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Paper 1
This review has a lot of detail. That’s good, in that it reveals a careful reading of the text and
a serious effort to help the author. It’s bad, however, in two ways. First, your suggestions are
sometimes too detailed, and you wander into editing rather than reviewing. Second, and more
importantly, you spend so much time on each detailed item that you somewhat miss the forest for
the trees. While you provide good comments on content, they tend to be more focused on the
immediate text in question, and not on the larger concepts that pervade the paper.

I noticed your opening “general” section, and that helps, but there should have been more there.
The arguments presented in this paper have substantial problems, and you should have addressed
those problems more broadly and directly.

Grade: B+

Paper 2
Same thoughts as the previous review. Lots of detail, and here, there’s more content in the “gen-
eral” section. You correctly identify the weak thesis and the muddled, disorganized arguments.
Good.

Grade: A-
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