GROUP #1: Peer Evaluation					
The project was split as follows: Brianna will do number 3 , Jessica will do number 4 (the first four bullet points) , Sammie will do the last 4 bullet points of number 4 , Anna Joy will do number 5 & Grace 1,2,7--- I am not sure who did the summary,  maybe grace
Who is the evaluator?: Jessica Cooper
Who is being evaluated?: Grace Suh						
Group Members: Jessica Cooper, Grace Suh, Samantha Hammis, Brianna Pieri, Anna-Joy Schneeloch, 
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                            	19	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                29  out of 30
							Sub-total		 98  out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)          +    4  out of 5
Grace designed the pp and I thought the overall look and presentation was good, but it could have been proofread better.
							Total		           102  out of 105

Who is the evaluator?: Jessica Cooper
Who is being evaluated?: Brianna Pieri						
Group Members: Jessica Cooper, Grace Suh, Samantha Hammis, Brianna Pieri, Anna-Joy Schneeloch, 
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                            	15	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                 25   out of 30
							Sub-total		 90  out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)          +   1   out of 5
I feel that the beginning of the pp did not have as much information in the notes sections as did the other students.  It just seemed to be bare minimum requirements, unless that is what you expected. 
							Total		           91   out of 105


Who is the evaluator?: Jessica Cooper
Who is being evaluated?: Samantha Hammis				
Group Members: Jessica Cooper, Grace Suh, Samantha Hammis, Brianna Pieri, Anna-Joy Schneeloch, 
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                            	19	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                 28   out of 30
							Sub-total		 97  out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)          +    4   out of 5
 I found several type O’s, spacing problems, grammar problems, and punctuation problems. I thought the amount of content was ok, but it could have been proofread a lot better.
							Total		          103   out of 105


Who is the evaluator?: Jessica Cooper
Who is being evaluated?: Anna-Joy Schneeloch					
Group Members: Jessica Cooper, Grace Suh, Samantha Hammis, Brianna Pieri, Anna-Joy Schneeloch, 
Quality of Assigned Work   	                                            	18	out of 20	                                                  
Willingness to Participate/Communicate/Negotiate		25    out of 25
Reliability									25	out of 25
Overall Contribution                                                                 28  out of 30
							Sub-total		 96   out of 100
Other misc. responsibilities:
(leadership, editing, design, etc.)  (optional 0-5 pts.)          +    3  out of 5
The content seemed mediocre in the amount explaining the slides. Once again, I feel that this student did not proofread well either, but overall good work. 
							Total		           99   out of 105

I had grace send me the final copy before she sent it to you.  I truly do feel that no one but myself took the time to actually proofread the entire project.  There were many obvious errors that could have been corrected at a glance.  I took the time to proofread and correct everyone’s work, even though I am sure I still made some mistakes.  I did ask the group in a group email to please take time to proof one another’s work and send it back and forth corrected, that way we do not lose any unnecessary points in that area.
