Eng301 Peer evaluation Guidelines, Researched Argument Essay

Directions:  Read through two others’ rough drafts and respond to the following by October 31:

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

Peer Evaluation Questions:
· Is the main claim present throughout the entirety of the paper?
· Is their topic refined enough?
· Can you tell what kind of argument (Classical or Rogerian) they are using before you read their proposal?
· Are there enough relevant sources in support of their argument?  
· Are they talking to a specific audience throughout the paper?  (Journal versus magazine)
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Do their transitions flow and help with organization?
· Are they following the guidelines clearly enough at this point?
· Do they stay focused (do like ideas stay with like ideas)?
· Is the paragraph length, structure, and language appropriate for their audience? 

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?



