ASSIGNMENT 2 PEER REVIEW

Your Name____________________________________________
Name of person you are reviewing__________________________
Date: _________________________________________________

PART 1: CHARTING YOUR PEER’S TEXT
Chart your peer’s text – that is, in each paragraph or sentence, write in the margin the “move” that you think your peer is making. When you are done, compare notes with your peer. List and discuss any areas of disagreement. 


PART 2: PEER REVIEW

1. Does the opening paragraph introduce the topic, Moore, Moore’s background, his main argument
and the stated/apparent purpose of the movie (the project – what he sets out to accomplish, plus the kind of evidence he draws on)? Comments/suggested improvements?
2. Does the paper describe the students’ project (example: “My project will review and evaluate two scholarly sources that help illustrate, clarify, and extend X’s argument. I will then conclude with….”) List comments/suggested improvements
3. Does the paper correctly capture one or more of Moore’s claims, and does it present a “nuanced’ account of his position – i.e. capture the complexities of his argument? Comments/suggested improvements
4. When describing Moore’s claims does the paper use quote(s) that are correctly a) introduced, b) integrated, c) explained, d) correctly cited.? List comments/suggested improvements 



5. When introducing the first author to be connected to Moore’s work does the paper present a brief rhetorical précis, and outline the author’s project? List comments/suggested improvements
6. Does the paper successfully discuss how this author’s work relates to Moore’s, and does the paper use quote(s) that are correctly a) introduced, b) integrated, c) explained, d) correctly cited.? List comments/suggested improvements
7. Does the paper just compare evidence, or repeat what the author says about Moore, or does it make genuine connections between the texts? How?
List comments/suggested improvements


8. Does the paper demonstrate explicitly, and in detail, how Moore’s text is complicated, extended, clarified, or illustrated? How does the paper do this? 
List comments/suggested improvements

9. With the second author, does the paper carry out the steps listed in #5 - # 8 above?
List comments/suggested improvements
10. Does the paper conclude with a section that discusses the issue of significance? List comments/suggested improvements


ORGANIZATION
	Your Rating: How would you rate the organization of this paper?

	(
	7. Excellent
	Sophisticated arrangement of content with evident and/or subtle transitions.

	(
	6. Very good
	Effective arrangement of content that sustains a logical order with evidence of transitions.

	(
	5. Good
	Functional arrangement of content that sustains a logical order with some evidence of transitions.

	(
	4. Average
	Consistent arrangement of content with or without attempts at transitions. 

	(
	3. Poor
	Confused or inconsistent arrangement of content with or without attempts at transitions.

	(
	2. Very poor
	Minimal control of content arrangement without attempts at transitions.

	(
	1. Disastrous
	No apparent content arrangement and no attempt at transitions.


	GENERAL COMMENTS: please note any strengths and/or suggested improvements. Include discussion of mechanics (comma splices, fragments, etc.)



