Peer Review—Proposal Essay
1. Do you feel writer needs to make clear the specifics of their proposal. Not doing so likely means that opponents can make simple practical objections to their proposal… namely how to implement such, how to fund such, how to enforce such. Another similar question, do you feel proposal has too many parts or is perhaps too complex to feasibly argue in an 8-11-page paper?

2. Which of the three ways to create effective ethos—being knowledgeable about issue, being fair, and building a bridge to audience—stands out most strongly in student’s essay? Why do you think this? In terms of being fair, are there any questionable characterizations that would compromise student’s credibility? Underline problematic sentences and be ready to point them out to student.

3. Evaluating Evidence. Has student evaluated each piece of evidence or at least described evidence in such a way as to reveal its strength (or weakness, if refuting)? Highlight passages where you feel this has been done effectively and be ready to pose questions in the margins of text about evidence relative to STAR criteria and about the trustworthiness/credibility of sources.

4. Are refutations worthwhile? Why or why not (be specific)? (Keep an eye out for ad hominem and straw man fallacies).

5. Is the concession worthwhile? Why or why not (be specific)? Perhaps it’s too weak or too strong; perhaps it’s tinged by sarcasm or levity; perhaps it really doesn’t reflect opposition’s beliefs or values. If there’s no concession, suggest what you’d concede.
6. Can you link all cited material to the Works Cited? Does all evidence drawn from sources include an attributive tag and parenthetical citation listing cited page or paragraph number?
