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	Topic

	Argument 7: The following appeared in a letter to the editor of the Clearview newspaper. "In the next mayoral election, residents of Clearview should vote for Ann Green, who is a member of the Good Earth Coalition, rather than for Frank Braun, a member of the Clearview town council, because the current members are not protecting our environment. For example, during the past year the number of factories in Clearview has doubled, air pollution levels have increased, and the local hospital has treated 25 percent more patients with respiratory illnesses. If we elect Ann Green, the environmental problems in Clearview will certainly be solved."

	Essay

	 The newspaper says that Ann Green of the Good Earth Coalition should be elected as the next mayor to answer the environmental problems in Clearview. It asserts that the current Frank Braun is not suitable for he , who is a member of the Clearview town council, has not protect their environment. However, it relies on several illogical flaws. 
Comments:
Good.  In future, try to include the evidences the author used in support of his conclusion to make your argument stronger, and to show the reader that you have identified all the conclusions and evidences in the argument. 
First of all, there is no evidence that Ann Green will fix the environmental problem. First, we don’t know of Ann Green’s exact involvement in the Good Earth Coalition and she will try to protect our environment (The author did not argue that Good Earth Coalition will protect the environment).. Even if she is a member of a environmental coalition, it doesn’t ensure that she will be able or willing to fix the problem. To bolster the argument, the newspaper should provide further evidences that  she will be an effective candidate in solving  the environmental problems.

Comments:
The author assumes that Ann Green would solve the environmental problem.  However, there is no evidence that electing Ann Green is necessary, nor would suffice in solving those problems.  Perhaps there is a better candidate than Ann Green.  Even if Ann Green is a good candidate, perhaps the city needs additional measures to achieve its goal. 
Moreover, we can’t confirm that Frank Braun is responsible for polluted environment of Clearview just because he is a member of the council. For example, he might have tried to prevent environmental problems; he might have resisted to constructing new factories, and/or attenuating gas control. Likewise, it is not certain how much the council itself is responsible for the environmental problems. For example, it might have tried to protect the environment by limiting the size of the factories, or imposing the high quality of the exhaust pipe in a car. In contrast, people in the town might have invaded the law which the Frank Braun and council made.

Comments:
Good.  You identified the flaw - The author assumes that city council is responsible for the environmental problems and also that Braun took a part in those decisions/actions.  
In conclusion, the argument is not well supported.  It is not certain that Ann Green, a member of Good Earth Coalition, will solve the environmental problems. Additionally, it is not assured that a member of the town council is responsible for polluted environment.
Comments:
To strengthen your conclusion, include a list of further evidences the author needs to provide to bolster his argument.  And also, try (if time allows) to include a list of information you need to better assess the argument. 


	General Comments

	 Good.  You identified the two critical flaws in this argument.  However, please note that the main flaw of the argument was the “necessary or sufficient condition” as mentioned above in my comments after your second paragraph.  Further, you missed one more evidence and the flaw in the evidence.  The author assumes that the increase in the number of respiratory problem patients is an indication of the worsening of the environmental problems.  Perhaps it was an increase of awareness amongst the residents of Clearview that they had an influx of patience last year. 
Other Comments for Your Reference--- READ THESE!!!---NEVER TOO MUCH TO READ THEM EVERY TIME ^^
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.)  

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. 
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 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.
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”)
General Grading Guideline for Argument Essays 

A 6 paper correctly identifies and critiques 3 major errors and 
other minor errors in the Argument. Has no grammatical errors. 

A 5 paper correctly identifies and critiques 3 major errors in the 

Argument. Has very few obvious grammatical errors. 

A 4 paper correctly identifies and critiques 2 major errors in the 

Argument, and offers a partially correct critique of other errors in 

the Argument. Contains minor grammatical errors. 

A 3 paper correctly identifies and critiques 1-2 major errors in the 

Argument, but fallaciously points out other logical flaws in the 

Argument. Contains minor grammatical errors. 

A 2 paper demonstrates serious weaknesses in analytical writing. May 

talk around 1-2 major errors in the Argument, but is not logically 

sound. Contains many grammatical errors. 

A 1 paper demonstrates fundamental deficiencies in analytical 

writing. Essay is not comprehensible to the reader or is entirely off

the topic. 
Position:

· Presents a clear position on the issue 

Development:

· Good use of relevant reasons or examples 

Organization:

· Well focused/organized 

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 



	

	

	


