Peer Review Worksheet 
Vinson, David L.

UW College Writing 131

Directions:  This is a DIFFERENT Peer Review form and is much more intense than the one used for the shorter papers.  Make sure you read each question carefully and that you ANALYZE your peers’ papers with a critical eye…revision is the key to this class.

Name of the Author:


________________________________________________

Sequence #1, Paper E
Name of the Reviewer: 

________________________________________________

First off, CROSS OUT the following:  “I think” or “I believe” or “In my opinion” statement—they aren’t necessary.  (This includes “to me” statements and the like) 

Secondly, CIRCLE the following BE VERBS as they will not be allowed on this paper:


Is, are, was, were, be, being, been 

Third, CIRCLE the following DEAD WORDS as they will not be allowed on this paper:

You, your, good, great, very, always, thing, anything, everything, something, nothing, get, got, getting, gotten , really, stuff, to be, to go, to do, hard, a lot, NTSBWTSW (in a paragraph)!  

Cross out “in order” for nothing is being ordered! 
Paraphrase and write the claim in a different way – “I think you’re saying …” (this can be helpful to your peer because sometimes writers think they’re saying one thing, but most readers interpret what they wrote very differently)

Does the paper reference COURSE TEXT ___yes ____no and is there a 4 sentence SUMMARY ____yes  ____no 

Which COURSE TEXT is the author using for this paper?  
Does the paper have AT LEAST TWO outside sources (not named Gross, Ramamurthy, or Martin) _____yes _____no

Is there a minimum of SEVEN (7) quotes from the course readings and additional outside sources?  _____yes _____no

How developed is the claim – what are the connections? is it merely a “yes it is/no it isn’t” sort of claim? If yes, what could be added to develop the claim?  How do you know the paper is INTERTEXTUAL?  (Or is it—it should be!) 
How strong is the claim? Are the connections logical? What recommendations can you make in terms of the connections within the claim

How does this paper address Audience (Outcome #1)?  (Be Specific) 
How does this paper address Outcome #2?  (Be specific) 
Ask at least THREE questions about this paper (instead of giving directions) and tie your comments to the class readings and the class discussions or to the Outcomes! 

1.

2.


3.

This paper MUST have a naysayer—What would the naysayer think?  Give the author TWO (2) suggestions on what the “opposing side” would say that they should address to fully meet Outcome 3. 

A. 

B. 

Is the paper stylistically effective (conventions, grammar, MLA format, etc.)?  Did you want to “hear” more—were your satisfied?  This is the “nice stuff” and the “help out my peer stuff” that is important.  Remember—the MORE feedback given, the easier the REVISION PROCESS later! 
Anything else you want to say to help your peer write more effectively? 

