Peer/instructor review writing activity – Jonathan Brand

Description

I think that what I do in class is relatively mundane and considered within the range of "standard" writing-related activities.  I would love to find a way to teach/discuss writing in a much more creative/cutting-edge way.  But, I wanted to share what I have done in the past as a part of contributing to the larger endeavor.  My students begin by submitting their final "first" draft (which is hopefully already a 3rd or 4th or 5th draft for them) to 2 or 3 other students in the class for those students to review--these students collectively form a group charged with reviewing and commenting on each other's papers.  I provide the students an editing checklist (see below) and a set of questions (see below) to help guide the writing of their papers AND the evaluation of their peers' papers.  (Please see attached.)  Then, over the course of 2-3 days, they review the papers of their peers--with the editing checklist and questions in mind.  We then dedicate a class to the actual discussion of the review--putting the students in their groups-- so that they can meet together and provide each other comments on their papers.  

The students are supposed to then revise their papers again in light of the comments received from their peers and submit the next draft to me.  I review these drafts and provide comments directly to the students.  I also extract paragraphs or sentences from the papers and dedicate another class to reviewing those paragraphs/sentences with the whole class (without identifying which students wrote the paragraphs or sentences).  These samples help to establish the strengths and weaknesses in the different writing samples AND what can be done to render them more pithy.  Hopefully, everyone in the class learns from these samples and our group effort in class to make them even better forms of expression.  They then are asked to revise and submit another draft of their papers in light of my comments directly to them and our class review of the various writing samples.

While all of this is happening, they know that they can submit to me as many drafts of their papers as they wish in between the due dates--and, of course, I meet with any students who wish to discuss their drafts/papers as often as they like.  The theory is that writing is really about rewriting and I want to encourage them to experience the satisfaction of that process.

Peer Review

As you prepare to discuss the papers of your peers on Thursday morning, please consider the following questions:

1.  What is the thesis of the paper?  Is it novel or does it merely restate an idea?  Does it make sense?  Is the thesis sentence identifiable?  What could make the thesis better?

2.  Is the argumentation convincing?  What might make it more convincing?

3.  Does the paper follow in a logical order?  If not, what could make it more logical?  Do the paragraphs follow logically one from the other?  If not, is there a better order?

4.  Do all the paragraphs have topic sentences?  Do all the sentences in a given paragraph relate in some way to the topic of that paragraph?

5.  Are the materials used in support of the thesis convincing?  Is there material which would better prove the point?

You should not hesitate to make comments directly on the papers.  Such comments can relate to any of the above-mentioned questions or to others such as grammar, syntax, style, diction etc.

Editing Checklist (and evaluation)
1. CLARITY

a. Does the writing say what I want it to say?

b. Is it unequivocally lucid/clear?

c. Is it precise?

2. LARGE SCALE DEVELOPMENT

a. Quality - Does this writing have the kind of evidence that is necessary, effective, and persuasive?

b. Quantity – is there enough evidence?

c. What do I need to tell the reader to make him/her understand my ultimate point or thesis?  Have I presented these points in a logical fashion?

3. LARGE SCALE ORGANIZATION

a. Do I have an introduction?

b. Do I have a thesis sentence that lays out what I intend to discuss?

c. Have I outlined my points and my authorities (support) using topic sentences?

d. Do I have the correct evidence in support of the correct points?  Have I established an appropriate relationship between all the evidence contained in each paragraph and section?

e. Do I include introductory paragraphs to each section where necessary?

f. Do I sufficiently conclude each paragraph and section?

g. Do I have a conclusion to the entire paper?  Does it restate or summarize my thesis?

4. FLUENCY/COHERENCE

a. Check paragraph coherence and topic sentences.

b. Check paragraph length

c. Check transitions; signal continuity, contract, and closure.

5. CONCISENESS

a. Omit surplus words.

b. Use base words.

c. Avoid the passive voice.

6. STYLE

a. Learn traditional usage.

b. Punctuate carefully.

c. Check the diction level.

d. Check the tone.

e. Is the sentence structure correct?

f. Have I chosen the correct words?

7. PROOFREAD CAREFULLY

