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1. Is the title specific to the analysis/topic?
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Does the first paragraph sufficiently introduce the article (¢.g., author’s name. journal and article titles,

date)? g@
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3. Is the thesis (last sentence of introduction) specific to the analysis? How can it be improved?
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4. Does the analysis of the article include the following: format of article, voice (active/passive), tenses,

z : ; - . ion?
word choice. content of each section? Does the analysis need to be developed or edited for clarification’
Is every section of the article analyzed?

o st e oy azxd He Sl i, deo oBles Wit W B
iy 04 (el CHofid o S o the i v & 2,
0o 420 o axh s PG He gpinp ff Hre IRy ot
lopy €M f how €Y Gk P AOYZD oo s gmpermicu

5 Are there many grammar, spelling, or punctuation mistakes? Are “you” and “I”” pronouns avoided?
Circle problems on the draft.
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6. Overall. state one thing the analysis does well and one thing that needs to be improved.
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