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Six Common Traps in Integrity Composition Review

Lessons, with a One-Minute Pre—Class Checklist

After years of teaching composition review, the crashes in integrity—themed

lessons happen on the prep desk, not in the classroom. Six traps, ranked by damage.

Trap one: praise only, no treatment. The whole period reads four or five
excellent drafts; students clap and change not one word. Revision output for the
lesson: zero. Fix: the weak draft must be main-course material and take over half the

class time.

Trap two: using a downloaded ’bad essay’ as the sick sample. Web-bad essays are
so fake that students spot it instantly, laugh, and feel nothing. Fix: pick the weak

draft only from your own class’ s first drafts; before choosing, count the ’honesty is
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a virtue sentences — three or more appearances is typical enough.

Trap three: no cap on in-class revision. Assigning ’ improve your composition’
cannot finish in forty minutes; everyone leaves a loose end and nobody picks it up
next class. Fix: exactly two spots, signed off when done. Visible completion beats

grand goals.

Trap four: peer review without sentence frames. Open—ended ’give each other
suggestions’ returns half ’well written, keep it up . Fix: three fixed questions,

every answer must quote the original; empty praise gets bounced back on the spot.

Trap five: segments overrun and revision gets squeezed out. The contrast reading
runs long, leaving students five minutes to write. Fix: eight, ten, ten, eight

minutes for the four segments, countdown projected, hard cut at the bell.

Trap six: the review lesson disconnects from the first draft. Drafts wrote ' One
Honest Deed’ but the lesson critiques some other model text, and students find nobody
tending their own words. Fix: both contrast texts come from the class’s same—topic
drafts; peer review exchanges the actual drafts; the whole lesson touches only what

students really wrote.

A one—minute pre—class checklist, tick each item: one, do both the weak and
strong samples come from this class with a word gap under fifty; two, does the plan
give revision at least eight minutes; three, are the three peer-review questions
already printed on slips; four, is the number of revision spots hard-coded in the
plan; five, does the board plan carry the three moves — delete slogans, add actions,
add body reactions; six, does homework ask for a copied revision rather than a fresh
rewrite. All six ticked and the lesson can actually change something; miss any one,

fix the plan before entering the room.
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