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This is a well written, remarkably comprehensible and 

highly expository academic work with a wealth of 

remarkably relevant literature citations, a flavour of 

relevant Figures and Tables and a two-pronged appendix 

that provides a mathematical basis for the critical 

arguments adduced in support of the entire discourse. 

Aside from this, the organisation of the article is clear and 

concise under the relevant headings, which are, in turn, 

sequentially arranged in keeping with the rhythmic flow 

of the discourse. This clear organisation has enabled a 

vivid projection of the primary focus of the article, which 

includes an argument pertaining to the relationship 

between educational status and personal 

accomplishments on one hand and rationality and 

knowledge on the other hand. This manuscript is very 

valuable for publication. 

 

 

 

 


