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Peer Review: Project 1

Name of Writer_____________________  Name of Reviewer____________________

BEFORE YOU READ THE PAPER:

1. What concerns does the writer have about the paper?

2. What questions does the writer have about the paper (questions for a READER, e.g. “are my transitions logical?”)?
3. What aspect of the paper does the writer feel is strongest?

READ THE INTRODUCTION.
1. If the thesis is clearly present in the introduction, underline it and write it here.

2. Give a short description of the structure/direction that you expect the paper to take after reading the introduction.  

NOW READ THE SUPPORTING PARAGRAPHS.  As you read, underline the writer’s main claims/topic sentences. Mark the supportive claims with an asterisk (*). *Only star the writer’s words—don’t count supporting quotes. You’re looking for places where the author EXPLICITLY reasons his or her position.*

1. Did the paper go in the direction you expected after you read the intro?  Were you ever “lost”? If so, at what points (note these on the paper itself, as well)?

2. Is each paragraph fully supported? Note here any places that you feel lack adequate analysis, and make a note of it on the paper, as well. (Use this space to say “see my comment on page 4”, etc.)
3. Look at the quotations/examples that the writer has used to support his/her claims.  Are they used well?  Do they read smoothly?  Are there enough?  Mark with a star or asterisk places where you think the writer’s argument could benefit from direct quotations/examples.

4. Does the text of the paper introduce and briefly describe each source? If not, make a note here and also in the text: where is there an opportunity for the writer to do this?
5. Has the writer used effective topic sentences and transitions between paragraphs? Note here any places that you feel would benefit from stronger topic sentences and/or transitions, and make a note of it on the paper, as well.
NOW READ THE CONCLUDING PARAGRAPH.
1. How does the writer bring his or her argument to a close (e.g., restatement of thesis; statement of implications; “call to action”; etc.)? 
FINAL THOUGHTS

· Note here 2 things the writer has done well.

· What, in your opinion, should be the writer’s TOP 3 PRIORITIES for revision?

· Go to number 2 of the “BEFORE YOU READ THE PAPER” section and respond to the writer’s concerns.  Is there any advice you can give that was not included in this Peer Review?

