English 393, Blended Learning, Fall 2015
Collaborative Workshop for the Proposal

MONDAY & TUESDAY
FIRST DRAFT, PARTIAL:

1) Post your draft of the Context, Audience, & Sources sections only on ELMS 
2) Respond to two members’ of your Working Group draft by posting a detailed, significant (at least ½-1 page) response on their drafts. Responses should be uploaded onto the writer’s draft as a separate file. You may also provide in-text comments on the drafts themselves in addition to the required document upload, but this step is optional.  No credit will be given for partial or incorrect responses.

Use the following questions to guide your feedback:
· Context: summarize the problem your classmate is tackling in a sentence or two. Is the text clear enough for you to be able to do so? If so, explain why. If not, include some suggestions to help the author find clarity. Are the solutions previewed? Is the other relying too much on personal anecdote and not research? If so, discuss where text can be developed and where stories can be cut away. Are citations used? If not, look at the Bibliography and point to potential options. 
· Audience:  who are the primary, secondary and tertiary audiences? How will they benefit from the writer’s ideas, and what roles will they take in implementing solutions? Are they too broad, too narrow? If tertiary audience is a large group (i.e., all CS students), is an ideal audience member described? Are these the most appropriate audiences for the project – why or why not? Give detailed advice for this section.
· Evidence: does the writer provide enough facts from his/her research to support the claims made within the paper? Be specific, and either mention examples of evidence, or offer suggestions regarding where the writer can expand upon his/her work. 
· Review your classmate’s Bibliography. Does it reflect at least two primary research and scholarly sources? Do the sources sound credible and varied? Are citations correct? Are there any instances of NP or ND? Provide specific feedback.

THURSDAY & FRIDAY
SECOND DRAFT: REVISED, COMPLETE:
1) Post a complete draft of your full proposal, with revisions made to Tuesday’s sections AND all additional sections, to ELMS

2) Bring two hard copies to class on Thursday

3) Respond with a paragraph summarizing your classmates’ feedback by Friday
You’ll be in your Working Groups during class time. You’ll read at least two classmates’ drafts, writing directly on the drafts. Formulate verbal feedback that focuses both on the Content and Style of the draft. 
After all group members have had the chance to evaluate each other’s work, discuss each paper thoroughly. During this discussion, the writer of the paper should take thorough and detailed notes on a laptop or by hand.

Use the following questions to guide your response:

· Is the paper clearly written? Are the sentences clean and descriptive, or do you get lost in the jargon? Will a professional writer who teaches technical communication (the paper’s audience) happily respond to well-organized paragraphs and correctly used grammar and diction? What about repetition? Spelling errors? Use of headings?

· Project Description:  Summarize what the final project actually is – can you do this? For manuals, are the sections described clearly? Do you have a good idea of what the final project entails? Be specific.

· Challenges:  Summarize the hurdles the paper suggests the writer may face. What additional problems do you anticipate the writer could encounter?
· Research: Is the research clearly described? Appropriate?  Realistic?  Make suggestions for further research possibilities, if necessary.
· IF APPLICABLE: Comment on changes, improvements, additions, and subtractions made after Tuesday’s workshop.

Each writer will be responsible for posting a summary of the group’s evaluation of his or her own draft as a response on ELMS. The summary should be approximately one page and should detail both what is working and what needs improvement. It’s the writer’s responsibility to goad his or her classmates to expand their comments beyond “it’s fine” or “it’s good, I have no suggestions” as no credit will be given to either the writer or the reviewers for these type of comments. Draft responses should be posted as a comment to your own draft.
