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                    Abstract
We investigate students’ negative perceptions about an online peer assessment system for undergraduate writing across the disciplines. Specifically, we consider the nature of students’ resistance to peer assessment; what factors influence that resistance; and how students’ perceptions impact their revision work. We do this work by first examining findings from an end-of-course survey administered to 250 students in ten courses across six universities using an online peer assessment system called SWoRD for their writing assignments. Those findings indicate that students have the most positive perceptions of SWoRD in those courses where an instructor graded their work in addition to peers (as opposed to peer-only grading). We then move to an in-depth examination of perceptions and revision work among 84 students using SWoRD and no instructor grading for assessment of writing in one university class. Findings from that study indicate that students sometimes regard peer assessment as unfair and often believe that peers are unqualified to review and assess students’ work. Furthermore, students’ perceptions about the fairness of peer assessment drop significantly following students’ experience in doing peer assessment. Students’ fairness perceptions—and drops in those perceptions—are most significantly associated with their perceptions about the extent to which peers’ feedback is useful and positive. However, students’ perceptions appear to be unrelated to the extent of their revision work. This research fills a considerable gap in the literature regarding the origin of students’ negative perceptions about peer assessment, as well as how perceptions influence performance.
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                    Notes
	Both the author and reviewers are assigned pseudonyms during this process. Thus, the reviewers do not know who wrote a given paper, and authors do not know who reviewed their paper.


	Because peers in the class were the intended audience for students' writing, survey measurements of validity focused on how well students' feedback aligned with other peers' feedback.


	For students who reported ACT scores, SAT is predicted through a concordance formula using ACT scores (see Dorans 1999).


	In the survey, students’ writing ability was assessed in two ways: students were asked questions both about their perceptions of their writing ability (on a scale from 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent) and the writing class in which they had placed at the university (when students are freshmen, the English Department places them in a remedial, regular, or advanced writing class, depending on a variety of factors that include grades in high school, SAT scores, and a writing sample that they submit as a freshmen at the university).
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