PROTOCOL FOR PEER REVIEW OF “SPECIAL PLACE” PAPERS 

Please read the paper before class and answer these questions.  This will maximize the time for discussion.

Read the paper through carefully from start to finish. 

After this first reading answer a few basic questions:

In 20 words or less, what is this paper about?

Is it of the appropriate length?

Does the basic structure of the paper make sense?

Read the paper a second time to try to answer the following questions:

1) What is the site like – can you imagine it from the description?

2) Does the author provide enough detail to demonstrate where this site is located and what the general climate might be?  If not, what might they add?
3) What are the methods/procedures/approaches used to answer the questions (memory, research, photos, etc.)? 

4) What basic tree species do the authors identify?

5) What are the key points this author is trying to make about his/her site? 

6) Did the author answer all of the questions included in the handout?
If you cannot answer these questions based on two careful readings of the paper, there is probably something wrong with the paper. OK, now go to the back side of this page.

Ask yourself:

A) Is this paper well-written?  In other words, are there major grammar or spelling errors?  Does the paper “flow”, or does it sound like a series of answers to questions?
B) Does the author fully answer the questions?

C) Based on your knowledge so far, do you think the author’s answers are reasonable?  If not, why not?
D) How does the author approach the topic of site evolution?

E) Do you have any suggestions for improving the paper?  This question can be answered by adding notes to the paper itself.
G) How readable was the paper? If it was difficult to read was that because you didn’t have the necessary background or because the paper was poorly written? Did the figures help you understand the paper or could they have been better?

WHAT TO PRESENT DURING THE DISCUSSIONS
You will have about 20 minutes to discuss each person’s paper. After you get organized, you should fairly systematically go through points 1-6, summarizing the paper as written. Then, you should go into your own analysis/critique of the paper. After your careful reading of the paper you may think that it needs to be completely reworked.  That is fine.  However, make sure that you provide specific feedback to help IMPROVE the paper.  You want your classmates to help you, so return the favor.  Make sure that your criticisms are CONSTRUCTIVE
, and that you can justify any criticisms that you make.  And, be sure to start and end with  something positive.  Finally, I encourage you to offer criticisms in the form of questions or in terms of yourself.  For example, “I can really picture the…, but how does this fit into ….?” Or “I was unsure what you were referring to when…”  This is much more effective than “You missed this.” Or “This was unclear.”


When it is your turn, try not to take anything that your classmates say personally.  (This is easier said than done!)  Remember, they are trying to help you improve your paper.  If you do feel like you are getting unfair criticism, let me know.  I’ll be happy to briefly join your group and get the discussion back on track.  Remember, this is feedback.  You are free to use or reject any of the feedback depending on how it fits with your style or view of what you are trying to write.  However, if you do reject feedback, make sure to mention why in your analysis of the feedback.  This is quite common in scientific writing, and it is something that I do all the time.
� Constructive criticism is the process of offering valid and well-reasoned opinions about the work of others, usually involving both positive and negative comments, in a friendly manner rather than an oppositional one (www.wikipedia.com).  Being critical is easy, and offering criticism seems easier still. Speak respectfully. Nothing seems worse than being yelled at, scolded, or just "talked at." And all of those seem even less constructive if you feel that what' s coming at you is biased, inaccurate or unfair. In any discussion, and particularly one where you' ll be offering criticism, it' s important to listen, to ask questions, to ensure that you' ve made clear that what you' re sharing is your perspective rather than a judgment or indictment of the other person. (from The 4-1-1 On Constructive Criticism, http://www.inc.com/articles/2001/08/23257.html).





