
Helpful Hints for Technical Writing 

Love Thy Reviewer as Thyself 

Authors hope that what they write will be read. Among the vast number of published 0,,71 
papers, there is tremendous competition for the reader's time. The better an article is 
written, the more likely other people are to read it. Editors and reviewers play a vital role 
in improving the readability of what we write. 

To authors, editorial and review suggestions on their manuscripts represent criticism of what they have done. People 
don't enjoy being criticized, so it is easy for an author to resent review comments. Editorial criticism may be especially 
surprising for young scientists. Remembering the "A" he got in senior composition, the young scientists may tiink he is 
a pretty good writer, and then may be shocked to see his manuscript covered with red marks. 

Scientific maturity helps take away any defensive feelings we may have about editorial remarks on preliminary drafts 
of our manuscripts. In fact, probably one of the most vital attitudes that a successful author develops is a profound 
appreciation for the efforts of reviewers and editors. 

Some reviewers are extremely skillful. Their analysis of a paper is on target; their suggested changes are all good; and 
they criticize diplomatically. Others miss the point; suggest changes that are worse than the original; and their comments 
may be harsh and unkind. Most reviewers fall between these extremes. Regardless of the skill, tact, or accuracy of the 
reviewer, the author should regard every review comment as potential help in improving his manuscript. When sug- 
gested changes are inaccurate or more poorly written than the original, they obviously cannot be used. Nevertheless, 
every review comment, whether good or bad, should be a signal to the writer to analyze that part of the manuscript very 
carefully because something about it bothered a reader. 

One reviewer's suggestion may be exactly what is needed to improve a manuscript. Sometimes elements from two or 
more reviewers can be combined for the needed improvement. Other times, no suggestion is usable, but the review 
comments stimulate the author to rewrite, reorganize, or otherwise improve the manuscript. Reviewers' comments, even 
when not directly usable, are worthwhile because they serve to direct the author's attention to a situation that needs more 
attention. 

Authors of technical papers need to be reviewers as well as writers. Considering the importance of the review process 
in getting one's own paper published, every author should be willing to reciprocate and help others by reviewing their 
manuscripts conscientiously. This may happen by accepting a request to serve formally as an appointed reviewer for a 
journal, which certainly represents a commendable acceptance of professional responsibility. But a paper should have 
had a lot of reviewing and editing before it is ever submitted for formal review. This is where every author can serve as a 
reviewer for his peers. 

An especially effective arrangement is a group of three to six mutually-respecting scientists who review for each 
other. The attitude of such a group must not be "You treat my manuscript gently and I'll do the same for you," but rather, 
"You be honest and objectively harsh with my manuscript, and I'll extend the same favor to you." Such groups are even 
more effective if they include mutual review of research plans. Then problems of scientific soundness are corrected 
before the review process for the manuscript begins. Such critical review of research plans can detect and help correct 
technical errors or omissions in the proposed research, so that such problems do not plague the author when his manu- 
script is being written and reviewed. 

Remember: 
Red marks on your manuscript, 
You may not like to see; 
But each one as potential help, 
Recognized should be. 

J. H. Dawson, U.S. Dep. Agric., ARS, Prosser, WA 99350 

696 Weed Technology. 1990. Volume 4:696 


	Cover Page
	Article Contents
	p. 696

	Issue Table of Contents
	Weed Technology, Vol. 4, No. 3 (Jul. - Sep., 1990), pp. 463-696
	Front Matter
	Technology Notes [p. 463]
	Symposium
	Editor's Note [p. 464]
	Biocontrol: An Applied Ecological Approach to Weed Management
	Biology of Host Range Testing for Biocontrol of Weeds [pp. 465-470]
	Genetic Manipulation of Broad Host-Range Fungi for Biological Control of Weeds [pp. 471-474]


	Research
	Effect of Herbicides on Soybean Thrips (Sericothrips variabilis) in Soybeans (Glycine max) [pp. 475-477]
	Effect of Herbicides on Take-All Disease (Gaeumannomyces graminis) in Winter Wheat (Triticum aestivum) [pp. 478-481]
	The Effects of Selected Herbicides on Musk Thistle (Carduus nutans) Viable Achene Production [pp. 482-486]
	Effect of Wheat (Triticum aestivum) Row Spacing, Seeding Rate, and Cultivar on Yield Loss from Cheat (Bromus secalinus) [pp. 487-492]
	Weed Control in Peanuts (Arachis hypogaea) with Pyridate [pp. 493-495]
	Loose Silky Bentgrass (Apera spica-venti) Control in Fall Rye (Secale cereale) [pp. 496-499]
	Control of Venice Mallow (Hibiscus trionum) in Corn (Zea mays) and Onions (Allium cepa) [pp. 500-504]
	A Rapid Bioassay to Detect Trifluralin-Resistant Green Foxtail (Setaria viridis) [pp. 505-508]
	Low-Rate Applications of Herbicides in Conventional and Reduced Tillage Potatoes (Solanum tuberosum) [pp. 509-513]
	Influence of Burial Depth on Wild Oats (Avena fatua) Seed Longevity [pp. 514-517]
	Cultivation and Herbicides for Weed Control in Sweet Potato (Ipomoea batatas) [pp. 518-523]
	Enhancement of Soybean (Glycine max) Injury and Weed Control by Thifensulfuron-Insecticide Mixtures [pp. 524-528]
	Rhizome Bud Viability of Quackgrass (Elytrigia repens) Treated with Glyphosate and Quizalofop [pp. 529-533]
	Weed Control by Subterranean Clover (Trifolium subterraneum) Used as a Living Mulch [pp. 534-538]
	Effect of Duration of Green Foxtail (Setaria viridis) Competition on Potato (Solanum tuberosum) Yield [pp. 539-542]
	Chlorsulfuron Persistence and Response of Nine Rotational Crops in Alkaline Soils of Southern Alberta [pp. 543-548]
	Response of Bermudagrass (Cynodon spp.) Cultivars to Multiple Plant Growth Regulator Treatments [pp. 549-554]
	Non-Phenoxy Herbicides for Perennial Broadleaf Weed Control in Cool-Season Turf [pp. 555-559]
	Fenoxaprop for Annual Foxtail (Setaria sp.) Control in Seedling Perennial Forages [pp. 560-564]
	Effect of Grazing Cheat (Bromus secalinus)-Infested Wheat (Triticum aestivum) on Both Species [pp. 565-568]
	Differential Tolerance of Winter Wheat (Triticum aestivum) to Cyanazine and Triazinone Herbicides [pp. 569-575]
	Increasing Postemergence Herbicide Efficacy and Rainfastness with Silicone Adjuvants [pp. 576-580]
	Methodology for Establishing Witchweed (Striga asiatica) in Research Plots [pp. 581-584]
	Poison-Hemlock (Conium maculatum) Control in Alfalfa (Medicago sativa) [pp. 585-587]
	Sodium Bicarbonate Antagonism of 2,4-D Amine [pp. 588-591]
	Wild Garlic (Allium vineale) Control with Thifensulfuron and DPX-L5300 [pp. 592-597]
	Weed Control during Establishment and Yield Response of Timothy (Phleum pratense) [pp. 598-605]
	Tolerance of Safflower (Carthamus tinctorius), Corn (Zea mays), and Proso Millet (Panicum miliaceum) to Clomazone [pp. 606-611]
	Differential Growth of Bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon) Biotypes in Cotton (Gossypium hirsutum) [pp. 612-614]
	Johnsongrass Control with DPX-V9360 and CGA-136872 in Corn (Zea mays) in Virginia [pp. 615-619]
	Differential Effects of UAN on Antagonism with Bentazon [pp. 620-624]
	Effects of Glyphosate and Surfactant Concentrations on Giant Burreed (Sparganium eurycarpum) Control with a Ropewick Applicator [pp. 625-630]
	Russian Thistle (Salsola iberica) and Kochia (Kochia scoparia) Control in Dryland Corn (Zea mays) [pp. 631-634]
	Cost-Effective Long-Term Leafy Spurge (Euphorbia esula) Control with Herbicides [pp. 635-641]
	Horseweed (Conyza canadensis) Control in No-Tillage Soybeans (Glycine max) with Preplant and Preemergence Herbicides [pp. 642-647]
	Clomazone for Weed Control in Sweet Potatoes (Ipomoea batatas) [pp. 648-651]
	Wheat (Triticum aestivum) Tolerance to Triallate Applied Spring Preplant-Incorporated [pp. 652-657]

	Notes
	Cogongrass (Imperata cylindrica) Distribution on Florida Highway Rights-of-Way [pp. 658-660]
	Control of Annual Goldeneye (Viguiera annua) on Rangeland [pp. 661-662]

	Education
	An Inexpensive Rhizotron for Teaching Weed Biology [pp. 663-665]
	Plant Photography Techniques [pp. 666-670]

	WSSA Communications
	Weed Science in the 1990s: Will It Be Forward or in Reverse? [pp. 671-689]
	Undergraduate Essay: St. Johnswort, a Potential Problem in Pasture Land in Nova Scotia [pp. 690-692]

	Intriguing World of Weeds
	Cheeseweed: The Common Mallows [pp. 693-695]

	Helpful Hints for Technical Writing: Love Thy Reviewer as Thyself [p. 696]
	Back Matter





