
SCIENCE AND RELIGION
GRADED PAPER 2 REVIEWS

TIM WHITE

Paper 1
A thorough review, but like your other review, the organizational structure is not ideal. You do,
however, highlight the fundamental weaknesses of this paper’s poorly defined thesis and meander-
ing arguments. Your writing remains too informal, but communicates the key issues well enough.

Grade: A-

Paper 2
Your organization doesn’t help you here. You’ve read the paper carefully, but in responding in
a paragraph-by=paragraph manner, you focus on the more superficial aspects of the arguments
presented. Moreover, you require the original author to do more work in finding the common
themes across paragraphs that speak to the higher-level concepts of the paper. Your commentary
on those higher-level concepts is somewhat weak, since there are much deeper objections that you
could have voiced.

Also, your writing is far too informal. Worse, it is often severely ungrammatical, leaving some
sentences difficult to interpret.

(1) No, it’s not a logical contradiction at all. It is an objection, and it may even be a compelling
argument against Gosse, but there is no logical issue presented.

(2) You’ve encountered a difficult and compelling part of this paper, but your objections to it are
superficial. Dig deeper in your reading and your critique. There’s much more that you could have
said here, and it would have helped the author.

Grade: B

1












