[bookmark: _Toc1]Article information:
Faith (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy)https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/faith/?fbclid=IwAR0i_FM3hHMcJoGTNSFOuYdyZlfZ3ZYJ9rN9u0_fbRNFRX2h1n2NvTVLuUk
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article discusses different models of faith and their key components, focusing on religious faith as found in the Abrahamic, theist, religious traditions.
2. It identifies three broad categories of components of faith: the affective, cognitive, and practical.
3. It argues that an adequate model of this kind of faith cannot reduce to something purely affective and must have some intentional object.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy in its discussion of different models of faith and their key components. The author provides a clear overview of the various models and components, while also noting potential tensions between them. The author also acknowledges that “religion” itself may be a “family resemblance” universal, which suggests that essentialism about faith may be misplaced. Furthermore, the author provides evidence for his claims by citing relevant sources such as Audi 2011 (Chapter 3, Section 1) and Howard-Snyder (2013b). 
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided in its reporting; rather it presents a balanced view on the topic by discussing both sides equally. Additionally, there are no unsupported claims or missing points of consideration in the article; all claims are supported with evidence from relevant sources. There is also no promotional content or partiality present in the article; it is written objectively without any bias towards any particular viewpoint or opinion. Finally, possible risks associated with certain models are noted throughout the article, providing readers with a comprehensive understanding of each model's strengths and weaknesses.
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· Faith and Reason 
· Religious Pluralism 
· Religious Exclusivism 
· Religious Inclusivism 
· Religious Syncretism 
· Religious Fundamentalism
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