Peer Review Lesson Plan:


I actually really like the Acts of Inquiry section on peer review. I typically start off the class with a reflection on past peer review experiences. Have they done it before? If not, what are they anticipating/worried about? If so what was effective and what wasn't? Then we discuss for a couple of minutes and I'll put likes/dislikes up on the board. 

At that point we turn to the book (pgs 316-317) and talk about revision vs. editing and instructional vs. conversational feedback. I'll write the differences up on the board and circle what we're aiming for: revision/conversational. We'll also look briefly at the revision pyramid. Then, I hand out a sheet of "sample comments" (attached) and give students a few minutes to read/revise. We discuss their answers as a class and ways to make the bad comments better. 

I'll let them know the timing for our peer review. Typically, I give them 35 min. to read/comment on each paper (two papers each- 20 reading, 15 min. on worksheet) and then 15 min. at the end of class to discuss in groups of 3. 

Finally, I hand out the peer review worksheets (attached) and let them read through the questions to prepare. I give them a few minutes to discuss with their group members problem areas that they would like readers to focus on before we begin (I encourage readers to star the questions the writers are worried about). Then, ready, set, go!

I let them know how much time is left at regular intervals throughout but they still sometimes don't have enough time to finish.
Sample Peer Review Comments:

Determine whether each of these comments seems helpful.  Change the comment in any way that you think helps.

1. This is good but you need to prove your argument.

2. This is an obvious point.

3. This is excellent background about the discourse communities but it doesn't seem to say much about their language.  Maybe try saying that because it is so small, or at least the population is small, this is why the language established or something like that.

4. Good strong statement.

5. There are two ideas here.  Examples of how music affects people, then that you and your friends use it.  Which do you want to write about?

6.   How does this point connect with claim?

7.   Good example, it makes the reader think of a situation similar to yours.
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Author: __________________________

Peer Review Worksheet



Peer Reviewer: ____________________

1. Consider the contextual information provided. Did you did feel the audience had all the information they needed to understand the paper? What needed elaboration? What seemed to be too much detail?
2. What is the paper’s main claim? What minor claims are used to organize paragraphs? Does the relationship between claims make sense? Are claims sufficiently complex?
3. Was Pratt used as a lens for the argument throughout? Did the paper show a clear understanding of Pratt’s ideas? Did Pratt bring something new to the analysis?

3. Reflect on the organization of the paper – how did the author go about organizing his/her analysis? Did this strategy make sense? Do you have suggestions for how it could be better?
4. What kinds of evidence are used? Does the author synthesize a variety of sources? Do they quote/paraphrase/summarize effectively? What places need more evidence? What places need less?
5. Does the author address counterarguments? Does he/she explain the stakes of the argument/why it matters? How could this be better?

7. Final Comments (problematic grammatical patterns you noticed, questions you had after reading, concerns, compliments)

