Jennifer,





Since it is hard to discuss the enormous amount of material in the reviews, I have condensed them here.


Hopefully we can use this summary as a point of departure in our discussion on Wednesday.





My summary of the reviews:  





These reviews were like burping into a black box,  sometimes you hit a cat, sometimes you don’t.





I would disregard reviewers #2 and #5, and not consider using them again.   The first is unreasonably negative, the second was unresponsive to the questions that were asked, and instead chose to concentrate on some inappropriate technical points.  Reviewer 7 gave valuable advice, but his/her review would have been better if he/she had used the suggested format.





I think that the prospectus was well-received and  the sample text would have been even more well received if the Web Page was in a finished state when the chapter was reviewed.





The table of contents only received relatively minor criticism.





 People were generally enthusiastic about having theme oriented chapters.  This chapter was a weak chapter to illustrate themes.  Without providing the entire manuscript it is difficult to adequately illustrate the use of themes.


On the writing style:     reviewer 3- “very readable”,  reviewer 4 - “Much work is needed”, reviewer  6: “I think students would like it”, reviewer 1: “the writing style is clear and appropriate”, reviewer 7: NA


On the level of presentation (Is it appropriate for your students):  reviewer  6: “Yes”,  reviewer 1: “above the level of my students”,  reviewer 4, “too advanced”,  reviewer  9: “appropriate for beginning level students”,  reviewer 7: NA


Technical accuracy:   reviewer 7: “fine”, reviewer  3: “accurate”,  reviewer 1 “fine”, others give examples where improvements can be made


Pros -   informal writing style, use of the Web, use of the Web, potential of the Web


Cons - end of chapter questions, not unique, use of the Web, needs better use of the Web, inappropriately high level


Would you be willing to review or consult on this book again:  Perhaps, depends on schedule, enthusiastically, Yes, NA


Should the book be pursued:  “has possibilities”, “no need for another book”,  Yes, too early to tell, NA





Summary: People considered Web use to be the strongest point behind the proposed book, but it is inadequately demonstrated.  This was probably the wrong chapter to use in the proposal because of the difficulty writing a great chapter on black holes compared to one on planets.  It should have been combined with a finished and professional looking Web Page.   The ideas in the prospectus were well-received.  I like the suggestions by reviewer 6 for making the writing even more informal.  I should stick to S.I. units.   From the reviews, I think that the level of the text is about right for the average introductory astronomy class, considering that this is probably the most conceptually most difficult chapter in the book.   





Paul


