Eng301 Peer evaluation Guidelines, Classical Argument Essay

Directions:  Read through two others’ rough drafts and respond to the following by noon, September 23:

Key Criteria:
Rhetorical Awareness
Purpose and Content
Ethical Use of Sources
Self-Evaluation and Critique
Knowledge of Conventions

Peer Evaluation Questions:
· Do they provide enough and/or significant background on the topic?
· Is there a main claim which establishes a clear position and argument?
· Have they contradicted their main position/claim?
· Can you understand the context of the conversation they are responding to?
· Do they have strong support for their claims?
· In their rebuttal/refutation have they provided valid support? 
· Are there clear transitions between each section, including supporting paragraphs and rebuttal/refutation?
· Are the sources credible and clearly documented?
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In paragraph-level responses identify the main strengths of their draft (at least two) and explain why you believe these are strengths.  

Which main three to four criteria from the Writing Portfolio Rubric do they do well in addressing?  Why?

In paragraph-level responses, identify the main areas to work on and explain and how they might address these.  Be specific!!!

Which main three criteria from the Writing Portfolio Rubric could they better improve on?  How?



