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	Topic

	Argument 35: The following appeared in the summary of a study on headaches suffered by the residents of Mentia.  

"Salicylates are members of the same chemical family as aspirin, a medicine used to treat headaches. Although many foods are naturally rich in salicylates, for the past several decades food-processing companies have also been adding salicylates to foods as preservatives. This rise in the commercial use of salicylates has been found to correlate with a steady decline in the average number of headaches reported by participants in our twenty-year study. Recently, food-processing companies have found that salicylates can also be used as flavor additives for foods. With this new use for salicylates, we can expect a continued steady decline in the number of headaches suffered by the average citizen of Mentia."

	Essay

	 The argument asserts that salicylates, the same chemical family as aspirin reduce the number of headaches, and the additional use of salicylates will also make a continued decline in the number of headaches suffered by the average citizen of Mentia.  However, the argument contains several logical flaws.  

Comments:

In Intro, Here, you identify the conclusions of the Argument. (good).  Try to include brief description of the Argument’s line of reasoning and evidences to show the reader that you understand the elements of Argument.
To begin with, the author overlooks the fact that the same chemical family does not always present same effect.  For example, the oils, such as lamp oil, whale oil and gasoline are mainly used for boiler, heavy vehicle and sedan, respectively. Although they contain same chemical family, they present different characteristics and are used for different usage (how is this different? They are used for different objects but their usage is the same. They are all used as fuel for something, aren’t they? I think your example actually undermines your point).  Thus, it is hasty to assume that salicylates  have same effects as aspirin because it belongs to same chemical family as aspirin.  

Secondly, the author does not compare the effect from the already contained salicylates to the effect from additional salicylates.  The author mentioned that many foods are rich in salicylates.  However, it is possible that salicylates naturally contained in food and artificially added salicylates behave differently.   Also, perhaps natural salicylates in food are richer than added salicylates and the effect of additional salicylates is minimal. In such case, the author’s claim to expect a steady decline in number of headaches due to increase in use of salicylates is unjustifiable.  Thus, the author should provide the quantitative analysis about the rate of salicylates already in food and added and whether they have the same effects. 

Comments:

There are two possibilities in this flaw.  One is we do not know if the added salicylates behave same as the natural salicylates (thus, we do not know if added salicylates help in any way to treat the headache). Also, in that respect, we do not know if salicylates as preservatives are same as flavor additives.  Even assuming that it is true for salicylates as preservatives, it may not be for flavor additives.  

The other is even assuming that they do behave the same, we do not know if added salicylates portion is significant enough to make any differences.
Lastly, the author provided only food processing company’s opinion about the effect of salicylates for headaches.  However, it might be a biased opinion.  It is possible that the food-processing company insists the effect of salicylates for headache for the company’s benefit by concealing the harmful effect of salicylates.  Therefore, if the author do not provide the reliable institution’s research result for the effect of salicylates, the only argument from food processing company is incredible.  

Comments:

Here, you should attack the reliability of the study.  The author used the study result to support his conclusion (and here, we do not know if the study was conducted by the food-processing company or someone else.)  Because the study shows the correlation between the salicylates and decline in headache, it does not mean that salicylates is the cause.  It is possible that other ingredients in food are actually treating the headache.  Also, we do not know whether the sample of study is representative and do not know the methodology of the study.  Furthermore, reported headache might not be necessarily the same as actual number of headaches. Therefore, the study result is unreliable.

In sum, the argument is unconvincing as it stands.  To support the argument, the author should provide the exact effect of salicylates on the headaches and quantitative alnaysis of salicylates in food  with detailed information on survey results.

Comments:

If possible (time allows), try to state for what purpose the additional information is needed – to support which line of reasoning in the Argument.


	General Comments

	In Argument essays, you tend to leave out few flaws in the Argument.  On average, each Argument contains 3-5 flaws. For a high score, It is CRITICAL that you identify all the flaws and address each flaw. 

In identify the flaws, be sure to identify the elements of Argument, before you start writing the Essay.  In that way, you are less likely to overlook critical elements or miss any flaws in the argument.

First, identify the final conclusion – what the author is claiming, recommending, predicting – and intermediate conclusion – the final conclusion relies on its intermediate conclusion. 

Then, Identify argument’s evidences – what the Argument is using in support of its conclusion.

Then, determine the unreasonable assumptions, problems with internal logic, vague terms, etc.
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”)

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.
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 



	

	

	


