Peer Review Worksheet for PROJECT 3: Close Reading and Interpretation of a Text 

Writer’s Name: ______________________ Reviewer’s Name:_________________________

***Read the paper carefully once without making any comments. Then, read the questions below and address them as you re-read the paper.***

Title/Introduction/Thesis Statement:

1. Does the paper have a creative title? How does the writer briefly introduce the text? (Does the writer include the author’s full name, the full title of the work, necessary background information, relevant plot details/summary, etc.?)

2. If the thesis is clearly present in the introduction, underline it and write it here.

3. Does the writer’s thesis answer the question “what does this work mean?” (Can you clearly discern his or her interpretation?) Does the writer discuss what literary elements from the text will be addressed? Record these here.

4. Does the thesis preview the organization of the paper? How will the paper be organized?

5. Rate the thesis on a scale of 1 to 5 (5 being the best). How could it be improved?

Topic Sentences:

1. How well do the topic sentences preview the organization of the paragraphs?

2. How well do they relate back to the thesis statement?

3. How could they be improved?

Argument / Organization:
1. How does the writer “prove” his/her argument (through evidence and logical analysis)? How could it be improved?

2. Does the organization make logical sense? Why or why not?

3. Is each main point discussed in its own paragraph? If not, circle areas that need to form a new paragraph.

Evidence:
1. Does the writer use enough textual evidence (specific quotes or elements from the work) to support his/her claims? Explain.

2. Does the writer sufficiently analyze the textual evidence? (In other words, does he/she discuss the quotations in detail or merely quote passages and move on?) Explain.

3. Has the writer included sufficient literary elements/devices to add to his/her interpretation? How could these discussions be improved?

Conclusion:

1. Does the writer’s conclusion revisit his/her thesis in light of the analysis? Explain.

2. Does the writer include a brief summary of the literary elements explored and how each ultimately supported his/her interpretation?

3. How could the conclusion be improved?

Mechanics: 

1. On the paper itself, mark any grammar, spelling, punctuation, etc. errors. 

2. Mark any sentences that are awkward to read or that are confusing.

3. Offer suggestions for how to improve the problems. 

MLA Citation Style: 
1. Is the paper correctly formatted using MLA style? 

2. Does the writer use correct MLA style for in-text citations?

3. Does the writer use correct MLA style for the Works Cited page?

*Please mark any needed corrections on the paper itself.

Final Thoughts:

Note here two things the writer has done well.


1.


2.

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


1.


2.


3.
1

