Engl 1B Peer Editing Worksheet: Rhetorical Analysis of a Web Site 

Writer:_________________________________Reviewer:_______________________________ 

for the writer: 
1. Find your thesis and mark it with a star on your draft. Remember, it should be about this company’s rhetorical strategies, not about its product or service. NOTE: You can also have an overall evaluative statement as part of the thesis, but that isn’t required as long as you make an evaluative statement with support somewhere (most logically at the end).

2.  What in particular do you want the reviewer to check? 
_______________________________________________________________________ 
For the reviewer: Write answers on the paper itself and on the back of this sheet if necessary.


1. INTRO:  Does the opening section contain an overview that orients the reader to the topic of the paper—the website and the company or organization it represents--in its current context?  _______ Does it look like the writer has focused the topic narrowly enough to deal with it adequately in 4 pages or so? 

2. Is the THESIS clear, adequate, and appropriate to the assignment? If the thesis has any problems with any of these criteria, alert the writer!
3. CONTENT: Help trouble-shoot this assignment by checking for these essential parts.
A. Does it identify the site’s audience ___ and explain how the 3 appeals are used ____, ____, _____? Also, everyone should discuss the visual element of the site and include one visual (pasted in) _____, ______. 

B. good guy/bad guy: Is there a sufficient discussion of how the site makes its claim to be a “good guy” by discussing its virtues/good works AND/OR how it defends itself from charges of wrongdoing? _____ [Note: Even some companies that are on the defensive discuss their virtues/good works at great length, so adapt this to your particular site.]
C. evaluation: Is there an evaluation of how well or poorly the website’s rhetorical strategies work (probably at the end)? ______

4. Comment on the organization and coherence of each paragraph and of the draft as a whole.  Are the transitions adequate?  Mark on the draft any problems with coherence or organization.
****5. Is there a good balance between describing the site and analyzing it?  That is, does the essay just report what is on the Web site, or just make analytical claims without support, or does it do both? How might the balance be improved?
6. Is the essay properly formatted using MLA style?  Mark on the draft any problems you see here, particularly missing citations. NOTE: Citing is especially important if the paper includes sources not on the site, but informal citation is fine, as in the models; just give me enough so I can find the original sources you are citing. Use quotation marks for anyone’s exact words, whether on the site or not.
7. Are you left with any questions about the issue that should be further clarified or supported?  
8. What do you like best about the essay?
