Beh. & Cogn. 

Essay 1

What did you think of the essay?

Best essay

Very good; very easy to follow, great structure, good understanding and critical evaluation. 

However, in places the author does not back up his/ her claims with evidence. Also main emphasis is on behavioural part of the question. 

Did it... 

...address the question?

Yes, it describes how each school of thought came about and then compares and contrasts the two approaches to learning. It also uses evidence to show this.

It also interprets the question; 

“in order to compare behaviourist and cognitive explanations of learning it seems crucial that both should be described first and a little history given” (line 4-5) 

It could have gone a bit more in detail e.g. how will it compare and contrast the two explanations of learning. e.g. “it will describe classical and operant conditioning and look at how the two approaches explain these two phenomenons”. 

Negative point; the essay mainly focuses on behavioural approach and examples e.g. classical and operant conditioning. Just one example of cognitive theory of learning; mental maps proposed by Tolman (line 86-92)

Did it demonstrate understanding?


Was some of the information incorrect?


Were the points made clear?

Information is correct and the points emerges very clearly.

...critical evaluate?

Paragraph of critical evaluation; Line 94-107

Critical evaluation of behaviourism (line 100-104)

“Behaviorism has contributed a great deal to psychology especially to the study of learning for example Skinner developed an educational method called programmed learning...Yet it could be said that behaviourism neglected to research things that involved complex thought processes such as Language acquisition and problem solving.“

-> Focuses both on contributions to psychology (pros) and neglected areas (cons). 

Critical evaluation of cognitive psychology/ its contribution (line 104-107)

“Cognitive psychologists have contributed such concepts as mental structures and templates. Cognitive psychologists...have played a huge part in our understanding of the human mind with concepts such as schemas upon which now rests the foundations of cognitive psychology.” 

 ->Focuses mainly on contribution, could have included a few critical points or neglected areas of research. 

OTHER EXAMPLES

Considering strenghts (pros)

“Much of conditioning's attraction is that it meets the behaviourist viewpoint in that it can be measured and explained objectively using in most cases laboratory conditions.” (line 95)

Critical points (cons)

Garcia and Koelling challenges the view that all living beings learn to associate simuli because they are contiguous (line 53)

AND

“However, many psychologist find that conditioning is far too mechanical and lacks quality when trying to explain all learning processes.” (line 97)

...include a clearly developed argument?

Yes, very clear example in line 42-65;

“Classical conditioning has become a universally accepted theory of learning but behaviourist and cognitive psychologists would explain this concept in different ways.” (line 42-43)

Classical conditioning is first described in line 34-40 and this then leads onto two different interpretations. One the ONE HAND (line 43-48): 
Cognitive psychologists argue that “the dog heard the bell and mentally connected it will the arrival of food”. So the bell provided information to the dog that food would arrive; on the OTHER HAND (line 48-51): behaviourists argue the dog did not KNOW that the food would arrive, it only salivated as an automatic response, because the bell and food were paired repeatedly). However, this latter theory has been challenged by Garcia & Koelling, so their study refute the behaviourist argument! Author then rounds of by concluding and putting forward argument; “this finding shows some kind of logical thought process behind the aversion n-ot simply a behaviour following a stimulus” (line 63-64)

Step by step DEV of ARGUMENT

1) put forward two interpretations of one study, thus two arguments are proposed

2) refute one argument by putting forward appropriate evidence (refute counter argument)

3) conclude with argument (which is now backed up with evidence)

... use evidence?


Did it back up its claim with research evidence?

Yes, evidence used to back up claims (see above). Lots of references; about 3-4 per page. 

Negative points;

sometimes the author makes claims which were not backed up with references e.g. 

1) black box analogy (line 27-32). Black box analogue is a classic way of showing differences between behavioural and cognitive approach so it is not something the author has come up with himself/ herself so he/ she needs to reference where he/ she read about this.

2) Paragraph comparing behavioural and cognitive approach to explain classical conditioning (line 42-51) has no references

3) paragraph comparing beh. and cogn. approach to explain operant conditioning line (line 75-84) also misses references. 

... have a clear structure?


How was the introduction? 



Ok, outlined the essay structure and addresses the question from the outset.



Negative point; a bit dry. Author could have written a couple of sentences which



caught the readers attention.


Did the introduction outline the essays main structure? 



Yes, but could have done more (see addressing the question).


Did the paragraphing reflect organisation of the assignment?



Yes, each paragraph clearly deals with one issue:



 
History of behaviourism,  (line 9-17)




History of cognitivism (line 19-25)




Key differences illustrated with black box analogy (line 27-32)  




Classical conditioning & diff interpretations of learning (line 34-40) 






Critique of behavioural interpretation of classcial cond (line 53-65)




Description of operant conditioning  (line 67-73)




Cogn and beh. Interpretation of operant con (line 75-84) 




Cognitive maps (line 86-92) 




Critical evaluation of behaviourism and cognitivsm (line 94-107)




Conclusion


Was there clear links between paragraphs?



Yes,  e.g. 
line 40-42 and line 51-53 


Was the essay easy to follow?



Yes, very easy both within paragraphs and between paragraphs. 



The author outlines the structure in the introduction but also tells the reader



where the story is heading throughout the esssay e.g. 



“the research and findings of both of these psychologists will be discussed later 


in the essay” (line 16-17)



Negative point; There is one place where the essay doesn't quite flow; 



an explanation of cognitive approach is in the middle of critical evaluation of 





behaviourism. (Line 98-99)


Did the conclusion summarise the main points of the essay?



Yes,  but it also includes new issues; cognitivism criticised for neglecting role of 


emotion,but apart from that it was very good. 

...use appropriate language?

Incorrect grammar, sentence structure etc.


No, generally ok



use of 1st person i.e. I, me, my, we, us, our





Generally ok but used 
“our understanding” (line 106, 110)



Use of contractions e.g. Don't, it's, wont etc. 




No



Use of informal or unspecific terms




No, language was very specific.



using cautious language 







Yes, e.g. Conclusion is cautious, “both have their limitations” (line 110), so 





author avoid words like “flawed”. 

Essay 2

What did you think of the essay?

Poor (This essay is a clear fail)

Main problem: poor understanding of topic. Badly written and unclear. 

Author writes everything he/ she knows about the general topic area, but does not structure the essay to answer the actual question. 

Did it... 

...address the question?

No, not really.

Essay describes and compares the behaviourist and cognitive approaches but does not really address how these approaches explain learning

e.g. 

1)   Behaviourism focuses on external behaviour and cognitivism focuses on internal

      mechanism. (line 15-16)

2) Behaviourism focuses on animal studies and cognitivism on human memory (line 64-65).

3) Cognitivists argue that  memory is the record of the experience that underlie leaning (line 69-71) Behaviourists argue there is no such thing as memory, people just learn through behaviour.


Note that these points are even hard to extract from the text. These points do not emerge clearly.

Solutions

Make a clear link between what you write and the essay question. Refer back to the essay question. 

Did it demonstrate understanding?


Was some of the information incorrect?

Yes, there was a lot of incorrect information and mix up of concepts e.g. 

1)  Essay mix up: 
“Operant and Paviovian” (line 12-13)

      Reality: 

Pavlovs study demonstrated classical conditioning.

2) Essay mix up:
There are three key concept of operant conditioning; rein forcer, 




operant and discrimination (line 38-39)

     Reality: 

there is four key concepts of operant conditioning; reinforcement, 




punishment, extinction and discrimination

3) Essay mix up: 
learning curve is based on operant conditioning (line 37-38)

     Reality: 

Not the case, learning curve might happen under operant conditioning but 


then the author should write this instead. 

->

It appears that the author just makes things up as he or she writes. 

This mix up would be avoided if he/she tried to find references for his claims because they wouldn’t be backed up. 


Were the points made clear?

No, no points are made clear; it is hard to find any sentence or paragraph that makes sense. 

The essay includes a lot of waffling  e.g. "the learning curve is a crucial activity in a human culture" (line 32)

...critical evaluate?

No 

...include a clearly developed argument?

No, it's all very confusing, points are not made clear

The description of studies are very poor. When you have a lack of understanding of the studies and you don't reach any conclusions from them (e.g. Demonstrated in sentences “This study shows...”) it is impossible to develop an argument. 

... use evidence?


Did it back up its claim with research evidence?

No

1)        Important studies were included but they were badly explained and  they were not used

            to support or refute claims. 

2)         Claims not backed up, 

e.g. 

Recent research suggests that behaviourists take a more cognitive standpoint and vice versa (line 73-75)

Learning is central to behaviourists and memory central to cognitivists (line 10-11)

Also

1) Only one or two references were used in the whole essay!

Quotations were not properly referenced (remember to state author, year and page number)

e.g. 

1) Tolman said “it is not behaviour that is learned but rather knowledge that can be used to     

     guide behaviour” (line 52-53)

2) Watson said “There is no such thing as memory and that people just learned the way of

     behaving” (line 70-71) 

(Also I seriously doubt John Watson wrote this last quote because it is really poor English! Again it seems like the author makes it up as he/ she writes)

... have a clear structure? 

No, information was often fragmented. The essay was very confusing and did not flow. 


How was the introduction? 



Confusing; how is issue of memory related to the essay question?


Did the introduction outline the essays main structure? 



No, not really, there was a poor attempt by including one sentence;



“We can look at both sides to the argument, we will start with behaviourism” 


(Line 11).


Did the paragraphing reflect organisation of the assignment? 



No, too many paragraphs and lack of link between them. Also the paragraphs 



themselves were confusing.


Was there clear links between paragraphs?



No (see above) mainly because the paragraphs themselves don't make sense



One example of a link; line 11-17, but a quite poor one.


Was the essay easy to follow?



No, the points did not emerge  clearly, you had to read  it again and 



again



Generally just very poor structure 



e.g. 



The author mentions 3 key concepts, but doesn't describe any of them instead he/ 



she describes a fourth concept (line 49-51).


Did the conclusion summarise the main points of the essay?



No, no relevant points were made through the essay so it's going to be an 




 impossible task, but s/he just came up with some things which are relevant to the 



essay question but which did not actually emerge through the essay

e.g. Similarities and differences between the way behaviourists and cognitive 
psychologists explain learning. 



The conclusion is very broad and general. Especially the last sentence is pretty



 poor. “Each is not without its criticisms”. There is no grounds for concluding



 this because this clearly has not been addressed throughout the essay. 



Also the conclusion focuses a lot on the fact that behaviourism and cognitivism



conduct research in different ways, but this is actually not relevant to the essay



question. 

...use appropriate language?

Incorrect grammar, sentence structure etc.

To many examples to mention but e.g. Line 45, 52

Lots of spelling problems

Where/ were (line 62 and 63)

Then/ than
(line 43) 

the guise / disguise (line 62)


use of 1st person i.e. I, me, my, we, us, our



we, I feel (line 10-11)



Tollman made impact on me   (line 52)


Use of contractions e.g. Don't, it's, wont etc. 



No contractions (surprising!)


Use of informal or unspecific terms



To many examples to mention e.g.



“and that is when he came up with a model called the cognitive map” (line 51-52)



Tolman made impact on me (line 52)



when giving examples the tone becomes very informal. 



e.g. 
revising for a test (line 35)




footballer (line 54)


using cautious language 





The essay does not include any example of non-cautions language like “flawed” and 

“proved“ etc.



(but this is mainly because it does not critically evaluate and draw conclusions from 

the studies that are included). 

