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[bookmark: _GoBack]The data from a survey of high school math and science teachers show that in the district of Sanlee many of these teachers reported assigning daily homework, whereas in the district of Marlee, most science and math teachers reported assigning homework no more than two or three days per week. Despite receiving less frequent homework assignments, Marlee students earn better grades overall and are less likely to be required to repeat a year of school than are students in Sanlee. These results call into question the usefulness of frequent homework assignments. Most likely the Marlee students have more time to concentrate on individual assignments than do the Sanlee students who have homework every day. Therefore, teachers in our high schools should assign homework no more than twice a week.
The writer of the argument concludes that teachers should gave homework to their students just twice a week. However, this conclusion cannot be accepted as it is in that it rests on a number of premises all of which can be challenged in one way or another.
The first problem with the argument is that the writer refers to a survey but does not indicate how many high school math and science teachers took part in the study reported. As you know, in research studies the greater the number of the people in the sample, the more reliable and valid the findings are. Maybe in this study only 15 teachers participated; hence, the findings of such a study are neither reliable nor valid. 
Even if it is assumed that enough people took part in the study, there is still another problem with the sample. In a research study, the findings can be generalized to the target population if the sample used is representative of the concerned population in terms of age, sex, social class, culture, etc.; however, in this argument there is no evidence to show whether the sample used was representative of the target population. It follows that the findings of this study cannot be applied to the members of the population without reservations. 
Another problem with the argument is that the writer does not count approaches and way of teaching. for example, maybe These results achieved because low ability of teachers in Sanlee district. So, in order to this problem teachers gave students more homework to improve their knowledge and problem solving. It is trivial when students couldn’t understand the foundation of science and math, they cant be get good mark in problem solving.
[bookmark: _Hlk49839282]A third problem with the argument is that the writer assumes that students in in the district of Sanlee is identical to district of Marlee in all respect. however; there is no evidence to definitely prove that this is the case. Maybe students in district of Sanlee are less intelligent but the students in district of Marlee have a great amount of 	intelligence quotient. Or maybe students in district of Sanlee do not like math and science but math and science are Marlee’s favor classes for students.
In the final analysis, the writers conclusion cannot be taken to be correct because, as it was shown in the body paragraphs above, it depends on a number of premises each of which is questionable. The conclusion can only be accepted if the weaknesses already referred to are already removed.
