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Systematic Theology  2 (THEO 5301) 
New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary  
Division of Theological and Historical Studies  
Time: Tuesdays & Thursdays, 9:30-10:50 AM, Fall 2021 
Location: TBD  
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Tyler R. Wittman, Ph.D. 
Assistant Professor of Theology 

 
Office: Dodd 208 

Email: twittman@nobts.edu 
 

Office hours/coffee/lunch by 
appointment 

 
Teaching Assistant: 

Mr. Josh Hagans 
joshah925@gmail.com  

 
 

I. MISSION STATEMENT 
 
New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary and Leavell College prepare servants to walk with 
Christ, proclaim His truth, and fulfill His mission. 
 

II. COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
This second course in systematic theology introduces the student to the doctrines of the work of 
Christ, salvation and the Christian life, the Holy Spirit, the church, and last things (eschatology).   
The biblical foundation and the relevant historical developments are considered in developing a 
comprehensive statement of Christian teaching concerning construction of a Christian 
understanding of each doctrine.  Prerequisite: It is highly suggested that students take THEO5300 
Systematic Theology 1 before taking this course.  
 

III. COURSE TEACHING METHODOLOGY  
 
As an introductory course, class time will consist primarily of lectures, accompanied by short 
discussion of the day’s assigned reading if and when applicable or necessary. Students are expected 

mailto:twittman@nobts.edu
mailto:joshah925@gmail.com
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to arrive ready to engage the topics, listen attentively, and discuss the readings and topics if 
required. 

IV. STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES 
 

1. Understanding. By the end of the course, the student should: 
 

 Be able to understand theological method and the doctrines of the work of Christ, 
salvation, the Holy Spirit, the church, and last things biblically, historically, and 
systematically. 

 Be able to apply theology by integrating these doctrines into a coherent, 
comprehensive, and consistent Christian worldview. 

 Be able to communicate these doctrines in their particular ministry calling and context 
of the learner. 

 
2. Transferable skills 

 Students should show a capacity for attentive and reflective reading of ancient and 
modern texts.  

 Students should demonstrate a capacity to analyze concepts and arguments.  
 Students should demonstrate an ability to formulate arguments and articulate critical 

judgments, both orally and in writing.  
 Students should demonstrate an ability to engage in and profit from group discussion. 

 
V. COURSE GUIDELINES 

 
1. Academic Misconduct. NOBTS has a no tolerance policy for plagiarism. Plagiarism in certain 

cases may result in expulsion from the seminary. See the NOBTS Student Handbook for 
definition, penalties, and policies associated with plagiarism. 

2. Technical Assistance. For assistance with any matters related to technology, please consult the 
Information Technology Center (504-816-8180; itcsupport@nobts.edu; 
https://www.nobts.edu/itc) or the following email addresses, where relevant: 

a. Selfserve@nobts.edu – Email for technical questions/support requests with the 
Selfserve.nobts.edu site (Access to online registration, financial account, online 
transcript, etc.) 

b. BlackboardHelpDesk@nobts.edu – Email for technical questions/support requests 
with the Blackboard Learning Management System. 

3. Assignments and Attendance.   Assignments are not optional: to pass, students must complete 
all assignments and watch all the uploaded lectures. These are minimum expectations, and do not 
guarantee a passing grade – but no one has ever failed one of my classes who has turned in all 
their assignments and done their best. 

4. Writing. NOBTS maintains a Writing Center designed to improve English writing at the 
graduate level. Students can receive writing guides, tips, and valuable information to help in 
becoming a better writer. A copy of the approved NOBTS Style Guide can be found online at 
the Writing Center’s page on the seminary website. 

5. Technology.1 Digital devices are prohibited in the classroom (laptops, tablets, phones of any 
sort, recording devices, etc). This guideline might appear draconian, but it exists strictly for the 
benefit of everyone involved. Though many may feel that their use of technology makes them 

                                                      
1  I have adapted and expanded this section mostly from Prof. Alan Jacobs at Baylor University. 

mailto:itcsupport@nobts.edu
https://www.nobts.edu/itc
mailto:Selfserve@nobts.edu
mailto:BlackboardHelpDesk@nobts.edu
https://www.nobts.edu/writing/
https://www.nobts.edu/_resources/pdf/writing/StyleGuide.pdf
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better, more efficient scholars, the best research says that it does not. In fact, studies show that 
it significantly impairs your learning and the learning of others around you. Taking notes by 
hand improves recall and apprehension, as does reading on paper and not on screens. During 
class, phones will be completely silenced. Even then, if you are dependent on your smartphone, 
its mere presence – even if powered off – has been proven to diminish your cognitive 
capacities. All that to say, we will use our short time together to practice a little technological 
asceticism. Computers are obviously allowed for students attending class remotely, but only to 
connect to class.  

a. In accordance with this stipulation, you are required to have physical copies of the 
course texts; e-books are not allowed.  

b. Students should use standard tools (pen and paper) for notetaking, even when 
attending lectures remotely through a computer. 

c. Recording is prohibited, as is sharing course content through any platform (like social 
media). 

 
VI. TEXTBOOKS 

 
1. Millard Erickson. Christian Theology. 3rd ed (Baker Academic, 2013) 
2. Mark Dever, Nine Marks of a Healthy Church. 3rd ed (Crossway, 2013) 
3. Athanasius of Alexandria, On the Incarnation.  Popular Patristics Series 44B (St. 

Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 2012). 
4. John Calvin, A Little Book on the Christian Life, trans. Aaron Denlinger and Burk 

Parsons (Reformation Trust Publishing, 2017).2 
 
 
VII. COURSE REQUIREMENTS 
 

1. Précis Packet: 35 %  
2. Position Paper: 40% 
3. Course Notes: 10% 
4. Reading Report: 15% 

 
1. Précis Packet. Theology demands joyful and serious intellectual work, which is cultivated 

around the reading of and critical interaction with texts. Your principal task in this course 
is to discover and/or cultivate some of the virtues that enable you to read and think about 
substantive theological matters in a responsible manner. To this end, you are required to 
write précis on Athanasius of Alexandria’s classic work concerning redemption, On the 
Incarnation of the Word, in which you carefully outline the argument and respond to it 
briefly and thoughtfully in a short reflection (Week 6). The précis should focus on the 
argument Athanasius makes in each section, with an eye trained especially on how he 
reads Scripture and supports his larger argument exegetically, philosophically, and 
doctrinally. 

                                                      
2  This is a fresh translation of Calvin’s Institutes, book 3, chs. 6-10, which often circulated independent of the 
rest of the Institutes because of its accessible and practical summary of the Christian life. 

http://www.cbsnews.com/news/distractions-make-learning-harder/
https://www.facultyfocus.com/articles/teaching-professor-blog/multitasking-confronting-students-with-the-facts/
https://www.theatlantic.com/health/archive/2013/01/study-if-you-multitask-often-youre-impulsive-and-bad-at-multitasking/272485/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360131512002254
http://www.chronicle.com/blogs/wiredcampus/taking-notes-by-hand-benefits-recall-researchers-find/51411
https://www.wired.com/2014/05/reading-on-screen-versus-paper/
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/691462
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/691462
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a. Instructions for Reading. Among other matters, ask yourself the following questions as you 
read all your texts this semester, including Athanasius: 

i. Argument: 
1. What is the chief claim being made and how is it constructed as well as 

supported? 
2. What are the main questions to which the author’s arguments are intended as 

answers? 
3. What are the highs and lows of the argument? 
4. What objections could be raised against the author and how might they 

respond? 
ii. Interpretation 

1. Identify areas of the argument that are ambiguous or difficult; what are the 
most charitable and just ways of understanding these portions? 

2. Identify any the larger context(s) for the argument; how do these bear upon its 
intelligibility? What’s in the background? Who are the author’s interlocutors? 

iii. Claims 
1. Where does the argument succeed and where does it fail? 
2.  What are some unexplored/unarticulated consequences of the argument? 

b. Instructions for Précis. You will write one large précis for the whole of Athanasius’ text, 
which is relatively short, and a concluding critical reflection. The professor will post an 
example précis from the first chapter of Herman Bavinck’s short theology text, The Wonderful 
Works of God, so you have an idea what the précis should look like and how it should be 
formatted. Your précis will be due Week 6. For the précis: 

i. Outline the author’s argument and demonstrate your understanding of the lines of 
reasoning and how they contribute to the overall point being made (try not to quote 
the reading too much, use your own words, but quote the author or cite the text 
regularly so we know where you are in the argument). Please summarize what you take 
to be the author’s main thesis/point and how they support this. See instructions for 
reading above. 

ii. Highlight how all the sections of the text flow together to form one coherent argument 
about the topic at hand.  

iii. If applicable, offer some brief comments on the strengths or weaknesses of the 
argument and, to the extent you can, on the pastoral implications of the argument.  

iv. Use Times New Roman, 12pt font, with single spacing.  
v. This précis should be anywhere from 3,000 to 4,000 words (include word count at the 

beginning of each précis). 
vi. At the conclusion of your précis, please provide a short reflection (2000 words) on 

three or four of the central – not just any – themes in On the Incarnation, especially 
concerning the nature of redemption. Do not provide your mere impressions of the 
text (e.g. “I really enjoyed reading this” or “Athanasius was devout”), but interact with 
it critically and analytically, drawing out the significance and meaning of the themes 
you select and responding to them. To do this well, you will have to consult some 
secondary literature on the atonement itself and on Athanasius’s view. 

2. Position paper. Seminary is one of the few occasions you will have to explore any number 
of theological questions in some depth, both so that you understand the faith and arrive at 
some convictions (however open to improvement these may be). This course requires you 
to write a position paper, which addresses one of the doctrines covered in this course.  
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a. This assignment is designed to facilitate and improve your ability to think 
theologically and communicate a coherent argument with the written word. To this 
end, you will submit a proposal (Mar 25) so that you receive some evaluation and 
guidance before writing the paper (May 7), in an effort to improve the overall quality 
of your essay and to teach you some valuable lessons about research and planning. 
You are responsible for reading the following handouts, provided by your professor on 
Blackboard: Writing Position Papers (valuable information on what a thesis statement is, 
the nature of your evidence, etc), Toulmin Argument (an overview of how to think 
about the nature of arguments), and Paper Proposal Template (a template showing you 
what the proposal should look like). 

b. Instructions for Proposals (due Week 9). Proposals will include the following elements: 
i. Title Page 

ii. First paragraph of your paper, which should include a clear thesis statement, a 
methodology (how to will argue this thesis), and a preview of the sections of your 
paper. 

iii. Short outline of your paper, consisting of the headings and subheadings to the sections 
you plan on writing, with a one or two-sentence description of what you plan on 
writing under that heading. 

iv. Annotated bibliography, with one or two sentences on why you have selected your 
sources for this essay.  

c. Instructions for Papers (due Monday of Finals Week). Papers must include the following 
elements: 

i. Issue: Unceremoniously state what the paper is about and precisely what you intend to 
argue, as well as how you will argue it. 

ii. Various positions: Papers are position papers, evaluating two to four different 
positions on the issue, and then arguing for one of those views. You are responsible to 
describe the views you discuss carefully and charitably, interacting with primary sources 
(see Writing Position Papers handout). 

iii. Support for your position: When setting forth the position you believe is most 
responsible exegetically and therefore theologically, you are to present an argument 
(see Toulmin handout). 

iv. Objections to your position: Part of a good argument is foreseeing and addressing 
potential objections. You should present two of the strongest objections to your 
position, one at a time, and offer a rebuttal to each. 

v. Additional Instructions. 
1. Bibliography. You should use between 8-15 sources for your paper. No more, 

no less. I am happy to recommend a book/article or two here and there when 
I can see that you are working hard, but I will not do your research for you. If 
you don’t know how to research, go to the library and ask them to teach you. 

2. Length. Your paper should be: 2400 to 2900 words (include word count on 
title page), double-spaced, Times New Roman font in 12-pt, and in accordance 
with the school’s style manual. Footnotes contribute to your total word count, 
but title page and bibliography do not.  

3. Yes, that’s misconduct. You may not recycle anything you’ve previously 
written. Papers must be entirely new, written from the ground up, and 
specifically for this class. 
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4. Abstract. Every paper must have an abstract of 100-150 words, presented on a 
separate page between your title page and the beginning of your essay. If you 
find yourself unable to present the point of your paper concisely, then you 
don’t know your own argument (indeed, you might not have one). 

5. Topic. Your paper topic must be approved by your professor in writing, unless 
you choose to select from the potential topics below: 

a. How does Christ’s cross save us from sin? 
b. In what sense did Christ suffer on the cross? 
c. What is the “extent” of the atonement? Or what is the value of Christ’s death 

on the cross? Or what does it achieve? 
d. What is the significance of the phrase in the Apostle’s Creed, “Christ 

descended to hell”? 
e. What is the significance of Christ’s ascension? 
f. What are spiritual gifts and what are they for? 
g. What is the relationship between election and human response to the gospel 

call? 
h. What does justification mean? 
i. What is the relationship between justification and good works? 
j. What is the role of the Law in the Christian’s sanctification? 
k. Can someone lose their salvation? 
l. What is ascesis, and what is the role and significance of asceticism in our 

sanctification and therefore the Christian life? 
m. Is the church primarily visible or invisible and in what respects? 
n. Are Baptism and the Lord’s Supper Sacraments? 
o. What is the nature and significance of baptism? Or who are the subjects 

(recipients) of baptism? Or what is the proper mode of baptism? Or what 
makes for a valid baptism? 

p. What is the nature and significance of the Lord’s Supper? Or who can take 
the Lord’s Supper? 

q. How should we understand the state of believers who have died? Is there 
such a thing as limbo? What about purgatory? 

r. What is the nature of Christ’s millennial reign? 
s. What is the fate of those who have never heard the gospel? Or of infants? 

3. Course Notes. In lieu of a final exam testing comprehension of significant ideas and 
concepts that emerge in the course lectures, you will submit a scanned copy of the notes 
you have taken on the lectures. Typically, I will request your scanned notes for two or three 
dates of my choosing, so you should write the date of the lecture on your notes. This is chiefly a 
matter of accountability; I want to see that you have laid aside distractions, practiced 
attentiveness, engaged the material, and tried your best to take notes for future reference. 
Dates of lectures should be clearly designated. A scanned copy of your hand-written notes 
is due on [Monday of Finals Week]. 

4. Reading Report. At the end of the term, you will submit a statement detailing what 
reading you have and have not finished attentively. Due on [Monday of Finals Week]. 

 
VIII. EVALUATION OF GRADE 

 
1. The grading scale will follow institutional guidelines. 
2. Late submissions will be docked five percent every day they are late. Please submit 

assignments on time. Mysterious ‘problems’ with an internet connection, busyness with 
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outside responsibilities and assignments in other courses, a penchant for perfectionism, 
and so on, are not excuses. 

3. There will not be any extra credit. Neither will there be any extension of paper length/due 
date, save for truly extenuating circumstances. 

4. Since this is an introductory course, your professor (and grader[s], if any there be) errs in 
your favor when assigning grades. If, nevertheless, you feel that I have erred entirely in 
assigning your grade, please take the following steps: (a) wait at least one week before taking 
action, and give your paper a careful re-read to see if you feel the same way; (b) keep in 
mind that if I reconsider your grade, that can cut both ways (I may discover that I, or the 
grader, was too generous the first time around); (c) as specifically as possible, set down an 
argument in writing as to why your grade merits reconsideration. 

 

 
VII. ESTIMATED COURSE OUTLINE AND READING SCHEDULE 
 
Key 

CT: Erickson, Christian Theology (CT 1 = Christian Theology, chapter 1) 
AA: Athanasius of Alexandria, On the Incarnation (AA §3 = Athanasius, section 3). 
Calvin: John Calvin, Little Book on the Christian Life (Calvin 1 = chapter one) 
Dever: Mark Dever, Nine Marks of a Healthy Church (Dever 1 = “Mark One”) 

 
Date    Topic      Reading(s) Due 
Week 1 
Aug 17, 19   Introduction & Syllabus   Syllabus  
    Recap of ST I     CT 35-36 
 
Week 2  
Aug 24, 26   IV.3. Christ’s Two States   CT 37-38 
           
Week 3  
Aug 31, Sept 2   IV.4 Christ’s Mediatorial Work  AA §§1-32  
 
Week 4  
Sept 7, 9   IV.4. Christ’s Mediatorial Work  AA §§33-57  
           
Week 5 
Sept 14, 16   V.1. Pneumatology     CT 39-41 
 
Week 6 
Sept 21, 23   V.1. Pneumatology    CT 42-44 
 
Week 7 
Sept 28, 30   V.1. Pneumatology    CT 45-47 
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Week 8   Fall Break     CT 48 
Oct 5,7          Calvin 1-2 
 
Week 9 
Oct 12, 14   V.2. Soteriology    Dever, 1, 6 
      
 
Week 10 
Oct 19, 21   V.2. Soteriology    Calvin 3-5 
           
Week 10 
Apr 1     V.2. Soteriology    CT 49-51 
           
Week 11          
Oct 25, 28   V.2. Soteriology    CT 52-53 
          Dever, 7 
     
Week 12 
Nov 2, 4   V.3. The Church    Dever, 8-9 
          CT 54 
 
Week 13 
Nov 9, 11    V.4. Eschatology    CT 55-57 
       
Week 14 
Nov 16, 18   V.4. Eschatology    CT 58 
          
Week 15   Thanksgiving Break 
Nov 23, 25 
 
Week 16 
Nov 30    V.4. Eschatology  
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VIII. SHORT BIBLIOGRAPHY 
 
In addition to the required texts and readings listed above, the following are recommended sources. 
 
Allen, Michael. Sanctification. Grand Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 2017. 
 
Bavinck, Herman. Reformed Dogmatics, 4 vols. Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2003-2008. 
 
Bonhoeffer, Dietrich. Discipleship. Fortress Press, 2003. 
 
Ferguson, Sinclair B. The Holy Spirit. Downers Grove: IVP, 1996. 
 
Hall, Christopher A. Living Wisely with the Church Fathers. IVP, 2017. 
 
Hoekema, Anthony. Saved by Grace. Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 1994.  
 
Horton, Michael. Justification, 2 vols. Grand Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 2018. 
 
Johnson, Adam. Atonement: A Guide for the Perplexed. Bloomsbury, 2015. 
 
Ladd, George Eldon. The Gospel of the Kingdom. Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 1959. 
 
Mapping Modern Theology: A Thematic and Historical Introduction, edited by Kelly M. Kapic and Bruce L. 
McCormack. Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2012. 
 
Mouw, Richard. When the Kings Come Marching In: Isaiah and the New Jerusalem, rev. edition. Grand Rapids, 
MI: Eerdmans, 2002. 
 
Murray, John. Redemption Accomplished and Applied. Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 1955. 
 
New Dictionary of Theology: Historical and Systematic, 2nd ed. Edited by Martive Davie, et al. Downers Grove, 
IL: IVP Academic, 2016. 
 
The Oxford Handbook of Systematic Theology, edited by John Webster, Kathryn Tanner, and Iain Torrance. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007. 
 
Religion Past and Present, edited by Hans Dieter Betz, Don Browning, Bernd Janowski, and Eberhard Jüngel. 
14 volumes. Leiden: Brill, 2006-2013. 
 
Stott, John. The Cross of Christ. IVP, 2006. 
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