PSY 331.07

Peer Review Process
1. Turn in TWO COPIES of your paper draft with your ID# (NOT your name) on them.

2. During the following class period, students will review one paper. Dr. Hund will pseudo-randomly assign papers for review (making sure that no one reviews his/her own paper). First, each student will read one paper and write a critique (a lengthy paragraph outlining strengths and weaknesses, as well as suggestions for improvement, written on a separate sheet of paper), as well as providing editorial comments on the draft itself. Reviewers should include their ID# on each critique.

3. Dr. Hund will review the drafts and provide comments. Dr. Hund will also review the peer critiques to grade the quality of reviewing.

4. Your peer review is worth 10 points. This grade reflects the quality of the critique, not the quality of the paper being reviewed. 

5. When paper drafts are returned, students will receive one in depth critique from a peer. They will also receive feedback from the professor. 15 points of your paper grade reflects the quality of drafts and improvements based on reviewers’ comments.

Notes for Reviewing Content 

See APA style chapter for specific information to be included in each section

1. Does the opening paragraph capture your attention and provide a general overview of the problem and its importance?

2. Is relevant literature reviewed in enough detail so you can understand the issues being studied? This includes details about tasks and key findings, as well as summaries throughout. Does the review outline the problem, describe related issues, and lead you to the present study smoothly?

3. Does the Introduction include an overview of the purpose and procedure of the present study?

4. Are the hypotheses and predictions clear? Do they logically follow from the summary of previous work and description of the present study?

5. Does the Results section include relevant details about Participants, Materials, and Design and Procedure? (see APA style chapter for specifics)

Notes for Reviewing Style and Writing

1. Is the overall tone of the paper appropriate for this type of writing (formal and scientific, not full of jargon, clear and concise)?

2. Are the components in the correct order with appropriate headings?

3. Is the paper clear and free of errors? (Can you use the Method section to reconstruct the study?)

4. Does the paper avoid plagiarism? 

5. Is the paper free of spelling and grammar errors? 

