Article Summary:

The article summary should include a two to three paragraph summary of the work covering the main ideas and concepts portrayed in the article. 


Article Evaluation:

The article evaluation should include a two to three paragraph evaluation of the article.  It should cover topics like the positive and negative features of the article, what you liked, what you didn’t liked, important information that was left out, what you learned from it, etc. 

The following page is an example of what it should look like:
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Article Summary:

The basic focus of this article is the role of relics in various post-Roman Empire cities in the northern Adriatic region, including some of the cities’ particular relics and patron saints, and how the saintly items and affiliations affected their political power.  In addition to providing protection, the relics also served as diplomatic gifts and bargaining chips, much like any other luxury item or valuable resource would be used in political negotiations. 

          The relics became important as life grew more instable and the belief that saints served as protectors became more widespread.  From the beginning of the fifth century on as western European cities were being overtaken by various tribes, the Romans could no longer rely on Rome for protection and turned to their local patron saints for help.

          Osbourne outlines the history of the relic’s rise in popularity from the fifth to seventh centuries and role in political and cultural life, but his thesis focuses on the political role of saint’s cults and their relics in Venice and Dalmatia in the early ninth century and how Venice gained its independence by adopting St. Mark as their new patron saint. 

Article Evaluation:

Overall, the subject matter itself is quite interesting but the article is rather hard to follow.  Also, the organization of the material is perhaps in such a way that a history scholar could follow, but maybe not so much for the average college undergraduate.  In terms of page format, more paragraph breaks would make reading the article easier and help to facilitate understanding of the material.

          Surprisingly, Osbourne makes no grand statement, epiphany, or even point in the final sentence of the article (“… although whether it [the acquisition of Mark’s relics] happened by accident or design is another difficult issue which still awaits definitive resolution” [386]). This kind of generic ending that takes no ground is like that an undergraduate might write. 




