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	159. The human mind will always be superior to machines because machines are only tools of human minds.



	Essay


	 

I agree with the author’s assertion. Historically, machines were developed by human minds, reflecting the needs of human beings in daily works and for their future challenge. Although some SF films or novels showcase machines that are superior to human minds, and thus control human beings, I believe that machines cannot surpass the human mind. 
[you did not talk about this at all in the body. Thus, this sentence should be deleted]
Comments:

Good that you are not simply repeating what the author says.
Please write simply. Use simple sentences whenever possible. For instance, I am referring to “challenge for frontier”. Not so clear what this means at a first glance.

Watch out for typos.

it is believed that machine cannot surpass the human minds.===who believes this??? This is a disputable claim
All throughout history, human needs called for the development of machines. [hmm. You are throwing in a very controversial logical flaw here.  Just because it is the human beings who created machines according to their need, this does not mean that they stop short of developing machines with minds per se. That is, it is more of technological limitation that stopped people of doing this.  Thus, you cannot argue that just because machines were developed for human convenience and to serve as tools, that there is no chance that these machines developed to serve as tools will ever surpass human mind.  Wouldn’t you love to have a machine for instance that will take care of your needs using its own mind???] [these are not relevant because of the logic flaw that I mentioned above] Perhaps because of the technological limitation of developing such type of machines, machines in the past and present are not designed to surpass human mind.  For instance, Gutenberg’s printing machine merely served as a tool.  Thus, it did not decide what to print, for instance.  
[this example is not relevant because of the flaw I mentioned above]

Comments:

First sentence is almost the same as the one that you wrote in the intro. This could be boring and redundant. Paraphrase.

Ok example… but you could build more on it. Please see above 
In reality, will human mind always be superior to machines? It is admitted that some SF films or novels introduced machines that dominate human beings, raising concern of machines that rule the world. However, they are merely fiction.  Reality is different from fiction. In modern times, CYBORG which is the composite word of two terms, “cybernetic” and “organism”, was introduced.  We already know that there are robots that can carry out functions of living body, and that artificial heart may replace actual heart of patients. Although it is possible to develop such robots, it is very unlikely that they will have human brain-like thinking mechanism. This truth strongly support the claim that machine is just the product of human minds and cannot surpass human minds.

Comments:

Once again, use simple sentences

What is red anxiety????

How about with time??? Do you think that we human beings can eventually develop machines that have artificial intelligence?  Many believe so.  What I am trying to say here is one way to strengthen your claim is by addressing potential opposing argument.  Also, you could define into different time frames to make your case.  

About 50% of what you are saying in this paragraph is a repetition of similar ideas.

REMEMBER THAT ALL THE ELEMENTS THAT YOU ARGUE IN YOUR INTRODUCTION SHOULD BE ADDRESSED IN THE BODY.. I THINK THAT YOU SKIPPED A FEW

In conclusion, we can found that machines developed by the human minds when refer the example of Gutenberg in history. Moreover, in the future, consistently various machines, which can contribute the human daily work, will be developed by human minds. Nevertheless, machine cannot surpass human mind.

Comments:

Ok conclusion

ONE WAY TO WRITE IS TO TALK ABOUT TECHNOLOGICAL LIMITATIONS, and the complexity of human brain for instance, and argue that this is not a possibility today as it was not a possibility in the past.  You could even say that it is not certain what the future holds, but you believe that this will not happen because of this and that. But then, the points that you make have to be convincing.

	General Comments

	Some points you make are not convincing PLUS YOUR SENTENCES ARE LOADED AT TIME, MAKING IT DIFFICULT TO UNDERSTAND.

ALSO, YOU HAVE A TENDENCY TO GENERALIZE AND THROW “FACTS” THAT ARE DISPUTABLE

The readers will grade you on (1) content (ideas, analytic logic), (2) organization, (3) expression (e.g., vocabulary, idioms, diction), and (4) written language (e.g., grammar, syntax).  The grade is primarily based on content and organization.  The readers consider expression and written language only if they impede the clarity of your writing because ETS wants to be fair to international test takers like yourself.  (Note: Your essay will not be graded on spelling or punctuation unless the errors are so numerous that they make your essay difficult to understand.)  

A 6 paper presents a cogent, well-articulated analysis of the complexities of the issue and conveys meaning skillfully.

A 5 paper presents a generally thoughtful, well-developed analysis of the complexities of the issue and conveys meaning clearly. 

A 4 paper presents a competent analysis of the issue and conveys meaning  adequately.

A 3 paper demonstrates some competence in its analysis of the issue and in conveying meaning but is obviously flawed. 

A 2 paper demonstrates serious weaknesses in analytical writing. 

A 1 paper demonstrates fundamental deficiencies in analytical writing.
For your convenience, we have redlined the corrections and other changes we made.  To show a “clean” version of your essay, if you are using Microsoft Word, go to “Tools>Track changes>Highlight changes>Highlight changes on screen.”

Reference materials and technical notes are available at http://www.essayline.org/practice_notes.html 



	

	

	


Other Comments for Your Reference--- READ THESE!!!---NEVER TOO MUCH TO READ THEM EVERY TIME ^^

In a GRE issue essay, you are trying to convince the reader of your point.  Thus, avoid conditional forms of verbs (e.g., could, should, may, etc.)
In a GRE Argument essay, you are pointing out errors in terms of logic. 

Each paragraph should be stand alone with ONE idea at a time.  Cramming in adjectives easily jams in more than one point.  Avoid this.

DO NOT START paragraphs with facts!  Start with what you are arguing for

Try not to copy and repeat.  Paraphrase instead.  

Try to refute potential opposing arguments to your argument. 
Write simple and short.  You are not impressing any one with your BIG words and expressions.
Structure simple.  See below:

P1=Intro=1) paraphrase the speaker’s claim 2) clearly state your position (THESIS) 3) briefly state two reasons why your position is such.

Following paragraphs – talk about each reason with ONE example, and acknowledge potential opposition and refute it if necessary (especially for controversial issues)

Conclusion=I mentioned this above. 

REMEMBER, it is what you ARGUE that counts (your LOGIC!)

Please avoid using passive words such as “be” and “been” etc.

Please go for short cut whenever you can.  For instance, instead of using “has had”, use “had” etc.

Numbers less than 10 should be spelled out (e.g., not 3, but “three”)

Avoid using apostrophes in official writings such as the GRE writing.  (e.g., not “don’t”, but “do not”)

