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	Overall comments:
	You did a great job with the review, Marjee. I enjoyed reading what you have to say. You caused me to view the book from a somewhat different perspective, which I believe to be high praise. Thanks for the effort you put into this.


Detailed Results (Rubric used: EDUC802 Book Review (Brazer) F11.003) 

	Introduction 

	(4) Exceeds Expectations 
	(3) Meets Expectations 
	(2) Approaching Expectations 
	(1) Falls Below Expectations 



	The introduction is either missing or insufficient; there is little consideration of the reader’s perspective. 



	Criterion Score: 3.75 (Weight 10%)

Comments on this criterion (op: I loved the opening of your paper. It caught my attention and caused me to chuckle a little. I made some notes about too much detail in the introductory part. It seemed as though I was getting into the analysis before I knew the main argument you wanted to make. If this is your thesis: "In what follows, I will summarize Glass’s argument in greater depth, and provide an analysis about the book’s weaknesses and strengths" it is more of an advanced organizer than a thesis. I would like to know the specific weaknesses and strenghts you believe are present in the book so that I know very clearly where you are headed.




	Summary of the book 

	(4) Exceeds Expectations 
	(3) Meets Expectations 
	(2) Approaching Expectations 
	(1) Falls Below Expectations 

	The book is described briefly yet thoroughly, with clear explanation of the author’s purpose and perspective, and a delineation of the main ideas offered in the book. 


	The book is described adequately, with some attempt to identify the author’s purpose and perspective and some delineation of important content offered in the book. 


	The description of the book is incomplete or poorly constructed; little attempt is made to identify either the purpose or the main points offered. 


	Description of the book is largely ignored or wholly inadequate. 



	Criterion Score: 4.00 (Weight 15%)

Comments on this criterion (op: I think your summary is very well done. You are quite adept at synthesizing big ideas in a way that pulls them together such that the naive reader can quickly get a sense of the book. I would have liked just a bit more about how fertilizer, pills, and magnetic strips get us into the central puzzle of public schooling that is at the heart of Glass' book.




	Evaluation of the book 

	(4) Exceeds Expectations 
	(3) Meets Expectations 
	(2) Approaching Expectations 
	(1) Falls Below Expectations 


	An evaluation of the book is presented, discussing most of the evaluative questions outlined in a coherent and convincing manner. 





	The evaluation of the book is extremely limited or wholly ignored. 



	Criterion Score: 4.00 (Weight 35%)

Comments on this criterion (op: Overall, your evaluation of the book provides numerous insights. You did a terrific job exposing weakensses in the ways in which Glass chooses to make his arguments. I was disappointed, though, that you did not say more about why you find the book so compelling. You seemed to gloss over this by declaring yourself aligned with Glass' perspective. Ok, why? I got some of this at the end of the evlaution section, but I wanted more.




	Conclusion 

	(4) Exceeds Expectations 
	(3) Meets Expectations 
	(2) Approaching Expectations 
	(1) Falls Below Expectations 



	The conclusion is adequate; it provides a brief summary that is largely consistent with the body of the review, and a recommendation regarding the utility of the book. 


	The conclusion provides a summary of some of the main points offered in the paper, but is unclear and not especially persuasive. 


	The paper ends without a discernible conclusion. 


	

	Criterion Score: 4.00 (Weight 20%)

Comments on this criterion (op: Your conclusion follows logically from the body of your paper and provides more of your positive criticism that I was seeking above. I still sort of wonder why on a few things. For example, can you explain why the book is important those pursuing education research? Do you think that was covered in the body?




	Organization of paper 

	(4) Exceeds Expectations 
	(3) Meets Expectations 
	(2) Approaching Expectations 
	(1) Falls Below Expectations 


	The paper is powerfully organized and fully developed. 





	The paper lacks a logical progression of ideas. 



	Criterion Score: 4.00 (Weight 10%)

Comments on this criterion (op: Your paper is very well organized and easy to follow.




	Mechanics 

	(4) Exceeds Expectations 
	(3) Meets Expectations 
	(2) Approaching Expectations 
	(1) Falls Below Expectations 


	The paper is nearly error-free, which reflects clear understanding of APA format and thorough proofreading. 



	Occasional APA and/or grammatical errors and questionable word choice are evident. 


	Errors in grammar, APA format, or punctuation are present, but spelling has been proofread. 


	Frequent errors in spelling, grammar, format and/or punctuation are evident. 


	

	Criterion Score: 4.00 (Weight 10%)

Comments on this criterion (op: You did a fine job proofreading. I believe I found only one or two errors.




