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THE REPORTER

Pros

• Some parameters that affect the fall 

were discussed

• Discussed the role of conversation of 

energy

• They have quantitative data and images 

of the work

Cons

• The rotational inertia that concerns this 

was not discussed 

• The conclusion wasn’t really satisfying 

since she didn't talk about the projectile 

motion

Assumed zero friction

• Didn’t know about the rotational 

resistance faced the cylinder

• Failed to defend her hypothesis very 

well.



THE OPPONENT

Pros

• Pointed out that the reporter needed to  

consider the errors concurred with 

friction.

• Pointed out the trajectory needed to be 

shown.

Cons

• Really inconsiderate of time constraints 

saying that were faced by the reporter 

and didn’t finish up the graph

• Didn’t provide any improvements 

needed to better the reporter’s work.

• Didn’t give time to the opponent to 

answer the questions very well



THE DISCUSION

Pros

• Pointed out the trajectory of rotation of 

the cylinder was identified.

Cons

• None of the speakers respected each 

other in regard tom giving each other a 

chance another person’s question didn’t 

really allow the reporter finish the 

question.

• The reporter kept on repeating herself 

and didn’t really the opponent on the 

questions.

• Was just judgmental on the 

reporter/opponent without giving her 

better options to the experiment.



OUR OPINION

• The projectile motion of the cylinder really needed to be discussed by both the 

opponent and reporter.

• There needed to be cohesion in the way the opponent and reporter were discussing 

to themselves. More work needed to be done.

• The point of clash the cylinder falls on the ground and rotates towards the y axis ( if 

got correctly) Our opinion is it’s a good observation but not relevant to the problem.
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