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As a part of your paper, you are required to review another student’s full draft and provide feedback about writing, arguments, and organization. This part of the assignment is worth 50 points. Here is a quick summary of this process:
· Step 1: Review the paper by adding notes (30 points) and a summary (10 points)
· Papers will be distributed to students by email by Friday, November 17, 2017. 
· Before you give any comments, read the ENTIRE paper. 
· Use the list of Guiding Questions and Comments to give feedback based on the criteria of this paper and what you think your peer may find helpful.  Your key questions: 
· Does this paper address the principles and concepts of political science?
· Is the policy well explained?
· Is the recommendation over other options persuasive?
· Anonymous Review. The papers will only have student ID numbers only (names removed). Do not discuss any specifics from paper you review with other students until instructed otherwise.
· Track Changes. Please use “track changes” and comments in Word or similar program. Please remove your name from comments. See directions below and the APA & Word Tricks slides on posted on D2L.
· Step 2: Turn in the notes (30 points) and summary (10 points) on your peer’s paper into YOUR “Peer Review” Dropbox by Sunday, December 3, 2017 at 11:59 p.m. 
· You must turn it into the dropbox to open the survey (10 points)!
· Instructor will grade and upload your paper into the Draft 2 Dropbox ASAP.
· Step 3: Take the Peer Review Survey - Draft Review by Wednesday, December 6, 2017 at 11:59 p.m.
· Instructor will put your peer review grade in the Peer Review Dropbox.

Review of another student’s paper (30 points).
As a reviewer, you are responsible for reading and providing feedback in three areas: arguments, paper organization, and writing. Please follow these review steps: 
1. Really, I’m not kidding: Before you give any comments, read the ENTIRE paper. If you get stuck and cannot suggest a way to fix the problem or have any other concerns or issues, be sure to ask me.
2. Technical items for review: Track changes and remove your name from comments.
2.1. “Track changes” are available in every word processing application. Look under the review ribbon or in some applications, under the “edit” menu. When in doubt, Google “track changes” and the name and version of your application.
2.2. Like most professional peer reviews, this process is anonymous to encourage an objective review Word and other processing programs will let you remove your name from the comments to create an anonymous review. The directions are in the “APA & Word Tricks” slides on D2L. You can also look up on Google using your version of Word and keywords such as: comments, anonymous, identifying information, remove name, etc. For instance, here’s how to create anonymous reviewers in Word 2016.
2.3. If you have trouble with it, email me please and we’ll figure it out.
3. Proofreading: You are NOT responsible for fully proofreading the paper or fixing errors. If you have time, you may choose to note errors that you see (spelling, punctuation, and/or grammar) and you must comment to explain why it is an error.
        Ex. In the early 1990’s, there were for ways that people could get some food benefit.
       [Comment: “for” is misspelled and “benefit” should be plural.]
4. Based on the Guide below, provide constructive comments that will help the student fulfill the requirements of the assignment and/or to improve his/her argument.
4.1. Write your comments in complete sentences. Comments like “What?” or “This doesn’t make sense” are neither appropriate nor helpful. 
4.2. Be polite. For most people, writing is a personal expression. Give your writer the benefit of the doubt. Avoid using strong words like “wrong” or “ridiculous” in your feedback.
4.3. Ask questions. If a phrase or word is unclear, you can ask, “Did you mean…?” 
4.4. Provide explanations. In your comments, help the writer understand the reason or rationale behind your suggestions to preempt any misinterpretation. Explain what you are seeing. For example, “Change this” should be “This needs to be changed because as I read it, it sounds like you are saying to opposite of your argument.”
4.5. Provide specific or concrete options for revisions. For instance, “This sentence is disconnected. Please consider combining it with another sentence or dropping it entirely.”
Summary (10 points).
5. After you finish your comments, provide a final, one-paragraph summary at the end of the document.  In this summary, answer the following questions:
5.1. The strongest part of this paper now is_____.
5.2. The part of the paper that still needs work is_____.
5.3. Are there any specific additions that would help the writer meet the goal of the paper?
6. [bookmark: _GoBack]Turn in the review into YOUR Peer Review Dropbox by Sunday, December 3, 2017 at 11:59 p.m.  You must turn it into the dropbox to open the next step!
Post-Peer Review (10 points).
7. Once your draft is returned from your peer reviewer, the instructor will review your paper with the peer reviewer’s comments and add more comments (fewer than the first draft) and posted your paper and a grade for Draft 2 with all the comments into the Draft 2 Dropbox. 
8. Once you have turned in the draft you reviewed into the dropbox, the “Peer Review Survey - Draft Review” will open in the D2L Surveys (next to Quizzes on the menu bar). Providing peer review is an important skill, and this allows you to give feedback about the process and outcomes. This feedback will only go to the instructor, and will factor into the Peer Review grades of both students. The survey will close Wednesday, December 6, 2017 at 11:59 p.m.



GUIDING QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS
Consider the policy chosen can be framed or approached in many different ways. There are not “right” or “wrong” approach, but some can be considered incompatible or that there is not enough description, or evidence, to demonstrate that such an arrangement would work according to political science. Your key questions: 
· Does this paper address the principles and concepts of political science?
· Is the policy well explained?
· Is the recommendation over other options persuasive?
Description & Arguments:
1. Identify and describe the policy.
1.1. Are political science or important concepts and terms identified in this area?
1.2. Is there enough description/evidence to explain the policy chosen?
1.3. 
2. Analyze the arguments:
2.1. Are the arguments and counter-arguments adequately focused and narrow within manageable/defensible limits? Why or why not?
2.2. Do you feel the writer needs to add any qualifiers or exceptions to avoid over-generalizing the claim? If yes, explain.
2.3. Are the writer's reasons sound in logic, and do they follow logically from the claim? Why or why not?
3. Evidence: Where has the writer used effective evidence or detail? Where might the writer include more evidence? (Also, take a moment to jot questions on the paper that would help the writer see where and what detail to add.)
4. Extensions: 
4.1. Are there additional supporting arguments, counter-arguments, or evidence that you can think of (beyond what has already been presented)?
4.2. What can you suggest about reordering or beefing up arguments?
Writing
1. Is the writing clear and concise? Has the writer chosen exactly the right word to convey his or her meaning? Has the writer used more or less words to convey an idea than s/he needs?
2. Does the writing have flow? Any sentence length and structure suggestions to improve flow?
3. As you read through the paper, did any words, phrases, or sentences “sound funny” to you? We often “hear” mistakes that we cannot necessarily label.
Paper Organization
1. Are there suggestions you can make for a stronger opening for the paper?
2. How has the writer presented appropriate background information?
3. Does the writer use adequate transitions between and within paragraphs? If not, suggest specific revisions.
4. Are there suggestions you can make for a stronger conclusion for the paper? 
5. Has the writer cited appropriate and unbiased sources of information? Are the citations clear? Do you see any place where the writer needs to cite an additional source? 
