The author of the argument recommends that teachers in his high school assign homework less frequently and no more than twice a week, for he thinks it can actually improve students’ performance as it is supposedly suggested by the study referred to in the passage; however, the recommendation is highly dependent on a number of premises whose credibility cannot be taken for granted without further evidence.
First off, the author mentions a survey conducted in two sectors and implicitly assumes that the study is done in a proper way; however, this might not be the case. As it is unequivocal, research studies should have a rather large sample size if they ever going to produce valid and reliable results which can be aptly generalized, but in the argument there is no clue to show how big the study’s sample size was; in other words, it is not clear how many students have been investigated and whether the number constitutes a large portion of total students in the two areas mentioned. Even if the sample size was large enough, there can still be some considerations regarding the samples since reliable findings can only be generated if only the sample space represents the target community adequately. Maybe the students participating in the survey had all a rather strong background and thus did not need to practice so often, but the situation can be different for the school in which this plan is intended to be implemented. Also, the study only considered math and science classes and the target school may have students from other disciplines such as art or music for which the results might not be simply generalized.
Moreover, the argument presumes that the better performance of students in Marlee sector schools was necessarily a direct result of less frequent assignments; however, there could be other factors involved. For instance, their teachers might have used more efficient teaching methods in a way that students learnt the materials more deeply in the class and did not need lots of homework, but in Sanlee sector schools, students learnt the lessons all by rote and thus even with more practicing got poorer scores; furthermore, it is not clear that the target school’s situation is closest to which of these states.
Finally, it is assumed that the more free-time students get from less homework is essentially a positive point. That would be true if the target school’s students and those of Marlee sector schools were similar, whereas they might be less enthusiastic in learning; hence, given more leisure time they would squander it all over video games regardless of their school works. So, with fewer assignments not only no enhancement can be achieved, but also the students’ learning status can drastically regress.
In the final analysis, the recommendation put forth by the author cannot be justified as it is unless all of the aforementioned concerns would be ironed out based on proper evidence.
