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Paper 1
This review is thoughtfully written and easily accessible to the original author. You have read
the paper with some care, and have some substantive insights for the thesis, the content of the
arguments, and some of the mechanics of writing.

I believe that you should have been somewhat more assertive with your objections, since the
problems that you raised were more critical than you suggested. For example, that fate is not a
central tenant of Christianity is a critical observation that potentially undermines the foundation of
the paper. Trust your author’s ability to receive criticism, and be assertively frank.

Grade: A-

Paper 2
Like your other review, this one is well written and thorough. It does, however, lack a clear
structure in which various kinds of errors of differing importance can easily be found and identified.

Again, I think you should have been more assertive about the weaknesses of this paper. While
you rightly praised some aspects of it, the paper’s lack of a clearly identified thesis, as well as its
rampant claims without justification, were substantial weaknesses to which the author should have
been more forcefully alerted.

Grade: A-
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