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CATHERINE ROTHACKER

Paper 1
Overall, this review was thorough, well organized and structured, and well written. Nice work.

(1) Too much. Your role is a reviewer, not a teacher. Point out what’s wrong, but refrain from
giving advice on how to go about fixing those problems.

Grade: A

Paper 2
A well-structured, well-written review. You provided a good deal of helpful criticism on many
levels, and organized the feedback in a way that is helpful to the original author.

(1) One benefit of citation is that the author need not re-explain what some other author already
has. The burden is on the reader, if she is unsure, to go look up what is cited and match it to the
original text.

(2) I have no idea who taught you not to put a citation in the middle of the sentence, but frankly,
that’s nuts. You want the citation to be as close as possible to the text that invoked whatever is
being cited. Leaving the citation to the end provides room for ample ambiguity as to what part of
your text is related to the cited text. Clarity is the point, and moving all citations to the ends of
sentences doesn’t help.

(3) Nope, I disagree with this one, too. By virtue of inserting the quote into the middle of a
sentence, it is understood that the quoted text has some previous context that is not being show.
Elipses should only be used when text in the middle of a quoted sentence is being eliminated
within the quotation.

(4) One more time, no. If the reader is uncertain about the credentials of the author being cited,
then the reader can go look it up. It is not part of the argument itself, so telling me who the
cited author is does not help me follow the argument. Moreover, I don’t want your impression of
why this author is persuasive—I want to evaluate for myself whether this author is credible and
qualified.

Grade: A
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