
Peer Review Assignment 

Peer reviews, when done well, are a way for you to support and learn from each other.  We will 
use peer reviews as you are working on revising your papers.   

Due Date:  

Instructions: Please carefully review the below instructions. Bring two copies of each peer 
review to class on DATE. You will give one copy to the person whose paper you are reviewing. 
The other you will turn in for a grade. Reviews should be approximately one single-spaced page 
per paper.  

Your peer reviews should use the following structure: 

1)      What is the author’s main point or thesis? 

Specifics:  After reading the author’s entire paper, you should describe their main point. Please 
be detailed. Do NOT take the main point from the introduction of the paper. Sometimes, what 
the writer identifies as their main point in the introduction is not what they actually write 
about.  

Example: You may write, “In her paper, Annie first describes the emergence of the modern 
welfare state in the 1930’s.  She tracks the welfare state emergence to 1996 Welfare 
Reform.  She focuses her attention on three main areas of the welfare state: a neoliberal shift in 
welfare, the role of race, and paternalism in the welfare state…..” You then might go on to 
describe a bit more about the arguments posed by the author. 

Purpose: Identifying the main point is often the most useful aspect of the process.  It can help 
the author determine if their point is being communicated clearly and effectively. It also sets 
the reader up to respond to “big picture” issues like paper organization, argument, and thesis. 

2)      Two things that the author did well. 

Specifics: Be very specific about what the author is doing well in their paper. Point to specific 
examples or places where their strengths are highlighted.  

Example: You may write, “You do an exceptionally good job in the organization of the paper.  I 
particularly like the way that you lead with the creation of asylums for the mentally ill—
documenting the extensive use of asylums.  You then transition fluidly into a discussion of de-
institutionalization.  This organization leads your reader very clearly to the problem of de-
institutionalization without investment into treatment programs.  So, when you say that prisons 
and jails have taken the place of asylums, I am clearly following your logic.” 

Purpose: It is really important that individuals hear about the areas where they 
excel.  Identifying these areas is not only a nice confidence builder, but it allows the writer to 
play upon their strengths. 



3)      3 things the author could improve on. 

Specifics: You want to focus on big issues: arguments, organization, and the use of evidence are 
priorities.  Please do not comment on grammar, punctuation, etc. unless it is so significant that 
it detracts from the author’s argument.  In addition to pointing out where there is room for 
improvement, you should also identify potential ways the author could fix the issue. 

Example: “Clarify some topic sentences.  Make sure that your topic sentences are clear and 
capturing what you say in the remainder of your paragraph.  Feel free to cut any information 
that seems extraneous or does not fit.  I will give you one suggestion for a change in topic 
sentence.  In your literature review section (on page 3), you start a paragraph by saying, 
“However, there needs to be a correlation between the well-being of students and social media 
use.”  I found this statement confusing.  However, your explanation that followed the topic 
sentence was very clear.  I might suggest changing this to something like, “The idea that social 
media posts can trigger depression or negative feelings in those who are reading the posts has 
been posited by some researchers.”  And then you will elaborate on that specific point in the 
remainder of the paragraph. 

Purpose: Feedback should identify an area of improvement and then help individuals find a 
solution. 

  

 


