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Thesis- and Structure-focused Peer Review
Thesis / Argument / Main Claim:
Read the introductory paragraph(s) of the paper in front of you.  Locate the thesis statement and underline it (remember that a thesis can be more than one sentence long). If you cannot locate the thesis in the first paragraph or two, look at the final paragraph of the essay – is it there?   (Author: if your thesis appears at the end of your paper, it took you the draft to arrive there; now, start with that argument, and rewrite the paper.)  Once you identify the thesis, answer the following questions (on a separate sheet of paper).  Then, discuss with the author of the paper your findings:
· What is the argument that the writer is going to prove (make plausible)?

· What is the significance of the argument (so what)?


· Is the argument a statement that no one would dispute?  Does it invite inquiry?  Does it avoid conventional wisdom?  Does it move well beyond common sense?  Does it avoid mere summary/explanation of the place?
· Has the writer relied upon opinion statements or personal convictions?  Has the writer moralized instead of analyzed?  

Evidence:

1) Locate the subclaims throughout the whole paper.  Put brackets around them.  Look at the prose immediately surrounding the subclaims that the author makes.  Does evidence follow that “proves” the subclaims?  How does the evidence connect to the claim?

2) Examine the evidence.  Does it proceed logically?  Step by step?  Or does it just sort of sit there, assuming that the reader knows what the writer means (“blue indicates sadness . . .”)?  Are there “gaps” in the explanation, logical leaps that make connections hard to see?  How much interpretive work does the reader have to do?  How much interpretive work does the author provide?
3) Examine the connections between the CLAIMS (subclaims) that you located, and the THESIS statement that you identified in the above activity.  Are there connections?  Do they make logical sense?  Is there major “disconnect” between them?  Do particular subclaims seem not to be relevant to the overall argument?
4) Consider the following questions and discuss with the author of the paper:

· Is the focus narrow or overly general?


· Is there a lot of unnecessary information?  Too much summary? 


· Is there data that was included that was not dealt with or analyzed or interpreted in any 

way? Where?


· Does the evidence or observations seem more like a laundry list than a coherent essay?


· Does it seem that the author had already determined the thesis and slanted the evidence, 

rather than allowed the evidence to be her/his guide to a main claim/thesis? How?
