Your Name: _______________________

Writer’s Name: ______________________


RWS 100 Peer Review Guide Paper #1
Please read slowly and comment thoughtfully on your partner’s essay. If you see something you like or think could be improved, tell your partner why. “Great job!” on its own is not constructive feedback. Remember that you will be graded on the quality of your comments!

1. Read the entire paper all the way through once, without making any marks or changes. Then read the paper a second time as you answer the following questions.

2. Does the introduction include an overview of the topic of healthcare, an introduction to the author, an explanation of both the author’s project and argument (this could also be a second paragraph), and a guide to the structure of the paper? What do you feel the author could do to improve his or her introduction?

3. Are the main claim and sub-claims the author identifies actually worded as claims? Remember, a claim is an arguable statement, not just a topic.





4. Does the paper identify the evidence the author presents to support each claim? Is there anything the author could do to improve this?
5. Does the paper use good descriptive quotes from the text to support the interpretation of each claim? Does your peer introduce, integrate and explain the quotes sufficiently (See They Say/I Say, 39- 46.) Provide an example of a quote the author uses and explains well.

6. Does the author describe how each claim (and, if relevant, use of evidence) ties back and supports the main argument? Which sections of the paper, if any, do this particularly well? Which sections need additional work?




7. Does the writer discuss what the author is doing when presenting his claim(s) - what moves he makes to get his point across and make the claim persuasive? Which sections of the paper, if any, do this particularly well? Which sections need additional work?
8. Does this paper focus mostly on what the author says (content) or more on how he says it (form)? Does the writer use strong descriptive verbs to discuss the author’s major moves, or does s/he spend a lot of space explaining/summarizing the author’s ideas? Do you have any suggestions for the writer’s analysis?

9. Does the writer’s conclusion address the question of significance (this can be done in 3 ways: 1) in terms of why the author’s text matters at this moment/in general/to the writer; 2) in terms of the effectiveness of the argument; 3) in terms of the significance of the assignment – of the intellectual exercise carried out.) Does the paper answer the “So What” question? How would you improve how the writer concludes his or her paper?

10. What do you think overall about the writer’s writing style? Do sentences and ideas flow easily from one to the next, or are they difficult to read and to follow? 

11. Are there sections of the paper that are better written than others? If so, do you think these sections are better focused, with the ideas more completely defined? How can the writer bring the rest of the essay up to this level?







12. Is the paper written as if addressing a reader unfamiliar with the text (Would your college-educated aunt in Topeka understand this paper?)



13. Circle any misspelled or misused words, grammatical problems, and punctuation errors. Mark them, but do not correct them.

13. Does the paper include page numbers, and is it written in times roman 12 point, double spaced, 1-inch margins, MLA format?
