
1900841-Critical Review
by Lauren Elizabeth Hopkins

Submission date: 26-Feb-2021 06:48PM (UTC+0000)
Submission ID: 145633260
File name: 17064_Lauren_Elizabeth_Hopkins_1900841-Critical_Review_326588_12448810.odt (10.55K)
Word count: 1783
Character count: 9292



This is better written but is still very cumbersome and repetitive: I have suggested some changes in the
introduction to show you how to streamline your writing.
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None of this is relevant. You don't need to tell me in a review of an article that you will be
analysing the article (that is the whole point of the exercise). Better to get straight onto
highlighting what the key arguments of the article are and outlining the contents.

repetitive: see how you can further streamline your writing7
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This is not adding anything to your review

you are not drawing out the arguments, but simply repeating your previous paragraphs
perhaps outline
these

Frag.
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repetitive
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Cite your sources

Run-on
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surely that was the point of teh article?
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FINAL GRADE

54/100

1900841-Critical Review
GRADEMARK REPORT

GENERAL COMMENTS

Instructor

There is some improvement in your writing
(grammar and structure). However, there is still
quite a bit of work to do. 

There is so much from Ornana's article that you
fail to  convey - for example the discussion of the
manufacture and the very detailed discussion of
the intricacy of the object. Indeed - from reading
your review I would have no idea that this is in fact
well served by illustrations.

You present information in a very laborious
fashion and you are very repetitive. This means
you use up words which would be better used to
really summarise and critique this as a piece of
work.

There was however a real attempt to write a
critique and to think about the main arguments
presented by Ornan.

Try to be in class more and try to talk more about
the readings - in more detail, You will find that this
helps you with your assignments.
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Text Comment.  This is better written but is still very cumbersome and repetitive: I have
suggested some changes in the introduction to show you how to streamline your writing.

Comment 1

A bit clunky: A bronze statuette of a seated male, was found at Tel Hazor, Israel. This has
been identified as the god Ba'al (ref), and dates to the Late Bronze Age.

Statue suggests life sized



Comment 2

presumably the whole article discusses this statueete?

Strikethrough.

Text Comment.  and

Strikethrough.

Comment 5

aspects of Near Eastern art and representation....

Text Comment.  None of this is relevant. You don't need to tell me in a review of an
article that you will be analysing the article (that is the whole point of the exercise). Better to
get straight onto highlighting what the key arguments of the article are and outlining the
contents.

Strikethrough.

Text Comment.  repetitive: see how you can further streamline your writing

Comment 7

no subheadings in an article review

Text Comment.  :

Strikethrough.

Comment 9

manufactured

Strikethrough.

Comment 11

concerns possible links

Strikethrough.



QM

Strikethrough.

Strikethrough.

Comment 15

whether there was

Comment 16

in
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Text Comment.  This is not adding anything to your review

Strikethrough.

Text Comment.  you are not drawing out the arguments, but simply repeating your
previous paragraphs

Text Comment.  perhaps outline these

Frag.
Fragment:
A sentence fragment is a phrase or clause that is in some way incomplete. Such fragments
become problematic when they attempt to stand alone as a complete sentence. The most
common version of this mistake occurs when a writer mistakes a gerund (a verb that acts like
a noun) for a main verb, as in the following sentence: "In bed reading Shakespeare from
dusk to dawn."

Strikethrough.

Comment 19

you have jumped from a singular to plural themes

Comment 20

explain - this is not clear

Strikethrough.

Comment 22



QM

QM

subject verb agreement.

Evidence is singular: should be "was"
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Comment 23

she mentions Narmer to demonstrate that sandals as a sign of importance date back to 3000
BC
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Strikethrough.

Text Comment.  repetitive

Comment 25

no she does not - she dates the Narmer palette very clearly to c. 3000 BC

Cite your sources

Cite your sources

Run-on
Run-on sentence:
The sentence contains two or more independent clauses. Separate the clauses with a period
or semicolon.

Strikethrough.

Comment 27

? I am not sure that I agree - she is very clear on the context of the object. The whole point of
this article is as an object analysis, which she does beautifully

Comment 28

why the semicolon?

Comment 29

better to note that the article was clearly written and straightforward...

Text Comment.  surely that was the point of teh article?



Comment 30

contradicts your previous point!

Comment 31

?
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