Project III: Peer Review
Place this completed sheet in your Project III 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. Please note: for this peer review, you will not be focusing on the abstract.
(1) What questions/concerns does your peer have about the paper? (Questions for a reader, e.g. “Am I using passive voice correctly?”)

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

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

**For each of the following sections, read the questions on this sheet first. Then, keep them in mind as you read over reach section and record the answers appropriately.
**As you read, check to make sure that each section has an introductory and concluding sentence. While transitions are not as important in the sciences as they are in the humanities, you should still “set” and “close” the scene for your reader. For example, you might end your Results section with the phrase, “At this time, the observation ended and the store was exited by the observer.”
II. Introduction:
(1) Does your peer have a title page? Compare it to the sample on the Diana Hacker website. Is it properly formatted in APA? Note any mistakes below.
(2) What is your peer’s Running Head? Circle it on the title page and note it here. Is it an appropriate abbreviation of their title? 

(3) Does your peer have a two-part title which is restated at the top of page 3? Star the title. 
(4) Which introductory strategy does your peer use (note it here)? If, however, he/she did not use an introduction strategy, note that here instead.

(5) Does your peer provide any relevant background information for their observation? What do
they tell you? Bracket this information in their draft. Is the information effective? (If you were from

Australia or Mars, would you understand?) Should your peer add anything else? 
(6) What is your peer’s research question? Highlight it in the draft and note it here.
(7) What is your peer’s hypothesis – what did he/she expect to see in his/her observation? Underline this information in the draft and note it here. 

III. Methods:
(1) Where and when did your peer conduct their observation? Highlight this information in the text. Check to make sure your peer included the day, date, time, place, and weather conditions.

(2) How did your peer conduct their observation – how did they blend in, what did they wear, what protocol did they follow? Bracket this information in the draft. Note if any of the above information is missing.
(3) Does your peer use passive voice to focus on the observation and not themselves? Does your peer use any first person pronouns? Place a checkmark by each appropriate use of passive voice. Circle any instances where you think passive voice should be used and/or first person pronouns appear.

IV. Results:
(1) Check to see if your peer uses the past tense. Circle any instances on the draft where the present tense is used.

(2) Does your peer organize his/her results chronologically, or on a case-by-case basis? Do you think this is appropriate?

(3) Check to make sure your peer does not include any inferences, assumptions, or commentary in his/her results. Highlight any instances of this that you see.

(4) Does your peer use any subjective language/slang? Highlight them in the draft. 
(5) Does your peer use any visuals (diagrams, pictures, charts) in his/her results? If so, does the visual have a title? Is it referenced in the draft? If so, highlight this. If not, note that below.

V. Discussion:
(1) Does your peer return to and answer his/her research question? Bracket this information in the draft. If not, note below.
(2) Does your peer return to his/her predictions and conclude whether they were correct or not? Underline this information in the draft. If not, note below.

(3) Does your peer make connections and assumptions about the behavior of the participants he/she observed? Mark through any information that you deem irrelevant or unnecessary. Note any suggestions for improvement here.
VI. Conclusion:
(1) Does your peer summarize their results and discussion and/or restate their research question? Bracket this information in the draft. If not, note below.

(2) Does your peer address any flaws or biases? Note any suggestions below.
(3) Does your peer offer any future improvements or possible next steps? Underline these in the draft. 

(4) Does your peer offer a call-to-action? Highlight this in the draft and note it here. If your peer does not offer a call-to-action, suggest one below.
VII. 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.
