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Five Places Where This Review Class Most Often Goes

Wrong

The first mistake is a model text that is too perfect. If the model reads like a
published essay, students can only admire it and cannot imitate it. The fix is to
control its difficulty: use one small event, keep details to no more than three, and
keep sentences at an elementary school voice. A model text should demonstrate one

step, not display a ceiling.

The second mistake is a flawed text that is too exaggerated. Some teachers write
the flawed text as pure empty slogans, and students see at once it is fake, so the
review loses its point. A real flawed text looks like this: the event is true but
written too roughly, for example I helped the teacher wipe the blackboard and she
praised me, then nothing more. Students must recognize it as their own writing, or

the comparison causes no reaction.

The third mistake is peer review that only gives stars without pointing to
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sentences. Students finish the form in five minutes and then chat. The fix is to pin
the task on the form: they must copy one lined sentence from the partner and write
the first half of a fix beside it, such as this sentence could continue with what the

teacher was holding at that moment. When the task is concrete, peer review works.

The fourth mistake is revising only words. A student changes very good to
extremely excellent and calls it done, while the content stays empty. The fix is to
define the revision action: each revision must add at least one sentence, and that
sentence must contain an action or the original words of the teacher. Adding is
allowed, swapping is not. After revising, count whether the paragraph grew; if the

word count did not change, the revision probably missed the point.

The fifth mistake is the review class turning into a teacher monologue. The
teacher analyzes the model sentence by sentence for twenty minutes while students
take notes. The test is simple: before the bell, randomly ask five students to say
one sentence they changed and how; if more than two cannot, the teacher talked too
much. Keep analysis under fifteen minutes and give all saved time to peer review and

revision.

There is also a hidden mistake: the lesson plan looks complete but class time
runs out. In a forty—five minute lesson, total teacher talk should stay under twenty
minutes, and each of the three steps needs enough working time. Better to drop one
step than to rush every step. The output of a review class is in students’ hands, not

on the lesson plan paper.
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