
Group-to-Group Proposal Peer Review Sheet 
 
Dear insightful and masterful Peer Reviewers, for the Group Proposal, you’ll trade Working 
Drafts with another group and fill out this Peer Review Sheet for them in class after reading their 
proposal draft.  
 
For this Peer Review, you’ll complete a few key tasks: 

- Read the Working Draft Proposal, and annotate it with questions or any points of 
confusion (as well as notations of good points or strong ideas) 

- Fill in the sheet below, answering as many questions as you can manage 
- Discuss your impressions of each proposal with each group! 

 
Have fun! 
 
What’s the topic? What’s at stake?  
 
             
 
What specific audience is being addressed in the proposal? 
 
             
 
What’s the overall argument or claim in the Introduction?  
 
             
 
What’s strong about the Introduction? What is unclear, or needs work, or clarification? 
 
             
 
How does this group define the Problem? In their opinion, why does this topic need to be 
addressed now, and what is inadequate (or not good enough) about previous approaches?  
 
             
 
             
 
What is strong about the “Problem” section? What needs work or clarification? 
 
             
 
             
 
 
 



What sources are being used in the “Problem” section? Are they supporting the argument 
well, are more needed, and are they credible? 
 
             
 
             
 
How does this group propose a “Solution”? How will their solution work, and who are the 
stakeholders who need to be convinced? What does this audience need to know in order to 
enact or campaign for this solution? 
 
             
 
              
 
What is strong about the “Solution” section? What needs work or clarification? 
 
             
 
             
 
What are the facets of the solution? Does it seem feasible? How could it be developed, 
expanded, or improved upon? 
 
             
 
             
 
What sources are being used in the “Solution” section? Are they supporting the argument 
well, are more needed, and are they credible? 
 
             
 
             
 
What’s strong about the Conclusion? What needs work, or clarification? 
 
             
 
             


