English 101.004, Spring 2006
Dr. Roggenkamp

Unit 1 Writing Assignment: Analysis of “Teaching the Forbidden” by Robert Johnson
Name of paper writer: 



Name of reviewer: 




First, read over your partner’s paper very carefully.  Then write your name at the top of this page and respond to each question in detail.  After you write responses to each question, talk through each answer with your partner.  This sheet should be returned to the author of the paper at the end of the class period and turned in with the Unit Folder when it is due.
Remember that YOU will be graded on how thoroughly and seriously you respond to your partner’s paper, both in writing here and in person.
AT NO POINT SHOULD YOU WRITE ANYTHING LIKE, “IT’S GREAT!  I WOULDN’T CHANGE A THING!”
1. First of all, what do you admire or enjoy about this writer’s paper?

2. What is the writer’s purpose or reason for writing?  What does the writer seem to want you to know after you’ve finished reading his or her essay?  If you can’t tell what the writer’s main point is, that’s a problem.  

3. The main point of argument, or the thesis, should be very clear to a reader of the paper, usually within the first paragraph of the paper.  Underline it.  Again, if you can’t tell what the thesis of the paper is, that’s a problem.  Tell the author of the paper if the main point or thesis is unclear to you, and when you talk over the papers, see if he/she can describe his/her main point verbally.
4. Do you think the author provide sufficient summary of Robert Johnson’s point(s)?  Why or why not?
5. What pieces of specific, concrete evidence does the author use to make his/her points clear and believable (list them here)?  Has the writer quoted directly from Johnson in places to make his/her point clear?
a. Which pieces of evidence seem strongest to you, and why?
b. Which pieces of evidence seem weakest to you, and why?  Are there places in the paper where you think more concrete evidence is needed in order to back up the author’s point(s)?  Identify these places here and explain completely to your partner.
6. What kind of audience does the author of this paper seem to be addressing?  Do you think this paper will appeal to that audience, based on the way it is written (for instance, the tone of voice used, the kinds of examples used, the level of respect expressed, etc.)?  Why or why not?

7. What kind(s) of persuasive appeal does this paper use to appeal to its audience (pathos, ethos, logos)?  Do you think the right appeal is being used?  Why or why not?

8. As the audience for this essay, are there any places where you have trouble following the writer’s train of thought?  Describe any part in the paper where you felt confused or just needed more information.

9. Does the author of this paper provide both and introduction and a conclusion?  Does the introduction clearly set up the rest of the paper?  Does the conclusion provide a good summary of what has come before?
10. What is your main suggestion for this writer as he or she revises it?  Please be very specific.  Remember, you shouldn’t write, “It’s great, I wouldn’t change a thing.”
