



Imagine that you are the authors of Boyle and Mackie’s paper (see below). Before accepting your draft article (see below) for publication, the editor at BC Studies asks you (as Boyle and Mackie) to do two things, neither requires further research:

1. To remove the historical information in footnotes # 9, 21, and 56 and to integrate that information into the paper’s appropriate paragraphs. The publication information, of course, should remain in the footnotes.

2. To reduce the number of tables in your article from twenty-four to twelve. The editor claims that so many tables are unnecessary and unhelpful to the article’s main purpose.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Your assignment is to complete the actions described in your two responses to the editor.
Your First Response to the editor:
1) You comply with the request to integrate the historical information by copying the three paragraphs and bolding the integrated material.  
2) However, in a concise paragraph you defend your use of all twenty-four tables, arguing that they are all necessary to the article’s purpose.
The Editor’s Response:
The editor thanks you for accommodating the request that you integrate the footnotes into the body of the article. However, in response to your defense of retaining the tables, the editor offers a compromise: Rather than cutting the number of tables, reduce the items listed in tables 2 through 20 by half. 
Your Second Response to the editor::
3) Write a third paragraph defending the inclusion of all the items listed, but, as a compromise, offering to cut some of the items from some tables. (Explain which items you would be willing to cut and why).
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