Geography 751, Fall 2009 
DUE: November 19.  Please print out 2 copies of review materials, one to be handed in to Ellen, the other to the writer of the manuscript to be handed in along with original paper.  This review is worth 5% of your grade
Guidelines For Reviewers

Confidentiality

This manuscript is a privileged communication.  Please do not show it to anyone or discuss it, except to solicit assistance from the instructor with a technical point.  
Comments for the Author (separate review document)

Identify the major contributions of the paper.  What are its major strengths and weaknesses, and its relevance to the original assignment?  Please include both general and specific comments bearing on these questions, and emphasize your most significant points.

General comments should address the following:

· Importance and interest to the reader

· Scientific soundness (are opinions and critical points substantiated?)

· Originality (wording is that of the author)

· Degree to which conclusions are supported

· Cohesiveness of argument

· Length relative to information content (not too long, not too short)

· Conciseness and writing style

· Editing

· Use of references (all facts must be referenced!)

· Use of figures and tables (figures are pictures, tables are statistics, all must be referenced in the text)

· Citations properly/consistently formatted.  All references have citations, all citations have references.

Specific comments:


Support your general comments, positive or negative, with specific evidence.  You may write directly on the manuscript, but please summarize your remarks in a separate document.  Comment on any of the following matters that significantly affected your judgment of the paper:

1. Presentation—does the paper tell a cohesive story?  Is a tightly reasoned argument evident throughout the paper?  Where does the paper wander from this argument?  Do the title, introduction, and conclusions accurately and consistently reflect the major point(s) of the paper?  Is the writing concise, easy to follow, interesting?

2. Data presentation—when results are stated in the text of the paper, can you easily verify them by examining tables and figures?  Are any of the results counterintuitive?  Are all tables and figures necessary? Clearly labeled? Well planned? Readable?

3. Citations—are all (and only) pertinent references cited?  Are they provided for all assertions of fact?  Are they formatted as assigned?
