Your name:  _________________     Name of person to whose work you are responding: __________________ 

Research Essay - Peer Response

1.  Please comment on the overall effectiveness of the piece by listing min. two specific aspects of it that you liked/enjoyed/found particularly well-done.  BE SPECIFIC.


a)


b)

2.  Please make min. two overall suggestions for improving the general effectiveness of the piece by listing areas you found yourself wanting expanded, areas that were unclear or not adequately executed and/or by identifying common or recurring weaknesses or errors.  BE SPECIFIC.


a)


b)

3.  Please comment on the title and introduction of the piece.


a)  How might the opening be improved or made more effective in grabbing the reader's 

attention?

b) Is the thesis clear, manageable, challenging and grounded? 

c) On the page, note where were you confused.  Below, make suggestions for what 

could/should be added/changed to improve the clarity of the introduction.

4.  Please comment on the summary of the play.


a)  Is it effective? Is there objective information only? Isn’t the summary repetitive, too long, or unnecessarily detailed?

· On the essay itself, note where your peer can add transitions to improve the fluidity (too, however, therefore, on the other hand, there are two arguments for… ) of the summary? (Indicate by the word “Transit.” or specify)

5.  Please comment on the analysis of the play – explanation of the term and its interpretation.

a)  The setting: does s/he give symbolism of the place, time:

b) Characters: symbolism, deep analysis, illustrating quotes:

c) THEME: is it well explained? Is there a thoughtful analysis, generalising and going beyond the text? Restate here your peer’s point on the THEME. What is s/he saying in the essay?

· Other:

· On the essay itself note the specific QUOTATIONS he/she includes from the play itself?  If there are no specific references/quotations, please note on the page where he/she needs more support for his/her claims about the articles. 

· On the essay itself, write where/how your peer could be more thorough in his/her analysis:  what new interpretations or views of the play might your peer want to consider; what weaknesses in the authors' arguments does your peer overlook that might be useful to him/her in making his analysis more effective?

6. CRITICAL RESPONSE: Does it comply with criteria? 

7. PERSONAL RESPONSE: Is it engaging? Does it fit the THESIS and the THEME? How many senses were used in the description of the story (colours, smells, textures, sounds, etc.). Is it sincere and touching? Suggest improvements: 

6.  Please comment briefly on each of the following:

a)  Organization:  On the essay itself, identify points that seemed choppy, that did not flow.  Note if your peer needs to improve his/her opening, use of transitions or closing. Is there the CONCLUSION? 

b)  Use of sources.  On the essay itself, identify any errors/problems with the way your peer included quotations/references, and/or with the Works Cited.  Below, note any frequently occurring errors and make any suggestions for improvement.

c)  Mechanics.  In the text, please mark any errors in punctuation, spelling, grammar or word choice.  Here, please note briefly the one or two most frequent types of errors you noticed.

d)  Assignment specifications.  Please let your peer know how his/her work does not meet the guidelines as outlined in the syllabus:  Is the work labeled (with peer's name, the date and the assignment name) on the first page?  Is the work typed, double-spaced, with 1" margins and 12 point font?  Are the pages NUMBERED?

