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Students

struggle with
feedback

Students find instructors' grades
and comments to be
confusing, contradictory, and
unfair

Students lose track of critical
feedback on past writing

Students are unsure of how to
give or receive critical

feedback
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Instructors
struggle with
grading

Faculty find grading to be
too time-consuming and
ineffective

Faculty distrust peer review.
They need tools and
resources to guide
students’ peer reviews




Social tools,
powered by
analytics, create
new
opportunities for
learning




Chain of Influence

Writing Program
Director

— Needs to justify
program’s existence

oMY

Overworked, underpaid Confused student in
instructor in writing-intensive program
writing-intensive program

—» Needs to reduce — Needs better feedback
workload from instructor/peers on
their writing
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Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing clit. Suspendisse iaculis libero justo, non
tmcidunt dui hendrerit nec. Sod id orci convallis, commodo justo ac, faucibus ligula. Donec
maximus nsus non diam scelerisque, eget sagittis neque vestibulum, Phasellus risus nist, suscipit
- siee odio non, ornare vehicula diam, Donce elementum sapien ¢t misl mattis porttitor. Nulla vel
e = metus nec est porttitor faucibus eget finibus arcu. Magcens o a facilisis diam
Sazelert oy Tom AR R . . 2
« messsteg row oo SORIMS Do, Integer dapibus viverma ligula, ferment odio cu tostor
POAPA DT St "
Snevsson b e VANIUS [ringilla in a nibh, Prom vel lacus convalls, ele nteger sit amet
e e M graV ndaA urna. Proin lacinia quam i eros eleifend mul_csu;xh. Phascllus pharetra ultrices nunc : FORMAT/ORGANIZATION « 20%
imperdict pellentesque. Vivamus cu ante ot mauns eugiat ullamcomper non posucre guam.,

Duis uﬂw—dm ipsum, Prom quis vanus justo. Cum sociis n.ll()q\
Denatibus ¢ s, nascetur ndiculus mus. Vestsbulum auctor augue ligg™
id conscectetur nisl auctor non. Maccenas ac arcu a¢ neque placerat cleifend id id erat. Cum
natoque penatibus et magnis dis partunent montes, nascetur rxliculus mus. Etiam tempor s

massa at ultricics. Sed laoreet justo lacing, sedelesrodromeerpretromrtrens:

Integer placerat libero quis vanus maximus, Sed ipsum massa, consequat vitae efficitur
feugmt at nisus. Pellentesque sodales rhoncus lacus, Integer posuere dui eleifend velit pulvinar
luctus. Donec c.unduncnmmlmudunl ncquc a \ululrul hmccgu metus cong.uc sur\us)\mo non,
tmcidunt nsus. Moccengs N
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Project 1 Final Draft v New Text: Project 1 Final Draft ¥

Differences In New Text added: 0%, delsted: 0%
Student Name
Instructor Name

English Comp |

Final bibliography Draft Stop and frisk is @ major policy practiced by police that has a
handful of history behind it.This policy allows police to check, question, and search any citizen viewed as
"suspicious™.The first case of this was in 1960 after the earliest(but unofficial) case of stop and frisk resulted in
the Terry V Ohio supreme court case which led to the practice being ruled Constitutional.Despite this the use of
stop and frisk was low until the 1990's when the crime rate in New York greatly increased.Due to the increased
use and various factors the stop and frisk policy has become a contested debate topic.For instance one factor
being that crime rate did go down by the 2000's after stop and frisk was used more often.Another factor being
that the amount of friskees found which weapons/suspicious items was low compared to the total amount of
people checked.Looking at these factors along with some other factors how has stop and frisk affected New
York's crime rate?

Belin, Jeffery."The Inverse Relationship Between Constitutionality and Effectiveness of New York city's "Stop and
frisk”. Boston University Law Review, Vol 94, pg 1495-1520,2014,Accessed 19 February 2017.Social Science Research
Network This journal article highlights factors onwhy stop and frisk increased in use during the 1990s.The main
factor being New York's record high crime rates mostly composed of homicides.As a result the NYPD adopted a
"broken window policy” or policy focused on stricter policing for major and minor crimes while conducting stop
and frisk.Due to this the crime rate was able to go down by the 2000s.However only a small amount of friskees
were found with weapons or dangerous objects. This article was written by Jeffery Bellin a Stanford law school
graduate and a current law professor at William and Mary law school.This Articie links my research question by
showing why the stop and frisk method increased in the 19905 and some of the effects of the increase.

Gelman Andrew, Fagan Jeffery, Kiss Alex."An Analysis of the Police Department's "Stop and Frisk" Policy in
Context of Racial Bias.” Journal of American Statistical Legislation " Vol 102,September 2007,pg 813-823. Accessed
February 19th 2017. American Statistical association.

This Source offered information mostly onwhy the police force was using stop and frisk.For instance they
needed to try something to try tone down the 90's crime surge.However itdid show that despite that it was
met with little approva! from citizens and was contested frequently. In 1996 the Debour V People case green
lighted the officer's decision to check aperson simply cause they had 'stuffed pockets". However the Brown V
Texas case the ruling was the police could not use the reason that “the person walk away from them" and a
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Commit Comments Peer Review Written By

labor

Reviewer 1

View This Peer Review

al Appr
Publish, Don't P

The Winning Brief

< Help
Reviewer 2

View This Peer Review

Reviewer 3

View This Peer Review

Revi Rubric Cc t

Evidence:

Most of your sources are appropriate/credible for scholarly
research. You just need to check the reliability of the one
I noted in your paper. Overall though, well done!

Style:

You have a few style issues which I noted in your paper.
The largest issue that I saw was with your transitions
between paragraphs. I placed a Community Comment on
the topic so you can practice this. You are definitely on

Evidence:

Good job! Your evidence all comes from credible sources.
You might spread out the discussion of the sources a bit
in your next draft, but overall this is good work.

Style:

You have a few style errors, which I noted in the body of
your paper. Specifically, I would work most on varying
your sentence syntax and transitioning between your
points for the next draft.

Analysis:

This is a very good start. It seems like you've put a lot of
thought into your topic and arguments in the body of
your paper. However, it seems like you spent less time on
your intro. You mention a few ideas in the intro that
never gets developed later in the paper. I would focus on
rewriting your intro for the next draft.

Evidence:
You've found some really great sources! However, it

' (View As) Test Student!

Revi In-Text C ts

(1) Nice work here!

(2) Your thesis statement could be clearer. I feel like you
do a good job defending your points in the bedy of your
paper, but that your thesis does not encompass all of your
points. I think that you should re-read your paper so that
you can formulate a thesis that matches your final
argument.

(1) I feel like you can expand on this intro and split it into
two paragraphs.

(2) Your thesis is on the right track, but needs work. Your
thesis is very broad and general, but your actual argument
is quite specific.

(3) I like your use of sources. However you seem to discuss
them mostly in one paragraph. I might break that up a bit.

(1) I think that you may want to switch this paragraph and
the one before it. This paragraph seems to relate more to
your point earlier in the paper.

(2) You may want to rework your thesis

(3) I feel like you need to better transition into this next
paragraph.
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Demo 123
Demo Paper

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit. Suspendisse iaculis libero justo, non
tincidunt dui hendrerit nec. Sed id orei convallis, commodo justo ac, faucibus ligula. Donec
maximus risus non diam scelerisque, eget sagittis neque vestibulum. Phasellus risus nisi, suscipit

miec odio non, ornare vehicula diam. Donec elementum sapien et nisl mattis porttitor. Nulla vel

metus nec est porttitor faucibus eget finibus arcu. M ) e lacus orei, a facilisis diam
sagittis non. Integer dapibus viverra ligula, ferment odio eu tortor
varius fringilla in a nibh. Proin vel lacus convallis, ele nteger sit amet

gravida urna. Proin lacinia quam id eros eleifend malesuada. Phasellus pharetra ultrices nunc
imperdiet pellentesque. Vivamus eu ante ut mauris feugiat ullameorper non posuere quam.

Duis ornar diet ipsum. Proin quis varius justo. Cum sociis natoque
- penatibus ¢ s, nascetur ridiculus mus. Vestibulum auctor augue ligula,

id consectetur nisl auctor non. Maecenas ac arcu ac neque placerat eleifend id id erat. Cum sociis
natoque penatibus et magnis dis parturient montes, nascetur ridiculus mus. Etiam tempor suscipit

massa at ultricies. Sed laoreet justo lacinia, sedatesodiormeespretrom-reus:

Integer placerat libero quis varius maximus. Sed ipsum massa, consequat vitae efficitur non,
feugiat at risus, Pellentesque sodales rhoncus lacus. Integer posuere dui eleifend velit pulvinar
luctus. Donec condimentum lmcndunl neque avolutpat. Fusce eget metus congue, cursus justo non,

tincidunt risus, Mace i s i cleifend sem iaculis eu. Aliquam sit amet uma
semper, consequat to rmare lorem vitae ligula malesuada, sit amet
bibendum quam elem sitamet nunc faucibus, imperd jcumoliiSumas———

and lacks focus. You are on the right track though.

EVIDENCE - 30%

¢

Mozt of your sources are appropriate/credible for scholarly research. You just
need to check the reliability of the one | noted in your paper. Overall though,

well done!

FORMAT/ORGANIZATION - 20%

Your paper is correctly formatted

STYLE - 20%

° | : ) ‘

3

You hay tavev 'yle ssues v.0' ich | noted I ryouv papev The \orgesu sue that |

2 Easily toggle
between students
to speed grade

3 Quickly insert
media-rich
comments

4 customize
rubrics to fit
course curricula

] Emphasize
criteria by setting
rubric milestones

B Provide
meaningful
higher-order
comments
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Iil 2 Students upload an early
or intermediate draft

Students who opt-in to research
take a short survey about how
they feel about the assignment

(1.1}
ams 3 Teachers place students

in peer review groups of 5

Students are notified they have /.

been assigned a peer review via
email

E’l 4 Students give feedback
to peers; instructors
likewise give feedback

[
=% 1 Students meet informally
with their instructor

OMYREVIEWERS.

Students use the feedback from
the meeting to write a draft

Instructors give feedback on the
final draft

D 8 Students upload a final
draft

Students use the comments from
their peers and instructor to
write a final draft

e

PROCESS
PEDAGOGY

EI, 7 Instructors grade
students’ revision plans

.\ Students learn how helpful their

peers found their feedback in an
analytics dashboard

* B Instructors grade peer
reviews

Revison Plans ask students to
summarize feedback, analyze
specific comments, and form a plan
for the next draft

@ 5 Students review feedback
from instructor and peers and
formulate a revision plan

Students and instructors use in-text
comments, rubrics, and Community
Comments to review projects
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Partnerships

. NSF Prime: MIT, Dartmouth, Penn, NCSU

. University of Malmo/Exeter/USF Partnership

1

2

3. Grants: SRI International & ETS

4. USF Chemistry (10,000 students/year)
5

. Colorado State University Open Press: Analytics



The Big Surprise?
The Corpus: 1M
student
essays/reviews



MyReviewers Records

600000 563741
500000

412012
400000 362186

295781

300000

247426
S 201555
200000 164586 151729
114760
100000 62427 79386
36969 .
0 _—-—._
students Uploads Instructor Graded Peer Reviews Total Reviewed Papers | '"uructor Graded
Peer Reviews

mOrg 72831 36969 114760 151729 16959

m USF 222950 164586 247426 412012 62427

= Total 295781 201555 362186 563741 79386

®mOrg mUSF mTotal



Importance of Opt-in o

I freely give my consent to take part in this study. I understand that by
proceeding with this survey that I am agreeing to take part in research and I am
18 years of age or older.

_agree [[ Disagree |

Learn more: here

Note: Disagreement with anonymously adding your texts/usage of My Reviewers to the
research corpus in no way affects your grade or access.

e Researchers use your feedback to learn how successful
Instructors help students learn to write

e Data are used to improve assessment practices,
assignment requirements, and instructor training

e Privacy: MyR researchers never publish identifying details



Administration/Assessment
e Evidence-Based Curriculum Changes

Mentoring
e |nstructors
e Students

Research

e Mapping Writing Construct

e Cognitive, Intrapersonal, and Interpersonal Competencies
e Learning Transfer

e Feedback

Development



Analytics are
transforming
health, law, and
business but what
about education?
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