Name of Owner of the Paper: _______________________________

Biology Lab: Pineapple Enzymes                                   Peer Editing Checklist

**Do not lose this document!**
WHAT REVISIONS ARE NEEDED TO MEET “EXCEEDS STANDARDS”?
Part 1

Name of Peer editing column 1:__________________________

Name of Peer editing column 2: __________________________
Formatting
Column:1     2

· ___Lab report is not typed

· ___Text is not in Times New Roman font

· ___Text is not 12 point font
· ___Margins are not 1 inch
· ___Measurements are not in metric

· ___Your writing is not in 3rd person 

· ___Your writing is not in full sentences except for the materials list section
· ___Your materials list is in full sentences

· ___Your grammar needs to be edited
· ___Your spelling needs to be edited

· ___Your punctuation needs to be edited

· ___You used contractions, ex. “don’t”

· ___You used abbreviations

· ___You used present tense instead of past tense

· ___You are missing headings

· ___Your heads are not left justified

· ___Your headings are not bolded

· ___Your headings are not underlined

· ___Your headings are not separated by 1 line

· ___Other: 

Introduction

Column:1     2

· ___Missing an adequate title
· ____  ___the title is not clear, 

· ____  ___does not state variables,
· ____  ___does not state the parameters

· ____  ___does not state the organism

· ____  ___does not include the organism’s scientific name using binomial nomenclature

· ___Missing an adequate question

· ___  ___ Your question is not specific

· ___Missing an adequate purpose

· ___Missing an adequate hypothesis
· ___Other: 

Materials:
Column:1     2

· ___There are no materials listed
· ___The materials are not bulleted 

· ___The materials are not separated 

· ___The quantity and measurements of the materials are not included

· ___Other: 

Procedure:
Column:1     2

· ___There is no procedure

· ___The procedure is not numbered

· ___The procedure is not in complete sentences

· ___The procedure is not clear enough to be duplicated
· ___The procedure lacks a control
· ___The methodology is not written in the past tense
· ___Other:
Part 2

Name of Peer editing column 1:__________________________

Name of Peer editing column 2: __________________________
Data Section:
Column:1     2

· ___No narrative text that is a summary of results is included first

· ___Data tables are missing

· ___Data tables are not centered

· ___Data tables are missing accurate units or heading labels
· ___Data tables are missing appropriate titles (Table 1: Title…)

· ___The data table is not professional in appearance

· ___Data interpretation is included
· ___The tables or graphs are not constructed in excel
· ___The tables are not formatted with readability and efficiency in mind
· ___The graph is too small or not scaled appropriately

· ___The type of graph is not appropriate

· ___The axis is not labelled

· ___The graph is not labelled

· ___The graph is not professional in appearance
· ___You only have a graph or table. Both must be present

· ___Other:
Conclusion:
Column:1     2

· ___Missing the restating of the purpose, problem, and/or hypothesis 
· ___Missing the connection to what we learnt 
· ___Missing the analysis summary questions from the lab packet written in paragraph form (the conclusion should flow seamlessly like an essay!)
· ___Missing SOME of the analysis questions

· Which numbers? _____________________________

· ___Some of the analysis questions need more detail to be complete:

· Which numbers? _____________________________
· ___Missing the use of evidence to explain your conclusions (using your numbers and observations in your data tables and graphics)
· ___Missing the lab errors (NOT HUMAN ERROR…errors in experimental design or precision of instrument ONLY!)
· ___Missing ways to improve the experiment
· ___Missing questions for further study
· ___Opinions or feelings were included
· ___Personal pronouns were included, ex. “I” and/or “we”
· ___The conclusion was not detailed in its explanation of why the results occurred
· ___Other: 
Additional Helpful Comments:
· Please be specific as this will help your peer to become a better writer.

· A helpful comment does not constitute “I liked it.”

· A helpful comment would say something like:

· In paragraph 2 on page 3 ( “the second sentence is awkwardly worded” OR “You need to provide more evidence to support your conclusion made in the second sentence.”

· Peer 1:

· Peer 2: 

