Peer Review of Paper Draft

ANT 4462 Culture & Medicine | ANT 6737 Medical Anthropology

Objectives
You are expected to read carefully the papers written by members of your peer response group and to offer feedback that is thoughtful, respectful, and constructive. This process is essential to the development of your final research papers. The specific goals are:

· To improve your classmates’ papers by pointing out strengths and weaknesses that may not be apparent to the author.

· To help improve your editing skills, which will enhance your own writing.

· To emphasize the importance of revising and rewriting in producing a good final product.

· To give you a sense of the things I will be looking for when grading your final papers.

Guidelines for providing feedback

Your feedback will be most useful if you read each paper twice—once to get an overview, and once to focus on specific aspects of organization, content, and style. Try to be specific in your comments. Remarks such as “this is good” or “this is bad” are too general to be effective. Focus on specific areas that need improvement, and reinforce the good things about the paper that you think work well.

Answer each of the questions below, and send your comments as an email attachment to the author and to me (cgravlee@ufl.edu) by Tuesday, November 20.

Author______________________________ Reviewer____________________________

Content (50%)

1. What is the main idea of this paper (in one or two simple sentences)?

2. Did the writer adequately summarize and discuss the topic? Explain.

3. Did the writer cover appropriate materials from scholarly sources in medical anthropology or allied fields? If no, what's missing?

4. Did the writer contribute his or her own thoughts and arguments to the paper, or merely summarize data or publications? Explain.

Organization (20%)

5. Were the basic sections (Introduction, Conclusion, References Cited, etc.) adequate? If not, what is missing?

6. Did the writer use subheadings well to clarify the sections of the text? Explain.

7. Was the material ordered in a way that was logical, clear, easy to follow? Explain.

Citations and bibliography (10%)

8. Did the writer cite sources adequately and appropriately using a professional citation style? Note any incorrect formatting.

9. Were all the citations in the text listed in the bibliography? Note any discrepancies.

Grammar and style (20%)

10. Were there any grammatical or spelling problems?

11. Was the writing style clear? Was word choice simple and straightforward? Were the paragraphs and sentences cohesive?

12. Did the paper use proper formatting, as specified in the syllabus?

This peer response form was adapted from guidelines developed by the Mānoa Writing Program at the University of Hawaii-Mānoa (http://www.mwp.hawaii.edu/).


