
Week 7: PEER REVIEWER TEMPLATE

Peer Review Template
Assignment Content
Possible Points
= 90 Points

Excellent Very Good Satisfactory Needs
Improvement

Unsatisfactory Peer Reviewer: [Cameron Macchia]

100% 91% 83% 50% 0% Presenter: [Felicha Morris]
15 Points 14 Points 12 Points 8 Points 0 Points REVIEWER COMMENTS

Disease     &  All 4 critical All 4 critical 3 critical 2 critical 1 or less critical

The presenter provided adequate disease 
background and did a good job of identifying
the respected pathophysiology for both type
I and type II diabetes. The epidemiology 
portion of the exam expounded upon the 
prevalence and incidence of this chronic 
illness in the US. The presenter also did a 
good job of linking socioeconomic status to 
incidence rates of diabetes. It is also worth 
mentioning that the presenter did an 
excellent job on providing key differences of 
clinical presentations of both type I and type
II diabetes.

Background elements are elements elements are elements are elements are
The student: present and are present present. present present.
1.Identifies the complete but some

disease condition information
2.Gives a brief may be only

statement of partially
incidence and addressed
prevalence in the or
US inaccurate.

3.The student briefly
summarizes the
disease
pathophysiology

4.Identifies the
typical clinical
presentation seen
in a patient with
the disease

(4 critical elements)



Peer Review Template
Excellent Very Good Satisfactory Needs

Improvement
Unsatisfactory Peer Reviewer: [Cameron Macchia]

100% 91% 83% 50% 0% Presenter: [Felicha Morris]
15 Points 14 Points 12 Points 8 Points 0 Points REVIEWER COMMENTS

Applicability     in  All 4 critical All 4 critical 3 critical 2 critical 1 or less critical
Primary     Care  elements are elements elements are elements are elements are
The student: present and are present present. present. present.
1. Identifies the complete. but some
author, organization information
or group that may be only
developed the CPG partially
2. Student denotes addressed
the year of the
original guideline

or
inaccurate. The presenter included the required

publication information regarding the year of the
3. Student identifies original guideline publication, which in this
any subsequent case was 1988. Recent publication revisions
revisions (student’s were also included, which most recently was
reference should be in December of 2020. The presenter also
the most recent identified the organization for which the CPG
version), and was developed, ADA. The applicability of the
4. Student discusses CPG in a primary care setting was not clearly
the applicability for stated and was a general depiction of the
use of this CPG in the goals of treatment.
primary care setting
(4 critical elements)


