjuncts work very hard to keep these limitations from affecting students’ 
educational experiences whenever possible. In those rare circumstances where this is not 
possible, we ask for your understanding and support. 

Course Schedule 

Tuesday 9/6 – Introductions and Syllabus (no reading). 

An Initial Perspective on Culture 

Friday 9/9 – Monaghan and Just, “Introduction.” 

Monday 9/12 – Monaghan and Just, “Chapter 1”  

Wednesday 9/14 – Monaghan and Just, “Chapter 2” 

Friday 9/16 – Monaghan and Just, “Chapter 3.” Culture Reflection Due. 

The Latin American Context 

Monday 9/19 – Selections from Aparecida (nos. 43–59, 74–82, 88–97, 407–430, 101–128) (eLearning) 

Wednesday 9/21 – Bingemer – “Introduction.” 

Friday 9/23 – Bingemer – “Chapter 1.” 

Material Goods and Material Poverty 

Monday 9/26 – Monaghan and Just, Chapter 6. 

Wednesday 9/28 – Selections from Aparecida (nos. 60–73, 387–405) (eLearning) 

Friday 9/30 – Bingemer, Chapter 2 

Monday 10/3 – Leonardo Boff, “How Can We Know Christ?” (in Cadorette, et al.); Jon Sobrino, 
“Jesus and the Kingdom of God” (in Cadorette, et al.) 

Marriage and Gender 
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Wednesday 10/5 – Monaghan and Just, Chapter 4  

Friday 10/7 – Selections from Aparecida (nos. 432–463) (eLearning)  

Monday 10/10 – Ivone Gebara, “Women Doing Theology in Latin America” (in Cadorette, et al.) 
Exam Review 

Wednesday 10/12 – Oral Exams 

Friday 10/14 – Oral Exams 

Monday 10/17 – No Class. Fall Break. 

Wednesday 10/19 – Maria Pilar Aquino, “Women’s Participation in the Church” (in Cadorette, et al.) 

Friday 10/21 – Bingemer, Chapter 3 

Social Belonging: The Church, Base Communities, and Political Action 

Monday 10/24 – Monaghan and Just, Chapter 5  

Wednesday 10/26 – Gustavo Gutierrez, “The Church: Sacrament of History” (in Cadorette, et al.) 

Friday 10/28 – Dominique Barbé, “Church Base Communities” (in Cadorette, et al.)  

Monday 10/31 – Leonardo Boff, “Spirituality and Politics” (in Cadorette, et al.) 

Wednesday 11/2 – Library Session (Meet in Library Room 105) 

Understandings of God/Jesus 

Friday 11/4 – Monaghan and Just, Chapter 7  

Monday 11/7 – Jon Sobrino, “The Crucified Peoples” (eLearning) 

Wednesday 11/9 – Film Screening, Romero 

Friday 11/11 – Film Screening, Romero  

Monday 11/14 – Jon Sobrino, “The Legacy of the Martyrs of the Central American University” 
(eLearning) Career Services Session (Meet in Library Room 105) 

Understandings of the Self 

Wednesday 11/16 – Monaghan and Just, Chapter 8. Romero Reflections Due. 

Friday 11/18 – Selections from Aparecida (nos. 240–285). (eLearning) 

Monday 11/21 – Ernesto Cardenal “The Most Important Commandment” (in Cadorette, et al.) 
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Thanksgiving Break 11/23 – 11/27 (No Classes) 

A Broader Perspective 
Ecology 

Monday 11/28 – Bingemer, Chapter 4 

Wednesday 11/30 – Selections from Aparecida (nos. 83–87, 470–475) (eLearning) 

Friday 12/2 – Pope Francis, Selections from Laudato Si’  (eLearning) 

Other Cultures 
Monday 12/5 – Bingemer, Chapter 5 

Wednesday 12/7 – James Cone, “Jesus Christ in Black Theology” (in Cadorette, et al.) 

Friday 12/9 – Chung Hyun Kyung, “Who is Jesus for Asian Women?” (in Cadorette, et al.) 

Monday 12/12 – Course Wrap-up. Signature Assignments Due 

Wednesday 12/14 – Reading Day (No Classes) 

Thursday 12/15 – Final Presentations (8:00am) 
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THEO 2310: Explorations in Theology: Good and 
Evil	
Syllabus for Spring Semester 2017	
Eugene R. Schlesinger, Ph.D.	
008-Z, Marquette Hall
eugene.schlesinger@marquette.edu
Office Hours, Monday 12:00–3:00

Course	Description	
Alas,	ours	is	a	world	of	suffering,	within	which	evil	is	pervasive.	Thomas	Hobbes	once	
described	life	as	“nasty,	brutish,	and	short,”	and,	despite	our	advances	in	lengthening	life,	
this	description	still	applies.	The	mortality	rate	remains	100%.	This	course	explores	the	
theological	theme	of	good	and	evil,	with	a	particular	focus	upon	evil.	The	nature	of	the	good	
requires	our	attention,	but	not	our	explanation.	By	definition,	the	good	should	be;	we	desire	
it,	and	desire	that	it	be.	Evil,	on	the	other	hand,	arrests	our	attention	and	demands	a	
response.	Why	is	there	evil?	Whence	does	it	come?	Is	there	a	“solution”	to	the	problem	of	
evil?	Is	our	suffering	simply	meaningless?	Can	it	be	understood?	Or	should	it	merely	be	
recognized?	Most	centrally,	the	question	arises:	what	is	the	relationship	between	good,	and	
especially	God,	and	evil?	Should	we	hope?	Can	we?	Is	hell	stronger	than	heaven?	Does	fire	
burn	hotter	than	love?		

This	is	a	text-driven	course,	built	around	“primary	sources,”	mainly	of	a	historical	nature.	
We’ll	explore	drama,	biblical	texts,	philosophical	writings,	theological	works,	works	of	
literature,	film	and	television,	and	so	on.	Successful	completion	of	the	course	is	contingent	
upon	careful	attention	to	these	“texts”	(text,	being	broadly	construed	to	refer	to	all	the	
materials	we	engage).	If	close	reading	and	extended	concentration	are	not	your	strong	
suits,	this	might	not	be	the	course	for	you.	In	its	most	basic	orientation,	this	is	a	course	in	
historical	theology,	but	with	occasional	gestures	towards	systematic	concerns.	

Trigger	Warning:	By	the	nature	of	the	course	material,	we	will	be	coming	face	to	face	with	
depictions	of	evil,	including	particular	instances	of	evil	such	as	violence,	abuse,	and	sexual	
violence.	Some	of	our	materials	are	graphic	in	their	depictions.	Your	continued	enrollment	
in	the	course	assumes	your	willingness	and	ability	to	engage	with	this	material.1	We	will	
not	be	diminishing	the	reality	of	evil,	watering	it	down,	approaching	it	euphemistically,	or	
explaining	away	the	full	experience	of	evil.	This	is	not	a	polite	course	about	evil	and	good,	
nor	is	it	a	course	that	assumes	that	you	are	good.	

1 If there are particular traumas and triggers about which you have concerns, it is recommended that you make this 
known to Dr. Schlesinger so that you can collaborate with him about a plan to help you successfully engage in the 
course.  
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Learning	Outcomes	

This	course	has	three	department-wide	learning	outcomes:	

• Describe theologically the basic content of the Catholic faith in relation to other Christian
and religious traditions as well as other worldviews.

• Interpret theological texts and frameworks in their historical contexts
• Articulate implications of Christian faith for growth in holiness and promotion of justice

in the contemporary world

As	well	as	a	course-specific	learning	outcome:	

• Be able to articulate a variety of understandings of the nature of good and evil, their
relationship to one another, and the proper response to evil.

Required	Reading
In	addition	to	several	readings	that	will	be	made	available	on	D2L,	you	need	to	procure	
the	following.	

• Euripedes,	Medea	(Chicago:	University	of	Chicago	Press,	2015).	9780226203454
• Sophocles,	Oedipus	at	Colonus	(Madison:	University	of	Wisconsin	Press,	2014).

9780299302542
• Gregory	of	Nyssa,	The	Life	of	Saint	Macrina	(Eugene:	Wipf	and	Stock,	2005).

1597523895
• Elie	Wiesel,	Night	(New	York:	Hill	and	Wang,	2013).	9780374534752
• During	the	semester	I	will	open	an	"Own	to	Rent"	program	for	the	out	of	print

graphic	novel,	Dear	Billy.

Dates	and	Places	

Meeting	Times	
Monday	and	Wednesday,	3:30–4:45.	Cudahy	Hall,	Room	137.

Schedule	of	Readings	

Part	1:	Introductions	
Wednesday	1/18:	Introduction	and	Syllabus	

Monday	1/23:	"Millennium	Episode"	(in	class).	

Part	2:	Hellenistic	Perspectives:	Drama	and	Philosophy	
Wednesday	1/25:	Euripedes,	Medea	
Monday	1/30:	Sophocles,	Oedipus	at	Colunus	
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Wednesday	2/1:	Plato	on	Passions,	Reading	1	(D2L)	

Monday	2/6:	Plato	on	Passions,	Reading	2	(D2L)	

Part	3:	Biblical	Perspectives	
Wednesday	2/8:	Bible,	Old	Testament	1	(D2L)	

Monday	2/13:	Bible,	Old	Testament	2	(D2L)	

Wednesday	2/15:	Bible,	New	Testament	1	(D2L)	

Monday	2/20:	Bible,	New	Testament	2	(D2L)	

Part	4:	Dualisms	(“Two	Ways”	and	Radical)	
Wednesday	2/22:	"Two	Ways"	(D2L)	

Monday	2/27:	Radical	Dualism	(D2L)	

Part	5:	Roman	Perspectives:	Moral	Psychology	
Wednesday	3/1:	Seneca,	"On	Anger"	and	Galen,	“On	the	Affections	and	Errors	of	the	Soul”	
(D2L)	

Monday	3/6:	Cicero	"On	Grief"	(D2L)	

Wednesday	3/8:	Midterm	Exam	

Spring	Break:	3/12	-	3/17:	No	Classes	

Part	6:	Patristic	Christian	Perspectives	
Monday	3/20:	Gregory	of	Nyssa,	Life	of	St.	Macrina	

Wednesday	3/22:	Augustine,	Reading	1	(D2L)	

Monday	3/27:	Augustine,	Reading	2	(D2L)	

Part	7:	Transitions	
Wednesday	3/29:	Arthur	Conan	Doyle,	"The	Cardboard	Box"	(D2L)	

Sunday	4/2:	Film	Screening:	Virgin	Spring	

Monday	4/3:	Discussion	of	Virgin	Spring	

Wednesday	4/5:	Dostoyevski,	"Rebellion"	(D2L)	
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Part	8:	The	Modern	World	
Monday	4/10:	Elie	Wiesel,	Night	

Wednesday	4/12:	Dietrich	Bonhoeffer,	"Commentary	on	Genesis"	(D2L)	

Monday	4/17:	Easter	Monday:	No	Classes	

Wednesday	4/19:	“Stalin	and	the	Kulaks”	(D2L)	

Monday	4/24:	Dear	Billy	

Wednesday	4/26:	Sweet	Hereafter	(D2L).	

Monday	5/1:	Flannery	O'Connor,	"A	Good	Man	is	Hard	to	Find"	(D2L)	

Closure	
Wednesday	5/3:	"Milennium"	Episode	and	Closure.	

Final Exam: 5/12: 8:00am 

Policies	

Technology	
Students	are	not	permitted	to	use	laptops	or	cell	
phones/smartphones	in	class.	They	are	distracting	to	the	students	
using	them	and	to	those	around	them.	Students	who	have	a	
particular	need	for	an	exception	should	speak	with	the	instructor.	
Instructor	reserves	the	right	to	adjust	a	student’s	participation	
grade	if	a	student	refuses	to	abide	by	this	policy.	

Attendance	
Marquette	Policy	
Regular	attendance	is	an	important	part	of	any	class.	This	course	follows	the	official	
Marquette	University	policy	on	attendance.		
In	this	policy,	no	distinction	is	made	between	excused	and	unexcused	absences,	with	the	
following	exceptions:	

1. Absences	resulting	from	legal	obligations	(such	as	jury	duty).
2. Absences	resulting	from	university	sanctioned	activities	and	related	travel.

Other	than	these	exceptions,	all	absences	in	this	course	will	be	considered	unexcused.	In	
accordance	with	university	policy,	a	student	who	misses	more	than	4	classes	by	the	
deadline	for	withdrawal	(4/18/2017)	is	liable	to	be	dropped	from	the	class	with	a	grade	of	
WA	[Withdrawn	for	excessive	absences].	For	more	information	about	the	official	Marquette	
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University	policy	on	attendance,	see	here:	
http://bulletin.marquette.edu/undergrad/academicregulations/#attendance.	

Course	Policy	
In	addition	to	the	university	policy,	the	following	rules	and	regulations	regarding	
attendance	apply	in	this	course.		

• Every 2 absences will lower the student’s participation grade (worth 10% of the final
grade) by one full letter grade (for example, A to B).

• If a student has not missed 4 classes by the deadline for withdrawal (and therefore is not
dropped), but--after the withdrawal deadline--continues to accumulate absences such that
she ends up with more than 4 absences for the semester, her final grade will be reduced a
further half letter grade (for example, A to AB) for every additional absence beyond 4
absences.

• Students are responsible for informing the instructor of all absences no later than 24
hours after the absence occurs, and for making efforts to catch up on any missed material.

Grading	Scale	
	The	grade	for	this	course	will	be	calculated	as	follows:	

20% – Class Participation2	
30% –Worksheets	
25% – Midterm Exam (March 8)	
25% – Final Exam (See Exam Schedule)	

Academic	Honesty	
Marquette	University	takes	Academic	Honesty	seriously.		These	classes	will	follow	the	
official	university	policies,	which	recognize	four	major	kinds	of	academic	dishonesty:	
cheating,	dishonest	conduct,	plagiarism,	and	collusion.		The	whole	policy	may	be	found	at:	
http://bulletin.marquette.edu/undergrad/academicregulations/#academichonestypolicy	
Students	are	encouraged	to	ask	their	instructor	if	they	have	any	questions	about	whether	a	
particular	activity	might	violate	the	policy.				

Acts of academic dishonesty may include, but are not limited to the following:	
• Copying material from a web page and submitting it as one’s own work.
• Quoting extensively from a document without making proper reference to the course.

Quotation marks must be placed around the cited material and the bibliographic
information about the source given in a footnote.

• The illegitimate use of materials in any form during a quiz or examination.

2 Class participation involves reading the assigned texts for each day and in-class discussion. Because of our text-
driven approach, you also need to bring the reading to quiz. Additionally, “participation” can be assessed either 
negatively (e.g., talking to a friend during lectures, taking selfies, other things I’ve observed my students trying to 
do), or positively (e.g., answering questions, asking questions, aiding the discussion), or neutrally (a “C” e.g., 
staying awake during class, listening quietly, having the reading). 

Grade	 Percentage	
F	 0	–	59.99	
D	 60	–	64.99	
CD	 65	–	69.99	
C	 70	–	77.99	
BC	 78	–	82.99	
B	 83	–	87.99	
AB	 88	–	92.99	
A	 93	–	100	
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• Copying answers from the quiz or examination paper of another student.
• Plagiarizing (submitting as one’s own ideas the work of another) or falsifying materials

or information used in the completion of any assignment which is graded or evaluating as
the student’s individual effort.

• Obtaining, through theft, bribery, or collusion, or otherwise improperly securing an
examination paper prior to the time and date for the administration of the examination.

• Use of an examination paper previously administered (e.g., during an earlier semester)
without the consent of the instructor who authored the examination.

• Furnishing credentials that have been earned by another person, or falsifying records,
transcripts, or other academic papers in order to falsely present one’s academic position.

• Impersonating a candidate at an examination or availing oneself of such an
impersonation.

• Intentionally interfering with any person’s scholastic work (e.g., by damaging or stealing
laboratory experiments, computer files, or library materials).

• Submitting the same work for more than one course without the consent of the instructors
of each course in which the work is submitted.

• Aiding or abetting any such offenses.

Academic	Integrity	

Marquette	University	Honor	Pledge:	

I	recognize	the	importance	of	personal	integrity	in	all	aspects	of	life	and	work.	I	commit	
myself	to	truthfulness,	honor,	and	responsibility,	by	which	I	earn	the	respect	of	others.	I	
support	the	development	of	good	character,	and	commit	myself	to	uphold	the	highest	
standards	of	academic	integrity	as	an	important	aspect	of	personal	integrity.	My	
commitment	obliges	me	to	conduct	myself	according	to	the	Marquette	University	Honor	
Code.		http://www.marquette.edu/provost/integrity-pledge.php	

Student	Obligations	Under	the	Honor	Code	

1. To	fully	observe	the	rules	governing	exams	and	assignments	regarding	resource
material,	electronic	aids,	copying,	collaborating	with	others,	or	engaging	in	any
other	behavior	that	subverts	the	purpose	of	the	exam	or	assignment	and	the
directions	of	the	instructor.

2. To	turn	in	work	done	specifically	for	the	paper	or	assignment,	and	not	to	borrow
work	either	from	other	students,	or	from	assignments	for	other	courses.

3. To	give	full	and	proper	credit	to	sources	and	references,	and	to	acknowledge	the
contributions	and	ideas	of	others	relevant	to	academic	work.

4. To	report	circumstances	that	may	compromise	academic	honesty,	such	as
inattentive	proctoring	or	premature	posting	of	answers.

5. To	complete	individual	assignments	individually,	and	neither	to	accept	nor	give
unauthorized	help.

6. To	accurately	represent	their	academic	achievements,	which	may	include	their
grade	point	average,	degree,	honors,	etc.,	in	transcripts,	in	interviews,	in
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professional	organizations,	on	resumes	and	in	the	workplace.	
7. To	report	any	observed	breaches	of	this	honor	code	and	academic	honesty.

Classroom	Environment	
In	a	class	like	this,	our	success	or	failure	turns	upon	your	engagement	with	the	material.	
The	point	is	less	“you	come	here	and	aquire	a	bunch	of	facts	to	remember	(at	least	until	the	
exam),”	and	more,	“we	come	together	and	engage	with	each	other	and	ideas.”	We’re	not	
learning	information	so	much	as	we	are	learning	how	to	think	well.	For	this	reason,	your	
participation	in	class	is	essential	for	the	class’s	success.	The	process	of	our	class	discussions	
will	have	more	to	do	with	what	you	learn	than	any	information	the	professor	might	give	
you	in	a	lecture.	

So,	in	the	interest	of	having	the	best	possible	classroom	discussions,	I	expect	students	to	
conduct	themselves	in	a	professional,	courteous,	and	respectful	manner	at	all	times.		It	is	
especially	important	that	respect	and	courtesy	be	extended	to	your	classmates,	because	in	
order	to	truly	engage	with	ideas,	our	classroom	needs	to	be	a	safe	place	to	do	so.	To	that	
end:	

a. We	will	be	discussing	potentially	controversial	ideas	(including	religion),	which
may	be	challenging	to	your	own	thoughts,	beliefs,	and	opinions.	It	is	important
that	even	when	we	disagree	with	each	other,	or	the	material	(or	whatever)	that
we	do	so	in	a	respectful	manner.	So	there	will	be	no	disparaging	comments
about	anyone	on	the	basis	of	religion	(or	lack	of	religion),
sex/gender/orientation,	ethnicity,	political	viewpoints,	and	so	on.	We	will	be
discussing	(and	even	arguing)	about	ideas,	not	people.

b. Think	of	the	classroom	as	an	opportunity	to	try	on	new	ideas.	You’re	not	bound
to	anything	you	say	in	the	classroom	(though	see	point	a	above,	about	what	sorts
of	remarks	are	permitted).	Feel	free	to	experiment	with	and	abandon	ideas.

c. A	safe	space	means	that	you	are	free	from	personal	attack	or	marginalization.	It
does	not	mean	that	you	are	free	from	hearing	or	engaging	with	ideas	with	which
you	disagree,	or	even	ideas	that	you	find	offensive.

d. Respectful	conversation	includes	allowing	others	the	time	and	opportunity	to
share	their	viewpoints.	If	you	are	monopolizing	the	conversation,	I	will	ask	you
to	give	others	a	chance.

About	those	Worksheets	
Nearly	every	class	will	have	a	worksheet	due,	which	you	should	bring	with	you	and	hand	in	
at	the	beginning	of	class.	The	worksheets	are	a	lot	of	work,	and	replace	the	work	that	you	
would	put	into	a	research	paper	for	other	second	level	classes.		
The	worksheets	serve	two	primary	functions:	they	keep	you	accountable	to	do	the	reading,	
and	they	guide	you	into	a	careful	and	responsible	reading	of	the	assignments.	They	are	
designed	to	help	you	identify	key	ideas/important	points	in	a	given	text.	Almost	without	
exception,	therefore,	the	answers	to	the	questions	will	be	found	in	the	assigned	text,	unless	
otherwise	specified.	Please	note	the	difference	between	eisegesis	(reading	your	own	ideas	
into	a	text)	and	exegesis	(putting	in	a	good	faith	effort	to	read	the	text	on	its	own	terms).	
Your	job	is	to	do	an	exegetical	readin	gof	the	text,	which	means	that	you	are	looking	for	
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such	things	as	what	the	author	is	trying	to	communicate,	how	s/he	is	communicating	it,	
why	s/he	is	communicating	it,	etc.	You	may	find	that	you	don’t	agree	with	something	the	
author	says.	You	may	find	some	ideas	a	bit	bizarre.	That’s	okay.	But	your	job	is	to	reflect	as	
accurately	as	you	can	what	the	author	is	communicating.	Take	care	in	you	answers,	
therefore,	not	to	read	back	contemporary	understandings	into	these	time	periods.	The	best	
way	to	stay	on	track,	as	always,	is	to	ground	your	answers	in	the	text.		

A	few	basics:	

(1) You may find it helpful to read through all of the questions on the worksheet before you begin your reading.
(2) In the vast majority of cases (but not necessarily all), the questions will follow the order of the text. For
example, the portion of the text needed to answer #10 will usually follow the part of the text that was covered in
#9. In other words, question #10 will usually not refer to the beginning of the text unless otherwise specified.
(3) Points are precious. Skipping a question could cost you enough points to lower your grade by a letter or
more. (4) Be specific! (5) Anything you learned in a high school religion class is probably useless in answering
questions about specific historical texts written hundreds of years ago.

Your	answers	should	be	clear	and	specific.	This	means	at	least	two	things:	
• Your	writing	should	be	legible.	If	it	is	unreadable	or	difficult	to	decifer,	it	will	be

marked	wrong	(this	applies	to	exams	as	well).
• Your	sentences	should	make	sense.	For	example,	a	poorly	worded	answer	is	as

follows:	“The	origin	of	one	comes	out	of	where	our	first	comes	from.”	This	really
does	not	make	any	sense.	Anyone	should	be	able	to	read	your	sentence	and	find	it	to
be	intelligible.

What	you	should	do.	
• Use	relevant	quotations	whenever	possible	to	support	your	answer.	As	with	all

quotations	of	direct	sources	in	any	course,	remember	to	include	the	necessary
quotation	marks	as	well	as	the	relevant	page	number(s).

• When	a	question	contains	a	quotation	and	then	asks	you	what	the	quotation	means,
first,	find	the	quotation	in	the	text.	Second,	read	(and	re-read,	if	necessary)	the
passage	in	which	the	quotation	is	found.	The	answer	to	the	question	will	almost
always	be	found	in	that	immediate	context.

• Make	sure	to	read	the	question	carefully	and	provide	what	is	asked	for.	Consider	the
following	question	as	an	example:	In	Irenaeus’s	words,	why	did	the	Word	of	God
“become	a	man	among	men?”	You	would	go	about	answering	the	question	as	follows:

o First,	find	the	passage	that	has	the	quote	in	it.
o Second,	since	the	question	asks	you	to	use	the	authors	own	words,	then

quote	the	author	in	your	answer	(Don’t	forget	quotation	marks	and	page
number!).

• Sometimes,	a	question	will	ask	you	to	make	connections	to	information	or	texts	that
we	have	already	covered	in	class.	For	example,	you	may	be	asked,	“In	what	other
reading	have	we	seen	the	author	use	the	language	of	opposites?”	In	your	answer,
make	sure	that	you	state	the	material	or	(in	this	case)	the	author	that	was	presented
in	this	course.

• While	many	of	the	worskeet	questions	will	ask	you	for	information	regarding	key
points	in	the	text,	it	is	also	important	for	you	to	understand	the	“big	picture.”	Some
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questions	will	be	directed	towards	that	end.	As	you	read	through	the	text,	see	if	you	
can	answer	the	following	types	of	questions:	

o What	is	the	author’s	overall	thesis	or	point	s/he	is	trying	to	make?
o What	are	her/his	concerns	and/or	motivations	that	are	leading	her/him	to

write	this?
o Is	the	timing	of	the	work	important?	That	is,	is	it	significant	that	the	author

wrote	that	particular	work	at	that	particular	time?	What	was	going	on	that
may	have	led	her/him	to	write	that	piece?

• When	you	face	a	question	such	as,	“What	do	you	think	Author	X	thought	about	Y?”	or
“Why	do	you	think	Author	X	concludes	or	argues	Y?,”	make	sure	that	your	answer	is
grounded	in	the	text.	This	type	of	question	is	not	allowing	for	creative	license,	but	is
meant	to	get	at	how	you	are	processing	the	text	itself.	Any	answer	you	give,	as
always,	must	be	grounded	in	the	text.

• If	a	question	asks	you	how	the	thinker	is	disputing	another	position,	then	make	sure
that	your	answer	demonstrates	that	you	know	what	the	other	position	is.	For
example,	if	you	were	asked,	“How	is	Augustine’s	understanding	of	evil	anti-
Manichaean?,”	then	your	answer	must	understand	what	the	Manichaean
understanding	of	evil	is.

What	you	should	not	do:	
• If	you	are	asked	to	explain	how	an	author	is	using	a	term,	do	not	use	that	term	or	a

close	synonym	in	your	answer	in	order	to	explain	that	term.	This	would	be	a
tautology,	which,	while	true,	gives	no	information.

• Some	questions	require	lengthy	answers.	Do	not	cut	your	answer	short	arbitrarily.
For	example,	if	you	are	asked	about	an	author’s	understanding	of	God,	and	the
author	clearly	states	in	the	text	that	God	is	“all-knowing,	powerful,	wise,	creator	of
all,”	do	not	just	answer	that	“God	is	powerful.”

Late	Work	
If some emergency arises which makes compliance with the due date policies spelled out in the 
syllabus impossible in a given instance, the student must discuss the situation IN ADVANCE 
with the instructor and work out some alternative. Students who miss class(es) because of 
involvement in university-sanctioned activities or because of the fulfillment of a legal obligation 
must make arrangements with the instructor for alternative assignments.	

Completion of all written and reading assignments is required by the class they are due. Late 
assignments will receive a letter grade less than they earn for class period they are late. They will 
not be accepted if more than a week late excepting major personal emergencies, which must 
be documented. However,	the	Marquette	University	Student	Health	Service	does	not	provide	
documentation	of	illness,	or	of	a	visit	to	the	Student	Health	Service.	Likewise,	college	and	
other	university	offices	(e.g.,	Office	of	the	Dean,	Counseling	Center	and	Student	Affairs)	do	
not	provide	documentation	of	an	absence	on	behalf	of	the	student.	

Extra	Credit	

28



Over	the	course	of	the	semester,	I	will	offer	a	variety	of	opportunities	for	extra	credit.	
Almost	all	of	these	will	be	designed	so	as	to	add	some	levity	to	the	classroom.	Your	grade,	
though,	comes	from	the	work	as	outlined	in	the	syllabus,	rather	than	any	sort	of	additional	
assignments.	In	other	words,	when	we	get	to	the	end	of	the	semester,	if	you’re	not	satisfied	
with	your	grade,	I	will	almost	certainly	not	give	you	extra	credit	opportunities.		

Students with Disabilities	
If you have a disability that requires accommodations and you are registered with the Office of 
Disability Services, please contact your instructor during the first week of class. Having that 
information early will enable me to ensure that your learning needs will be appropriately met. If 
you are unsure of what you need to qualify for services, visit the Office of Disability Services’ 
website or contact the Office at 414-288-1645.  The office is located on the fifth floor of the 707 
building, Room 503. 	

If during the semester particular needs develop because of illness, injury, family death or similar 
emergency, please notify the instructor as soon as possible so special arrangements can be made 
to provide the assistance you need.	

Notice: This course/section is taught by adjunct (i.e. temporary or part-time) faculty. 
Adjunct faculty differ from permanent, full-time faculty (i.e. assistant, associate, and full 
professors) in a number of important respects:	

• Adjunct faculty are hired on a course-by-course basis. Future employment is not
guaranteed regardless of previous work history, and remains at the discretion of the
administration depending on the budgetary situation.

• Adjunct faculty are paid a flat rate for each course taught. This rate is normally set
by the school’s central administration and applies equally to all courses and departments.
It is not tied to the workload for a given course and does not include standard full-time
employment benefits, such as health coverage. Please note that some adjuncts may need
to carefully manage the hours they work in order to keep their compensation above
minimum wage.

• Adjunct faculty are not provided with private office space. Most adjuncts share office
space with a number of other temporary faculty members. Please note that this can limit
their availability outside of posted office hours.

• Many adjunct faculty work multiple jobs. Many adjunct faculty teach at multiple
schools and/or work other jobs. Please note that this can limit their availability outside of
posted office hours.

• Adjunct faculty have limited administrative powers. As contract employees, adjunct
faculty may not normally serve as undergraduate advisors, graduate supervisors, or
student advocates, and may not oversee independent research projects. They also may not
usually sponsor campus clubs or other extracurricular activities.

Please note that adjuncts work very hard to keep these limitations from affecting students’ 
educational experiences whenever possible. In those rare circumstances where this is not 
possible, we ask for your understanding and support.	
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I. COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
This is an advanced course in the theology of the church, its ministry, and the sacraments. It 
presupposes the sort of knowledge base you would gain from ST645: The Holy Spirit, Church, 
Ministry, and Sacraments. We will consider issues in church identity, discipline, and government 
from an Anglican and ecumenical perspective. Particular attention will be paid to the history and 
theology of the sacraments of baptism and Eucharist and the orders of ministry. Our course will 
consist mainly of a close reading of Richard Hooker’s Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, which will 
serve as a primary document for a classical Anglican understanding of these issues. With Hooker 
as our launching point, we will engage with an assortment of other voices: classic and 
contemporary, Anglican, Catholic, and Protestant. Throughout the course, two animating 
questions will drive us: how can we best do justice to and embody our Anglican heritage of 
reformed catholicity?, and how can we best leverage X for the church’s mission to the world 
today (i.e., how do these aspects of the church inform its missional identity?). 
 
 
II. COURSE OBJECTIVES 
 
By the end of this course students will 

1. Have gained familiarity with the major issues involving the theology of the church, its 
ministry, and sacraments within Anglican history and the ecumenical context. These 
major issues include: 

a. The nature of the sacraments, and their relation to the gifts they signify. 
b. The nature of Christ’s presence in the Eucharist. 
c. To what extent the Eucharist can or should be called a “sacrifice.” 
d. Revised patterns of initiation in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. 
e. The nature of ordained ministry, and especially the episcopacy. Are bishops 

necessary for the church? 
2. Have a greater understanding of (and, hopefully commitment to!) the Anglican tradition’s 

distinctive vocation both historically and in the contemporary setting. 
3. Have a greater facility with and appreciation for some classical Anglican texts on 

ecclesiology and the sacraments. 
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4. Have a greater understanding of, sympathy for, and ability to critique our ecumenical 
partners. 

 
 
III. Trinity School for Ministry’s Learning Outcomes:  
 
All Degree Programs Share in Common Three Learning Outcomes: 
 
(1)The student will recognize and identify the biblical theology evident in the course work. 
(2) The student will be able to articulate an Anglican understanding of biblical, historical, 
systematic, and pastoral theology. 
(3) The student will be able to communicate effectively the Christian message to a diversity of 
people in order to advance the mission of God. 
 
Additionally, there are Program-Specific Ouctomes to Note: 
 
MDiv: The student will be prepared to effectively lead in a variety of Christian communities. 

 
MAR: The student will be equipped to apply scholarship to the life of the church in his or her 
chosen theological discipline. 
 
STM: The student will be equipped to successfully pursue further independent research and 
post-graduate study in his or her chosen theological discipline. 
 
DMin: The student will be able to identify a specific ministry problem, reflect on it biblically 
and theologically and apply their learning to that problem. 
 
 
COURSE TEXTS 
Required 
 
Avis, Paul. A Ministry Shaped by Mission. T&T Clark, 2005. ISBN: 978-0-567-08368-5 
 
Hooker, Richard. Of the Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity and other Works as edited by John Keble, 

arranged with Hooker’s Blueprint by Michael Russell, Volume 2. Michael Russell, 2004. 
ISBN: 978-1453624739. 

 
-------. Of the Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity and other Works as edited by John Keble, arranged 

with Hooker’s Blueprint by Michael Russell, Volume 3. Michael Russell, 2004. ISBN: 
978-1453646359.1  

                                                
1 Hooker’s works are in the public domain and can be downloaded from the internet. 
http://www.luminarium.org/renlit/hookbib.htm . I recommend purchasing a hard copy, because Hooker is worth 
owning. If you need to triage, buy volume 2, which contains book 5 of the Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, which 
gives the heart of Hooker’s views on the sacraments. It’s where we’ll spend most of our time. We will also spend 
time in book 7, which is found in volume 3.  
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Hunsinger, George. The Eucharist and Ecumenism: Let us Keep the Feast. Cambridge 

University Press, 2008. ISBN: 978-0-521-89486-9. 
 
Meyers, Ruth A. Continuing the Reformation: Re-Visioning Baptism in the Episcopal Church. 

Church Publishing, 2000. ISBN: 978-0-898-69697-4 
 
Ramsey, Michael. The Gospel and the Catholic Church. Wipf and Stock, 2008. ISBN: 978-1-

606-08245-4. 
 
Wood, Susan K. One Baptism: The Doctrine of Baptism in Ecumenical Perspective. Liturgical 

Press, 2009. ISBN: 978-0-8146-5306-7. 
 
Other texts will be made available via Google Classroom. 
  
Other Helpful Resources2 
 
*Anglican-Roman Catholic International Commission. Church as Communion: An Agreed 

Statement. London: Church House Publishing, 1991. 
 
*———. The Final Report: Windsor, September 1981. North American ed. Cincinnati and 

Washington, D.C.: Forward Movement Publications and Office of Publishing Services, 
U.S. Catholic Conference, 1982. 

 
Avis, Paul. Anglicanism and the Christian Church: Theological Resources in Historical 

Perspective. Revised and Expanded Ed. London: T & T Clark, 2002. 
 
*———. The Identity of Anglicanism: Essentials of Anglican Ecclesiology. London: T & T 

Clark, 2007. 
 
———. Reshaping Ecumenical Theology: The Church Made Whole? London ; New York: T&T 

Clark, 2010. 
 
Chauvet, Louis-Marie. Symbol and Sacrament: A Sacramental Reinterpretation of Christian 

Existence. Translated by Patrick Madigan and Madeleine Beaumont. Collegeville, 
Minnesota: Liturgical Press, 1993. 

 
*———. The Sacraments: The Word of God at the Mercy of the Body. Translated by Madeleine 

Beaumont. Collegeville: Liturgical Press, 2001. 
 
Dix, Gregory. The Shape of the Liturgy. Westminster: Dacre Press, 1949.3 
                                                
2 I will flag particularly noteworthy items with an asterisk. You may wish to consult some of these for your essays. 
3 I fear I must add a bit of editorializing about Dix. The Shape of the Liturgy was and remains tremendously 
influential. It brought about a sea change in terms of liturgical theology. However, it almost all historical particulars, 
it has not aged well. There are significant flaws, and I urge students to take Dix with a grain of salt. That said, his 
book is a great achievement and deserves a continued readership. 



ST	740	Online,	Fall,	2017	 Page	4	
 

 
Echlin, Edward P. The Anglican Eucharist in Ecumenical Perspective: Doctrine and Rite from 

Cranmer to Seabury. New York: Seabury, 1968. 
 
Gittoes, Julie. Anamnesis and the Eucharist: Contemporary Anglican Approaches. London: 

Ashgate, 2008. 
 
*Gore, Charles. The Body of Christ: An Enquiry into the Institution and Doctrine of Holy 

Communion. 4th ed. London: John Murray, 1920. 
 
Guder, Darrell L., ed. Missional Church: A Vision for the Sending of the Church in North 

America. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1998. 
 
Hanson, Anthony Tyrrell. Beyond Anglicanism. London: Darton, Longman, & Todd, 1965. 
 
International Commission for Anglican-Orthodox Theological Dialogue. The Church of the 

Triune God: The Cyprus Statement. London: Anglican Communion Office, 2006. 
 
*Kavanagh, Aidan. The Shape of Baptism: The Rite of Christian Initiation. New York: Pueblo, 

1978. 
 
Lampe, G. W. H. The Seal of the Spirit: A Study in the Doctrine of Baptism and Confirmation in 

the New Testament and the Fathers. London: Longmans, Green and Co, 1951. 
 
de Lubac, Henri. Catholicism: Christ and the Common Destiny of Man. Translated by Lancelot 

C. Sheppard and Elizabeth Englund. San Francisco: Ignatius Press, 1998. 
 
*———. Corpus Mysticum: The Eucharist and the Church in the Middle Ages. Edited by 

Laurence Paul Hemming and Susan Frank Parsons. Translated by Gemma Simmonds, 
Richard Price, and Christopher Stephens. Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 
2007. 

 
———. The Splendor of the Church. Translated by Michael Mason. 2d ed. San Francisco: 

Ignatius Press, 1999. 
 
Radner, Ephraim. A Brutal Unity: The Spiritual Politics of the Christian Church. Waco: Baylor 

University Press, 2012. 
 
———. Hope Among the Fragments: The Broken Church and Its Engagement with Scripture. 

Grand Rapids: Brazos Press, 2004. 
 
*———. The End of the Church: A Pneumatology of Christian Division in the West. Grand 

Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Co., 1998. 
 
Schlesinger, Eugene R. Missa Est! A Missional Liturgical Ecclesiology. Minneapolis: Fortress 

Press, 2017. 
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*Schmemann, Alexander. For the Life of the World: Sacraments and Orthodoxy. Crestwood, 

New York: St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 1973. 
 
———. Of Water and the Spirit: A Liturgical Study of Baptism. Crestwood: St. Vladimir’s 

Seminary Press, 1974. 
 
———. The Eucharist: Sacrament of the Kingdom. Crestwood: St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 

1988. 
 
Second Vatican Council. Dogmatic Constitution on the Church, Lumen Gentium. Vatican 

Website, November 21, 1964. 
http://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-
ii_const_19641121_lumen-gentium_en.html. 

 
Stevenson, Kenneth. Eucharist and Offering. New York: Pueblo, 1986. 
 
Tillard, Jean-Marie R. Church of Churches: The Ecclesiology of Communion. Translated by R. 

C. de Peaux. Collegeville: Liturgical Press, 1992. 
 
*———. Flesh of the Church, Flesh of Christ: At the Source of the Ecclesiology of Communion. 

Translated by Madeleine Beaumont. Collegeville: Liturgical Press, 2001. 
 
*World Council of Churches. Baptism, Eucharist and Ministry. Geneva: World Council of 

Churches, 1982. 
 
IV. Course Requirements 
 
Reading – This is a reading-heavy course, our main, and most significant exposure to the course 
material will be the assigned texts. Everything else will be in the service of (1) understanding 
those texts, (2) critically evaluating them, and (3) thinking through our own convictions 
regarding the issues they raise. No amount of lectures or interactions can substitute for this. 
Moreover, because our goal is critical thinking, our readings are not a mere depository of facts, 
but rather conversation partners. This makes such evaluation methods as reading quizzes 
ineffective.4 I will be tracking your familiarity with the assigned texts, though. Students whose 
contributions indicate that they’ve not adequately engaged with the readings will be evaluated 
accordingly. 
 
Lectures – Reading-heavy as this course may be, you’ll not be simply thrown into the deep end 
and expected to swim. Each week I will post an audio lecture with accompanying notes 
(sometimes as simple as an outline, sometimes a bit more substantive, depending on what is 
needed). This lecture allows me to give my own take on the material, clear up potential 
ambiguities in the reading (or maybe just highlight them for purposes of discussion!), introduce 
concepts that might be in the background, but not adequately covered in the reading, and point us 

                                                
4 Plus, you do not want me to develop ten question quizzes covering 100–150 pages of reading! 
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in the right direction for our discussion. Lectures will be posted by Tuesday evening each week 
of the course. You should complete the reading before listening to the lecture. 
 
Discussion – Nor are the authors’ and professor’s the only voices that matter in this class. We are 
all in a process of learning and discovery, and you play a crucial role in that, not only for 
yourself, but for your classmates. The discussion boards allow you to engage your classmates in 
constructive dialogue, help one another to find answers to your questions, and demonstrate your 
familiarity with the week’s reading assignments. Each student is expected to post 12 times over 
the course of the semester.5 You should also be responding to each other’s posts throughout the 
week.6 There will be minimal professorial interventions on the discussion board, so that students’ 
voices are prioritized. However, I will monitor conversations and contribute where helpful. 
 
Essays – The fruit of these interactions (with the readings, the lectures, and each other) will be a 
better understanding of the issues and the development of your own convictions, which will 
serve you and the people of God in your future ministry. You will demonstrate this newfound 
understanding and conviction through three short essays (5–7 pages), which correspond to the 
three major sections of the course (Baptism, Eucharist, Ministry). Each paper should connect that 
section’s content to one of our two guiding questions (i.e., how can we best do justice to and 
embody our Anglican heritage of reformed catholicity?, and how can we best leverage X for the 
church’s mission to the world today (i.e., how do these aspects of the church inform its missional 
identity?). 
 
Additional Assignments for Advanced Degree Programs 
 
STM Students – In addition to the above assignments, students taking this course for STM credit 
will select one additional book from the “recommended resources” section to read and prepare a 
précis on. The précis should combine summary and critique. Because not all books are created 
equal, the student should check with me to get approval of the selected book. If there is a book in 
which you are interested that is not on the list, you may also seek approval for it. STM students 
will also complete a research paper of 20–25 pages on a course-related topic of their choice. I 
highly recommend that you consult with me about this topic and receive bibliographic 
recommendations by the end of October.  
 
DMin Students – In addition to the above assignments, students taking this course for DMin 
credit will select one additional book from the “recommended resources” section to read and 
prepare a précis on. The précis should combine summary and critique. Because not all books are 
created equal, the student should check with me to get approval of the selected book. If there is a 
book in which you are interested that is not on the list, you may also seek approval for it. DMin 
                                                
5 By “post,” I mean, post the initial contribution to a discussion, starting a new thread. This works out to about one 
post per week, but there is some flexibility here. You might not post every week, but your total posts should number 
at least twelve. I highly recommend spreading your posts out evenly through the semester. This will enable you to 
maintain higher quality for them than if you, say, tried to get them all out of the way early on, or tried to squeeze 
them all in at the end (Students who opt for either of these approaches will have their posts evaluated with greater 
scrutiny than those who post consistently throughout the semester). 
6 There is no golden number of posts here, but grades will reflect the presence and the quality of your interactions 
with each other.  
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students will also complete a 20–25 page project on an topic from relevant to our course as it 
relates to ministry, or parish or diocesan life. Once more, I highly recommend that you consult 
with me about this by the end of October.  
 
V. Course Evaluation 
 
The rationale for each of the course requirements was explained above. Here is the breakdown 
for how they contribute to your grade. 
 
Your contributions to the discussion board account for 25% of your final grade.7 
Each of your three short essays will contribute 25% to the final grade, for a total of 75%.8 
 
This course will follow Trinity’s standard grading scale: 

 A: 95–100 
A-: 90–94 
B+: 87–89 

B: 83–86 
B-: 80–82 
C+: 77–79 

C: 73–76 
C-: 70–72 
D: 61–69 

F: 0–60 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
VI. COURSE SCHEDULE 
Our learning cycle will begin on the Tuesday of each week. The lecture will be available by 
Tuesday evening. Work for each week should be completed by the start of the next cycle. 
 
Setting the Stage 
 
Week 1 (9/5)  
Gospel and the Catholic Church, Chapters 1–9 
 
Week 2 (9/12)  
Gospel and the Catholic Church, Chapters 10–14 
Avis, Paddock Lectures (Google Classroom) 

                                                
7 I do not have a formal, mathematical breakdown of this, but I would say my priorities are somewhere in the 
neighborhood of: 10% demonstrating that you’ve read, 15% contribution to the class/participation grade. 
8 I will post a rubric on Google classroom, breaking down how I evaluate your written assignments. 
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9/19: Quiet Day. No Classes. 
 
Week 3 (9/20)  
Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, 5:50–57;  
Articles XXV–XXVI (Book of Common Prayer);  
Summa Theologiæ 3.61.1; 3.62.1–6 (Google Classroom). 
 
Part 1: Baptism 
 
Week 4 (9/26)  
Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, 5:58–66, Article XXVII (Book of Common Prayer), and Liturgy 
for Holy Baptism (Book of Common Prayer,  298–314) 
 
Week 5 (10/3)  
Wood, One Baptism, Chapters 1–5.  
 
Week 6 (10/10)  
Wood, One Baptism, Chapters 6–7; Meyers, Continuing the Reformation, Chapters 1–5 
 
10/16–20: Reading Week. No Classes. 
 
Week 7 (10/24)  
Meyers, Continuing the Reformation, 6–End. 
 
Part 2: Eucharist 
 
Week 8 (10/31)  
Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, 5:67–68; Articles XXVIII–XXIX (Book of Common Prayer); 
Summa Theologiæ 3.76.1–8 (Google Classroom). Short Essay 1 due 10/30 by 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 9 (11/7)  
Eucharist and Ecumenism, pp. 1–92. 
 
Week 10 (11/14)   
Eucharist and Ecumenism, pp. 95–186; Williams, Eucharistic Sacrifice: The Roots of a 
Metaphor (Google Classroom); Articles XXX–XXXI (Book of Common Prayer); Eucharistic 
Prayers (Book of Common Prayer, pp. 333–343, 361–376). 
 
Week of 11/20: Off for Thanksgiving 
 
Part 3: Ministry 
 
Week 11 (11/28)  
Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, 5:76–81; 7:1–8 (Short Essay 2 due 11/27 by 11:59pm (EST) 
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Week 12 (12/5)   
Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity, 7:9–16; Eucharist and Ecumenism, 189–244; Ordination Liturgies 
(Book of Common Prayer, pp. 510–555) 
 
Week 13 (12/12)  
A Ministry Shaped by Mission 
 
Short Essay 3 due 12/18 by 11:59pm (EST).  
STM and DMin Papers and Précis due 12/20 by 11:59pm (EST). 
 
VII. Policies  
 
Academic Integrity – It is of the utmost importance that students uphold the highest standards of 
personal integrity in their course work. Failure to do so contradicts the purpose for which this 
work is undertaken: preparation for Christian ministry. To this end, students are expected to 
review the Academic Catalog’s policy on plagiarism. Instances of plagiarism will be reported to 
the administration, and plagiarized assignments are liable to receive a grade of “zero.” In severe 
instances, students may fail the course. 
 
Due Dates - All written assignments are due on…wait for it…the due date. Late work will be 
accepted, but with a partial letter grade reduction for every day it is late (e.g., if your B+ paper is 
a day late, it will be a B paper, if it is two days late, it will be a C+ paper, if it is seven days late, 
it will receive an F, below the F threshold, grades will be reduced by the number of percentage 
points equivalent to a partial letter grade until there are no more points to subtract9). If, for some 
reason, a due date presents a problem for you, please consult with the professor as far in advance 
as you are able, so that we can try to find an alternative arrangement, and, hopefully, avoid late 
penalties. 
 
Formatting Written Assignments – All assignments should be completed in 12 point Times New 
Roman.10 They should be double spaced, with one inch margins, and .5 inch indentations for 
paragraphs. Footnotes should be single spaced, in 10 point Times New Roman. Do not take up 
excessive space with Front Matter (e.g., title, name, etc.). Please follow the Chicago Manual of 
Style.  
 
Discussion Board Etiquette – We want as much open interaction on the discussion boards as 
possible. In order to facilitate this, please observe the following ground rules: 

• Use the discussion boards as a place to try out new ideas, think aloud, and experiment. 
You’re not married to any ideas you express on the boards. Feel free to abandon 
viewpoints, adopt new ones, etc. Please extend that same courtesy to your classmates. 

• Feel free to vigorously disagree. Push back on the readings. Push back on each other. We 
want to think critically. That’s hard to do if no one is willing to raise critical questions. 
As you do so: focus on ideas, rather than people or personalities. 

                                                
9 Because your professor is merciful and kind, no “negative value” grades will be assigned. 
10 Yes, it is a boring font, but it is also standard, and thereby gives a consistency to paper lengths.  
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• We will observe an absolute prohibition on any and all derogatory statements, including 
those related to race, ethnicity, political viewpoints, socio-economic status, sex/gender, 
sexual orientation, or theological viewpoint. This is the case whether you are referring to 
classmates, to authors, or just generally. 

• Stay on topic. Professor reserves the right to shut down or redirect off-topic or 
unprofitable exchanges. 
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FALL TERM 2017  
COURSE SYLLABUS   

SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY 
Introduction to Systematic Theology, Online 

Course Number:  STNC 10 
Certificate Program/Not for Credit 

Online 
 

 
Eugene R. Schlesinger, Ph.D. 
2918 North 58th Street, Milwaukee, WI 53210 
262-226-6854    
eugene.schlesinger@tsm.edu   
 
I. COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
This course introduces the discipline of systematic theology, which provide an orderly account of 
the Christian faith. From revelation we receive the truth of God in Christ. Systematic theology 
attempts to promote understanding of that truth, to show how it all fits together in a unified whole. 
Revelation establishes that the gospel is true. Systematic theology receives this truth and provides an 
account of how it is true. In the words of Anselm of Canterbury, it is an enterprise in faith seeking 
understanding. This course will introduce the basic categories and divisions of systematic theology, 
and encourage students to think through how they relate to one another. This will also provide us 
with an opportunity to be introduced to some of the major theologians of the Christian tradition. As 
a course in the Certificate in Diaconal Studies program, we will also keep an eye trained on the 
impact of Christian doctrine upon parish ministry in general and diaconal ministry in particular. 
 
 
II. COURSE OBJECTIVES 
 
By the end of this course students will 

1. Have a basic familiarity with the major divisions of systematic theology. 
2. Have a basic understanding of the biblical foundations of church doctrines and their 

historical development. 
3. Make connections between theological topics and contemporary issues, especially in 

parish ministry. 
4. Have encountered major theological figures and recognize their distinct contributions. 

 
COURSE TEXTS 
 
Required 
 
McGrath, Alister E. Theology: The Basics, 3d. edition. Wiley-Blackwell, 2011. ISBN: 978-0-470-65675-4 
 
————. Theology: The Basic Readings, 2d. edition. Wiley-Blackwell, 2011. ISBN: 978-0-470-65676-1 
 
Other texts will be made available via Google Classroom. 
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Other Helpful Resources1 

Anatolios, Khaled. Retrieving Nicaea: The Development and Meaning of Trinitarian Doctrine. 
Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2011. 

*Aquinas, Thomas. Summa Theologiæ. 61 vols. Cambridge: Blackfriars, 1964–1981.

*Athanasius. On the Incarnation. St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 2011.

*Augustine. Teaching Christianity (De doctrina christiana). Edited by John E. Rotelle.
Translated by Edmund Hill. The Works of Saint Augustine: A Translation for the 21st 
Century, 1/11. Hyde Park: New City Press, 1996. 

*———. The City of God against the Pagans. Translated by R. W. Dyson. Cambridge Texts in 
the History of Political Thought. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998. 

*———. Confessions. Translated by Henry Chadwick. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009. 

*———. The Trinity. Edited by John E. Rotelle. Translated by Edmund Hill. 2d ed. The Works 
of Saint Augustine: A Translation for the 21st Century, 1/5. Hyde Park: New City Press, 
2012. 

Ayres, Lewis. Nicaea and its Legacy: An Approach to Fourth-Century Trinitarian Theology. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004. 

Balthasar, Hans Urs von. Mysterium Paschale: The Mystery of Easter. Translated by Aidan 
Nichols. San Francisco: Ignatius, 2005. 

*———. Trilogy (The Glory of the Lord, Theo-Drama, and Theo-Logic), 15 vols. San Francisco: 
Ignatius, 1982–2004. 

Basil of Caesarea, On The Holy Spirit. St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 2011. 

*Barth, Karl. Church Dogmatics. 14 vols. Hendrickson, 2010.

*Calvin, John. Institutes of the Christian Religion. Edited by John T. McNeill. Louisville:
Westminster John Knox Press, 1960. 

Chauvet, Louis-Marie. The Sacraments: The Word of God at the Mercy of the Body. Translated 
by Madeleine Beaumont. Collegeville: Liturgical Press, 2001. 

*Coakley, Sarah. God, Sexuality and the Self: An Essay “On the Trinity.” Cambridge:
Cambridge University, 2013. 

1 I will flag particularly noteworthy items with an asterisk. You may wish to consult some of these for your essays. 
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Cone, James. A Black Theology of Liberation. Orbis, 2010.  
 
Gregory of Nazianzus, On God and Christ. St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 2002. 
 
Gregory of Nyssa, On the Soul and the Resurrection. St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 1993. 
 
Gunton, Colin, ed. The Cambridge Companion to Christian Doctrine. Cambridge: Cambridge 

University, 1997 
 
Gutiérrez, Gustavo. A Theology of Liberation: History, Politics, Salvation. Translated by Caridad 

Inda and John Eagleson. 15th Anniversary ed. Maryknoll: Orbis, 1988. 
 
Horton, Michael. The Christian Faith: A Systematic Theology for Pilgrims on the Way. Grand 

Rapids: Zondervan, 2011. 
 
Irenaeus, On the Apostolic Preaching. St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 1997. 
 
*Jenson, Robert W. Systematic Theology. 2 vols. Oxford University Press, 1997–1999. 
 
Lindbeck, George. The Nature of Doctrine: Religion and Theology in a Postliberal Age. 

Westminster John Knox, 1984. 
 
Lonergan, Bernard. The Triune God: Systematics. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2007. 
 
*———.  Method in Theology. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1971. 
 
Lubac, Henri de. Catholicism: Christ and the Common Destiny of Man. Translated by Lancelot 

C. Sheppard and Elizabeth Englund. San Francisco: Ignatius Press, 1998. 
 
Oden, Thomas C. Classic Christianity: A Systematic Theology. New York: HarperOne, 2009. 
 
Rutledge, Fleming. The Crucifixion: Understanding the Death of Jesus Christ. Grand Rapids: 

Eerdmans, 2015. 
 
*Sonderegger, Katherine. Systematic Theology: The Doctrine of God, Volume 1. Minneapolis: 

Fortress Press, 2015. 
 
*Tanner, Kathryn. God and Creation in Christian Theology: Tyranny or Empowerment? 

Minneapolis: Fortress, 2005. 
 
———. Jesus, Humanity and the Trinity: A Brief Systematic Theology. Minneapolis: Fortress 

Press, 2001. 
 
Torrance, Thomas F. Atonement: The Person and Work of Christ. Edited by Robert T. Walker. 

Downer’s Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2009. 
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———. Incarnation: The Person and Life of Christ. Edited by Robert T. Walker. Downer’s 

Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2008. 
 
Webster, John, ed. The Oxford Handbook of Systematic Theology. Oxford: Oxford University 

Press, 2009. 
 
Williams, Rowan. On Christian Theology. London: Blackwell, 2007. 
 
 
IV. Course Requirements 
 
Reading – Each week’s learning cycle will begin with readings. These readings are divided into 
primary and secondary sources. Primary sources would be the works of actual theologians from 
the church’s history or today (e.g., in Theology: The Basic Readings or other documents on 
Google Classroom). Secondary sources are the work of scholars trying to summarize, explain, or 
otherwise interrogate primary sources (e.g., Theology: The Basics). You should complete the 
readings first, in any given learning cycle. 
 
Quizzes – Quizzes are designed for the purpose of keeping you accountable to do the reading, 
and gauging how effectively you have done so. They will consist of objective questions (e.g., 
True/False, Multiple Choice), and test only recognition, not interpretation or synthesis. 
 
Lectures – After you have completed the week’s readings, there will be an audio lecture (with 
accompanying notes) for you to listen to. The lecture allows the professor to give his take on the 
material, provide background that might not otherwise be obvious, and help direct us into our 
online discussion of the material. 
 
Discussion – The bulk of our interactions will take the form of an online discussion board. Each 
week I will post one or more questions for reflection, and you will be responsible to provide an 
answer to that. I also expect that at least twice over the course of the semester, you will post your 
own questions. Students are highly encouraged to respond to one another. I will weigh in when 
necessary or helpful, but the discussion should not be “get the answers from the expert” time. 
You should all make an investment in your own and one another’s learning.  
 
Essay – At the end of the course you will submit a theological essay in which you engage in 
systematic theology (i.e., pursuing the coherence of a doctrine, rather than tracing its 
development or doing biblical exegesis to support it), articulating a doctrine of your choice. This 
paper will be 6–8 pages, and must consult at least two academic sources beyond our assigned 
course materials. Further instructions will be provided as the semester progresses. You are highly 
encouraged to submit a proposal to the professor in which you specify which doctrine you plan 
to write about and which sources you intend to consult. This will allow me to make my own 
recommendations to you about the topic’s suitability and what the best sources may be. 
 
Final Exam – The final exam will be comprised of objective questions, short answer questions, 
and an essay. It will cover all material from the semester.  
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V. Course Evaluation 
 
This course is graded on a Pass/Fail basis.  
The rough breakdown of how the elements are weighted is as follows: 
Quizzes: 20% 
Discussions: 20% 
Essay: 30% 
Final Exam: 30% 
 
 
VI. COURSE SCHEDULE 
Our learning cycle will begin on the Wednesday of each week (the date listed below). All work 
should be completed before the beginning of the next learning cycle. 
 
Week 1 (September 6): Faith Seeking Understanding: Introducing Theology 
Theology: The Basics, “Preface” and “Getting Started.” 
Anselm, Proslogion, Chapter 1. 
Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book 1, Chapter 1. 
Vatican II, Dei Verbum, nos. 1–13.  
Quiz 1 Due by September 12, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 2 (September 13): “We Believe…”: Faith/Belief 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 1 
Basic Readings, Chapter 1 
Quiz 2 Due by September 18, 11:59pm (EST) [September 19 is Quiet Day] 
 
Week 3 (September 20): “In one God…”: The Divine Nature 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 2  
Basic Readings, Chapter 2 
Thomas Aquinas on Divine Simplicity and Eternity. Summa Theologiæ, I.3.1–8; I.9.1; I.10.1–22 
Quiz 3 Due by September 26, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 4 (September 27): “Maker of heaven and earth…”: Creation 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 3 
Basic Readings, Chapter 3 
Selections from Enuma Elish 
Genesis 1–3 
Quiz 4 Due by October 3, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 5 (October 4): “…One Lord, Jesus Christ”: Christology 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 4 
                                                
2 These selections from the Summa Theologæ are probably the most demanding reading you’ll do all semester, but if 
you get what Aquinas is pushing here, it will revolutionize the way you think about God. Give it your best shot, and 
I’ll try to clear up anything you need me to in the lectures and discussion board. 
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Basic Readings, Chapter 4 (Skip Athanasius) 
Definition of Chalcedon 
Athanasius, On the Incarnation of the Word, Chapters 1–3 
Quiz 5 Due by October 10, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 6 (October 11): “For us and for our salvation…”: Soteriology 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 5 
The Basic Readings, Chapter 5 
Council of Trent, Decree and Canons on Justification (Session 6). 
Articles 9–18 of the Thirty-Nine Articles of Religion 
Quiz 6 Due by October 24, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
October 16–20: Reading Week: No Classes.  
 
Week 7 (October 25): “The Holy Spirit, The Lord, the Giver of Life…”: Pneumatology 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 6 
Basic Readings, Chapter 6 
Selections from Eugene F. Rogers, After the Spirit, 75–85 
Quiz 7 Due by October 31, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 8 (November 1): “Eternally begotten of the Father…Who proceeds from the Father and 
the Son: Trinity 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 7 
Basic Readings, Chapter 7 
Augustine, Sermon 52 
Selections from Hans Urs von Balthasar, Mysterium Paschale. 
Quiz 8 Due by November 7, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 9 (November 8): “One holy, catholic, and apostolic church”: Ecclesiology 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 8 
Basic Readings, Chapter 8 (Skip Vatican II) 
Second Vatican Council, Lumen gentium, nos. 1–17, 48–51. 
Quiz 9 Due by November 14, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
Week 10 (November 15): “One baptism, for the forgiveness of sins”: Sacraments 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 9 
Basic Readings, Chapter 9 
Liturgies for Holy Baptism and the Holy Eucharist in the Book of Common Prayer (298–314, 
316–317, 333–343, 361–375) 
Articles 25–34 of the Thirty Nine Articles of Religion 
Quiz 10 Due by November 28, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
November 22–24: Thanksgiving. No Classes. 
 
Week 11 (November 29): “The resurrection of the dead”: Eschatology 
Theology: The Basics, Chapter 10 



STNC	10	Online,	Fall,	2017	 Page	7	
 

Basic Readings, Chapter 10 
Quiz 11 Due by December 5, 11:59 (EST) 
 
Week 12 (December 6): “The Life of the World to Come”: Christian Vocation in Light of the 
Kingdom 
Second Vatican Council, Gaudium et spes, nos. 1–45 
Martin Luther King, Jr., “Letter from a Birmingham Jail” 
David Foster Wallace, “This is Water” 
Quiz 12 Due by December 12, 11:59pm (EST) 
 
December 18–19: Final Exam 
 
Essays Due by December 18, 11:59pm (EST)  
 
VII. Policies  
 
Academic Integrity – It is of the utmost importance that students uphold the highest standards of 
personal integrity in their course work. Failure to do so contradicts the purpose for which this 
work is undertaken: preparation for Christian ministry. To this end, students are expected to 
review the Academic Catalog’s policy on plagiarism. Instances of plagiarism will be reported to 
the administration, and plagiarized assignments are liable to receive a grade of “zero.” In severe 
instances, students may fail the course. 
 
Due Dates - All written assignments are due on…wait for it…the due date. Late work will be 
accepted, but with a partial letter grade reduction for every day it is late (e.g., if your B+ paper is 
a day late, it will be a B paper, if it is two days late, it will be a C+ paper, if it is three days late, it 
will receive an C, below the F threshold, grades will be reduced by the number of percentage 
points equivalent to a partial letter grade until there are no more points to subtract3). If, for some 
reason, a due date presents a problem for you, please consult with the professor as far in advance 
as you are able, so that we can try to find an alternative arrangement, and, hopefully, avoid late 
penalties. 
 
Formatting Written Assignments – All assignments should be completed in 12 point Times New 
Roman.4 They should be double spaced, with one inch margins, and .5 inch indentations for 
paragraphs. Footnotes should be single spaced, in 10 point Times New Roman. Do not take up 
excessive space with Front Matter (e.g., title, name, etc.). Please follow the Chicago Manual of 
Style.  
 
Discussion Board Etiquette – We want as much open interaction on the discussion boards as 
possible. In order to facilitate this, please observe the following ground rules: 

• Use the discussion boards as a place to try out new ideas, think aloud, and experiment. 
You’re not married to any ideas you express on the boards. Feel free to abandon 
viewpoints, adopt new ones, etc. Please extend that same courtesy to your classmates. 

                                                
3 Because your professor is merciful and kind, no “negative value” grades will be assigned. 
4 Yes, it is a boring font, but it is also standard, and thereby gives a consistency to paper lengths.  
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• Feel free to vigorously disagree. Push back on the readings. Push back on each other. We
want to think critically. That’s hard to do if no one is willing to raise critical questions.
As you do so: focus on ideas, rather than people or personalities.

• We will observe an absolute prohibition on any and all derogatory statements, including
those related to race, ethnicity, political viewpoints, socio-economic status, sex/gender,
sexual orientation, or theological viewpoint. This is the case whether you are referring to
classmates, to authors, or just generally.

• Stay on topic. Professor reserves the right to shut down or redirect off-topic or
unprofitable exchanges.



Section 3: Essay (1 question, 40% of exam grade) 

Please respond to ONE of the following two essay questions. In your answer 
• Include as many key ideas and facts from the course as you can, going as deeply and 

accurately as you can into the arguments, terms, explanations, and examples used in 
the course readings and class meetings. 

• Make sure to explain the connections between the ideas, facts, arguments, terms, 
explanations, and examples that you are using from the course. 

• Organize your answer with a clear thesis, appropriate paragraph divisions, a consistent 
line of thought, and correct grammar and spelling. 

1. The creedal definitions and heresies we have looked at in class have all attempted to 
explain and safeguard the Christian experience that "Jesus saves," Choose one of the 
figures below, and explain 

• what that figure believed, 
• what he was trying to safeguard, and 
• why his position was not accepted by the broader church. 

Regardless of which of the options you choose, make sure that you relate 
your answer to the claim that "Jesus saves." 

a)Arius 
b)Nestorius 

2. What are the main elements of Athanasius' telling of the Christian narrative of 
humanity's creation and salvation in Christ? How are these elements related to the 
Definition of Faith of the Council of Cha Iced on and/or Julian of Norwich's interpretation 
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Section 3: Essay' (i question, 40% of exam grade) 

Please respond to ONE of the following two essay questions. In your answer 
• Include as many key ideas and facts from the course as you can, going as deeply and 

i \ ·' I • : 

accurately as you can,lnto the arguments, terms, explanations, and examples used ln 
the course readings and class meetings. 

• Make sure to explain the connections between the ideas, facts, arguments, terms, 
explanations, and examples that you are using from the course. 

• Organize your answer with a clear thesis, appropriate paragraph divisions, a consistent 
line of thought, and correct grammar and spelling. 

1. The creedal definitions and heresies we have looked at in class have all attempted to 
explain and safeguard the Christian experience that "Jesus saves." Choose one of the 
figures below, and explain 

~. 

• what that figure believed, 
• what he was trying to safeguard, and 
• why his position was not accepted by the broader church. 

Regardless of which of the options you choose, make sure that you relate 
your answer to the claim that "Jesus saves." 

a)Arius 
b)Nestorius 

2. What are the main eleryients of Athanasius' telling of the Christian narrative of 
) humanity's creation and salvation in Christ? How a re these elements re I ated to the 

Definition of Faith of the Council of Chalcedon and/or Julian of Norwich's interpretation 
of her vision of Christ crucified? , 
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Section 3: Essay (1 question, '40% of exam grade} 

Please respond to ONE of the following two essay questions. In your answer . 
' 'I ' 

• , Include as n,any ke.v ide~s and facts from the·course as you can, going as deeply and 
accurately as you can frito the argum.ents, terms,' explana'tiohs, and examplfus used in 
the' course readings and class meetings. . . . . . . .. 

• Make sure to explain the connections between the ideas, facts; argu'm~nts~ term$, 
explanations, and examples that.you are using fron, t~e course. 

• Organize your answer with a clear thesis, appropriate paragraph divisions, a consistent 
line of thollght}"and ~Of~_ect grammar and spelling. 

/. 

The qeedal ·definition~ ~nd heresies we have looked at in class have all attempted to 
explain and safeguard the Christian experience'that "Jesus sa\.les. 11 Choose ~~e of'the 
figure"s below, and explain \ . 

• what that figure believed, 

·• what he was tr\iingto safeguard, and 
• why his position was not accepted by the broader church. 

Regardle~s of which of the options you choose, make sure that you relate 
your answer to the claim that "Jesus saves." 

~-rfus 
~estorius 

2. What are the main elements· ofAthanasius' telling of the Christia_n narrative of 
humanity's creatiqn and salvation in Chrlst?How are these elements related-to the 
Definition of Faith of the Council of Chalcedon and/or Julian of Norwich's it1terpretation 
of her vision of Christ crucified? 
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Section 3: Essay (1 question, 40% of exam grade) 

Please respond to ONE of the following two essay questions. In your answer 
• Include as many key ideas and facts from the course as you can, going as deeply and 

accurately as you can into the arguments, terms, explanations, and examples used in 
the course readings and class meetings. 

• Make sure to explain the connections between the ideas, facts, arguments, terms, 
explanations, and examples that you are using from the course. 

• Organize your answer with a clear thesis, appropriate paragraph divisions, a consistent 
line of thought, and correct grammar and spelling . 

.J; The creedal definitions and heresies we have looked at in class have all attempted to 
explain and safeguard the Christian experience that "Jesus saves." Choose one of the 
figures below, and explain 

• what that figure believed, 

• what he was trying to safeguard, and 

• why his position was not accepted by the broader church. 

Regardless of which of the options you choose, make sure that you relate 
your answer to the claim that "Jesus saves." 

a)Arius 

~Nestorius 

2. What are the main elements of Athanasius' telling of the Christian narrative of 
humanity's creation and salvation in Christ? How are these elements related to the 
Definition of Faith of the Council of Chalcedon and/or Julian of Norwich's interpretation 
of her vision of Christ crucified? 
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 Fall 2014 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Fall 2014

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 1001 104 - Introduction to Theology Department: THEO

 Responsible Faculty: 
Joshua Burns; Robert Masson; Danielle Nussberger; Irfan Omar;
Eugene Schlesinger

  Responses / Expected:  17 / 18 (94.44%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 104

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 35.3% 35.3% 23.5% 5.9% 0 0 17 5.0 5.1

Q2 How was the content of this class? 23.5% 47.1% 23.5% 5.9% 0 0 17 4.9 4.9

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 104

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 35.3% 41.2% 17.6% 5.9% 0 0 17 5.1 5.1

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 17.6% 47.1% 35.3% 0 0 0 17 4.8 4.8

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 35.3% 41.2% 17.6% 5.9% 0 0 17 5.1 5.1

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 23.5% 64.7% 11.8% 0 0 0 17 5.1 5.1

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 58.8% 41.2% 0 0 0 0 17 5.6 5.7

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 41.2% 52.9% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.4 5.3

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 52.9% 47.1% 0 0 0 0 17 5.5 5.6

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 82.4% 17.6% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.9

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 76.5% 23.5% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.8

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 76.5% 23.5% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 82.4% 17.6% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.9

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 76.5% 23.5% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1
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Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 82.4% 11.8% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.9

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 

 

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 35.29%   (6 of 17)

1 solid class structure

2 Very good class.

3 The interaction and dialogue between religions was the most interesting section of the course for me. 

4 See a little more debates

5 I was sometimes confused on the order of the material and how it related to other topics we had covered in the class.

6 I liked hearing a different lecturer every Wednesday. The panels were also very interesting to hear.

 

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 35.29%   (6 of 17)

1 Really glad to have gotten him as my instructor. Always clarifies things from lecture and really helps orient us for the exams! also the bowties are sick

2 Liked when you slip us up into groups for discussions.

3 Just call on us if we don't talk 

4 Dr. Schlesinger is an excellent discussion teacher. He really helped to clarify the readings we did and made the class more interesting.

5 Did a great job of engaging us in class as well as helping with understanding the readings.

6 Describing confusing concepts in different ways was very helpful and beneficial to my understanding of the material. 
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 Fall 2014 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Fall 2014

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 1001 109 - Introduction to Theology Department: THEO

  Responsible Faculty: 
Joshua Burns; Robert Masson; Danielle Nussberger; Irfan Omar;
Eugene Schlesinger

  Responses / Expected:  19 / 19 (100%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 109

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 0 57.9% 36.8% 5.3% 0 0 19 4.5 4.6

Q2 How was the content of this class? 5.3% 42.1% 47.4% 5.3% 0 0 19 4.5 4.4

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 109

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 31.6% 31.6% 31.6% 5.3% 0 0 19 4.9 4.9

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 5.3% 42.1% 52.6% 0 0 0 19 4.5 4.5

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 10.5% 21.1% 42.1% 26.3% 0 0 19 4.2 4.1

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 5.3% 52.6% 31.6% 10.5% 0 0 19 4.5 4.7

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 36.8% 42.1% 15.8% 5.3% 0 0 19 5.1 5.2

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 31.6% 47.4% 10.5% 10.5% 0 0 19 5.0 5.1

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 42.1% 42.1% 15.8% 0 0 0 19 5.3 5.3

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 63.2% 26.3% 10.5% 0 0 0 19 5.5 5.7

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 42.1% 52.6% 5.3% 0 0 0 19 5.4 5.4

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 63.2% 31.6% 5.3% 0 0 0 19 5.6 5.7

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 31.6% 42.1% 21.1% 5.3% 0 0 19 5.0 5.1

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 42.1% 42.1% 15.8% 0 0 0 19 5.3 5.3

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 

44



Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 52.6% 36.8% 5.3% 5.3% 0 0 19 5.4 5.6

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 63.16%   (12 of 19)

1

some very hard to discuss topics were presented in class and Professor Schlesinger helped to reduce confusion by giving easy to understand examples of everything and helping us
understand each topic before we moved on. He was very intelligent and knew everything about each topic, also allowed us to ask questions and always offered time and help to any
of us. I wish I had personally gone into his office hours more just to ask questions because I know he would have the answer and be able to help me understand and look at it in a
new way.

2 great.

3 The wednesday lecture was pointless and i never got anything from any besides the early ones that Burns did about Judaism

4
The course helped me learn a lot, but the material was, for the majority of the time, confined to Catholic beliefs. I understand why the course is required here at Marquette, but I fail
to see the importance of it. Interreligious dialogue may be important, but most of the time students weren't able to express their own beliefs.

5 I thought this class was a little on the boring side and very confusing

6 I thought the class overall was interesting, but I thought the wednesday lectures did not relate to the topics and were in general unnecessary and extremely boring.

7 I loved learning about different religions and how they all relate to Catholicism.

8 I have none

9 I feel that my knowledge of the catholic faith and other religions has grown tremendously. I learned a ton in this class and it was very interesting.

10 I enjoyed taking this class. However, the Wednesday discussions did not really help me in my overall understanding of the material of the course.

11
I enjoyed Wednesday Lectures, however I found there to be a disconnect with the Monday and Friday lectures...

12 I didn't know what to expect walking into this class, but I enjoyed it in the end.

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 78.95%   (15 of 19)

1 great

2 good overall but could be confusing at times

3 You did a wonderful job teaching this class.

4 Was very good professor helped in many ways. See feedback about the class.

5
My one idea for improvement would be to spend more time in discussion going over the Wednesday lectures. Other than that, the material was presented in a way that was easy to
follow, or further explanation was provided.

6 Mr. Schlesinger was a great instructor and was able to connect with the students while covering the course information.

7 Mr. Schlesinger was a great teacher. He did a very good job explaining the content in ways that everyone could understand and kept class interesting.

8
Mr. Schlesinger was a very good professor and he was always willing to clear up any confusion we had about anything. He was always very organized and made the class a little
more interesting. The review sessions before each test were very helpful and they really prepared us for what was going to be asked on each test.

9 Interesting teacher, brings enthusiasm to the class room, not critical but importance of readings was sometimes not evident, more so at end of symester 

10 He's one cool cat. One of the most interesting teachers I have had.

11 He has a good sense of humor and very helpful at clarifying and communicating information

12 Great professor, he always challenged me to think outside of my comfort zone.

13 Great job if helping us understand

14 Cool!

15
AMAZING. Recommended him to all my friends taking this class next semester. Kept the material as interesting as possible and just made the class more entertaining. Did an
excellent job of preparing us for the exams, being helpful, and explaining everything so we would understand.
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 Spring 2015 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Spr 2015

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 1001 104 - Introduction to Theology Department: THEO

 Responsible Faculty: 
Joshua Burns; Robert Masson; Danielle Nussberger; Irfan Omar;
Eugene Schlesinger

  Responses / Expected:  17 / 19 (89.47%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 104

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 23.5% 47.1% 23.5% 5.9% 0 0 17 4.9 4.9

Q2 How was the content of this class? 17.6% 35.3% 35.3% 11.8% 0 0 17 4.6 4.6

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 104

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 23.5% 47.1% 29.4% 0 0 0 17 4.9 4.9

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 17.6% 23.5% 52.9% 0 5.9% 0 17 4.5 4.3

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 17.6% 47.1% 23.5% 0 11.8% 0 17 4.6 4.8

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 11.8% 58.8% 29.4% 0 0 0 17 4.8 4.9

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 52.9% 41.2% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.5 5.6

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 47.1% 47.1% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.4 5.4

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 52.9% 35.3% 11.8% 0 0 0 17 5.4 5.6

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 70.6% 29.4% 0 0 0 0 17 5.7 5.8

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 64.7% 23.5% 11.8% 0 0 0 17 5.5 5.7

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 47.1% 23.5% 17.6% 11.8% 0 0 17 5.1 5.4

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 64.7% 35.3% 0 0 0 0 17 5.6 5.7

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 76.5% 17.6% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.7 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1
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Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 76.5% 23.5% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 58.82%   (10 of 17)

1 tests were harder than expected

2 Topics were challenging to cover in class sometimes, and Wed. lectures seemed to go over the same questions often.

3 This was a good class, somewhat boring at times but overall very interesting. Especially the Wednesday lectures are interesting.

4 The wednesday lectures were a waste.

5 The class was alright. It was very easy. Sometimes the lectures were boring and repetitive. I prefer quizzes over worksheets. Except that pictures of Jesus worksheet was fun. 

6 The Wednesday lectures sucked

7 The Wednesday lectures were pointless at times and had no influence with the future tests

8 Interesting and challenging class.

9 Good teacher. A bit confusing at points, but managed to teach the material in a comprehensive manner before the exams were issued. Good luck in getting your doctorate!

10 Course was eye opening for my own religious beliefs

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 82.35%   (14 of 17)

1 great teacher kept class interesting

2 funny jokes, liked the music at the begging... better than some of the wednesday teachers

3 Wonderful

4 Very interesting and had a great way to navigate around tricky topics. Would recommend him as someone's theology teacher next year!

5 Very enthusiastic and enjoyable 

6 Thank you for adding jokes during in class discussions to make the class more fun. Discussions and questions asked kept me engaged. 

7 Pretty good!

8 One of the better professors I've had at Marquette. 

9 Mr. Schlesinger rocks and he made a subject that I thought was going to be really boring actually interesting.

10 Great guy. Very fun personality. Passionate about what he teaches. Makes the class as a whole a very fun and enjoyable experience.

11 Eugene was pretty interesting and tried to explains as best as possible. Sometimes, that backfired, but most of the time, I understood it. 

12
Best TA hands down and was extremely reasonable, practical and efficient in terms of understanding information and class material. Also was incredibly self-aware with what
student's expectations were

13 Be a little more clear on explanations to avoid confusion. Very interesting and kept class fun. Would take again.

14
Awesome teacher and person. Created a very welcoming learning environment with a smile on his face that made us all have positive attitudes about the course material. Also has a
great taste in music.
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 Spring 2015 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Spr 2015

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 1001 110 - Introduction to Theology Department: THEO

 Responsible Faculty: 
Richard Barry; Joshua Burns; Robert Masson; Danielle
Nussberger; Irfan Omar; Eugene Schlesinger; Jeffrey Walkey

  Responses / Expected:  17 / 19 (89.47%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 110

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 5.9% 47.1% 23.5% 23.5% 0 0 17 4.4 4.6

Q2 How was the content of this class? 17.6% 35.3% 29.4% 11.8% 5.9% 0 17 4.5 4.6

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 110

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 23.5% 47.1% 23.5% 0 0 5.9% 17 4.8 4.9

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 5.9% 35.3% 35.3% 23.5% 0 0 17 4.2 4.3

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 5.9% 23.5% 35.3% 23.5% 0 11.8% 17 3.8 3.9

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 29.4% 35.3% 17.6% 11.8% 5.9% 0 17 4.7 4.9

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 35.3% 52.9% 11.8% 0 0 0 17 5.2 5.2

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 47.1% 47.1% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.4 5.4

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 52.9% 41.2% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.5 5.6

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 70.6% 29.4% 0 0 0 0 17 5.7 5.8

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 82.4% 17.6% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.9

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 70.6% 23.5% 5.9% 0 0 0 17 5.6 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 76.5% 23.5% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 76.5% 23.5% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.8

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1
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Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 82.4% 17.6% 0 0 0 0 17 5.8 5.9

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 58.82%   (10 of 17)

1

The format just didn't particularly work for me. I felt as though my discussion section teacher had a good grasp on the concepts and we were often sort of "retaught" them by him
because it was difficult to grasp them/focus when you're in such a large, impersonal setting, especially when it's a subject I feel should be deeply personal. I think class discussion
about differing religious views would be more helpful than listening to people have a somewhat sugarcoated discussion. I also was not a fan of watching the videos, honestly, I didn't
really focus on them at all and I love theology. That being said, I found all of the teachers competent, bright, and interesting.

2 Learned a lot regarding theology of religions.

3 It was good. THEO is not my forte, but it was taught well.

4 It was alright.

5 I'm not into theology, but I felt like I really did learn a lot by taking this course and it really expanded my knowledge and general outlook on life and others.

6 I wish we could have found a way to make the Wednesday lectures more stimulating. They were interesting.. Don't get me wrong!

7
I thought Theo 1001 was going to be a lot different than it actually was- in a good way. I really like how the class was structured and that we didn't only talk about the Catholic
religion.

8
I think many of the Wednesday lectures near the end of the course were unnecessary. I would have rather had a regular class where we could have gone over material we would need
for the exams. Other than that, the overall course was very interesting and I learned a lot.

9
I didn't like this class at all. I understand that we are attending a Catholic school but I felt religion was being forced upon me, which I was led to believe would not be the case. I
found it drab and uninteresting.

10
I really liked how it was team taught. Got different views of different professors. And all the content of the class flowed well together; great set up; very organized. Super glad I took
this! And it should be continued! :)

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 88.24%   (15 of 17)

1 teacher has a good sense of humor

2 Was a very good professor and definitely helped the class understand the material.

3 Very good and interesting. Would take another class if he taught. 

4 Thank you for being such a great professor! You explain the Timelines of the Bible like I would not expect in any other Theology Professor and it is awesome!

5
Schles is my boy. Awesome teacher. Cool and passionate guy. I do not mean to offend the professors who lectured on Wednesdays but I learn A LOT more from Mr S on Monday and
Fridays.

6 Professor Schlesinger gave great effort and I appreciated that. He was a good teacher.

7 Prof Schlesinger is an awesome guy. He made Theo about as interesting as he could and always had good examples to explain things in further depth.

8
Mr. Schlesinger was my Monday, Friday faculty and I enjoyed him immensely. He explained things very well and if we had questions he wasn't sure on, he would answer them first
thing next class period. He loves what he is teaching and wants to badly for us to understand what is happening and I believe this is what leads to his great explanations and
yearning for teachings.

9
Mr. Schlesinger certainly went above and beyond as an instructor and a fellow Christian. His passion for Theology and students was apparent throughout the semester, and
positively benefited my outlook on Theology and on religion as a whole. In addition, Theology definitely comes with difficult concepts to understand, and he would make every effort
to make sure we as students understood and any confusion was resolved whether that was through analogies, emailing us outside of class, or providing convenient office hours.

10
I thought he was helpful, aware, available, and incredibly bright. He admitted when he didn't know something and I felt like he was learning and growing as he taught us as well. He
gives excellent* feedback on all assignments which is incredibly encouraging and makes me want to grow in my writing and theological competence. I think he did a lovely job.

11 I loved having you as a teacher. You kept the class interesting and fun despite the fact that I disliked the material.

12

I LOVE SCHLES. He is quirky but so funny and unique. He tries his best to make every discussion interesting and he really really cares about his students and whether they
understand the concepts in class or not, and he will go out of the way to make sure that we do. He was also always there for students who had questions about their personal faith
and I think that's going above and beyond what a standard professor would do. Sometimes his lectures were confusing and made no sense, but he took the time to explain the
material as best as possible and I appreciate that. He was very kind, and was always a joy to talk to.

13

Dr. Schlesinger was a really great professor. He was great at explaining the different concepts in various ways that helped me understand it. He also continued to clarify until the
students had a complete understanding. I also liked how he encouraged discussion but he didn't put any students on the spot to call on them. He was very engaged and I really
enjoyed coming to class each day. Very approachable and I felt very encouraged to come to office hours. I could tell that he wants his students to succeed, so that was really
encouraging for me to participate in class. Gives great feedback as well. Overall GREAT PROFESSOR! Would DEFINITELY recommend to others and I am really glad I had the
opportunity to be in the class! :)

14

By and far the most qualified person to teach the lecture portion (not the large discussion) of THEO 1001. His ability to connect with students would make him an effective teacher
in any subject. That being said, he was especially effective in this course because of his ability to take complicated and complex religious and ideological thought and form
analogies and syllogisms that students are able to understand. I have taken more from this course from professor Schlesinger and his organized and insightful explanations of the
different aspects of monotheistic theologies we cover than any of the large discussion. Best of luck to him as he pursues his Doctorate in Theology.
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15
Best teacher ever! He fully prepared me for every exam and kept the class fully engaged during every class. His sense of humor also made the classes more fun and he clarified
confusing readings/assignments very well. I have no complaints.
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 Fall 2016 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Fall 2016

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 1001 123 - Introduction to Theology Department: THEO

  Responsible Faculty: Eugene Schlesinger   Responses / Expected:  35 / 39 (89.74%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 123

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 17.1% 28.6% 40% 8.6% 5.7% 0 35 4.4 4.4

Q2 How was the content of this class? 20% 20% 40% 17.1% 2.9% 0 35 4.4 4.3

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 123

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 28.6% 40% 28.6% 0 0 2.9% 35 4.9 5.0

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 17.1% 34.3% 25.7% 17.1% 5.7% 0 35 4.4 4.5

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 14.3% 40% 37.1% 0 8.6% 0 35 4.5 4.6

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 25.7% 40% 28.6% 5.7% 0 0 35 4.9 4.9

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 37.1% 48.6% 5.7% 8.6% 0 0 35 5.1 5.2

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 20% 45.7% 28.6% 5.7% 0 0 35 4.8 4.8

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 28.6% 48.6% 17.1% 2.9% 2.9% 0 35 5.0 5.1

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 40% 31.4% 25.7% 0 0 2.9% 35 5.0 5.2

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 37.1% 22.9% 22.9% 14.3% 2.9% 0 35 4.8 4.9

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 37.1% 31.4% 17.1% 11.4% 0 2.9% 35 4.9 5.1

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 34.3% 28.6% 28.6% 5.7% 2.9% 0 35 4.9 5.0

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 31.4% 37.1% 22.9% 2.9% 5.7% 0 35 4.9 5.0

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 40% 48.6% 8.6% 2.9% 0 0 35 5.3 5.3

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 54.29%   (19 of 35)

1 good

2 This class was about as good as a theo 1001 class can get

3 This class was a good first semester of college class, as it prepares you how to learn and think in a college environment.

4 Theology was not a particularly interesting class for me. Most students are less than thrilled to take the required class.

5
The course work in this class was difficult for me because I never went to a private school where this was taught. The amount of online quizzes seemed a little excessive but
understandable.

6 The class was very well organized. Notes were clear, homework was clear. It was all very good.

7 The class had structure which was appreciated.

8 The class was one of the more interesting theology classes I have ever taken, and I have gone to Catholic school all my life.

9
Sometimes some of the content was hard to understand, but the instructor did a good job at making sure the students understood the material. Some of the homework
assignments and/or quizzes were extensive and sometimes difficult.

10 Not really, good course even after coming from a catholic high school background.

11 Intro to Theology was a good course to have freshman year. It did not feel biased which allowed students to fully understand every aspect of religion or other practices.

12
I very much like this class as a whole, yet sometimes felt as if we were all over the place during lectures. My notes felt disorganized and sometimes had no idea what I had written
down.

13 I really enjoyed this intro to theology course
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14 I enjoyed going to this class every day. The work load was fair, and I felt that I learned a great deal.

15 Good class covering vide variety of written work.

16 Decent class. Wasn't exactly thrilled about learning theology going into it. I wish we spent more time talking about what we did in the last week (Ignatius, etc.).

17 Class content was great for people with little or no background on theology.

18 Challenging, good strong introduction to first-year theology students

19
Being someone who has extremely minimal prior experience, I think this class covered a good basis of different ideas, but I often felt a little in the dark about certain topics. I feel
like the curriculum just assumed we all already had a fairly concrete understanding going in to the class, when in reality, many of us did not.

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 62.86%   (22 of 35)

1
Write notes on the board in a more organized manner. Not a fan of the music extra credit game every day as not everyone is a fan of that style of music and therefore they are
always screwed out of points for not knowing the songs. Content presented in lectures seemed disorganized and made studying extremely complicated.

2 Very well organized. Interesting lectures considering the somewhat dry course material. Very clear on expectations, and also very clear on assignments. Well plotted out syllabus.

3
Though the class was challenging at times, the instructor was always willing to help by different means. The instructor was a very respectful and nice person to be able to teach this
class.

4 The notes on the board were often confusing to follow.

5 Sometimes he says more then he needs to and then repeats the same phrase in a different way which makes it more confusing. Overall a good professor.

6 Should be more assertive with class participation and sometimes the descriptions of homework was confusing

7 Really cool guy. Good taste in music. Presentations could be more dynamic considering that he just writes important points on the chalkboard.

8 Professor Schlesinger is the man. He really cares about each of his students and should definitely be given a promotion.

9 Once again, I have gone to Catholic school all my life, and Mr. Schlesinger was one of my favorite theology teachers out of all the religion teachers I have had.

10 N/A

11 Made somewhat boring info interesting

12 Knowledgeable instructor. Knows the information he is teaching.

13 Interesting professor, but could engage with the class more.

14 He is really nice and clearly cares about his students. He tries really hard to get people to participate. I like him a lot, and he is a very understanding and approachable.

15 Explained everything thoroughly and expanded when asked.

16
Dr. Schlesinger was very engaging in his lectures. He really cared about what his students had to say and always made sure his students were understanding what he was lecturing.
His notes could be more organized as he gave his lectures to provide a better understanding of where he is going with his lectures.

17 Dr. Schlesinger was a very good instructor. He was extremely organized, was very helpful, and taught very well. Excellent teacher!

18
Dr. Schlesinger is great. He gives the class his own distinct flair, and he's unlike any of my other professors. He is very much a philosopher as well as a teacher, and he makes the
lessons feel larger than life.

19 Dr. Schlesinger is very passionate about his class and it shows in his lectures. Would definitely take a class with him again

20
Dr. Schlesinger was extremely personable and tried his best to really relate to his students. I thoroughly enjoyed this class, and I credit that to Dr. S. He makes sure we understand
the material as he teaches it, and the assigned readings were not only interesting but gave a lot of added insight to what we were discussing in class. I don't think I have ever
enjoyed a teacher or professor more, and I will definitely be looking into taking another theology course with Dr. Schlesinger again in the future. Thank you for a great semester Dr. S.

21 Dr. S is a great engaging teacher with a true passion. He gives examples that makes sense and presents information in a way that is easy to understand

22 Articulate and genuine, offers opportunities throughout semester to improve grade through application of learning objectives
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 Fall 2016 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Fall 2016

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 1001 124 - Introduction to Theology Department: THEO

  Responsible Faculty: Eugene Schlesinger   Responses / Expected:  35 / 37 (94.59%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 124

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 31.4% 40% 11.4% 17.1% 0 0 35 4.9 5.0

Q2 How was the content of this class? 34.3% 34.3% 22.9% 8.6% 0 0 35 4.9 5.0

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Class Evaluation

THEO 1001 - 124

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 42.9% 37.1% 17.1% 2.9% 0 0 35 5.2 5.3

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 25.7% 34.3% 28.6% 8.6% 0 2.9% 35 4.7 4.8

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 14.3% 34.3% 37.1% 11.4% 0 2.9% 35 4.4 4.5

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 37.1% 34.3% 20% 5.7% 2.9% 0 35 5.0 5.1

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 51.4% 40% 5.7% 2.9% 0 0 35 5.4 5.5

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 37.1% 45.7% 11.4% 5.7% 0 0 35 5.1 5.2

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 40% 42.9% 14.3% 2.9% 0 0 35 5.2 5.3

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 57.1% 28.6% 8.6% 5.7% 0 0 35 5.4 5.6

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 48.6% 22.9% 20% 8.6% 0 0 35 5.1 5.4

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 48.6% 22.9% 22.9% 5.7% 0 0 35 5.1 5.4

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 48.6% 31.4% 8.6% 8.6% 0 2.9% 35 5.1 5.5

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 65.7% 20% 11.4% 2.9% 0 0 35 5.5 5.7

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 54.3% 25.7% 5.7% 11.4% 2.9% 0 35 5.2 5.6

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 45.71%   (16 of 35)

1 When I signed up for this class, I thought it was supposed to be a class where we read the bible. I thought the first unit was my favorite because we actually read from the bible.

2 Twas lit

3
This is by far my favorite class and favorite subject. I was slightly interested in the subject before taking the class and now I really want to continue taking theology classes.
HOWEVER please stop with the group projects no one ever shows up and only like 3 people do the actual work. It's especially stressful if you're the group leader and no one helps.
Those definitely need to be altered, but it's good they're not graded!

4
This class opened my eyes to what I never thought of before. However I just didn't find an interest in the class mostly because of the materials covered and the complex ideas that
had some explanation but still didn't sink in.

5 This class was definitely challenging, especially to someone with little to no religious background. However, the class was made interesting through the professor.

6 The subject matter was abstract and confusing, but I liked it. This was a fun class and I'm excited to do it again next year.

7 The only complaint I have is the notes up on the chalkboard. They were very disorganized and made was hard to replicate in my notebook.

8
The material presented to me in this class really impacted the way I carried out myself in real life. I was very engaged all throughout the semester. The debates held in this class
helped me understand whatever concepts we were trying to grasp and learn. Taking notes in this class was very easy to do in this class mainly because the professor noted
whatever was most important on the chalk board.

9
The material was so complex that it was difficult to just move on from one topic to another. Another very difficult part is that the class is very driven by notes and has no book to
look up and reread what we learned in class, but to be fair, a book on the material on the class would be even more confusing.

10 The class broadened my knowledge regarding theology and I learned more about the topic in this semester than I have throughout my entire life.
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11
The class was very interesting! I learned a lot of new material, in a very organized and effective manner. I do not come from a very religious family and was a bit worried that I would
struggle in the class or maybe even feel uncomfortable, but that wasn't that case. The class was easy to follow and all of the articles and stories that we read taught me so much. I
felt comfortable at all times and even spoke a couple times in class, despite that being something I don't usually do.

12 Lots of reading:/ but otherwise great!

13 I loved the class I really liked the debates we had and I feel that they helped in understanding strange concepts 

14 I learned a lot about God and Christianity and there was a lot of content in this class.

15 I did not find the quizzes helpful

16
Dr. Schlesinger did a great job of breaking down everything as best as he could, and, even though some of these concepts we discuss aren't supposed to be fully comprehended by
humans, he used great examples of everything. The work he provided us with really forced us to push ourselves, which I feel helped me learn theology a lot better and appreciate it
more when I earned the grades I wanted. I'm really glad to have had this class as a part of my Marquette education

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 51.43%   (18 of 35)

1
You are definitely one of the best teachers I ever had. Interesting, informative, organized, funny, etc. I am now incredibly interested in the subject and I hope I'll be able to have you
again as a teacher someday. I'm so happy I took your class!!!

2 Twas chill and knowledgeable and woke�

3
Towards the end of the course, the topics got more complex and therefore the students had less ability to talk in class. Maybe interact with the class more in the topics further
down in the cirriculum, but other than that great job and thank you for being such a great professor

4 The way he explained things by relating them to current topics helped understand 

5
The professor was very motivated to better the students' understanding of the class material. He always answered each student's questions and was very glad to do it. He put the
students first. I very much enjoyed his lectures because they were very entertaining and interesting. I also enjoyed how he often brought outside factors such as pop culture into his
lectures to connect to whatever concept he was teaching. This made the learning process much easier and enjoyable.

6 The music at the beginning of every class is awesome.

7 The instructor kept this class interesting, was enthusiastic and stayed very neutral on a lot of topics which allowed students to feel comfortable voicing their opinion.

8
The course instructor delivered each lesson in an organized and clear manner. He was very approachable and made the classroom environment comfortable and entertaining. I really
enjoyed learning all of the material!

9 Sometimes lecture and notes on the board can be confusing but otherwise awesome class

10 Nice guy

11 Mr. Schlesinger was a good teacher. He was funny, and helped me outside of class.

12 It is hard to keep this material engaging and you did an alright job. I would have liked more discussions in the class

13

He was very engaging to listen to and was always open for free questions. He had a review day before each exam and gave out exam study guides that said exactly what we should
know and that was very helpful. The only flaw was that every time he took notes, it was just a bunch of words (not in a sentence, just by themselves) and arrows and lists and it's
always hard to follow along when I'm studying after that lecture. If he wrote out complete ideas and complete sentences and definitions, it would be easier to understand. Instead he
would just write out one word and then I would look back and would have no idea what correlation that word or idea had to do with the concept he wants us to understand.

14 He is a smart and funny man. No I mean it

15 Great teacher and did his best to answer my questions. He really got me to start thinking more outside of the box.

16
Dr. Schlesinger is a great person with an obvious love for his job. I just felt like he needed to liven up the class a bit and make it more interactive maybe with a video or pictures. He
tried to stir up class discussions and to explain the concepts the best that he could.

17
Dr. Schlesinger was awesome. He helped me understand the abstract and sometimes partially eldritch concepts of theology. I don't understand God perfectly, but I know that this
isn't the point of the class. Again, Dr. Schlesinger is a great teacher.

18
Dr. Schlesinger was one of my favorite professors. He made the content we were learning very interesting, as he presented us with a lot of jokes and relatable scenerios to help us
better understand the content presented. I would definitely recommend him as a professor.
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 FA 2016 UNDG SCTL Survey 

 FA 2016 UNDG

Carroll University  

Online Course Evaluation Portal  

Course:  CCS100 (UG16FA) U  Cultural Seminar Department:  CULSEMCCS

  Responsible

Faculty: 
Eugene Schlesinger   Responses / Expected:   15 / 18 (83.33%) 

Overall Mean:

8.20  Grade   (15 responses) 
4.16  Strongly Agree to Strongly Disagree  (270 responses) 
3.60  Excellent to Poor   (60 responses) 
1.20  Reason Taking Course   (15 responses) 
1.00  Class   (15 responses)

 Graph Legend
CCS100 (UG16FA)  U

CULSEMCCS Courses

Status 

Questions

CCS100 (UG16FA)  U  Survey Comparisons 
Responses (%) Course CULSEMCCS

F S J S GS O N Mean Med. Mode Std 

Dev N Mean Pct 
Rnk

Q1 Class: 100% 0 0 0 0 0 15 1.00 1 1 0 742 1.75 27

Responses: [F] Freshman=1 [S] Sophomore=2 [J] Junior=3 [S] Senior=4 [GS] Grad Student=5 [O] Other=6 
Pct Rnk: Percentile Rank (100 is best, calculated vs. precise Mean)

 

 Graph Legend
CCS100 (UG16FA)  U

CULSEMCCS Courses

Status 

Questions

CCS100 (UG16FA)  U  Survey Comparisons 
Responses (%) Course CULSEMCCS

LOG MOM E N Mean Med. Mode Std 

Dev N Mean Pct 
Rnk

Q2 Reason for taking the course: 80% 20% 0 15 1.20 1 1 .40 742 1.17 67

Responses: [LOG] LSP or General Education Requirement=1 [MOM] Major or Minor Requirement=2
[E] Elective=3 

Pct Rnk: Percentile Rank (100 is best, calculated vs. precise Mean)
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 Graph Legend
CCS100 (UG16FA)  U

CULSEMCCS Courses

Status 

Questions

CCS100 (UG16FA)  U  Survey Comparisons 
Responses (%) Course CULSEMCCS

A A B B B
C C D F S U N Mean Med. Mode Std 

Dev N Mean Pct 
Rnk

Q3 Anticpated
final grade:

26.7% 66.7% 6.7% 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 8.20 8 8 .54 699 8.11 49

Responses: [A] A=9 [A B] A B=8 [B] B=7 [B C] B C=6 [C] C=5 [D] D=4 [F] F=3 [S] S=2 [U] U=1 
Pct Rnk: Percentile Rank (100 is best, calculated vs. precise Mean)

 

Category Instructions:  Please indicate your level of agreement with each of the following statements.

 Graph Legend
Schlesinger, Eugene

CULSEMCCS Faculty

Instructor 

About the

instructor

Schlesinger, Eugene  Survey Comparisons 
Responses (%) Individual CULSEMCCS

S=S A=A N=N D=D S=S N Mean Med. Mode Std 

Dev N Mean Pct 
Rnk

Q4
The instructor

is prepared

for each class.

46.7% 46.7% 6.7% 0 0 15 4.40 4 4,5 .61 742 4.36 41

Q5 The instructor

knows the

60% 26.7% 6.7% 6.7% 0 15 4.40 5 5 .88 742 4.56 29
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subject
matter.

Q6

The instructor

stimulates
interest in the

subject.

40% 33.3% 13.3% 13.3% 0 15 4.00 4 5 1.03 742 4.41 27

Q7 The instructor

grades fairly. 26.7% 33.3% 20% 13.3% 6.7% 15 3.60 4 4 1.20 742 4.15 24

Q8
The instructor

helps students

when needed.

33.3% 46.7% 20% 0 0 15 4.13 4 4 .72 742 4.30 32

Q9

The instructor

communicates
the subject

matter
effectively.

40% 26.7% 26.7% 6.7% 0 15 4.00 4 5 .97 742 4.18 34

Q10

The instructor

maintains a

classroom
environment
that facilitates

learning.

33.3% 46.7% 20% 0 0 15 4.13 4 4 .72 742 4.27 38

Q11

The instructor

provides
timely
feedback on

academic
performance.

53.3% 26.7% 20% 0 0 15 4.33 5 5 .79 742 4.01 56

Q12

The instructor

uses
technology
appropriately
to enhance

learning.

20% 46.7% 26.7% 6.7% 0 15 3.80 4 4 .83 742 4.25 24

Q13

The instructor

uses an

appropriate
variety of

teaching
methods.

20% 26.7% 33.3% 20% 0 15 3.47 3 3 1.02 742 4.07 18

Q14

The instructor

demonstrates
respect for

students.

60% 33.3% 0 6.7% 0 15 4.47 5 5 .81 742 4.44 41

Q15

Overall, the

instructor is

an effective
teacher.

46.7% 40% 6.7% 6.7% 0 15 4.27 4 5 .85 742 4.30 41

Responses: [S=S] SA = Strongly Agree=5 [A=A] A = Agree=4 [N=N] N = Neutral=3 [D=D] D = Disagree=2
[S=S] SD = Strongly Disagree=1 

Pct Rnk: Percentile Rank (100 is best, calculated vs. precise Mean)
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Q16 - What characteristics or qualities of the instructor were most successful in facilitating learning and should be preserved?
Why?

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Instructions:  In the space provided below, please provide your comments and suggestions.
Response Rate: 86.67%   (13 of 15)

1

frank

goes deeply in the subject matter so that student can understand clearly

provides the idea which are not listed in the course materials

2 Writing on the whiteboard and verbal expression on the material.

3 My professor came into class with a plan. It seems like he recited what he was going to go over in class the night before.

4

I enjoy coming to class and starting it with different songs.

He also has a great personality.

I really enjoy how he tries to get his students to interact in class.

I like how he talks openly about his family stories.

5 He's good at relating topics to Western Culture

6 He was pretty cool.  Give him more money. Keep him around. He really helped us all understand these class topics 

7 He makes us laugh even though we are a very quiet group. I like how he always ties it in with something else. 

8 He gives a quiz everyday for the reading and because of that I knew I had to complete the reading.

9
Dr. Schlesinger had relevant experience in the topic and also know someone else who had a background in Latin American
theology. He should get bonus points for cracking puns and playing music before class. It made him more relatable and we
even got to hear some artists that we wouldn't normally hear of.

10 Dr. S. is very unorganized which isn't helpful for the students. Dr. S. is very educated on subjects.

11 Discussion in class was always very successful.

12 Daily quizzes with questions given before hand were effective.

13 After each chapter we read, the next day we would go over the chapter in vivid detail to help explain it better.

 

Q17 - What characteristics or qualities of the instructor were least successful in facilitating learning and should be revised or
eliminated? Why?

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Instructions:  In the space provided below, please provide your comments and suggestions.
Response Rate: 80.00%   (12 of 15)

1 as far I am concerned, he really a best instructor, and honestly I am not able to ⫤nd low quality on him

2 There isn't much participation mostly just us getting lectured at.

3 Quizzes seem to drop my grade even when I understood the topic. I don't think my grade re爨ects my knowledge of the
course.

He uses his own opinions in a class room, sometimes I do not agree.
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I do not like talking about political views.

I did not like the fact that he told his class who he voted for, I believe that is something personal.

Reading three different books at once was a little confusing but I liked all three books!

4 Quizzes everyday of class could become a little overwhelming, but it kept students up to beat with the readings.

5 Nothing. 

6 None

7 No complaints

8 Less continuous notes on only white board.

9 I wanted more work in groups to be able to demonstrate what we've learned or haven't learned. 

10 I believe the quality least successful was the organization of notes given.

11 He is always off topic, awkward, and doesn't engage the class.

12

Dr. S. needs to provide examples how the information that he is teaching relates to Latin America Christianity. Also, i
believe that politics need to be out of the conversation. This class is not meant for that and I wanted to learn more about
L.A.C. Dr. S. needs to realize that this course should be an easy A - AB, but with his harsh grading and his beliefs, i do not
expect me to achieve an A.

 

Category Instructions:  Please indicate your level of agreement with each of the following statements.

 Graph Legend
CCS100 (UG16FA)  U

CULSEMCCS Courses

Course 

About the course

CCS100 (UG16FA)  U  Survey Comparisons 
Responses (%) Course CULSEMCCS

S=S A=A N=N D=D S=S N Mean Med. Mode Std 

Dev N Mean Pct 
Rnk

Q18

Course
materials
(books,
handouts,
etc.) facilitate

learning.

33.3% 53.3% 0 13.3% 0 15 4.07 4 4 .93 742 3.99 52

Q19

Course
assignments
contribute to

learning.

26.7% 60% 13.3% 0 0 15 4.13 4 4 .62 742 4.14 44
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Q20 Course
content
addresses the

topics listed

in the

syllabus.

60% 33.3% 6.7% 0 0 15 4.53 5 5 .62 742 4.33 64

Q21

Course work

(exams,
homework,
projects,
etc.)is
academically
challenging.

53.3% 40% 0 6.7% 0 15 4.40 5 5 .80 742 4.21 76

Q22

Course exams

reflect
material
covered in

class and

assigned
readings.

46.7% 46.7% 6.7% 0 0 15 4.40 4 4,5 .61 742 4.20 63

Q23

Course goals,

expectations
and policies

are clearly

stated in the

syllabus.

40% 60% 0 0 0 15 4.40 4 4 .49 742 4.32 52

Responses: [S=S] SA = Strongly Agree=5 [A=A] A = Agree=4 [N=N] N = Neutral=3 [D=D] D = Disagree=2
[S=S] SD = Strongly Disagree=1 

Pct Rnk: Percentile Rank (100 is best, calculated vs. precise Mean)

 

Category Instructions:  Please provide an honest assessment of your efforts to learn in this course.

 Graph Legend
CCS100 (UG16FA)  U

CULSEMCCS Courses

Course 

Effort to learn

CCS100 (UG16FA)  U  Survey Comparisons 
Responses (%) Course CULSEMCCS

E=E V=V G=G F=F P=P N Mean Med. Mode Std 

Dev N Mean Pct 
Rnk

Q24

I would rate my

level of daily

preparation
as...

6.7% 66.7% 20% 6.7% 0 15 3.73 4 4 .68 742 4.03 15

Q25 I would rate my 13.3% 20% 40% 26.7% 0 15 3.20 3 3 .98 742 3.84 8
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level of

participation
as...

Q26
I would rate my

level of

learning as...

13.3% 46.7% 40% 0 0 15 3.73 4 4 .68 742 3.94 32

Q27

I would rate my

level of course

engagement
as...

26.7% 26.7% 40% 6.7% 0 15 3.73 4 3 .93 742 3.93 30

Responses: [E=E] E = Excellent=5 [V=V] VG = Very Good=4 [G=G] G = Good=3 [F=F] F = Fair=2 [P=P] P =
Poor=1 

Pct Rnk: Percentile Rank (100 is best, calculated vs. precise Mean)

Q28 - What characteristics or qualities of the course were most successful in facilitating learning and should be preserved?
Why?

Instructions:  In the space provided below, please provide your comments and suggestions.
Response Rate: 73.33%   (11 of 15)

1 The readings in the book.

2 The Monaghan and Just book kept my interest the most although Cadorette was also very interesting.

3 Some of the most successful qualities were that it was easily understandable.

4 Notes and daily quizzes were the most successful for me in this class.

5 Keep connecting it to things the students know about to make it easier to understand 

6 I learned the new culture different from me

7 I enjoy writing essays and short answers because I express myself better this way.

8 Honestly everything is very good. Especially for 8 am in the morning. I am actually paying attention. 

9 Good Education

10 Enjoyed the topics covered in the class, really got me deep thinking about certain area subjects.

11 Daily quizzes.

Q29 - What characteristics or qualities of the course were least successful in facilitating learning and should be revised or
eliminated? Why?

Instructions:  In the space provided below, please provide your comments and suggestions.
Response Rate: 73.33%   (11 of 15)

1 Too much talking for so early in the morning. 

2 The professor being very off topic did not help.

3 The least successful qualities were that we didn't compare many cultures.

4 Possible Quiz everyday of class.

5 Politics, opinions, and off topic ideas.

6 None
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7 Learning about other cultures is interesting to me and should stay. 

8

I do not like the fact that we are graded on participation.

Presentations and oral exams were dif⫤cult.

9 Have some partner or group discussions rather than just large class ones

10 Continuous white board notes.

11 All was good

Q30 - Finally, if relevant, please describe aspects pertaining to class size (i.e., enrollment) and or facilities (e.g.,heating, cooling,
lighting, desks, whiteboards, etc.) that positively or negatively affected your learning.

Instructions:  In the space provided below, please provide your comments and suggestions.
Response Rate: 40.00%   (6 of 15)

1 Would enjoy a room with a window. Having an 8 am the class with no windows makes me tired and unmotivated to learn.

2 The third row light in the middle of the room 爨ickered constantly. Otherwise good.

3 The light always 爨ickered and was bothering me. Everything else was pretty nice. 

4
Small class sizes help. Bright lights help. The desks are uncomfortable and having com⫤er furniture would help for longer
class periods. 

5 None

6 N/A
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 Spring 2017 Course Evaluation (Session 1)
 Spr 2017

Marquette University  
General  

Course: THEO 2310 102 - Exploration Christian Theology Department: THEO

  Responsible Faculty: Eugene Schlesinger   Responses / Expected:  36 / 36 (100%) 

Class Evaluation

THEO 2310 - 102

Responses (%) Course

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q1 How was this class as a whole? 55.6% 22.2% 16.7% 5.6% 0 0 36 5.3 5.6

Q2 How was the content of this class? 50% 33.3% 16.7% 0 0 0 36 5.3 5.5

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1 

Class Evaluation

THEO 2310 - 102

Responses (%) Course

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q3 This class positively impacted my comprehension of written material in this subject. 55.6% 27.8% 16.7% 0 0 0 36 5.4 5.6

Q4 This class positively impacted my problem solving abilities in this subject. 44.4% 22.2% 30.6% 0 0 2.8% 36 5.0 5.3

Q5 This class positively impacted my ability to communicate orally and/or in writing. 41.7% 22.2% 30.6% 5.6% 0 0 36 5.0 5.1

Q6 This class was intellectually challenging. 58.3% 33.3% 8.3% 0 0 0 36 5.5 5.6

Q7 Evaluations of course work (e.g. exams, papers) were consistent with class learning objectives. 72.2% 16.7% 8.3% 2.8% 0 0 36 5.6 5.8

Q8 Assistance and/or extra help were available outside of class time. 63.9% 30.6% 5.6% 0 0 0 36 5.6 5.7

Q9 Expectations of students were presented clearly. 77.8% 11.1% 8.3% 2.8% 0 0 36 5.6 5.9

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

E VG G F P VP N Mean
Grp
Med

Q10 How was the instructor's contribution to this class? 69.4% 25% 5.6% 0 0 0 36 5.6 5.8

Q11 How effective was the instructor in this class? 55.6% 33.3% 11.1% 0 0 0 36 5.4 5.6

Responses: [E] Excellent=6 [VG] Very Good=5 [G] Good=4 [F] Fair=3 [P] Poor=2 [VP] Very Poor=1 

Instructor Evaluation

Schlesinger, Eugene

Responses (%) Individual

SA A SA SD D SD N Mean
Grp
Med

Q12 This instructor provided explanations that reduced confusion. 66.7% 19.4% 11.1% 2.8% 0 0 36 5.5 5.8

Q13 This instructor was well organized. 72.2% 22.2% 2.8% 2.8% 0 0 36 5.6 5.8

Q14 This instructor was interesting. 75% 19.4% 5.6% 0 0 0 36 5.7 5.8

Q15 This instructor encouraged student participation. 91.7% 5.6% 2.8% 0 0 0 36 5.9 6.0

Responses: [SA] Strongly Agree=6 [A] Agree=5 [SA] Somewhat Agree=4 [SD] Somewhat Disagree=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly Disagree=1 
 

Question: Please provide additional feedback about this class.

Response Rate: 88.89%   (32 of 36)

1

this courses worksheets were not only time consuming, but poorly written. they were confusing and harshly graded. I think the idea of having a worksheet for each class is a good
way to make sure people come in with some knowledge contributing to the lecture. I think that participation on these should be rewarded and well thought out answers should be
accepted, even if they are not exactly 'reading the teacher's mind'. The content of the course was interesting and applicable. I think the test (midterm) was confusingly written as
well; ultimately, I think efforts for improving this course would be best spent on simplifying ideas so that there is more opportunity for discussion on the fundamental questions
rather than logistics.

2
Work wasn't too tough or too easy.

Excellent motivation to gain extra credit in worksheets

3
Without a doubt, this has been the most interesting class I have taken at Marquette. It was very challenging at times, but at no point did I feel discouraged to participate or tune out.
Evil is something we as humans need to try and understand, so I feel bad for anyone in this class who tuned out. I didn't know what to expect walking into the class on the first day
and I am so happy I gave it a chance.

4 Very well organized and fun for all majors.

5
This is a very good class! I really liked the content and it makes you think about things that you have never thought of before. Maybe shorter readings? Some of those readings were
kinda difficult to read in two days

6
This class was very interesting which isn't always the case with Theology and Philosophy classes. Many different authors and topics were discussed to look at many different
worldviews.

7 This class was very straightforward and I think was a fair level of work expect from a second level theology course.

8 This class was difficult but also provided interesting perspectives on how to look at christian theology and other thought processes.

9
This class was extremely interesting because it was not a traditional Theology course that discussed the Bible and things of that nature (which tend to be a little oversaturated). I
liked the discussion of good and evil not only in terms of the materials we read/watched, but that it was relatable in a modern context as well.



10

The work load was far too much. I get that we have the worksheets instead of essays but when we consistently spend over 2 hours on a worksheet twice a week, there is too much
being asked of us. Especially for a 2000 level class.

yes the worksheets were helpful, but harshly graded for our own interpretations and too much time goes into them.

11
The material was very interesting. Some of the questions for the reading were hard only because the question was not clearly stated. Otherwise, I enjoyed the class and learned a lot
of interesting things.

12 The class had a very good variety of material and it was interesting to take a theological approach to non-theological works.

13
The class was a very nice change to the normal Theology classes I am used to. It was extremely interesting to take a critical look at the themes of Good and Evil, both from a
theological perspective and not. I genuinely feel I learned a lot and because the material was interesting, it got me to be excited to read the given readings. Overall it was a very good
class, with a focus more on themes than memorization. Because of things like this, I really ended up learning a lot.

14
One of the best classes I have taken at Marquette so far, and I honestly was dreading Theology at first. I am almost shocked that the topic of this class isn't mandatory, I felt like I
learned so much about myself and about humanity in general and I know I can use this knowledge for the rest of my life. This class was always interesting and I loved going!

15 Lots of daily work, but the readings were all very interesting, and Dr. Schlesinger made the class very fun.

16 I wish there was some more group work

17
I thought this class was intellectually challenging but not so difficult that it made people who are not theology majors extremely confused. I thought the readings were all pretty
interesting but could sometimes be a little long as well as the worksheets were sometimes hard to follow on what the teacher was asking, but nothing was impossible to get a
decent grade on.

18 I thought the course was a really interesting intake on religion. I really liked that it wasn't the typical theology course. Overall very interesting!

19

I thought this class was interesting no doubt and I learned a lot. I felt it was sometimes a bit excessive with the amount of reading we had to do every single class, and the
worksheets were sometimes very difficult to understand what was being asked, even after the readings were read multiple times. It would truly benefit several grades in this class
at least if there were maybe some small 5-10 question quizzes on the readings so that not all of our grade is based on how well we are able to read or not. I have difficulty in
comprehending readings anyways so this might be the case in not being able to understand the worksheets. Overall though I loved this class and the instructors knowledge of the
material was spot on and he provided fun extra credit opportunities and encouraged participation even to the quieter students like myself.

20

I thought coming in to the class the class would be more based on Christian theology and the good vs. evil. While we did get to read a few pieces from the bible in the beginning, the
rest of the class was random texts. I think if it was more focused on one particular text type it would have made a lot more sense to me and I wouldn't have been quite as confused
on different topics. While I thought it was interesting to look at different points of history I also feel I sort of lost the meaning of what the point of all it was. I guess what I am saying
is in the future I would maybe narrow the class down to fit more specific themes instead of a broad spectrum of them. I also found the worksheets for a lot of the readings to be
very unclear and vague in what exactly was the answers and meanings I was expected to get out of it. So maybe before the next session going through them and making sure that
the questions are clear to what you are expected to answer.

21 I think it was interesting and thorough. I liked worksheets and extra credit. The readings were more fun towards the end of the semester. 

22 I really liked that we focused on new materials each class, but it always related to common themes throughout the semester. 

23
I really enjoyed the variability of the texts across the course; and I felt that the worksheets solidified my comprehension of the material. However, I would have liked to have a
session before handing in worksheets that was open to questions--occasionally, I had confusion on some questions on the worksheets.

24 I felt this class was organized very effectively and presenting interesting material that kept my attention throughout the semester.

25

I felt that the class, while the topic was interesting, focused too much on the evil aspects of the world. A course entitled "Explorations in Theology: Good and Evil" should perhaps
offer an investigation into the good as well, instead of being entirely slanted toward exposing evil. Although it is important, especially at a private university, to be taught that there is
much evil in the world, the predominantly negative scope of this class almost tries to eliminate the existence of good in the world, instead of offering ways to help combat injustice
through acts of goodness. Furthermore, the worksheets often felt like busy-work to me, especially since our opinion or analysis of the text was very rarely asked for. Don't get me
wrong, the class was interesting, but if you came into it as a student with many other sources of stress, sometimes it was emotionally difficult to sit through an hour and 15 minutes
of really dark material.

26
I feel that the screening of the movie "Virgin Springs" was not necessary to be included in the course, as it contains a graphic scene of rape, and an alternative assignment should be
offered for students in the future. This is my only complaint about the course.

27 I enjoyed this class although the material was heavy and dark at times. Students receive a warning, however it is not that specific.

28 I despise Theology, but this class was actually really interesting and even enjoyable. I'm happy it's my last Theology class, but I'm glad I took this one.

29
Honestly, I am not a fan of theology classes, but this class was the highlight of my classes this year. Very interesting topics that can be related to in our daily lives, and makes you
think why people can think a certain way.

30 Cool class! 

31 Class was relatable and fair.

32
Because of the classes topics and readings, it seemed mildly difficult to ascertain what exactly would be asked on exams. Finding some way to get more specific and flushing out
the exact concepts and ideas that will be covered will be beneficial for students that get lost in some of the wider topics.

 

Faculty: Schlesinger, Eugene

Question: Please provide additional feedback about the instructor of this class.

Response Rate: 88.89%   (32 of 36)

1 You are awesome!!! Keep doing what you are doing.

2
The teacher made it easy to follow and provided explanations that were universally understandable. He graded very fairly and provided a lot of explanation if there was something
that someone did not understand.

3
The professor was able to take discussions in multiple directions based on questions/responses in class, but was also organized enough to cover all of the important topics for the
day.

4 The instructor effectively and efficiently keeps material interesting and uniquely engages class participation, which made the class more interesting on a whole

5
The instructor for this class was excellent. He provided many readings that were interesting and also connected back to the class. Also, he had worksheets due every class which
took time but helped ensure I read and that I also understand the readings.

6

The instructor was knowledgeable, passionate, and organized. His lectures were easy to follow, and they also engaged the class frequently in discussion. It was a comfortable
environment for answering questions, which made it possible to dig more deeply into topics and cover many topics and readings. He followed the syllabus and schedule of
assignments, which he created at the beginning of the semester. This made guidelines clear and deadlines more manageable to follow. I feel that he made it difficult to earn an A in
his class, but he made himself transparent and available so that all students had an opportunity to get out of the class what they put in. I would take another class from this
instructor in the future, because I appreciate his organization and his prompt grading.

7 Some of the questions on the worksheets seem more like statements rather than questions, or seem as though they could have more than one answer which can be a bit confusing.

8
Schlesinger is a happy, helpful teacher who really means well. I think some things were made more confusing that they needed to be. You can tell he is passionate about the course
material.

9

Putting questions in the footnotes was confusing and I often times missed them

Sometimes you asked questions where I couldn't understand what you wanted as an answer



10
Professor Schlesinger made this class absolutely amazing. He is very intelligent and is a wonderful teacher. I never left class confused and I never felt like I was behind on any
assignments, because it was always very clear what was expected of us. I wish more people could experience this class with Professor Schlesinger!

11
Professor Schlesinger was a wonderful teacher. He was organized, homework was well-explained and graded fairly. Expectations were clear. Lectures were engaging and interesting
even though it is a longer class. You can tell he loves what he does. His passion and intelligence make the class worth-while.

12

Overall I loved Professor Schlesinger's enthusiasm for the class and his attempt to try to bring a lighter note to the darker subjects we were covering. I do think at times we could of
had more participation from the class and discussion, but overall I thought he did a good job making it as interesting as he could. I also think he did a good job making sure we knew
when he was available so if we had questions we could go in and talk to him. My only critique would be for him to maybe have a more organized way of presenting the information
because sometimes it was hard to follow.

13

I thought this class was interesting no doubt and I learned a lot. I felt it was sometimes a bit excessive with the amount of reading we had to do every single class, and the
worksheets were sometimes very difficult to understand what was being asked, even after the readings were read multiple times. It would truly benefit several grades in this class
at least if there were maybe some small 5-10 question quizzes on the readings so that not all of our grade is based on how well we are able to read or not. I have difficulty in
comprehending readings anyways so this might be the case in not being able to understand the worksheets. Overall though I loved this class and the instructors knowledge of the
material was spot on and he provided fun extra credit opportunities and encouraged participation even to the quieter students like myself.

14 I loved this class; it was always interesting and made me think about things in new ways. I'm so glad I took this class, and would recommend it to anyone. 

15 I enjoyed the class a lot I learned a lot! I liked the extra credit opportunities. The worksheets were hard but I liked that you posted the answers on d2l so I could compare.

16

His overall mood to the class helped keep things light and fun.

Discussions were always interesting.

I really really enjoyed the material and talk of this class!!

17 He made the content relate-able and made the lectures interesting and enjoyable.

18 He made class very interesting. Related topics from the past to current events and uses current slang. Really enjoyed coming to class!

19 Great teacher who really cares about his student. All work given is fair although the readings could be lengthy. Very enthusiastic man 

20 Great guy, interesting material. Could tell he is smart and does a great job of having the students view the world in different ways. Good at getting people to participate.

21 For a class with such sad readings, Dr. Schlesinger made it fun, and would lighten the mood with funny jokes and stories. One of my favorite professors at Marquette.

22
Dr. Schlesinger truly opened my world to the theology and philosophy in life. He knows how to approach the students and help them understand difficult topics in the course. His
worksheet method helps students with reading the texts and understanding the key aspects of readings. Great professor who truly puts his heart in his work and teaching.

23
Dr. Schlesinger is very knowledgable and willing to help. I would definitely take a class with this professor again. In the beginning of the semester he said that this is a life class, and
that is indeed proven true. Sometimes the topics we discussed were extremely dark. However, I genuinely learned from this class. He also offers extra credit opportunities!

24
Dr. Schlesinger was very helpful and fun when teaching the course. At times lectures could get a little dry, but maybe due to lack of student participation when there was a lot of
material to get through. Overall I thought he did a good job of teaching the course and providing lots of learning opportunities.

25
Dr. Schlesinger was good about thoroughly explaining what we needed to know for the test. Sometimes the notes taken in class were not very organized and a little confusing, but it
was definitely a comfortable learning atmosphere for both sharing inputs and asking questions. Also the worksheets and extra credit helped the grade so much that it was more
about learning than just getting a grade.

26
Dr. Schlesinger was an amazing teacher. He kept the class interesting even through a 75-minute lecture, which is not an easy thing to do. He did an excellent job relating to his
student and keeping things both interesting and relevant, even when talking about subjects that seemed far removed. His class structure, lectures, and overall attitude towards
running the class were top-notch, and I definitely enjoyed every aspect of the course thanks to Dr. Schlesinger.

27

Dr. Schlesinger was an outstanding professor. Not only did he regularly encourage us to participate (and made it enjoyable to), he made very difficult readings easy to follow and
understand. He was excellent at explaining extremely complicated ideas, which led me to feel like I genuinely learned a lot from this class. His lecture style was more open
discussion than detailed note taking, which I definitely enjoyed. Dr. Schlesinger has been one of the best professors I have had at Marquette: not only did he make it enjoyable to
come to class every day, but he made me look forward to the readings as well as learning the material of the class as a whole.

28

Dr. Schlesinger is the man. He made this class thoroughly enjoyable. The way he presented the material (which could get super dark) was very thought provoking and fascinating. I
hope I wasn't the only person to feel this way, because this class was very eye-opening to me in a lot of senses, and it was because of Dr. Schlesinger. I have to give all 5 star ratings
(and I'm sorry if that messes with the stats) because I loved each and every class and what Dr. Schlesinger had to bring in for discussion. This class has taught me a lot, and I have
definitely learned a lot about myself and how I view the world. Also, killer music taste! I hope I'm not the only person in this class who appreciated it.

29
Dr. Schlesinger is an enthusiastic instructor and I enjoyed learning his analysis of the material. He is helpful when approached outside and inside of the classroom, and a nice guy!
To draw on what I mentioned before (about the tone of the material), he is really supportive of many different situations and kinds of students, so the classroom always felt
welcoming and safe whatever the discussion happened to be about on any particular day.

30
Dr. S is a great guy, and really cares about his students, as well as them learning the content of the class. He has kept the class interesting at times when I wasn't looking forward
to sitting through it. He also helped make modern day connections out of old texts (Oedipus, the Bible, etc.) Overall, great professor, and if I had to take another Theo class, I would
try really hard to have him be my professor again.

31 Dr S was great. Made the class relatable and was always helpful. Explained things well and felt like I could ask questions and participate. Overall great teacher!

32 Awesome teacher! Puts a lot of time into the course material. 
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Re: SORRY

Dear Mr. Schlesinger

 To answer your ques΄on, [REDACTED] lives across the hall from me, but we are going to be roommates next year.
 We set alarms on our phones to wake up at 6.30 but somehow we both slept through it and I woke up at 7.55am 
and pounded on her door and then we sprinted to class haha, so we apologize for showing up late.
    ANYWAY, I just wanted to say thank you for being such a great professor this past semester. I admit that I did 
not have any interest in theology before I took your class, but I can honestly say that I was always intrigued in 
class, and you made learning the material fun and relatable. I used to feel very ignorant when it came to 
understanding religions and I feel much more comfortable and confident talking about different faiths and beliefs 
with others. You are also one of the few educators I've had that has taken so much ΄me and aΑen΄on to care 
about students. You always made sure to answer everyone's ques΄ons in and out of class. That means a lot to me 
and I'm sure it means a lot to other students as well. You are a unique professor and I will sincerely miss you!
Sorry if [REDACTED] and I were ever annoying in class... thanks for puΕng up with us though! I hope you have a 
great summer, hopefully I see you around campus next year! Thank you again for all you've done for me as well as 
other students.

Best, [REDACTED] 

[NAME REDACTED]

Mon 5/4/2015 10:19 PM

To:Schlesinger, Eugene <eugene.schlesinger@marquette.edu>;
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