This paper was greatly overwritten, with far too many adjectives and too much exposition. Though the paper was intended to be descriptive, the abundance of verbiage gave the impression that the author had simply clicked on the “thesaurus” button and used the longest word he could find. Several words appeared to be used incorrectly, too. The paper also suffered from a lack of organization. Impressions and ideas were clearly conveyed, but their sequence made it hard to understand the larger point the author intended. His introduction, too, failed to indicate where the essay was going or what the author was trying to do.
To fix these problems, many adjectives were simply removed without affecting the paper as a whole or any particular idea. Complex verbiage was simplified—which is distinct from “dumbing down.” The complex ideas remained, but the extraneous words and over-wrought prose was trimmed to neater, though still eloquent, expressions. In short, the tone needed to fit the subject, and an overly-Gothic writing style distracted from the points the author wished to make. Grammar and spelling problems were also corrected.

The prose was also reorganized, drawing together details that belonged together and separating those that belonged apart. By bringing some of the personal reflection to the fore, the paper achieved a more stringent momentum, and it draws the reader in a way that beginning solely with exposition does not. This way the paper is framed in terms of a walk on whose many paths the author encounters the contrasts that reflect the main theme.

In summary, clear writing with a definite organizational plan strengthened this essay considerably.

