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The paper starts off great with an interesting title; really hooked me. The opening paragraph also made me want to keep reading. The only thing that confused me was the mention of no higher god in the story. I wasn’t sure if this would be relevant to the paper or was just an observation added. A thesis or outline of the paper might have helped a little because I also wasn’t sure where the paper was headed. I did like how he made it clear that the purpose of the Ed stories is only to entertain and he gave some background to the Ed character since I had never read any of them before and I’m sure a lot of people are sadly missing out on these hilarious stories.  


In the first body paragraph there’s a mention of Muztmag and Peik and the dumb things characters in those stories do, but it might be more effective to include an example from Ed. Ed is more clever than the other people in the stories, but who are they and how is Ed more clever?


Great transition to the second topic; it made the paper flow really well. Examples of Ed’s intelligence were clearly stated and supported. The only thing I might change would be the sentence structure. The paragraph is mostly comprised of one really long sentence that should be broken down into different points.

Third body paragraph is good how it is. Clearly stated and supported. 


For the fourth paragraph (Ed not being too clever) you could maybe incorporate a comparison to a known tale where the trickster is too clever for his own good. Also, you state the point that he is not too clever, and then where the support would be, there seems to be a new point about Ed’s disregard for the law stemming from his feelings of superiority. This could be a really good topic and maybe elaborated on more, but it seems out of place here. Possibly substitute it with an example of Ed smartly stopping while he was ahead or knowing when he went too far. 


The paragraph about there being so sex or violence is really written well, but I don’t know if it belongs. I’m not sure how it proves Ed to be a trickster. If you want that point to be known, maybe incorporate it somewhere else. 


The final paragraph is great. Makes a clear comparison to other tricksters and even gives a reason for why the stories are like that.


A wrap-up paragraph at the end would give the paper a better finish. The paper just kind of stops with another point and support without any kind of real conclusion.


All in all, it’s a really good paper. There’s a lot of interesting points made and I wanted to read all of the Ed tales after. It gives a lot of good insight to the Ed character and his stories. 
