Review of petsitter's AWA Essay 


Prompt:  
The following appeared as part of an article in a daily newspaper:
"The computerized on-board warning system that will be installed in commercial airliners will virtually solve the problem of midair plane collisions.  One plane's warning system can receive signals from another's transponder--a radio set that signals a plane's course--in order to determine the likelihood of a collision and recommend evasive action."


The article seems to suggest that the use of the computerized on-board warning systems in commercial airliners will essentially solve the problem of midair plane collisions.  The author explains that by using radio communication to allow the transponder of one airplane to signal the warning system of the other, the likelihood of a collision can be determined and evasive maneuvers can be suggested as needed. 	Comment by Admin: change into active voice as one can determine and suggest 

However, some significant unknowns must first be determined in order to justify the assertion made by the author.
	Comment by Admin: You can also include the following points in the highlighted part in the body
The assumption seems to exclude human errors, especially on the part of the pilots, or lack of time to maneuver, disconnect with the Air Control Management due to unforeseen causes such as storms and tornadoes, failure of equipments that manage ascent, decent and cruise.  

The article seems to suffer from the fallacy of oversimplification. 

First, the author does not provide ant context or supporting data evaluating the major reasons for midair plane collisions.  It is unclear from the article whether it is the lack of communication between the commercial airliners in the air that contributes to the occurrence of midair collisions.  For example, if midair collisions are primarily a result of inclement weather experienced by the airplane, then the lack of radio communication between the planes may not be sufficient to prevent the collision.  This must be explored prior to concluding the efficacy of the technological changes detailed in the article.

Second, the author provides no information about the availability of the correct technology, namely, a transponder and a warning system, in the pool of commercial airliners in operation and whether they are compatible in their communication with each other.  For example, there are several different manufacturers of commercial airliners, each of which presumably sell different models to the airline industry. It is not known whether the technology fitted into each model is compatible in communicating with that other airliners. In other words, an assessment of the prevalence and the standardisation of technology among different airliners should be assessed before jumping to the author’s conclusion.

The claim that installing computerized on-board warning systems will virtually solve the problem of midair plane collisions may be premature. An in-dept evaluation of the main causes of midair collisions in commercial airliners, as well aa a study of the prevalence and compatibility between transponders and onboard warning systems must be undertaken before jumping to the author’s conclusion	Comment by Admin: typo  	Comment by Admin:  use of  this  is wrong. and also, it can be into an active voice	Comment by Admin:  say before 	Comment by Admin: sells 	Comment by Admin: use American spelling	Comment by Admin: typo	Comment by Admin: typo


Comments: 

1. This essay does not conform to the standard length required of an AWA essay.  This is a phenomenal error.  Word count should be around 500.  Half point is gone
2. What is your point?  Are you saying that the argument is passable, or it is deficient or partially relevant?  Be definitive about your thesis by mentioning it in the first paragraph.  You can also be a little sharper if you are opposing the article.  - Another half a point is gone   

Grammar and Spelling - are passable--mostly typos.  

style--No problem
flow--- good. 

Rating--- You should normally deserve a 6- rating.  However, the lack of length and the absence of a more enthusiastic criticism have pulled you down to five. 
 
 

