English 50
Peer Reviewing
Reaction Paper #2
For each question below, record suggestions for your partners' work. If elements are missing or weak, make suggestions as to how the author can improve. After you have read through the paper, take some time to write comments on your copy of the work. Then take some time to discuss the paper with your peer.
1. Does the introduction clearly introduce the three works that should be discussed in the paper? Does it also include the authors'/filmmakers' names?
2. Does the introduction include the idea or ideas from Annie Leonard's work that the author will use to examine the other two works?
3. Does the introduction have a clear three-part thesis, including a forecasting statement?
4. Does the forecasting statement maintain parallel structure?
5. Do the body paragraphs contain topic sentences that relate back to the forecasting statement? Do they come in the order of the forecasting statement?
6. Do the body paragraphs contain at least two bits of evidence each following the PEE method? Are there any steps of the PEE method missing?
7. Has the author included at least one direct quote, one summary and one paragraph in his/her paper?
8. Has the author properly cited his/her sources in the paper?
9. Has the evidence included in the body paragraphs been properly introduced, incorporated and explained?
10. Does the author clearly tie his/her explanations of the evidence provided back to the thesis? In other words, is it clear why the author has chosen each particular piece of evidence and how it supports his/her thesis?
11. Do body paragraphs end with a concluding or transitionary sentence?
