Project I: Peer Review
Make sure this sheet is included in your final portfolio.

Your Name: _________________________


Date of Peer Review: _____________

Name of Peer Reviewer: _________________________

I. Before You Read The Paper: Take a few minutes to talk with your partner. Ask them the following questions, and record the answers appropriately.

(1) What questions/concerns does your peer have about the paper? (Questions for a reader, e.g. “Are my transitions logical?” or, “Does my organization make sense?”)

(2) What aspect of this paper does the writer feel is the strongest? 

(3) What aspect of this paper does the writer feel is the weakest/needs the most attention before the final due date?

II. Introduction:
(1) Does your peer use the author’s full name the first time (s)he mentions the author? Underline this in the text. After this initial use, how does your peer refer to the author? Circle any incorrect usages.

(2) Does your peer include the full title of the article? Underline this in the text. Is the title in quotes? If not, note this here and in the text.
(3) Does your peer restate the author’s thesis? Place a star by the beginning of this sentence, and bracket the thesis in the text.
(4) Does your peer “start wide” and narrow down into the focus of the project? Star the introduction, identify the introductory strategy used and, if necessary, offer suggestions.

III. Body: As you read, underline the main ideas your peer draws from the article. 
(1) Does your peer summarize the main ideas of the article? And, perhaps more importantly, do you think you peer did so effectively? (As in, do you think you peer didn’t include enough main points, did they include too many examples, etc.)

(2) Does your peer include any direct quotations? Bracket them in your peer’s text when you see them. If so, how many? Is this an appropriate amount, or too many? 
(3) Does your peer use in-text citations properly? Do they cite each instance of summarizing & paraphrasing in addition to direct quotations? If not, make any suggestions here. 
(4) Does your peer use correct authorial tags to indicate that the summary (s)he is presenting is not his own ideas? Highlight these tags where you find them in the text. Is there an appropriate variety? Do the verbs pop? If not, make any suggestions here.
(5) Look at your peer’s transitions between paragraphs/ideas: are the ideas connected? Can you make any suggestions?

(6) How did your peer organize their summary and response? (Which organizational structure did they choose to use?) Do you feel that this is a wise organizational choice, or would you recommend they switch?

IV. Conclusion: 

(1) Does your peer start the conclusion narrowly by restating their thesis? Do they use different words/phrasing than they did in the introduction? Underline the restated thesis in the text and note it here.

(2) Does your peer end wide by broadening their conclusion back out? How do they do so? Which concluding strategy does your peer use? Is there a call-to-action? If not, can you suggest one for them?

V. Mechanics and Formatting: Please note: only correct grammar/spelling mistakes that you are sure about. To do otherwise is detrimental to your peer. Also, be sure to mark any needed corrections on the draft itself – particularly in MLA formatting. 

(1) On the draft, mark any sentences that are awkward to read or that are confusing in meaning.

(2) Briefly offer suggestions as to how to fix those problems.

(3) Does your peer have their last name & page number in the upper right-hand header according to MLA format? If not, mark this in the text.
(4) Does your peer have the correct information in the upper left-hand corner of the page according to MLA format? If not, mark this in the text.

(5) Note here any other inconsistencies you see. 

VI. Final Thoughts:
Note here two things that your peer has done well:


1. 


2.

What, in your opinion, should be your peer’s top three priorities for revision?


1.


2.


3.
