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1. What is the argument that the writer is trying to make in his/her essay?  Try to state specifically the claim with reason the author is trying to convey. That Steroid give players unfair advantages and hurt a whole generation of baseball by putting reasonable doubt about the general use of steroids in baseball today.

2. What evidence did the writer give to explain why this issue is significant and problematic? Yes he did explain why this issue is significant and problematic. If the writer didn’t give such evidence, how might he/she better describe the question/issue?

3. What are the reasons the writer gives to support his her claim?  The reasons he used to support his claim was that players using these performing enhancers to elevate their game. Did you, as an audience member, find the writer’s reasons effective or persuasive?  Yes I did because I do feel that players only use steroids when their on a slump and need a bit of a boost. 

4. How effectively did the writer engage the audience using ethos, pathos, and logos? I think he did use ethos, pathos and logos but this was only the rough draft and I think there is still a lot to be said. 

5. How well did the writer avoid logical fallacies?  He did a good job of avoiding the logical fallacies (If you identified logical fallacies, be sure to point them out here.) 

6. Did the writer use at least two outside sources to support his/her argument? Yes he did .How well did the writer integrate those ideas into his/her essay? He integrated them pretty good
7. Identify three things that you think the writer did well in this essay. The writer had a good introduction and conclusion and he thesis was good.
8. Identify three things that you think the writer could improve in later drafts of this essay. The only thing I see that should be fixed about this paper is that its only three paragraphs long I think he could add a little more to the body of this paper.
