DRUGS & SOCIETY, FALL 2009
PEER REVIEW

This evaluation sheet is all you will be returning to the author.  I encourage you to write on their paper, but you will not return the original document.  Toward that end, I do not want you to focus on doing “nit-picky” edits.  Instead, think about the more global comments that will help the person improve their paper generally.

On the evaluation sheet, circle or highlight the evaluation level that is appropriate based on your reading of each section.  Then offer specific feedback that (1) explains the grade that you believe is appropriate and (2) tells the author how they can go about improving their score and the quality of their work. 

Helpful comments can include statements like:

-There is some good information here, but I have trouble following your argument.  I think that you need to work on developing a stronger organizational structure that will give your paper more flow.

-There were numerous editing problems.  In particular, I noticed a problem with comma usage and excessively long sentences.  The author needs work on basic grammar and style.

-On some occasions, the author uses awkward language.  It seems like the author is trying to “sound” academic, but is not necessarily using words appropriately.  I think that the author should seek help in refining her/his language.

-The author makes claims about how common smoking marijuana is, but does not provide any evidence.  The author needs to work to demonstrate that claims are true with evidence from research.

Comments that are not helpful:


-Good.


-I don’t understand what the author is saying.


-This paper needs work.

Notice, that helpful comments are specific and give some indication of how the paper can be improved.  Unhelpful comments are vague and give no clear sense of direction.

The following issues are Prof Baker’s Pet Peeves.  Please note on the evaluation sheet if you see any of the following: 

1. Claims about the way the world works, common behavior, or common beliefs that are not backed up by evidence.

2. Conversational/colloquial language.  

a. In particular, I hate CONTRACTIONS and SECOND PERSON (i.e. “you”) in formal academic writing.  

3. Failure to define or explain terms.
RESEARCH PAPER EVALUATION
GUIDE TO GRADING SCALE:

EXCELLENT: This grade signifies a superb piece of writing.  The section is nearly flawless and works very well on multiple levels—thorough development, good use of evidence, academic style—as determined by the purpose and context of the assignment and the particular section.

GOOD: This grade signifies a solid piece of writing that works well in general but may not achieve the same effects of excellent writing and/or falters in ways that affect its overall quality (e.g., there is some noticeable weakness in organization, use of evidence and background research, paragraph coherence and development, academic style, punctuation, and/or grammar). 

FAIR-TO-WEAK: This grade signifies a piece of writing that meets the basic requirements of the section assignment but fails significantly to achieve college-appropriate, academic writing as determined by the purpose and context of the assignment. This section falters in disruptive/distracting ways (e.g., there are significant weaknesses in organization, use of evidence and background research, paragraph coherence and development, academic style, punctuation, and/or grammar). 

POOR: This grade signifies a piece of writing that misses the boat and/or fails to meet basic requirements of the assignment.

REQUIRED PAPER ELEMENTS

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

INTRODUCTION (Provide some background on the topic.  Why is this topic an interesting and important one to investigate?)

EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

RESEARCH QUESTION (What is your research question?  Why is this question important?  What did you expect to find?)




EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

METHODS (How did you conduct your research?  Be as detailed as possible. )




EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

FINDINGS (What did you find? How did your research question evolve? Did you see what you expected? NOTE: This discussion should be a summary of your data.  Save your interpretations for the next section.)



EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

ANALYSIS (How do you interpret your findings in light of this course and your research?)



EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

CONCLUSION (What are the implications of your findings? In other words, why are your findings important? If you had more time/money/resources what else would you do?)




EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

ACADEMIC SOURCES (Author includes 6 academic sources in the body of the paper and cites sources appropriately using APA style.)




EXCELLENT 


GOOD 


FAIR-TO-WEAK

POOR
Score: 
Comments:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

BASED ON YOUR READING OF THE PAPER, THIS AUTHOR SHOULD

______ DO MORE RESEARCH ON THE TOPIC


______ SEEK WRITING HELP FROM THE WRITING CENTER


______ USE A SPELLING AND GRAMMAR EDITOR
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