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Suggestions and Comment:
1.  What can the author do to make the position statement more effective?  If you think the position statement is effective as it is currently written, explain why?

2.  Does the supporting evidence clearly prove the position statement?  How?  Does the author include parenthetical citations for the evidence?  Are the citations in correct MLA format?  If not, show the author how to make the correction.

3.  Does the argument flow logically?  (Least important to most important; most to least, etc.)  If not, make a suggestion on how to correct the flow.

4.  How does the author acknowledge the opposing viewpoint?  Is there anything included that would offend a reader who thinks differently than the author?  If so, identify that statement(s) and make a suggestion on how to correct the problem.

5.  Is the tone clearly established?  Identify the tone and explain whether it is appropriate or not.

6.  Does the author use varied sentence patterns?  Give examples to show the varied patterns.

7.  Identify the grammar mistakes?  Do they distract from the paper? 

