1. Introduction

My partner is Carina and here I will review her paragraphs about different viewpoints to deal with the inequity of homosexuality. 

2. Partner’s Paragraphs 

Carina

“The topic about “homosexuality” always keep high responses over the last few decades. In deeply, this issue is not only about the sex choose but also against the discrimination, even include the humanity. We can see many countries do not give a conformance of marriage certificate between homosexuals and common couples. Many people may not have the same feelings of the gays people, they receive curse although they just hold hands walk on the street. Discrimination, unequal treat, those experience make them lose confidence and strictly effect their lives, even deprive homosexuals’ rights. It is unfortunate that the issue about same sexual has not been eliminated. First article “In the fight for gay rights, we re still in a state of darkness; The Heckler.” was written by the member of the gay Paul Knobel and public on the website. A part of main point of the expound “Homosexuality is included in the anti-discrimination act, and gays and lesbians have rights equal to those of defacto couples. But a basic inequity remains.” The author through a serious tone to point out inequality on the law of legal age and highlight that unfairness in homosexual law can lead to human rights issue. Or we can exchange the “human rights” as “ethic”. The discrimination disobey the ethic, it means effect or indirect destroy other’s live is immoral. We can connect with author’s background, he is gay, so his style of write is very open but emotion. He wants to receive a positive response from his audience. On the other side of the audience, the drastic deliver appear their sympathy and sense of justice and more influence on the part of citizens which keep a neutral mind before. However, the second news public on the internet called “Belated justice for gay-bash victim.” written by Trigger Sophie. the set of this article is more clam and methodic. The write uses a story about homosexual criminal law to illuminate that it still have much leaks in same sexual laws, it has pathos due to the laws of a country are connect with every individuals. He through a logic way and list an example to introduce that why “A man whose death sparked progress for the New Zealand gay rights movement has had his conviction for homosexuality overturned.” It does not like the first article, the readers can have an enough time for their own thoughts and considered by Trigger Sophie’s instructions, not an emotional but a rational. It is appropriate for author give a free space to audience to consider. Whatever ethos or logic, emotion or ration, agree or disagree, they can represent two different groups and communicates. Both of them analysis opposite point of views.

In conclusion, both of them through a rhetorical way to show different techniques which using to highlight their positions. It can summarize as two parts: ethos and pathos. First, Paul Knobel hope his audience have a strong consciousness of equal and peace, actually the readers easily be influenced by his influential rhetoric, to sympathy the gay people then agree his point. On the other hand, Trigger Sophie consider the logic way to let his reader be more rational. The audience is calm and thinking deeply when they read Trigger Sophie’s article. The emotional language and evidence use make two article looks more persuasive and clear provide the information to readers, appeal to their resonate.” 

3. Review on Carina’s  Paragraphs: 

These two paragraphs mainly discussed differences between two articles concerning the attitudes towards homosexuality, such as different uses of rhetorical appeals. 

Generally speaking, the discussion in these two paragraphs has clearly put forward the opinions of two articles involved, and especially, with a comparison of the two articles in different aspects, we are able to understand them more easily. Specifically, it is worth noting that you had classified the content into two paragraphs, the body part and the conclusion part, making the whole discussion appear more methodical and logic. In addition, in order to compare the two articles, it seems more proper to be objective in the discussion, hence in the whole paragraphs you have tried to lay emphasis on objectively showing to us the differences between the two articles or authors. In my opinion, that is great as you have paid attention to the genre of your passage. 

However, perhaps there are some details in these paragraphs worth your attention or revisions from my personal viewpoint, about which maybe we can discuss if needed. 

1. First, in your description, the author of the first article adopts the rhetorical appeal of ethos, while the second author uses pathos, but it seems somewhat confusing in the specific explanation for us audience. For instance, when you elaborated on the ethos of the first author Paul Knobel, you used description like “his style of write is very open but emotion”, which appears to be the features of pathos. Although the boundary between ethos and pathos cannot be simply manifested by the words to describe them, when readers read your description, it is likely that we get confused. In this way, the validity may be affected. Therefore, perhaps you should dive into the two rhetorical appears and give us more details. 

2. Secondly, in some sentences or descriptions, the tone and voice you adopted may not be so appropriate. Since your aim is to show us the differences of the two articles, perhaps you need to be as neutral as possible except in the parts to display your views. 

3. Thirdly, some words in your writing may not so proper if to consider the genre of the paragraphs and audience of it. For example, as far as I’m concerned, in the sentence “but also against the discrimination, even include the humanity”, the meaning of humanity is equivocal. To some extent, the improper words may impact the understanding of the readers, so maybe it is worthwhile to re-consider the appropriateness of some words. 

4. Lastly, when it comes to the variety of sentence structure and grammar in these two paragraphs, maybe you need to think over these two aspects. For one thing, possibly, you have neglected to make the sentences more dynamic by using different sentence structures; for example, in depicting methods the two authors used to express their opinions, you seem to use the same structure. For another thing, there are some mirror grammar errors in these two paragraphs, including the false spelling of words like “clam” (maybe you mean “calm”), false punctuation like “.” in a sentence, and grammatically incorrect sentence with no verb in sentence like “He through a logic way and list an example”. Hence, it is likely that you need to spend more time to correct the sentences. 

4.      My(archer) original paragraphs: 


“In any country, homosexuals face many similar social and personal problems: strong self-contradiction, a serious sense of frustration, incomprehension and ridicule from family and others, difficult process of legalization of homosexual marriage. Behind these understatements lies the long-standing struggle of homosexuals, not only with themselves, but also with the society and the country. Since the “Stonewall Riots” took place in the 1960s, which is a symbol of the starting point of the modern homosexual rights movement in the United States and even in the world, homosexual populations has never stopped its campaign for rights and more equal rights. Until now, there are only a few countries or states reach an agreement on legal homosexual marriage in the world, such as Denmark, Netherland, Lake Ontario and Columbia in Canada. But the related laws have several limitations. For instance, homosexual families are forbidden to adopt children. It has proved that it still has a long way for homosexuals pursuing equal treatment and rights like normal people. In article Rainbow shine over our 17 gay marriages, the author Emma Reid shows that homosexual campaign has made great progress in some states of Australia after long struggle. Not only does the Minister support these people, but also the homosexuals hold positive attitude towards their efforts. From another point of view, in the article Being gay not ‘fashion’, the author Benjamin Gertz discusses Bob Katter’s comments in regard to “homosexuality” being a “fashion trend”, expressing that there is no fashion of being homosexuals and their personal life should not be disturbed by normal people, leaving alone commenting them randomly. Both articles target homosexuality in Australia and convey support to homosexuals. Comparatively, Emma’s views are more persuasive due to plenty of truths and data, rather that with practical legal support from the government, homosexuals will hold more hopes for their future. However, Benjamin’s views are more critical that homosexuals are like normal people and we should not look at them through hackneyed and stereotyped expressions.   


To make a conclusion, through analyzing the two articles, it is found that the authors deliver positive and useful messages to the target audience. Moreover, both authors put pathos, ethos, and logos with rhetorical fallacies into use with the purpose of cause emotional resonance. Emma presents practical data and examples from political field to show that the government has made great contributions to support homosexual campaigns. Benjamin provides the audience with factual information and expresses his own ideas. It is completed through emotional expressions and rhetorical devices as well as personal views to observe the surroundings. Both of the articles will motivate the readers to think about more problems about homosexuality.”

5. Carina’s Review on my  paragraphs: 

On a whole, these two paragraphs properly displayed your points with logic, that is, people around the world are struggling to protect the equal rights of homosexuals, though there exist some problems and challenges. And in the following part, I would like to show my viewpoints after reading your work, including the strengths and weaknesses. 

Strengths: 

1.  Obviously, you have divided your points into two paragraphs, the body (including a short introduction) and the conclusion. It makes your logic clear and easy to catch what you are talking about. 

2. To prove and support your arguments, two articles are cited as examples, adding to the validity and persuasiveness of the whole paragraphs. From this perspective, your paragraph shows your understanding of homosexuality and your writing skills. 

3. In both the two articles, you have also cited examples like data to confirm the points, which makes your discussion more true and convincing. 

But on the other hand, from my personal view, some details in your work may need to be re-considered. 

1. Perhaps you can get into more details about the description made in the conclusion. For instance, how the authors of the two articles applied the rhetorical appeals like logos and pathos.

2. It seems that there are some grammar mistakes in these two paragraphs. Firstly, no conjunctions appear in examples. Secondly, some descriptions seem to lack logic, thus causing misunderstanding, for instance, “Emma’s views are more persuasive due to plenty of truths and data, rather that with practical legal support from the government, homosexuals will hold more hopes for their future”(or maybe “that” refers to “than”?). 

3. Maybe you can try to write more clearly and precisely as some sentences in your writing are not so targeted. For instance, in the last sentence “Both of the articles will motivate the readers to think about more problems about homosexuality”, some readers may fail to understand what you mean by saying “problems about homosexuality”; whether it means the problem brought by homosexuals or faced by them. 

4. It is likely that you should pay more attention to the punctuations used in the two paragraphs. 
6. My Revised Paragraphs
“In any country, homosexuals face many similar social and personal problems: strong self-contradiction, a serious sense of frustration, incomprehension and ridicules from family and others, and difficult process of legalization of homosexual marriage. Behind these understatements lies the long-standing struggle of homosexuals, not only with themselves but also with the society and the country. Since the “Stonewall Riots” took place in the 1960s, which is a symbol of the starting point of the modern homosexual rights movement in the United States and even in the world, the homosexual population has never stopped its campaign for more equal rights. Until now, there are only a few countries or states reaching an agreement on legal homosexual marriage in the world, such as Denmark, Netherland, Lake Ontario and Columbia in Canada. But the related laws have several limitations. For instance, homosexual families are forbidden to adopt children. And it has also proved that it still has a long way for homosexuals pursuing equal treatment and rights like normal people. In article Rainbow shine over our 17 gay marriages, the author Emma Reid shows that homosexual campaign has made great progress in some states of Australia after a long struggle. Not only does the Minister support these people, but also homosexuals hold a positive attitude towards their efforts. From another point of view, in the article Being gay not ‘fashion’, the author Benjamin Gertz discusses Bob Katter’s comments in regard to “homosexuality” being a “fashion trend”, expressing that there is no fashion of being homosexuals and their personal life should not be disturbed by normal people, leaving alone commenting them randomly. Both articles target homosexuality in Australia and convey supports to homosexuals. However, Emma’s views are more persuasive due to plenty of truths and data, apart from the practical legal support from the government, homosexuals will hold more hopes for their future. However, Benjamin’s views are more critical that homosexuals are like normal people and we should not look at them through hackneyed and stereotyped expressions.  


To make a conclusion, by analyzing the two articles, it is found that the authors deliver positive and useful messages to the target audience. Moreover, both authors put pathos, ethos, and logos with rhetorical fallacies into use with the purpose of causing emotional resonance. On the one hand, Emma presents practical data and examples from the political field to show that the government has made great contributions to support homosexual campaigns. In this sense, we may notice the pathos in Emma’s article. On the other hand, Benjamin provides the audience with factual information and expresses his own ideas, which can be more of the characteristics of the rhetorical appeal of ethos. It is completed through emotional expressions and rhetorical devices as well as personal views to observe the surroundings. Both of the articles will motivate the readers to think more about the problems faced by homosexuality. 
7. Brief reflection on my experience: 

After finishing the peer review, I have gained a lot, either in practical writing or in how to maximize the value of a peer review. In the course of reviewing the paragraphs of my partner Carina, apart from knowing more about the topic of homosexuality and some advantages in her writing, I have also noticed the errors or problems in her writing, such as the confusing use of rhetorical appeals and some grammar mistakes. With self-reflection, I myself need to avoid making such mistakes in my writing. Similarly, when receiving her feedback about my paragraphs, I have found some problems with my work like punctuations and conjunctions. And as for her suggestions, some of them I have adopted as these are the errors I will never notice in my own checking. So I would like to extend my appreciation to my partner. Nevertheless, in terms of some other feedback, I chose to insist on my own opinions. And after discussions with her, she finally understood what my aims are in so writing. 

In brief, this process of peer review is a very valuable chance for us to find the problems dismissed or neglected by ourselves, and more importantly, it is precious for us to exchange with each other to perfect our work and make it more valid. 
