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Keep in mind that Peer Editing is not merely Peer Proofreading. Your job as Peer Editor is not to correct misspellings and punctuation errors; your job is to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of an essay and to suggest improvements. 
You should submit to your drafters a response in which you state additions, deletions, and modifications that might improve the essay, and your very carefully considered reasons for these changes. 

You should be as specific as possible, citing text from the draft where appropriate. You should also ask specific questions, where appropriate, in order to elicit greater clarity from your drafters. 

To indicate your respect for the texts and authors you have considered, your response should provide your assessments in well-made sentences that appear in unified paragraphs.

N.B. It is important that you attempt to provide criticism that is both candid and tactful. In other words, you must tell the truth, but tell the truth in a kind manner. Few writers will be offended by criticism that is well-supported and thoughtful. Break the news to others as you would have them break it to you. 


It is also important to provide encouragement and to note those things your authors have done well. In order to present your criticism clearly, you might decide to offer your suggestions for improvement and your praises in separate sections of your peer review.


As you evaluate narrative, the following questions might help you get started. Do not feel bound to answer each question, but do feel bound to offer a suggestion with every criticism.

· Manuscript format: Is the draft presented in compliance with MLA manuscript conventions?
· Rhetorical Mode: Does the draft present an essay in which the writer tells a story with a clear beginning, middle, and end?
· Title: Does the title of the draft introduce the subject of the narrative in an intriguing manner?
· Character: Does the narrator present characters clearly, or do you have to know the writer to understand the characters? Do characters possess distinct characteristics? Is the identity of the narrator established?

· Plot: Is the conflict that drives the narrative clear? Is suspense developed? Is there a clear climax to the conflict? Does the story have a beginning, a middle, and an end?

· Context: Is setting established? Is the exposition (time and place of the action + introduction of major characters) sufficient? Are the journalistic questions (who? what? when? where? why? how?) answered clearly throughout?

· Imagery: Are there sufficient and relevant descriptive details that would locate an audience in the narrative through their senses? How many senses does the text stimulate? Has the author used any figurative language (simile, metaphor, personification, symbol, allusion, etc.) effectively? Have they been overused?

· Clarity: Are grammatical transitions (between paragraphs) and dramatic transitions (in time and place) clear?

· Thesis: Does the writer convey a clear sense of purpose? Does the story mean anything? Can it yield a point, a thesis? Is the thesis stated explicitly? Where? What is the writer’s purpose?

· Audience: Does the writer have a clear sense of audience? For whom has the essay been written?
· Bottom Line: What did you just plain enjoy about the story? More importantly: why? What did you dislike? Most importantly: why?  
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