Peer Review Assignment for Paper #3 (Intellectual)

History 97, Spring 2011 (Betsy’s sections)

Due in Class on Tuesday, April 5.
NOTE: This unit’s assignment asks you to comment on your own paper after reading and commenting on the other three (don’t miss part II below). 

Part I: Comments on your classmates’ papers
Preparation--Using a pen or highlighter, mark the following on each paper:

· The statement of the problem, issue, or question that motivates the paper

· The thesis statement or argument

· The topic sentence or main point of each paragraph

Produce a written evaluation of each paper based on the questions below:
Argument/Structure

· Based on your reading of the introduction, what issue, question, or problem is the author interested in exploring in this paper? What is the author’s argument? Does the argument make sense to you? If it seems unclear or confusing in some way, explain why.
· As you go through the paper, do you find that the argument is expanded upon and deepened throughout? Does the paper at any point switch directions, change focus, or appear to be arguing something other than what the author initially claimed to be arguing? Given the actual development of the paper, would a modified thesis have been more appropriate? If so, what would that thesis be?

· Is the paper easy to follow? Are topic sentences clear? Does the paper proceed in a logical, intuitive way? Did you ever get confused?

· Identify at least one point where the author does a very good job tying the argument to the thesis or developing the thesis. Are there points at which the author appears not to be making a clear argument or where he or she summarizes sources without offering analysis? Give examples.

· Does the author deal well with the depth and range in the packet? How does the author deal with complexities or counterarguments? What examples can you find of particularly careful or nuanced thinking? Do you ever get the sense that the treatment of either specific issues or the packet overall was too simplistic? If so, identify examples.
Use of Sources

· What sorts of sources does the author rely on to make his or her points? Does he or she seem to have used the full range of possible sources? Were there any that could/should have been added?

· How are the sources used? Are they read and analyzed carefully? Does the writer appear to understand their nuances? Cite examples of places where sources were used well. Conversely, note any places where sources seem to be dealt with too superficially or are misrepresented.

Style: Is the paper clearly and vividly written? Is it mostly free of typos and grammatical errors?
Overall: If the author was to revise this paper, what would you suggest he or she work on?
Part II: Reflections on your own paper (to be given to Betsy only)

Write a paragraph assessing your own paper. Having read the other papers (and after reflecting on your own), is there anything that you wish you had done differently? What insights do you have about how you might revise this paper? What have you learned or realized about writing an intellectual history? What do you find is still confusing or unclear to you about this genre?
