Peer Editing – Journal Review 

Objective: As a way of participating in a scholarly dialogue and of developing your oral literacy skills, I would like you to assume the role of “Journal X Editor” for your peer review of Assignment #7. Your job will be to read your peer’s paper as a submission to a Literary Journalism publication (as an example, take a look at UCI’s Literary Journalism publication KIOSK: http://www.humanities.uci.edu/kiosk/). The purpose of this activity is to 1) provide your peer with constructive criticism and meaningful suggestions for improvements and to 2) develop your own critical thinking skills in a creative writing context. You will be graded both on the quality of both your writing and on the precision and detail of your feedback. 

In-Class Component: One of you will play the role of “Journal X Editor,” and the other of you will play the role of “Journalist.” The Journalist will spend 5-7 minutes verbally presenting his/her research and interpretation as it currently stands while the Editor takes notes and asks questions. The Journalist should include context for the paper, what she sees as the central “story,” and what elements serve to support that story. She may also offer a brief commentary about the strengths and weaknesses of the essay. The Editor should ask for clarification as needed (and make notes to check these elements in the essay). Once this is complete, switch roles.

Out-of-Class Component: The Letter of Response
· As the Editor you will write a letter to the Journalist, accepting the essay submission for publication provided that specific improvements are made. Your acceptance letter should be approximately 1 page typed and single spaced. Be sure to provide as much specific feedback to your peer as possible. Adhere to professional letter format.

In your letter incorporate the following items:

1. Briefly paraphrase what you believe is the main “story.” 

a. Evaluate the story’s clarity and description.

b. Offer at least 2 specific and useful suggestions for improvement.

2. Address whether the journalist’s story meets the requirements of the submission guidelines (prompt)

3. Identify specific context issues that need to be included to meet audience needs.

4. Account for the unity of each body of thought, as well as the article’s organic progression.

5. Address the extent to which the journalist’s evidence supported her story. 

6. How detailed are the journalists descriptions? DO those thick descriptions add to the story being told? In what ways?

7. Describe the most interesting moment of interpretation or description. 
Note: 

· In order to write an effective critical response, you must be able to take a critical position. 
· Use active vocabulary and EXPLAIN yourself by using detailed evidence 
· What additions or developments could resolve your concerns? 
· What, in particular, was compelling or effective?
