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The topic is more suited for the “ACSA” conferences. It does not conform or address the DCA
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Too much background information and very little propositions. The problem I note is that the
proposed paper does not exhibit any subjective research. Critical research is so important to
support your argument or else it will read as an opinion.
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While this is an interesting topic and proposal, it does not appear to address the theme of the
conference or the general topic of Design Communication. Other than the first line of the
abstract, which refers to “…when we draw lines on a map?” there is no reference or connection
to the role that drawing, modeling, or other design communication media might play in this
proposal or design. I kept waiting for something to bring that initial line back into the discussion
or approach but it was not evident. This paper would likely be a better fit at an ACSA
conference or at another organization. Well written and an interesting proposal but it appears to
be outside of the scope of this concept.
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