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Context

How effectively do you feel this draft uses the genre conventions, research
materials and background information to fulfill the assignment?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Totally Moderately Extremely
ineffective effective effective

If you give a score higher than 5 and you cannot cite at least THREE specific details from
the draft to justify that score, I’'m going to deduct one point from YOUR peer review
grade for Deadline 4. If you give a score lower than 5 and can cite TWO specific things
the writer needs to work on for this category, I’ll award you an extra point towards YOUR
peer review grade for Deadline 4. I reserve the right not to award points for
under-explained or banal feedback.

Your rating for genre: 7

Please explain the reason for your score in at least 3 to 5 clear sentences. Cite specific details
from the rough draft to explain your score:

Jackson does a fair job on context for the QRG. Jackson pulls from a variety of
information from books (“... a book published by the National Council of Teachers of

Mathematics (NCTM).”) and organizations’ websites (“ The American Mathematics

Society wrote a 1997 report about California's struggles to find a solution to New Math”).

Jackson does a good job at explaining the sources like how he described one source that
“provided information in the form of journals that could possibly help other
organizations and schools create a viable solution.”

Other comments?
Overall, this QRG is very well made and conveys the Math Wars controversy accurately.
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