
17/06/2024

1

Scholarly Writing in the 
Theological Disciplines

Dr Annang Asumang

Learning Outcomes
1. Appraise the implications of socio-linguistic 

theoretical framework of scholarship

2. Evaluate the challenges faced by non-native 
English speaking scholars writing in English

3. Explain the distinctive features of scholarly 
writing

4. Assess strategies of developing skills in 
Criticality in Scholarly Writing in Theology
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What is Scholarly Writing?

A distinctive genre of writing designed for 
specific scholarly audience communicating 
results of research that offers solutions to 

and or responding to and questioning 
various technical elements of an academic 

discipline
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A Specific Way of Writing

A Specific Culture

A Specific Language

A Specific Goal
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Socio-Linguistic Framework of Communication among Scholars
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Because scholars belong to a particular entity 
with its own culture, and largely communicate 

also in English, non-native English speaking 
scholars must appreciate the several hurdles 

they need to overcome in order to fully 
participate in that academic culture

Three common hurdles 
1. Native Cognition

– Recognize the culturally conditioned nature of their own 
native thoughts

– Respectful attitudes to authority may impact integration 
into western academic culture

2. English as non-Native Language:
– Develop English language skills to adjust/augment their 

cognitive skills in that language
– Challenges of learning language in older age 

3. Western Logic: 
– Academic culture is steeped in Western Logic
– Non Western cultures tend to have non-linear logic 
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African cultural cognitive mode is likely networked and non-linear

Challenges of Non-Native English Scholars
1. Language barriers: 

– Understanding lectures, academic texts, 
– Adequate communication with other scholars.

2. Cultural differences: 
– Difficulties adjusting to different expectations and teaching styles, as well 
– Culture Shock in engaging the social norms and values.

3. Academic writing: 
– Learning Precision especially grammar, vocabulary, and structure

4. Time management: 
– Most non-native students are adult learners with limited time
– Many are multi-vocational

5. Confidence: 
– Psychological barriers such as self-consciousness about limitations
– Reserved temperament may impede public expressions of views 
– Getting used (again) to criticisms may take some adjustments17/06/2024 Daniel Institute; MASM; Dr Asumang 8
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Lecture by Karen McKee on 
Scientific Writing for non-native Speakers of English

https://youtu.be/h8zqcOQwTSA?si=PKkHawL-wJ3XojQD
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https://youtu.be/h8zqcOQwTSA
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Three Steps of Integration into Scholarly Culture

What is Scholarly Writing?

A distinctive genre of writing designed for 
specific scholarly audience communicating 
results of research that offers solutions to 

and or responding to and questioning 
various technical elements of an academic 

discipline
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Seven Categories of Genres of Scholarly Writings
1. Research articles: 

Typically published in academic journals.

2. Reviews and meta-analyses: 
– Published critical evaluations of existing research on a particular topic

3. Book chapters: 
– Contributions to chapters in edited volumes focusing on a topic.

4. Books: 
– Publish monographs or edited volumes that provide in-depth analyses of a 

particular topic

5. Conference proceedings: 
– Collections of papers presented at academic conferences or seminars

6. Reports and working papers: 
– Publications of research institutions or organizations, reporting on projects

7. Theses and dissertations: 
– Research reports by graduate students as part of their degree requirements17/06/2024 Daniel Institute; MASM; Dr Asumang 13

Distinctive Features of Scholarly Writing

1. Thesis or Central Argument driven

2. Linguistic & Technical Precision 

3. Formal tone

4. Triadic Structure & Coherent Organization

5. Consistent Formatting

6. Critical Engagement with Scholars

7. Strict Attention to Citations
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Scholarly Writing as a “thesis”

• Aim to add to Existing knowledge 

– Challenge existing knowledge or proposition

– Clarify it

– Apply it

– Expand it

– Persuade others of its validity

– Test its validity in another context

• Writing must therefore Explicitly & Precisely 
declare this aim 

– “thesis”17/06/2024 Daniel Institute; MASM; Dr Asumang 15

Linguistic & Technical Precision

• Specificity:
– Say precisely what is meant leaving no room for 

misunderstanding

– Each word must be necessary for meaning otherwise must 
be discarded

• Revisions
– Several revisions and rewriting in several drafts are needed 

to achieve precision

• Proof-reading
– Asking others to read over the work highlighting not just 

errors in spelling and language but clauses that lack clarity
17/06/2024 Daniel Institute; MASM; Dr Asumang 16
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Some Don’ts in Academic formality
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Structure of Scholarly Writing
• Definition

– The arrangement and presentation of the content of the writing

• Coherence
– Logical flow of thought

• Signposting
– Precise headings following formatting styles

• Bridging & Transitions
– Summaries, statements or words at beginnings and ends of 

sections and paragraphs bride them to logically link them

• Triadic Structure
– Typical line of argumentation that clarifies the point 
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Triadic Structure of Scholarly Writing
1. Common type

a. Introduction
b. Body
c. Conclusion

2. Topic type (usually paragraph level)
a. Topic Sentence
b. Explanation of topic Sentence
c. Summary of paragraph

3. Thesis type
a. Thesis
b. Antithesis
c. Synthesis

4. Statement type
a. Statement
b. Elucidation of Statement

I. Thesis
II. Antithesis
III. Synthesis of Elucidation

c. Restatement17/06/2024 Daniel Institute; MASM; Dr Asumang 20
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Can you Identify a triadic 
structure in this paragraph?
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Asumang, Annang. "Modelling the gospel in joyful 
partnership: exemplars and the uniting theme of 
Philippians." Conspectus: The Journal of the South 
African Theological Seminary 13.03 (2012): 1-50.
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Triadic Structure
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Thesis

Antithesis

Synthesis
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A Triadic Micro-structural Argument
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Using Microsoft Word 
for Formatting Theses
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Distinctive Features of Scholarly Writing

1. Thesis or Central Argument driven

2. Linguistic & Technical Precision 

3. Formal tone

4. Triadic Structure & Coherent Organization

5. Consistent Formatting

6. Critical Engagement with Scholars

7. Strict Attention to Citations
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Criticality

The ability to evaluate and analyze scholarly 
information in a rigorous discursive manner 
questioning assumptions, testing evidence, 
identifying biases, and considering multiple 

perspectives in order to develop a well-reasoned 
argument or conclusion. 

27

28



17/06/2024

15

Learning how to disagree constructively is an indispensable skill in scholarship

Five Minimum Elements of Criticality
1. Clear statement of the claim

2. Fair explanation of the basis and methodology 
behind the claim

3. Insightful assessment of the claim, whether (a) 
correct, (b) wrong, or (c) partially correct and why

4. Reflections on the claim

5. Additional defence or statement of alternative or 
modification of claim
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Using Reflectivity in Critical Writing

• Deliberative, balanced and carefully chosen 
vocabulary

• Self-critical anticipation of objection

• Interested in implications & methods in arriving 
at conclusions and not just the conclusion

• Generosity in admitting some merit in evaluation 
of the argument 
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John’s Gospel was written by John the son of 
Zebedee 

Even though there is no direct indication in the 
text, the indirect evidence may suggest that 

the traditional view that the writer, ‘the 
beloved disciple’ is more likely John the son of 

Zebedee is correct 

31

32



17/06/2024

17

17/06/2024 Daniel Institute; MASM; Dr Asumang 33

I disagree with R’s position on authorship of Genesis

While elements of R’s objections to the traditional 
view of Mosaic authorship of Genesis may have 

cogency, they overall fail to completely convince. 
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How will you critically engage scholar “K”’s statement below [with which you 
agree] on increased immorality in Kenyan society: 

“the Church has failed to address the moral degeneration of the youth in society 
and must bear a fair share of the blame for the current moral crisis in the country” 

Option one in Criticality is to ask for Evidence of moral degeneration even if you 
instinctively believe the scholar is correct: 

“Though K does not offer empirical evidence to support the view that there is moral 
degeneration in Kenyan society, there are other indications that he may be correct, 

such as….” 

Option 2 in Criticality is to ask for more evidence of the Church’s culpability

“K’s assertion that the Church must bear a fair share of the blame for the moral 
crisis may well be justified, but this requires further analysis as to why the Church 

may have failed in the first place”. 
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Student A: “I agree with most conservative writers that Acts 
is a historical monograph and thus is reliable in terms of the 
historical details it describes”. 

How will you evaluate the following Statements by 
Two Students on the Genre of Acts of the Apostles

Student B: “I agree with most conservative writers that Acts 
is a historical monograph and thus is reliable in terms of the 
historical details it describes, even though this does not 
mean that Luke did not seek to express this history so as to 
fulfil his theological and apologetic agenda”. 

Making Arguments in Theses by 
Badenhorst
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https://youtu.be/LVyrcGxn8TY?si=-XRj5bITJvxulZS1
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Summary
1. Appraised the implications of socio-linguistic 

theoretical framework of scholarship

2. Evaluated the challenges faced by non-native 
English speaking scholars writing in English

3. Explained the distinctive features of scholarly 
writing

4. Assessed strategies of developing skills in 
Criticality in Scholarly Writing in Theology
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