History 591R, S04/ Ogilvie

Draft comment scheme, paper #1

NOTE: If a paper is not posted by 5 p.m. on Friday, you do not have to comment on it.

Your comments are due, posted on WebCT, by class on Tuesday, February 17. (Note that
this is a change from the earlier calendar.) Revisions will be due, posted to WebCT, by 5
p-m. on Tuesday, February 24. This is also a change from the eatlier calendar.
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Guidelines for response

1. State briefly what you think the paper is about after reading it.

2. State briefly whether the author succeeds in the introduction in informing the reader what
the paper is about — that is, is the paper really about what the introduction claims it is about?

3. Briefly assess the conclusion—does it seem to sum up the paper without just repeating the
points in the introduction?

4. Outside of the introduction and conclusion, what one thing is most important for the
author to focus on when revising?

5. What do you like about the paper—what should the author 7of change?



