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Peer Review

Paper author:  _______________________________________
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1. Introduction: Does the first paragraph serve as a good introduction to both the paper's topic and the writer's approach or general conclusion? Can you identify a thesis statement?

2. Suggest, if possible, a way to improve the introduction or thesis statement.

3. Structure: Can you identify the organization or line of argumentation? (Could you outline the process whereby the writer reaches the conclusion? Can you identify the main argument?)

4. Conclusion: Does the writer satisfactorily establish her or his conclusion? Are there sufficient grounds for that conclusion that go beyond personal opinion and that appeal to your reasoning?

5. Suggest, if possible, a way improve the main argument. Are there claims or positions which require substantiation?

6. Style: Did you find any sentences or ideas that were unclear (either because of sentence structure or because they expressed concepts that were difficult to follow)?

7. Suggest, if possible, a way to clarify these sentences or ideas.

8. Editing: Did you find distracting grammar, punctuation, spelling, or word usage problems? Just underline them (and explain briefly if it's not obvious, using abbreviations such as gr. p. sp. and wc).

9. What is/are the paper's greatest strength(s)? Explain.

10. What do you think is the strongest objection or counter-argument to the paper's conclusion?

