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The thesis and arguments
You attempted an interesting thesis—that there are deeper and more significant commonalities
between science and religion. Unfortunately, you claimed that the similarity was in the methods,
and then failed to support that claim. In presenting the approach to devising new theories/doctrines,
you highlighted the differences in their methods. You highlighted that both applied reason to their
domains, but that is a loose claim that you were unable to make more specific. Finally, you showed
that both Christianity and science faced harsh opposition at their inception; that claim is true, but
its import is unclear.

Most of your arguments are meandering and filled with irrelevant detail. None of the body of your
text persuaded me of anything; in fact, it was difficult to determine what the target of each argument
was. You conclude with a standalone statement that, “Science was inevitable.” Unfortunately, you
do not make clear why it was.

The writing
Your writing suffers from frequent misuse of words. In too many places, the wrong term is used,
making your meaning difficult to decipher. Your wording is sometimes contorted and confusing.
The structure of your arguments also needs to be tightened and more directed.

Items marked on the paper
(1) So they both search for truth (whatever that is). OK, but that hardly allows you to conclude
their their methods are related.

(2) If you’re trying to convince me that science and religion use similar methods for inquiry, this
paragraph isn’t helping. It’s loosely organized, and its direction is unclear. Worse, it seems to
emphasize the differences in methods.

(3) I am baffled. What is this history about the early Christians and then early scientists supposed
to prove? Why the detail? Even if I accept your accounts, it’s not at all clear what parallel I’m
supposed to draw, nor what its import would be.
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