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	Comments

	1. Formatting – MLA/APA headers, titles, indentation, etc.
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	I like how he cited the information he found and gave a chart for you to look at.

	2. Introduction – sufficiently forecasted the remainder of the essay
	
	X
	
	
	
	
	I liked how he started with a statistic and fact. Then showed the chart

	3. Conclusion – sufficiently wrapped up the author’s thoughts; connected to intro.
	
	
	
	X
	
	
	There was no clear conclusion to the article to me, but he did attempt to answer his question. Even though it was confusing.

	4. In-text Citations – at least 2 and properly formatted
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	Great In text Citations

	5. Works Cited/References – only work actually cited in the paper is included; properly formatted.
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	No work cited 

	6. Grammar/Mechanics – language choice; punctuation; spelling, etc.
	x
	
	
	
	
	
	His grammar was great!

	7. Forecasting- did he forecast and lead the audience to the next session
	
	
	
	 x
	
	
	He kept saying that he would talk about the things in the next blog. But if you don’t have the blog on the same paper it shouldn’t be mentioned in the first blog

	8. Flow – transitions between paragraphs; all sentences in a paragraph related; no run-on or fragmented sentences.
	
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	9. Hooked and maintained reader interest.
	
	
	
	X
	
	
	I wasn’t that interested. He lost me after the first paragraph. No real hook.

	10. Genre - Met the needs of the intended genre.
	
	
	
	
	X
	
	He did do research on the topic but he didn’t do his own original research

	TOTAL = 30/50
	Add’l comments: Overall it was a good article. But if he would of added more to it, then it could have been better. I agree with the comments that he could of gave more information with the paper.


