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https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B71kM4c80bH2dGU5ZXNDQUdSNHc/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B71kM4c80bH2dGU5ZXNDQUdSNHc/view?usp=sharing

You will need to read/look at the hyperlinked examples in the student author’s Blog Post
11.3 in order to rate this category.

How effectively do you feel this draft follows the genre conventions established by
the examples they linked us to in Blog Post 11.3, on a scale of 1 to 10? Try to keep in
mind that this is about how well this draft would fit - visually and tonally - on the specific
website the student author is designing their argument for.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Totally Moderately Extremely
ineffective effective effective

If you give a score higher than 5 and you cannot cite at least THREE specific details from
the draft to justify that score, I’'m going to deduct one point from YOUR peer review
grade for Deadline 12. If you give a score lower than S and can cite TWO specific things
the writer needs to work on for this category, I’ll award you an extra point towards YOUR
peer review grade for Deadline 12. If your overall peer review grade for this assignment
exceeds 20, I’ll apply the additional points towards recent missing and/or low-rated blog
posts. I reserve the right not to award points for under-explained or banal feedback.

Your rating for genre: 4
Please explain the reason for your score in at least 3 to 5 clear sentences. Cite specific details
from the rough draft to explain your score:

All of the examples she has provided include one image at the start of the article and
references at the end. In its current state, her draft is missing both of these, but she says that
she will add in the references later. Another thing I noticed from her genre examples, such as
this article on sleepwalkers, is that the introductory paragraph is offset from the rest of the text

by being larger and bolded. Her current draft is missing this element as well and makes it less
effective when compared to the other articles on ScienceDaily.

Other comments?

Clarifying and correcting some of the claims that you are trying to make will greatly
improve your refutation argument. Focus more on why you believe geoengineering is
such a terrible idea and incorporate more emotions into it. I think that it will help to
connect to your audience more and evoke more emotions out of them. With some



http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2015/11/151102100222.htm




