ENG 110 (Auten)

Peer Review Worksheet for Project 2: Experience-Based Theory Critique
Name of Writer____________________  Name of Reviewer____________________

BEFORE YOU READ THE PAPER:

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

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

INTRODUCTION:
1. How does the writer briefly introduce the issue and its importance? 

2. Does the writer preview the text to be analyzed, including the author’s full name, the full title of the article, and a summary of the thesis/part(s) of the theory that he/she is examining in the essay? 

3. Does the writer include a thesis statement that explains the purpose and/or main point of his or her critique? (Remember, the thesis should indicate your level of satisfaction with the theory as an explanation for a behavior; be sure your thesis addresses the theory specifically and not just the idea or topic of the theory.) If the thesis is clearly present in the introduction, underline it and write it here.

SUPPORTING PARAGRAPHS (BODY):
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. Does the writer use specific examples from the article (direct quotes, brief summaries, paraphrases)? 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.

3. Has the writer achieved a successful balance between textual support, personal experience/observation, and survey data (if applicable)? 

4. 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.)
5. How does the writer connect his or her body paragraphs? What suggestions can you make for transitions between paragraphs that would make connections easier to follow?

CONCLUSION:
1. Does the writer’s conclusion briefly summarize his or her argument about where the theory works well and where he/she finds it lacking? 
2. Does the writer suggest directions for further research in order to test this theory more fully?
CITATIONS:
1. In-text: Is APA citation style correctly used to cite each quotation or paraphrase? Are quotes adequately set up with attribution (or signal phrases)? How can the citation and incorporation of quotes be improved?

2. References: Does the writer include a properly formatted References page? Make suggestions on the draft’s References page for any particular formatting issues the writer might have overlooked.

FINAL THOUGHTS:

1. Note here two things the writer has done well.

2. Go to number 1 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?

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