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Paper 1
Overall, this review is thorough and thoughtful. I dislike the organization—a review ordered by the
text itself—because comments about grammatical errors are intermingled with comments about the
quality of the arguments. Each of your paragraphs is a hodgepodge of commentary about a given
paragraph, and thus it is more difficult for the receipient of this review to gain high-level insight
about consistent patterns across the paper.

Consequently, I think you also missed some opportunities to comment on the depth of the thesis,
the flow of the arguments and their relevance to the thesis, and the depth of the conclusion. These
were lacking, but your review either missed those aspect of the paper or buried the commentary
among statements about errors in punctuation.

(1) No, Bill Clinton’s support is irrelevant to an academic argument. It was a nice political and
public benefit for Collins, but it carries no weight here.

Grade: A- and minor lateness→ B+.

Paper 2
This review was thoughtful and helpful to the writer. From high-level concepts to low-level gram-
mar, you provided specific corrections and suggestions, revealing a careful reading of the text. It
lacked, however, larger comments about how your received the paper. For example. this paper
contained some inflammatory language and, one could reasonably argue, presented its arguments
with a clear bias. You provided no commentary about the paper as a whole that might have helped
the author address these kinds of pervasive problems.

Grade: B+ and minor lateness→ B.
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