Peer Review of Academic Paper

Name of essay:

Name of writer:

Name of reviewer:

Please write a peer review in essay form. In this short essay (no more than two single-spaced pages), address the writer directly. Here is a convenient structure to follow. 

First summarize the paper in one paragraph and then break the rest of the paper into paragraphs that address the following qualities of the paper.

Discuss the introduction. What one sentence do you think the thesis is? What claim is it making? Is this claim controversial enough or novel enough to be interesting? Why or why not? What sentence frames or previews the paper? Is it expressed clearly and eloquently? If not, do you have any suggestions? If you cannot identify a thesis or preview statement, say so.

Discuss the paper’s topicality. You can get a sense of the paper’s topicality (staying on and contributing to the topic) by reading the first sentences of every paragraph. Do these sentences refer to the topic of the paper in some way? Is it clear how these statements are related to and develop the topic or argument? How do they contribute? If you can’t identify topicality or if you can’t discern the development of the topic, say so.

Discuss the sequencing of the argument. How does each subsection of the paper relate to the thesis? To the previous section? To the one that follows? Does the argument build in some way (moving from what is needed first to what is needed next, etc.) or is it strategically organized (second strongest point, weakest point, strongest point)? If the paper uses comparison and contrast, does it use the same points of comparison for both things being discussed?

Discuss the development of the content. Does the writer say enough when introducing a subsection so that you know what is being discussed? Does the writer use evidence (data) from reading (quotations, summaries, paraphrases)? Does the writer discuss the relevance of this data to the argument being made? If the argument seems thin, what does the paper need—More set up information? More evidence? More explanation? 

Discuss the paper’s surface organization. Can you identify the transitions from section to section? Do they use language that refers back to the preview? Do they show the relationship of the new section to the one just completed? Is there a summary that highlights the argument’s major points. Is it phrased eloquently?

Discuss mechanics. Point out any unclear, cumbersome, or awkward sentences. Point out any grammatical, punctuation, or spelling errors. Verify that all references to texts are documented according to MLA format (parenthetical reference in text and works cited at end).

Peer Review of Narrative

Title of story:

Name of writer:

Name of reviewer:

Please write a peer review in essay form (no more than two single-spaced pages), addressing the writer directly and following this structure.

Describe the plot line in one short paragraph, emphasizing the problem-solution structure of the tale, and then break the rest of the paper into paragraphs that address the following qualities of the story.

Discuss the characters. Who are they? How are they related to the author’s (Lewis’s) characters? Are they consistent with his? What about new characters? Do they fit with the author’s larger mythic vision?

Discuss the scene. Where does the action take place? Is this place (or places) consistent with the world of Narnia as created by Lewis? How so, or why not? How could the writer make it more consistent if needed?

Discuss this episode’s integration with context of larger narrative and with author’s imagination. Where does it fit in the Narnia tales? Is this a logical progression of the larger tale? If so, how? If not, why not and how can it be made more consistent? Does this episode add to Narnia by extending a story logically, by answering unanswered questions, or by filling in a narrative gap? Explain.

Discuss the texture of the narrative. Is the story told or shown? (That is, do you feel like you’re just running through a plot line or do you feel like you are entering the world of the story?) How does the writer’s use of detail (sight, sound, touch, smell) help or hinder your imagination? Is the dialogue believable? Is there enough of it? Too much? 

Discuss the movement of the story. Does it follow a clear narrative line based on chronology or some kind of justifiable breech of chronology? Does it bog down in details or skim too lightly over important sections. Is there suitable pacing—slowing down to give detail where needed and skipping ahead when possible to let the reader fill in the gaps.

Discuss the paper’s mechanics. Is dialogue punctuated and paragraphed correctly? Comment on paragraph structure, sentence structure, vocabulary choice. Comment on any awkward or cumbersome sentences, any grammatical errors, and spelling or punctuation errors.

