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Paper 1
This review is short and misses a great deal of material on which you might have commented. You
did provide useful suggestions at the grammatical level, but you failed to respond substantively to
the arguments, the quality of the thesis, and the tone of the prose itself.

(1) This paper had substantial flaws. The arguments were weak, the analysis of the examples
were one-sided, and the conclusion failed to consider or address possible opposition. You did this
author a disservice by suggesting that this paper was persuasive. There was a great deal of room
for you to be helpfully critical of the arguments presented.

Grade: C+ with minor lateness→ C.

Paper 2
This review is short but effective. In particular, it successfully and insightfully raises questions
about the content of the arguments. You could have been more direct and forceful in pointing
out the limitations of these arguments; it is not enough just to state that you were not persuaded
when you could have presented a specific counterargument. However, you focused on the correct
substantive elements.

Grade: A- with minor lateness→ B+.
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