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Peer Review Rubric
Please evaluate the paper based on the following rubric.  When evaluating the paper, please be as objective and constructive as possible.  Circle the appropriate boxes and make comments as necessary.  

Read the paper thoroughly and make grammatical corrections on the paper.  Be sure to follow the “PR Actions” instructions on the rubric on the attached page.
Overall General Comments:

	Trait
	Excellent
	Good
	Needs Work
	PR Actions

	Claim (What is happening, is this a good or bad idea, etc…)
	Clearly & accurately identifies the type of mass wasting and the local geology.
	Identifies the mass wasting type, may or may not include geology, may have some errors.
	Mass wasting type is wrong and/or missing.  No geology and/or wrong.
	Underline the main claim(s) in the paper and label it in the column next to the appropriate text.

	Presenting the argument (factors, triggers, data, etc..)
	Clearly and accurately identifies the factors and the human impact
	Identifies some factors and/or human impact potential, but not both, or may be missing a critical factor.
	No factors identified (or only miscellaneous factors).  No mention of human impact.
	Underline the evidence & label it in the column next to the appropriate text.

	Recommendations (to build or not to build, mitigation options, etc…)
	Makes quality & realistic recommendations based on the identified factors
	Makes some recommendations, may not be practical or helpful.
	No recommendations made.
	Underline the recommendation(s) & label it in the column next to the appropriate text.

	Syntax & Grammar
	Smooth transitions between & within paragraphs, no grammatical errors
	Most transitions are smooth, but others are a bit cumbersome or are abrupt, a few grammatical errors
	Transitions are cumbersome or abrupt, many grammatical errors.
	Please identify these errors on the article

	Audience (this is supposed to be a letter to a non-geologist)
	Audience is clearly considered and appropriately applied
	Audience is somewhat considered, but sometimes inconsistently
	Audience is not considered at all.
	

	Images
	Images are appropriate & well placed within the text (or the reader is guided to the image).
	Images are used, but not clear or easy to follow relative to the text.
	No images used to supplement arguments.
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