PEER REVIEW INSTRUCTIONS: Before you write anything on this page, read through the author’s essay once (or twice). Read it very carefully, and feel free to annotate the text--make marks on it, scratch things out, ask questions in the margins, etc. (mark up the text, in part, to facilitate your own understanding–just like you would mark up an essay in our reader.)

 After you read the essay carefully, you may complete this peer review sheet. When giving the author comments, you should aim to be helpful. While simple criticism may let the author know where their text is weak, it won’t help them to make it better. For that reason, you should not only comment on where the writing needs work, but also, give suggestions about how they might make improvements.

Spend the most time commenting on the areas that need the most work.

If the author has done something exceptionally well, you may note that in your comments. However, please avoid comments such as “good job.”  If the author really has done something very well, you may indicate it, but you must also explain why that particular thing is effective. (For example, Your thesis is exceptionally strong because it responds to the assignment prompt well, it is interesting, arguable…….etc.) 
After you’re done with peer review, you should talk to the author to make additional suggestions, ask questions, and offer advice for strengthening the text.


Peer Reviewer’s Name:_____________________________

Paper Author’s Name:______________________________

Place an asterisk at the beginning of the one sentence that contains the argument (the thesis). If more than one sentence make up the thesis, put asterisks at the beginning of each.
Paraphrase the argument in the space below.  (Put the argument into your own words):
[response]

(About the thesis/argument) How specific is it? Does it address the assignment prompt? Could someone argue against it?  Is it strong? How might it be made stronger? (You do not need to answer all of these questions, nor should you limit yourself to these questions. Rather, tailor your comments to help the author improve the paper.):

[response]
Underline the topic sentences of supporting “points.”

Place checkmarks next to or around phrases that contain evidence within the supporting points.

Do the author’s points work to prove their argument? Does the author provide believable, effective evidence? Does all of the evidence support the argument? Does the author effectively use Alvarez’s ideas to support their argument? Do each of the supporting points and/or pieces of evidence clearly connect to the thesis? (Again, you don’t need to answer all of these questions or limit your response. Provide helpful discussion.):
[response]
Circle any terms the author uses in her or his essay. If you do not feel the author has defined a particular term effectively, put a question mark near it.

Go back and reread the introductory paragraph(s).  Is the opening paragraph effective? Why or why not. How might it be improved?

[response]
Go back and reread the closing paragraph(s). Does the author summarize the evidence that she or he has used and show how the evidence supports the thesis? Does the author effectively restate the thesis? How might it be improved?

[response]
Does the author suggest some “greater significance” to their argument? In other words, are you left feeling like who cares? Or has the author showing you why their argument is important. Place a star by any senses that suggest this greater importance. Often, they are found in the introduction or closing.

How might the author and to the importance of her or his argument? How might they connect to some greater significance?
[response]
