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Paper 1
This review is well organized and generally well written (although informal), and it draws the
writers attention to a number of troublesome areas that exist at many different levels. The one
substantive omission is the lack criticism for the central argument itself. The thesis is a good
one (which you noted), and the arguments are generally aimed at supporting the thesis (although
not perfectly, which you also note). However, you fail to observe that the overall content of the
argument is weak. The reasons presented do not address some of the more vexing arguments (e.g.,
so how do you know whether a topic will ever be addressed scientifically?).

Grade: A-

Paper 2
This was a well-structured review that addressed all aspects of the paper. The most significant
missing aspect of this review is the failure to address possible objections. There are strong and
likely objections with which a skeptic would respond to the ideas proposed in this paper, but you
do not help the author identify and anticipate them.

Grade: B+
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