Peer Review Assignment (30 points)
Make substantive comments to your peers, using “Comment” in the research.  Respond to at least two peers via “Comment”.  Your comments to peers should be fair, specific, constructive and positive. 
Assignment Critique of Peers (1-10 points)
Proficient: (8-10 points)
The student has responded to at least two peers via wiki comments by specifically addressing the quality of the work in relation to the assignment grading criteria. Specific text and suggested revisions are described. Strengths are also discussed. Comments refer to the following grading criteria for the research content, organization, formatting, and accuracy.
· Content
Covers topic presented in-depth with details and examples. Subject knowledge is excellent. Good use of resources, and cites all information clearly with a minimum of 2 required references.
· Organization
Content is well organized, using headings or bulleted lists to group related material.
· Formatting and Presentation
Makes excellent use of font, color, graphics, effects, etc. to enhance the presentation. The reference list is presented as explained in the directions for the group project. 
· Accuracy
No misspellings or grammatical errors. No HTML errors in research (e.g., broken links, missing images).

Competent: (4-7 points)
The student has responded to at least two peers via wiki comments by generally addressing the quality of the work in relation to the assignment grading criteria. Comments refer to the following grading criteria for the wiki: content, organization, formatting, and accuracy.
· Content
Covers topic presented in-depth with details and examples. Subject knowledge is excellent. Good use of resources, and cites all information clearly with a minimum of 2 required references.
· Organization
Content is well organized, using headings or bulleted lists to group related material.
· Formatting and Presentation
Makes excellent use of font, color, graphics, effects, etc. to enhance the presentation. The reference list is presented as explained in the directions for the group project. 
· Accuracy
No misspellings or grammatical errors. No HTML errors in research (e.g., broken links, missing images).

Novice: (0-3 points)
The student has responded to at least one peer via wiki comments.  Comments refer to the following grading criteria for the wiki: content, organization, formatting, and accuracy. The comments do not clearly indicate where revisions are needed for improvement or describe the strengths in the wiki.
Analysis of Peer Contribution (1-10 points)
Proficient: (8-10)
The evaluation of peers’ work is fair and logical indicating a thorough review of the work in consideration of the overall research quality. The written analysis uses appropriate sentence structure, grammar and spelling to clearly communicate ideas.
Competent (4-7)
The evaluation of peers’ work indicates a cursory review of the work in consideration of the overall research quality. The written analysis is generally well-constructed.
Novice (0-3)
The evaluation of peers’ work indicates very limited consideration of the overall research quality. The written analysis may have issues with sentence structure, grammar and spelling making the analysis difficult to follow.

Constructive Feedback of Peers (1-10 points)
Proficient: (8-10)
The comments offer constructive feedback to improve the research.  The specific suggestions describe how the peers’ work should be revised.  Comments are written in a manner that is professional, collegial and positive. 

Competent: (4-7)
The comments offer feedback to improve the research.  The suggestions describe how the peers’ work should be revised. 

Novice: (0-3)
The comments offer little feedback to improve the research or identify the strengths.  






