
Writing Process Task 3  

 

Part I  

 

I have some experience using Artificial Intelligence when it comes to writing , mostly only for 
checking spelling and grammar mistakes. I use Grammarly to help correct my writing as I 
create it, and then I will also check it once again when I’m finished writing to make sure I 
haven’t missed any grammatical errors.  

 

Part II 

 

Leo S. Lo’s article, “The CLEAR Path,” introduces a framework to improve AI prompt 
engineering and information literacy. The five principles discussed by Lo are Concise, which 
emphasizes clarity and brevity of the prompt; Logical, which focuses on organizing ideas 
clearly; Explicit, which requires clear instructions about the desired output; Adaptive, which 
involves revising prompts based on results to achieve the desired result; and Reflective, 
which encourages evaluating and improving responses. The acronym CLEAR defined by Lo 
provides input on how to construct proper prompts to achieve the output that is needed. Lo 
advises users to experiment with prompts, refine them continuously, and critically assess 
answers generated by AI in order to make them more effective. Applying CLEAR helps 
students and educators alike become more proficient with AI and make its use more 
effective and productive.  

 

 

Part III 

 

It appears that the summary generated by Copilot is more detailed than the one I wrote. The 
summary by Copilot also seems to include an emphasis on academic librarians and their 
role in teaching. Finally, the summary by Copilot has a call to action encouraging 
collaboration with AI and use of its framework to prepare students to excel in a learning 
environment powered by AI influence. I believe that my summary is more concise and stays 



closer to the core ideas of the prompt. Although Copilot offers more detail and is slightly 
more comprehensive, I believe that my summary offers a more focused and direct approach. 

 

1. What are the strengths of the Copilot summary? 
The strengths of the Copilot summary are that it’s very detailed and comprehensive. 
The detail provides more information regarding the main idea of Lo’s writing and give 
more insight into the acronym CLEAR, as well as the goals for AI usage in academic 
settings. 

2. What are the weaknesses of the Copilot summary? 
The weaknesses of the Copilot summary are that it is longer and less concise. The 
added detail can contribute to overgeneralization and make the main idea harder to 
understand. It lacks focus, which can lead to some confusion.  

3. What are the strengths of the summary you created? 
The strengths of the summary that I created are that it is concise and stays very 
focused on the main idea of “The CLEAR Path” by Leo S. Lo. My summary clearly 
defines CLEAR and explains each part of the acronym and details the framework for 
using AI. 

4. What are the weaknesses of the summary you created? 
The weaknesses of the summary that I created are the lack of added details and extra 
information. While being brief can get the main point across very easily, the summary 
I created may lack some additional information that may be useful to the reader for 
understanding the main idea as a whole. I can also include a section to develop the 
idea that AI can positively influence education.  

 

Part IV  

 

Leo S. Lo’s article, “The CLEAR Path,” introduces a framework to improve AI prompt 
engineering and information literacy. Lo describes that there are some common challenges 
when working with AI, including incoherent responses and lack of relevancy of AI outputs. 
The CLEAR framework is designed to combat these problems to help make AI more useful. 
The five principles discussed by Lo are Concise, which emphasizes clarity and brevity of the 
prompt; Logical, which focuses on organizing ideas clearly; Explicit, which requires clear 
instructions about the desired output; Adaptive, which involves revising prompts based on 
results to achieve the desired result; and Reflective, which encourages evaluating and 
improving responses. The acronym CLEAR defined by Lo provides input on how to construct 



proper prompts to achieve the output that is needed. Lo advises users to experiment with 
prompts, refine them continuously, and critically assess answers generated by AI in order to 
make them more effective. With a better understanding of how to prompt AI with questions, 
the results will become more aligned with what is being asked of it. Applying CLEAR helps 
students and educators alike become more proficient with AI and make its use more 
effective and productive. Lo emphasizes that librarians and educators can apply the CLEAR 
framework in instruction to strengthen students’ critical thinking and prepare them for a 
learning environment backed by AI.  

 

I added a more detailed explanation of why it is necessary to have the CLEAR framework by 
introducing common issues with AI-generated responses, and then concluded the summary 
by emphasizes that the framework will minimize these problems. I also added a more 
detailed development of how it will influence education, specifically by mentioning how 
librarians and educators and use AI to influence their students critical thinking skills.  

 

Part V  

 

One of the most important experiences in my life was being granted the opportunity of being 
the flag bearer for Team USA during the closing ceremonies of the Youth Pan-American 
Games in Asunción, Paraguay. The whole event was truly a dream come true; getting to 
compete at an Olympic competition, winning a bronze medal in my category, and being able 
to travel to South America and experience the local culture in the capital city of Paraguay. 
However, the icing on top was the USA choosing me to be the one to hold our flag during the 
closing ceremony. I got to walk through the stage by the President of Paraguay, proudly 
holding my country’s flag, with applause and fireworks going off in the background. The 
whole event was truly surreal, and I will always be grateful to have had the success I did at 
that competition to be recognized as a flag-bearer.  

 

Part VI 

One of the most meaningful experiences of my life was being selected as the flag bearer for 
Team USA during the closing ceremonies of the Youth Pan-American Games in Asunción, 
Paraguay. Competing in an international event of this scale already felt like a dream, and 
earning a bronze medal in my category made it even more unforgettable. Traveling to South 



America and experiencing the vibrant culture of Paraguay’s capital city added another layer 
of excitement and appreciation to the journey. 

However, the moment that stood out above all else was being chosen to carry the United 
States flag. As I walked into the stadium during the closing ceremony, I felt an overwhelming 
sense of pride and gratitude. Passing by the President of Paraguay, with cheers echoing 
through the crowd and fireworks lighting up the sky, made the experience feel surreal. In that 
moment, I wasn’t just representing myself—I was representing my country. 

Being recognized as a flag bearer was an honor that reflected not only my performance but 
also my dedication and perseverance. It is a memory I will carry with me forever, reminding 
me of what hard work and passion can achieve. 

 

Part VII 

 

I believe that the CLEAR framework did help me to achieve an accurate and well written 
output for part VI. By keeping the prompt concise and logical, ChatGPT was able to do exactly 
as I asked it to do without needing clarifications. I believe that AI is a great tool for certain 
things, but not everything. In using AI to generate a rigid summary of a writing, it excels. It 
provides academic details and accurate summaries while using correct grammar and syntax, 
but it does not have the human capabilities to make creative works. In my summary, I liked 
how it felt as if I was speaking it to a friend or even writing a publication of the event. Although 
there may be room for improvements in grammar and ease of reading, there is still an 
innately human aspect to it. The generation from ChatGPT lacks that completely. Not only 
does it sound robotic, but it also split what I wrote into three sections, making it almost seem 
like it was satisfying a 3-part rubric. All of these characteristics make the writing sound less 
genuine, thus highlighting AI’s painful lack of creative ability. I think in the future I still will be 
inclined to use AI for strictly rigid purposes, maybe research or grammar checking, but after 
completing this assignment, I am very certain that I will not be using AI to create any creative 
works.  

 

 

 


