












Comments on your paper:

Position Paper Grade:  47/50

Breakdown--
  Issue 10/10
  Position 15/17
  References/Evidence12/12
  Closing Summary 5/5
  Quality of Writing 5/6

Comments--

You made a remarkable improvement on your draft.  I'm pleased to tell you that this
paper turned out to be one of the best in the class.  You present both a clear issue and a
clear position. You define cognitive load accurately and apply the concept well to your
review of the JumpStart program.  My main conceptual criticism of the paper as it stands
now is that your argument on pages 3-4 about the number of "subjects" in the program
causing overload is not well presented.  I haven't worked with JumpStart, but if it has a
number of different activities in it and each one is on a different topic, than your overload
argument doesn't fly.  I think to make this passage of the paper work better, you would
need to provide a brief description of some of the activities in the software.  For example,
what is the Long Ride activity?  What do the kids do in it?  How is spelling and
mathematics knowledge used/required within this same activity? You need to show the
reader how the program makes students "switch back and forth between knowledge
bases".  On a technical note, your prose was clear, but could use more polish.  The paper
was 1 page over the limit, and I think some tightening of the prose would have fixed that
(or made it close).  Very good work overall though.


