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Peer critique of a wiki page.
Year the wiki is from:              Name of the wiki topic:

What's the best thing about it?

What's the thing you would most wish was added?

What's the thing you would most wish changed?
If you only had 30 seconds to read it from the top, would you know whether it was worth reading further?

How well does it satisfy each of these possible headings?

For each, give it a mark from 0 to 5 or N/A (not applicable) if you think it shouldn't have had a heading like that; then add a few words to say why you gave that heading that mark.
· Title  (reconsider whether the allocated name is best) 

· If you were only going to read 1 thing: what would it be, and why.

· A very short critique of whether there is a gap between the theory, and the empirical result

· An example of wild uncritical claims in this area 

· One or more practical exercises an individual could carry out.  
· An old cultural connection. E.g. for gratitude, thanksgiving prayers in church; 
· If you were only going to read, say, 3 things: which would they be.

· History of the topic.  And what area of (non-positive) psychology it derives from; 

· Clinical applications: are there any?  are health measures relevant?

· A longer reference list of other possibly relevant papers

