SELF/PEER REVIEW STRATEGIES

I. VERBAL STRATEGIES:

1) Reading papers aloud: writing as a Conversation / Performance


a) Self-review: read essay aloud to yourself—SLOWLY, making changes as necessary


b) 2-3 students reading their own essays aloud to their peer(s). Have students stop and 

mark their papers as often as necessary for grammar, content, 


or just fresh ideas / perspectives. Encourage their peers to respectfully interrupt with 
questions where appropriate, especially on the second read (if doing two).

 Benefits: hearing grammar errors, engaging audience immediately, immediate / spoken 

feedback.

2) Responding to Reading* 


*(Great to pair with reading aloud!)

a) After reading, each group member explains to the author aloud, in their own words 
(not the words of the essay or of previous peers) the author’s main argument, with as 
much detail and evidence as possible. So as to avoid repetition between peers, you might consider asking them to write it independently, then reconvene to share.

Benefits: author will be able to tell what aspects of their essay are coming across to their audience, which are lost (and thus may need more explaining / weight) and which are confusing. The author him/herself should feel free to ASK group members about any part of her paper that none of them mentioned—why was it not remembered? Did it seem tangential? Confusing? Lost amidst other info?

II. WRITTEN STRATEGIES:

1) Advocate versus Devil’s Advocate (Involves a bit of role-play)

a) Have each group member read the author’s paper as an Advocate—someone who (no matter what the essay argues!) absolutely believes in the argument. Each member’s job is 
to ADD to the credibility / strength of the author’s argument—they should offer new 
insights, additional ideas, or highlight potential problems (and offer solutions if possible) , and even personal experiences that might extend and strengthen the paper’s main argument.

b) Next, have each group member read the author’s paper as a Devil’s Advocate—someone who (no matter what the essay argues!) strongly disagrees with the argument. In reading with a disbelieving eye, each member’s job is to offer counter-arguments to claims and sub-claims, be very critical of sources and their use, and hone in on other aspects of the essay that invite objections or seem weak.

Benefits: this activity makes very clear the argument’s strengths and weaknesses. In addition, it provides students with a “safer” method of reviewing their peer—if they are uncomfortable giving critical feedback, couching this position in terms of a specific role that each student must play should exonerate them from any bad feelings. This activity also reminds students of the potentially wide audience they are addressing. 

2) Nutshelling—a summarizing activity


a) Have a partner summarize each paragraph of an essay into its essential idea. Aim for a 
length of one sentence for every one paragraph. Next, each author should (without 
reviewing their peer’s “nutshells”) write nutshells for their own work. Finally, compare 
the partner’s nutshells with the author’s for similarities and differences. 

Benefits: This activity again allows a writer see if their main points are coming across to their audience. This is also a great activity for organization—do each of the nutshell sentences relate to each other? Is each sentence one part of a unified argument? I also think this activity has great potential for revising transition sentences—once the nutshells exist, it should be easier for students to generate sentences linking the main ideas together. Finally, nut-shelling can cut down on wordiness. If one or more lengthy paragraphs can be boiled down to the same (or very similar) sentences, the author himself should be able to more easily recognize repetition and redundancy.

