Sociology Peer Review implementation

Academic Staff

DR William Dinan, william.dinan@strath.ac.uk

Tel : +44 (0)141 548 2699 (EXT. 2699)

http://www.strath.ac.uk/humanities/courses/sociology/staff/dinanwilliamdr/
Course

Second semester 1st year Undergraduate class Sociology 1b

Students

277 students

Purposes: To develop students’ ability to critique work and to think critically about the criteria that should be used to evaluate sociological ideas.  To enhance the range of student feedback

Tasks

Two peer review activities were planned. The first task is a one compulsory activity introduced to support an existing learning activity that involved groups creating a Poster creation. This would introduce students to reviewing and giving feedback and to the Aropa software tool. It is intended also to help students prepare for their team poster assignment and presentation.

The plan is to have a second voluntary peer review activity supporting exam preparation.

Nature of Peer review

Peer Activity 1: All students are required participate in an anonymous peer review of each other’s work in advance of the submission of a team poster in week 5. Students are required to draft a 300 word maximum response to the following statement:
‘The mobile phone will undoubtedly lead to fundamental transformations in individuals’ perceptions of self and the world, and consequently the way they collectively construct that world’.  After submission before the end of week 3, students are then required to write short feedback on the work of two other students before the end of week 4. Participation is compulsory and those who do not submit and review other student’s work will receive a mark of zero for the poster assessment.  Students are allocated to review submissions randomly after the submission deadline

Peer Activity 2: Exam preparation task. Students submit 2 answers from a choice of 6 exam questions Student peer review two answers submitted by other students distributed randomly across all students.  More details to be confirmed.

INSTRUCTIONS TO STUDENTS

Peer Review & Feedback

Overview

All students are required participate in an anonymous peer review of each other’s work in advance of the submission of the team poster in week 5. 

This assignment has been introduced to develop student’s ability to critique work, and to think critically about the criteria that should be used to evaluate sociological ideas and arguments. The peer review task is directly related to the team poster assignment and presentation. In earlier years, students have spent too much time on the graphics and format of the poster and insufficient time on making a sociological argument. The peer task should help all students improve their skills in logical argument. This is a key skill in the discipline of sociology

Tasks & Deadlines

Students are required to draft a 300 word maximum response to the following statement: ‘The mobile phone will undoubtedly lead to fundamental transformations in individuals’ perceptions of self and the world, and consequently the way they collectively construct that world’. [Deadline, Wednesday 9th Feb] 

After posting their own submission students are then required to write short feedback on the work of two other students [Deadline, Wednesday 16th Feb]

Each student will also receive feedback from two other students. [from Wednesday 16th Feb]

This peer reviewing process is intended to help students prepare for their team poster assignment (due 23 Feb at 12 noon) and presentation (in workshops week beginning 28 Feb). 

Participation is compulsory and those who do not submit and review other student’s work will receive a mark of zero for the poster assessment.

What should I do?

Your first task is to write a 300 word response to the statement: ‘The mobile phone will undoubtedly lead to fundamental transformations in individuals’ perceptions of self and the world, and consequently the way they collectively construct that world’

You are free to agree or disagree with this proposition, and we are looking for you to apply your sociological imagination and think critically about this issue. 

The first think you should do is read up on this issue, using various resources. You could begin by consulting Chapters 22 and 26 of the course textbook. You should also have a look at some of the links to readings and web-resources posted on myplace (in the ‘Peer Review’ section)

In your response you should provide a balanced argument with evidence in support or against the statement. Specifically, this will require you to explain the nature of these transformations (or presumed transformations – are they personal, local or global?), to provide two or three strong arguments for them (or against them – cite authors and studies you have found which address these issues) and provide some evidence to back up your claims (or counter claims). Note, your response will be stronger if you acknowledge some reasons against your own arguments but you are able to refute these with a stronger argument for your own position.

Once you have drafted your own submission you will be required to write a couple of short reviews of other students work (the criteria below may inform how you go about writing your own 300 word submission, as this is what others will be looking for in your work)

So, after submitting your 300 posting for (or against transformation) students then have a week to write short feedback commentary on the work of two other students. This will be anonymous. This must be done by Wednesday 16th February. 

In your feedback you should suggest what was convincing in the author’s argument and suggest a way in which the author might improve the argument. 

On the AROPA Peer Assessment link on myplace you will be asked to give your feedback as follows:

1.  Comment on the author’s argument – is it easy to understand (you will be asked to rank this on a scale of 1-4, with 1 = Poor and 4 = excellent) 

2. How convincing did you think the argument was? (you will be asked to rank this on a scale of 1-4, with 1 = poor and 4 = excellent) 

In the free-text box (Justification) say what is most convincing in the argument and say why you thought it was convincing.

3. Comment on the author’s use of evidence  (again, you can rank this on a scale of 1-4, with 1 = poor and 4 = excellent) 

In the free-text box (Justification) evaluate the sources and evidence drawn upon (does the author use credible sources, from academic or official publications, or is the statement only based on reports in the media (press, TV, online) or the authors opinions, feelings or own experiences of using mobile technologies? Are statistics referenced, and if so, where have these come from?.

4. Writing Ability – is this submission easy to read (you will be asked to rank this on a scale of 1-4, with 1 = Poor and 4 = excellent)

5. Identify any further evidence the author might use to strengthen their argument, or one single recommendation to improve this work

