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A) Thesis Revision Exercise 
Below are examples thesis statements for a paper based on a prompt similar to that of your first paper 
assignment. All of them strive to express some basic ideas that could be turned into excellent theses and 
generate good papers, but as written each is poor in several important respects. Each group will be 
assigned to critique and rewrite one of these thesis statements, using the five questions on the paper-
writing handout as a guide. Each group will then present its criticisms of the original thesis and its new, 
much-improved version to the class and explain how this new formulation addresses the problems found in the 
original. You need not work out all of the details and arguments supporting your new version of the thesis 
(this would be the activity of actually writing the paper), but your new thesis should be plausible and 
potentially arguable. Think of this as a chance to practice your thesis-revising skills in preparation for 
further work on your own paper, while further discussing issues from the text with your classmates.  

Theses for revision: 

i. Nietzsche claims that slaves are bad, but he forgets that it does positive things, so really they’re more 

ethical to me. 

ii. Punishment is really the main thing because it all starts from there. I think it’s even more the case than 

Nietzsche says: just look at criminals. 

iii. Nietzsche goes against the ascetic priests but one can also be for it. It’s my feeling that having less is 

better like in Buddhism. 

B) Peer Comments: Global Revisions (Thesis, Organization, and I-B-C Structure)  
On your partner’s paper, write “Global Revisions Comments: your name” on the top of the first page, then comment 
according to the instructions in italics below. For more, see Hacker and Sommers section 2 (pp. 27-29) and 
section 3. 

i. Thesis: Provide comments and suggestions for improving the thesis. Consult the list of questions for revising 
your thesis (on the handout) and the guidelines on H&S pp. 28-29. 

ii. Organization: In the margin, summarize in a few words what you take to be the “main point” of each body 
paragraph. After doing this for the whole paper, go back and provide comments and suggestions for improvement.  Does 
the overall order of presentation of the ideas in the paper make sense?   Is it easy to understand why the 
writer moves from the topic of one body paragraph to that of the next? Use the “Checklist for Global 
Revisions” (H&S pp. 36-37) for additional guidelines. 

iii. Structure: Comment on the introduction and conclusion of the paper in light of the body paragraphs. Do the 
introduction (including thesis) and conclusion accurately reflect what you read in the body of the paper? 
Are they successful as introductions and conclusions? Use the “Structuring Your Paper” section on the 
handout you received in class as a guide. 



 
C) Peer Comments: Paragraph-level Revisions (Topic Sentence and Main Point, Development 
and Argumentation, Coherence)  
 
On a different partner’s paper, write “Paragraph Revisions Comments: your name” at the top of the first page. Then, 
after quickly reading the introduction and thesis, go through the body paragraphs one at a time, focusing on each of the 
elements below in the order shown. For more, see Hacker and Sommers section 4. 

i. Topic Sentence/Main Point: Does the paragraph contain an effective and well-placed topic 
sentence expressing a clear main point? Is it clear how that main point relates to the overall thesis? (See 
H&S pp. 50-52) 

ii. Development/Argumentation: Is the main point further developed over the course of the 
paragraph? Does the author make a compelling case and offer an argument or evidence in support of the 
main claim?  (See H&S p. 54) 

iii. Coherence: Do the sentences within the paragraph have a clear relation to the topic sentence and to 
each other? Do the sentences flow from one to another in a comprehensible way, using transitions where 
appropriate? (See H&S pp. 61-65, especially the chart on p. 65) 

 

D) Revision Goals (time permitting, or finish outside of class) 

On the back of your own draft or on another sheet of paper stapled to it, write out a list of “revision 
goals” on the basis of the comments you have received and other things about your paper that you may 
have noticed during the workshop (see Hacker and Sommers p. 45 for an example). Use this as a 
checklist as you continue revising your paper toward the final version to be submitted next week. 

 

*Remember to staple the draft of your paper from today’s workshop, including your two sets of comments and your list 
of revision goals, to the back of the final draft submitted in class next week. Final drafts submitted without the 
original draft attached will be penalized. 

 

 

 


