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Peer Review for First and Second Papers on Happiness
As noted on the syllabus, the first and second papers on happiness will be reviewed by your peers.  This means that each of these papers will be read by another student, who will give you comments.  These reviews will not factor into your paper mark, but should be used to help you revise your papers (remember that the second is to be a revision of the first, and the third a revision of the second).

On the day your papers are due, turn in TWO copies of your paper
Your first and second papers on happiness are due on Fridays, in discussion section.  Bring TWO copies of your paper:  one for the discussion leader (this one will receive comments and a mark), and one other copy to give to one student in your small group (your discussion leader will tell you whom to give your paper to, so that everyone has a paper by another student to read).  If you miss class on the day the paper is due, or if you forget to bring your extra copy, you can post your paper on the course website, on the discussion board dedicated to your discussion section.
On the weeks labeled “peer review” on the course reading schedule, bring at least TWO written comments on the paper you were given to read.
You will have one week to read the other paper by a student in your small group.  The next week, in discussion section, your group will meet to exchange comments on the papers.  You must bring, in writing, at least two comments for the paper you read, ideally one thing that is positive and one thing that is critical.  Put your name on the comments sheet so that the person who wrote the paper can ask you if they have any questions.  Show your comments sheet to the discussion leader so they know you’ve participated in the peer review, but give it to the person who wrote the paper you’re commenting on.
How peer review factors into your course mark
Your participation in peer review counts as part of your attendance and participation mark.  If you do not do all of the following for each peer review session (two during the term), you will lose 10% off your attendance and participation mark, for each peer review exercise missed (unless you have a valid excuse):  (a) give your papers to your peers as noted above, or (b) bring in at least two written comments on the papers you were to read, and (c) attend class on the days assigned for peer review to share your comments.

The value of peer review

The point of this exercise is to help each other out with our writing.  Often your fellow students can help in different ways than a professor can – they can point to what isn’t clear to someone who is not steeped in background knowledge of a topic like an instructor might be, for example.  Plus, it is always good to have more than one person give comments on a paper, because that gives feedback from a variety of perspectives (various readers may approach the paper with various concerns, interests, helpful ideas, etc.).  In addition, doing peer review of others’ writing is an excellent way to think more critically about your own as well.  

What does it mean to “criticize” others’ writing?

The term “criticize” has a negative connotation, but the point is to offer constructive feedback for the sake of promoting strengths and improving weaknesses in each others’ work. Reading an essay “critically” does not mean just asking what is “wrong” with it, looking at it negatively;  it also means noting strengths, what was especially effective.  Thus, effective criticism requires that you consider both strengths and weaknesses in the essays you read.  Try not to be reluctant to criticize or take criticism from others, because this is actually crucial to writing as well as possible.  Think of your comments as very helpful and valuable information that it would be more harmful to hold back than to express (so long as it is expressed constructively).

How should criticism be expressed?
How should we give comments about both strengths and weaknesses that will be useful to the writer?  When you are thinking about the comments you will give to the other students, imagine if you yourself were receiving these comments, and think about how you would like to hear them.  It is often good to begin your comments on someone’s paper with the strengths you found in it, to show that you have noticed what works really well in addition to finding weaknesses.  Also, it is best to phrase your comments as comments about the essay, rather than the author:  after all, you are saying something about the paper rather than the person.  An essay does not reflect the person as a whole, and comments shouldn’t be directed to the person either, but rather to what they have written.  
Examples of what to look for when thinking of comments to make on others’ papers (this section should give you some further hints on what you might think about when writing your own!)

a.  What is the thesis of the paper?  Is it stated clearly in the introduction? Does it fit what the rest of the paper actually argues?

b.  Is the organization of the paragraphs in the body of the paper clear and easy to follow, with good transitions between them?  Is each of the paragraphs a coherent whole around a main idea, or are there numerous ideas in each paragraph jumbled together?

c.  Is there a conclusion that wraps the paper up into a coherent whole? (this is not necessary for the first paper on happiness, but there should be one for the other papers)

d.  Are there parts of the paper that you cannot understand?  If so, is it due to the language/grammar structure, or due to the complexity of ideas that could use further explanation?

e.  Are there places in the argument where you feel the reasons given for a claim are not adequate to support that claim?  Can you think of better reasons?  Does the author give any especially good arguments you want to emphasize as strengths?

f.  Are there places where an example might help to illustrate an especially complex or abstract point?  Can you think of an example that would work?  Does the author give any especially helpful examples that you want to emphasize as strengths?

g. Are there any stylistic strengths or weaknesses you think should be discussed?  Are there especially engaging, smooth style, good word choices, or other stylistic aspects of the writing that you think work well?  Are there some problems in style that hamper the flow of reading or understanding?

h.  Note any spelling and grammatical errors that occur more than once, as these may signal a lack of understanding of a particular rule, rather than just a typographical error.
