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Dr. Blackwell

Over the course of Western history, you can count the number of successful pieces of literature that were produced in isolation on one hand.  So out the window with the mythical notion that great writers work away in their white towers and emerge only when their work is perfected.  Every piece of writing that you have ever enjoyed has gone through countless revisions and peer editing before you see it because a good writer is never satisfied with his/her writing.  The writers who do not believe in peer editing and deride its function in the writing act are only the unpublished ones. 

Rules of Peer Editing

Specifications for each paper you peer edit:

1.  Do not spend your time correcting grammar because


a. That’s my job.


b. You usually get it wrong anyway.


c. Revision is infinitely more than fixing grammar.

The following is to be completed by you and handed back with the paper itself.

2.  Do spend your time on the content of the paper, specifically ASSESSING and CONSIDERING

the following questions:


a.  Thesis: The focus of the entire essay



Does their thesis stand out to you?  Is it clear?  How so?  Do they demonstrate

 

an awareness of their audience?  Is their Thesis significant and arguable? 

b. Development:  The body of the paper in ideas



Can you identify their argument?  Describe it.  Does the logic of their reasons

work for you?  Does one idea lead into the next?  Are there plenty of definitions

and background at the beginning?  Do they provide ample context for their

points?  Is the argument sustained from intro to conclusion?



What would make their argument more convincing?



Have they anticipated some objections to their thesis?



Have they dealt with the opposition fairly?


c.  Organization:  How their information is organized and presented

Describe how their essay is organized, as you see it.  Does each paragraph have a topic sentence?  Does each paragraph have a transition sentence at the end?

d.  Mechanics: The research and support they use



Do they cite enough from their sources?  Not enough?



Does their voice emerge from their sources or is it buried in them?



Do they cite their sources correctly?



Do they use enough support/reasons?


e.  Syntax: Their writing style



Is their writing clear and easy to understand?



Do they use awkward syntax?



Do they overuse certain words or phrases?



Does their language and word choice seem appropriate for the target audience?

3.  Provide a final evaluation of the piece, which consists of:


a. a summary of the paper’s strongest points


b. a summary of the paper’s weak points

Disclaimer on Negative Comments (both my own and other students):

While it may seem like negative comments are hurtful, they are not intended to be.  Your papers will come back from me looking like they just left triage after a gun range mishap.  But know that my comments are never directed at you personally.  Likewise, in Peer Editing, we leave our egos at the door (me included).  I encourage you to be as brutal and as critical as you can when you edit a peer’s paper, but your critical comments had better not become personal.  The more critical you are, the better the final paper will be.  Writing is an ever-evolving process, with no perfect telos, no final, finished product that stands as ‘perfect’ writing.  There is no perfect writing, only close approximations.  While I am a better writer than most, I am by no means a great writer.  And the day I consider myself a great writer is the day I stop teaching.  

I want you to avoid all the common platitudes you got tired of in high school like “nice” or “good job.”  These do not help us improve our writing; rather, they just give us a false sense of competence in our work (which you’ll understand when you get my comments back).  While I encourage you to tell each other what you do well, the more you focus on ways that they can improve their argumentation, clarity, and style, the better their writing will become.

Grading Rubric 

The following rubric is used in all Writing Program courses to ensure consistent standards for evaluating student essays. 

A=Superior 

Convincingly and ardently communicates a noteworthy idea to an audience through sophisticated use of rhetorical strategies. 

· Thesis/focus—demonstrates an awareness of audience, is sophisticated, and is clearly established and maintained throughout. 

· Organization—has a clear sense of logical order appropriate to the content and the thesis. 

· Development—demonstrates critical thinking that is clear, insightful, in depth, and relevant to the topic. 

· Syntax and Diction—uses sophisticated language that engages the reader; manipulates sentence length to enhance the total effect of the essay; uses precise language that expresses complex ideas clearly. 

· Format and Design—fully integrates elements of design to best serve rhetorical purpose. 

· Research (if applicable)—uses sources effectively and documents sources accurately. 

· Mechanics—contains very few errors of spelling, grammar, paragraphing or manuscript format. 

B=Strong

Effectively conveys an insightful idea to an audience through consistent and controlled use of rhetorical strategies. 

· Thesis/focus—is intelligent, clearly established, and consistently addressed throughout. 

· Organization—is logical, clear, and controlled. 

· Development—demonstrates critical thinking that is more than adequate, with significant detail; may show depth in thinking and research. 

· Syntax and Diction—demonstrates knowledge of and skill with complex and varied sentence constructions and vocabulary. 

· Format and Design—consistently contributes to the persuasive aims of the assignment. 

· Research (if applicable)—uses sources effectively and documents accurately. 

· Mechanics—may contain errors, but these errors do not interfere with the essay’s overall effectiveness. 

C=Competent 

Communicates an idea, but does not consistently address the needs of its audience. 

· Thesis/focus—has a central idea that is conventional or general. 

· Organization—the essay’s organization is choppy and may, at times, be difficult to follow. 

· Development—demonstrates limited critical thinking and limited knowledge of the subject. 

· Syntax and Diction—demonstrates competency with language use, but sentence constructions and vocabulary may be limited or repetitive. 

· Format and Design—unevenly incorporates elements of design to aid its argument 

· Research (if applicable)—lacks sufficient research for the topic, poorly incorporates sources, or fails to document accurately 

· Mechanics—contains multiple errors that hinder the essay’s readability. 

D=Inadequate 

Ineffectively communicates its idea to its intended audience. 

· Thesis/focus—is superficial and inconsistently addressed; reveals limited awareness of audience 

· Organization—reveals no apparent strategy and lapses in focus and logic. 

· Development—displays little knowledge of the subject, does not form conclusions, or fails to exhibit critical thinking or clear reasoning. 

· Syntax and Diction—contains repetitive, incorrect, or ineffective sentence structure; displays a limited vocabulary. 

· Format and Design—bears little relevance to the assignment’s rhetorical purpose or guidelines. 

· Research (if applicable)—lacks sufficient research for the topic, poorly incorporates sources, or fails to document sources accurately. 

· Mechanics—contains many errors that garble the meaning or intent. 

F=Incompetent 

Fails to present its ideas to the audience and does not meet some or all of the criteria for the assignment. 

· Thesis/focus—lacks a central idea; has no awareness, or limited awareness, its audience and purpose. 

· Organization—is random and without focus or logic. 

· Development— displays little or no knowledge of the subject, does not form conclusions, or fails to exhibit critical thinking or clear reasoning 

· Syntax and Diction— fails to demonstrate competency with language use; sentence constructions and vocabulary may be inappropriate, facile, or incoherent. 

· Format and Design—makes no attempt to use the elements of design to help persuade its audiences 

· Research (if applicable)—fails to include sufficient sources for topic, incorporates irrelevant or inadequate sources, or plagiarizes. 

· Mechanics—contains serious and multiple errors that seriously hinder the reading of the paper. 

