Critique
This paper had some good ideas, but it expressed them in a way that was confusing and unclear. The paper didn’t know exactly what it wanted to say or how it wanted to say it. The paragraphs were too long and about too many different ideas. Most importantly, the paper’s grammar and sentence structure were very confusing and often hard to read.

To fix this, the paper simply needed a grammar tune-up and some reorganization to emphasize the ideas that the writer already had identified. By bringing these ideas to the forefront, the paper’s thesis became crystal clear. By separating the writer’s personal experience from the factual material he tried to present, both the personal revelations and academic information were strengthened and became more powerful. Nevertheless, the writer’s original voice is maintained so that the work is unquestionably his own.

The introduction and conclusion required the most careful assessment since they are the two key paragraphs in the paper. By carefully restructuring the conclusion to take advantage of solid discussions presented elsewhere in the paper, the writer’s own ideas have been drawn together to make a strong, powerful closing.

Spelling, grammar, punctuation, and citations have also been standardized to conform to modern academic usage. The Works Cited page was also reformatted to conform to the selected style and to conventional forms.

