Peer Review for Rhetorical Analysis
Author’s name ________________________
Peer reviewer _________________________

1. APA Formatting & Documentation (check boxes if “yes”). Indicate any errors if present. (15)
____ (Title page) Header with “Running head: TITLE IN ALL CAPS” in top left corner (no quotation marks on actual title page).
____ Page number in top right corner of header.
____ Paper title, name, and school name appear in center of title page.
____ Paper is typed in 12 pt. Times New Roman font – even the running head! 
____ Uniformly double-spaced throughout (no extra space between paragraphs). 
____ Plain font throughout (no bolding or italicizing).
____ Title of paper is centered at the top of second page (in addition to the header).
____ Each new paragraph is indented.
____ No extra spacing between paragraphs.
____ Paragraph numbers indicated in parentheses when article is quoted.
____ References page has the word “References” centered at the top, running head, and page #.
____ Reference entries are properly formatted with hanging indentation.
[bookmark: _GoBack]____ Reference entries contain correct information with proper format and order. 
2. Content (50)
1. What is the hook? Is it effective at grabbing the reader’s attention? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
2. Does the introduction contain the author’s name, publication date, article title, and other pertinent contextual information? Is there anything missing? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
3. Has the author summarized the argument’s claim in one sentence? ______________
4. What is the thesis statement of this analysis? Does it contain an overall evaluation of the argument’s effectiveness and mention the 3 appeals? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
5. Does the second paragraph effectively summarize the argument? Are all the main points covered? If you had never read the argument before, would it thoroughly explain the crucial aspects of the argument? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
6. What are the specific examples of ethos provided by the author? Does the author effectively show how the argument’s author does not or does display a connection with audience, proper credentials, and credible sources? If not, why not? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
7. What are the specific examples of logos? Does the author accurately identify and analyze the claim, reasoning, and evidence of the argument? If not, why not? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
8. What are the specific examples of pathos? Are emotional appeals correctly identified? Why or why not? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
9. Does the conclusion wrap up the paper effectively? Why or why not? __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

3. Organization (15)
1. Does the paper have a clear overall organization, with a paragraph each for the introduction, summary of the argument, pathos analysis, ethos analysis, logos analysis, and conclusion? _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
2. Does the thesis statement provide a preview for the organization of the paper? ___________________________________________________________________________
3. Does each body paragraph begin with a topic sentence that indicates what will be discussed in that paragraph? ____________________________________________________________



4. Mechanics (20)
1. List any grammatical, spelling, or typographical errors. Look specifically for run-on sentences (including comma splices), fragments, and missing/misplaced commas. _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
2. Does the paper flow smoothly? Identify where the author has used too many short, choppy sentences or long, complex ones in succession. A paper that flows well should have a good variety of sentence structure. _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
3. Are transitional words and phrases included to help the paper flow smoothly from one idea to the next? Where should the author work on better transitions? _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

4. Miscellaneous
What is your overall impression of the paper? What are the major changes that need to be made? Also, what are some things the author has done well? ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
