
 
 

B213 – Joshua, Judges, Ruth  
Prerequisite: B110 – Introduction to the Old Testament 

 

 

Mon-Thurs: 1:15-2:45 Christopher Lortie, Ph.D. (cand.) 

Term C - Jan 12-Feb 27, 2015 lortiec@googlemail.com 

 

Course Description 

This course will study the conquest and settlement of the Israelite people as they move into 

the land promised to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob as recorded in the books of Joshua, Judges 

and Ruth.  

 

 

Relation to Horizon’s Mission 

The time between the leadership of Moses and the establishment of the kingship provides 

a key view to the need for effective leadership. Joshua, Judges and Ruth highlight the need 

for strong leadership and the perils of neglecting continued worship of the Lord. The 

success and failures of the Israelites are important guides (cf. 1 Cor. 10:11) as we wrestle 

in our context with times of testing, temptation, and the struggle to remain faithful in 

Christian life and ministry.  

 

 

Learning Outcomes 

Cognitive: 

 Orient the Joshua, Judges and Ruth within the culture of the ancient Near East 

(assignment 1) 

 Explore the theology of each individual book (assignments 1&2) 

 Describe new insights into the character of God with specific attention to His 

revelation in the Joshua, Judges and Ruth (all assignments) 

 

Affective:  

 Be enriched by the devotional importance of the Joshua, Judges and Ruth 

(assignment 3) 

 Engage with the manner God interacts with his people in Joshua, Judges and Ruth 

(all assignments) 

 

Conative: 

 Apply the theological witness of the Joshua, Judges and Ruth to contemporary 

issues (assignments 1, 3 & 4) 



 Articulate the importance of Joshua, Judges and Ruth within the Old Testament 

(assignments 1 & 2) 

 

 

Required Reading 

 

Holy Bible (good modern translation) 

 

Commentary:  

Longman III, Temper and David Garland (eds.) New Expositor’s Bible Commentary:  

Numbers-Ruth. Volume 2. Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 2012.  

(ISBN: 9780310234944)  

“Joshua” by Hélène Dallaire 

“Judges” by Mark J. Boda 

“Ruth” by George M. Schwab 

 

 

Class Schedule 

Week 1 Jan 12-16 – Old Testament Historiography and Exegesis, Connection to  

Pentateuch; Joshua 1-8 

Week 2 Jan 19-23 – Joshua 9-24 

Week 3 Jan 26-30 – Judges 1-10 

Week 4 Feb 2-6 – Judges 11-21 

Week 5 Feb 9-13 – Ruth, Deuteronomistic History 

Week 6 Feb 17-20 – Theology, Exam 

 

 

Course Assignments and Evaluation 

1. One exegesis research paper of 6-7 pages (c. 1800 words) dealing individually with a 

passage in one of the three books. The paper should orient the passage in the context of the 

book and also the Old Testament. It should also consider implications for life today, 

especially in your own context. The research paper should conform to the general 

guidelines of exegesis (see Douglas K. Stuart. Old Testament Exegesis. Fourth Edition. 

Louisville: Westminster John Knox Press, 2009 [Second Edition is on reserve in the 

library]).  

            Grade: 30% 

 Due: Saturday, January 31, 2015 

 

2. One theology paper of 4-5 pages (c.1200 words) that considers how Joshua, Judges and 

Ruth individually describe the character of God and how these aspects of his character are 

dealt with in other sections of Scripture. Possible topics: faithfulness, provision, justice.  

 Grade: 20% 

 Due: Saturday, February 7, 2015 

 

3. For Joshua, Judges OR Ruth, prepare a learning exercise related to your current context. 

(e.g. sermon, youth lesson, adult discipleship study). An example will be provided in class.  



  

 Grade: 20% 

 Due: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 

 

4.  An exam based upon course reading material and classroom discussion. The focus of 

the exam will be the theology of the Joshua, Judges and Ruth and their value for today.  

 Grade: 20% 

Date: Thursday, February 19, 2015 

 

  

General Guidelines for Papers 

- Papers must be submitted using “Chicago Style” and typed in Times New Roman; 

12pt font; double spaced, using footnotes. 

 

- minimum five (5) secondary sources and clear interaction with the assigned 

reading.  

 

- Submission should be uploaded to Populi or they can be sent to the professor’s 

email in pdf, docx or rtf format. 

 

Evaluation for Papers 

Each paper will be considered in three categories: presentation, argumentation, and 

content.  

 

 

Late Policy 

Assignments are due before midnight on their due-date. Extensions for the assignments 

will only be granted in extreme circumstances (e.g. death in the family, illness). 

 

Overdue assignments incur the following penalties: 

 1-3 days late 10% penalty 

 4-6 days late 20% penalty 

 After 6 days: an automatic “F” 

Sundays and statutory holidays are not counted in assessing penalties for late submission.  

 

 

Academic Honesty  

Horizon uses the University of Saskatchewan definition of plagiarism described as “the 

presentation of work or idea of another in such a way as to give others the impression that 

it is the work or idea of the presenter. Adequate attribution is required. What is essential is 

that another person have no doubt which words are research results are the student’s and 

which are drawn from other sources” (Office of the University Secretary, 2012). Students 

are expected to give due recognition to sources from which all substantial phrases, 

sentences or even ideas are drawn.  

 

 



Horizon College/University of Saskatchewan Assessment of Student Work 

90-100 

Exceptional 

A superior performance with consistent strong evidence of 

 a comprehensive, incisive grasp of the subject matter; 

 an ability to make insightful critical evaluation of the material 

given; 

 an exceptional capacity for original, creative and/or logical 

thinking; 

 an excellent ability to organize, to analyze, to synthesize, to 

integrate ideas, and to express thoughts fluently. 

80-90 

Excellent 

An excellent performance with strong evidence of 

 a comprehensive grasp of the subject matter; 

 an ability to make sound critical evaluation of the material given; 

 a very good capacity for original, creative and/or logical thinking; 

 an excellent ability to organize, to analyze, to synthesize, to 

integrate ideas, and to express thoughts fluently. 

70-79 

Good 

A good performance with evidence of 

 a substantial knowledge of the subject matter; 

 a good understanding of the relevant issues and a good familiarity 

with the relevant literature and techniques; 

 some capacity for original, creative and/or logical thinking; 

 a good ability to organize, to analyze and to examine the subject 

material in a critical and constructive manner. 

60-69 

Satisfactory 

A generally satisfactory and intellectually adequate performance with 

evidence of 

 an acceptable basic grasp of the subject material; 

 a fair understanding of the relevant issues; 

 a general familiarity with the relevant literature and techniques; 

 an ability to develop solutions to moderately difficult problems 

related to the subject material; 

 a moderate ability to examine the material in a critical and 

analytical manner. 

50-59 

Minimal 

Pass 

A barely acceptable performance with evidence of 

 a familiarity with the subject material; 

 some evidence that analytical skills have been developed; 

 some understanding of relevant issues; 

 some familiarity with the relevant literature and techniques; 



 attempts to solve moderately difficult problems related to the 

subject material and to examine the material in a critical and 

analytical manner which are only partially successful. 

<50 

Failure 
An unacceptable performance 

 


