Peer Reviewer’s Name: ____________________________________
Group Conference

Rhetorical Analysis

1. Ask the author to identify, at least, three specific areas where they would like improvement.  List them here:

	Author would like improvement on:
	My suggestion:

	1.  
	

	2.
	

	
	


2. Did the introduction hook you right from the beginning?  Why or why not? [image: image1.jpg]



3. As the writer reads their paper aloud, help them locate awkward areas.  An awkward area is a place that just doesn’t sound quite right.  Underline awkward areas, and write “awk” in the margins.

4. As the writer reads their paper aloud, listen for “Facts” and “Analysis.”  Write F in the margin by facts and A by analysis.  After you are done listening to the paper, go back and look at the ratio of Fs to As.  What does this tell you about their paper?  How could it be improved?  Which areas need more analysis?

5. How does your writer organize their information?  Outline the order of their main points here.

6. Is each example in the paper described vividly and accurately?  Make suggestions for weak, short, or non-descriptive areas and words.  (Words that should absolutely not be used: really, very, a lot, stuff, good, bad, big, little, etc.)

7. Is the paper in the third person?  (No “you” or “I.”  No “me” or “my” or “we.”)

8. Is the paper in MLA format?  List areas that need help:

9. What did you like best about this paper?

10. How were sources used in this paper?  Did they give the audience necessary information?  Are there any spots that need additional reference material?

11. Go through their Works Cited page and verify it with their parenthetical citations throughout their paper.  Are all of the sources listed on the WC cited within their paper/  Are they cited correctly?  Any suggestions for formatting of WC?

