What changes are you planning to make to your lit review after peer review?
I plan to expand more on the effects of piracy on employment, as it was noted as a strong point of my argument. However, by the same token, I may want to bolster some of the other ideas I highlighted so that the whole paper is strong, rather than having one key section stronger than the rest. I also plan to expand on pro-piracy effects that may contribute to an understand of why opinions on this issue remain so divided.

What comments/questions from your peers informed those changes?
I took from the comments below in deciding which areas to start improving first:
“I think the most persuasive section of the paper is the one in which you talk about the job loss in Hollywood because of piracy. This is an indisputable, clear-cut issue and so it's strong evidence. The evidence before it is really strong too, it's just less concrete because there are a lot of conflicting estimates of how much the industry is actually losing.”

“I particularly found your organization excellent; Both sides of the argument were presented very well, although I will say that the side against piracy is overwhelmingly stronger than pro piracy.”

And the following comments address specific areas of improvement…
On economic theory reference:
“Go a little more in depth here, this is a very generalized statement with the assumption that the reader understands the basic laws of economics. Even with knowing the basic laws of economics, how exactly does it relate to the topic?”

Try to include a statistic or source to support:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Piracy doesn’t just affect performers or directors or screenwriters. It affects the production crew, stunt doubles, costume designers, make-up artists, and most everyone employed by the film industry. 
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