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	Topic

	#8. It is often necessary, even desirable, for political leaders to withhold information from the public.

	Essay

	    There are some occasions  in which it is justified to withhold information and keep it secret. However, except  for urgent,  situations, politicians should disclose their information. .  This is necessary to avoid abuse by politicians who want to hide information only for their political convenience, which thereby damages the principle of democratic accountability.
Comments:  Your thesis is fine.  You don’t need the first sentence—it simply repeats the issue and doesn’t tell us anything new. Your third sentence ran on a bit long—it was awkward and you included too many ideas. It is often better to break up a long sentence with a lot of ideas into two or more sentences.  

   Admittedly, there are inevitable situations  in which political leaders must shield  information from the public. . A conspicuous example is matters related to national security. Releasing  information having to do with national security could not only provoke social unrest among the public, but also endanger the security of a   nation by allowing the adversary to attack a  country.. . In free societies such as America and Korea, terrorists can exploit open information.
Comments:  You might benefit from a brief, specific example to amplify what you mean by “matters related to national security”.  Be careful about using personal pronouns such as “our” when referring to a country.

   Secondly, excessive exposure of the government's information  can erode the willingness of  political leaders  to be free and open, for the fear that their frank argument can be leaked to the media and arouse criticism from the media and the public. . This could damage the decision making process of politicians. . Often in front of the camera politicians hide their true thoughts and say what they think the electorate wants to hear.   For this reason, restriction on information can free up the discussion of  issues. 
Comments: There is a bit of a contradiction in the last sentence—that withholding information will somehow “free up” discussion of the issues, at least among the politicians themselves. Is this a positive thing? Again if you can think of a brief specific example to support this idea, it would be beneficial.  

   However, even though I concede the aforementioned points, politicians have to release  information to the public for  two  reasons. For one, politicians will withhold information for their own political convenience and even invoke the national security to hide  information. This is typical of numerous dictatorships. They always prevent the public and media from approaching them, arguing that restriction of information is essential to national security and stability. Therefore, even if, in serious  circumstances having to do with the national security, temporarily shielding  the public is allowed, after a specific period, the information must be released. Furthermore, without  access to  information, politicians' accountability can not be held to the electorate. . Only an informed electorate can criticize and judge right or wrong.
Comments: You need to focus more on why it is a good idea to release information instead of saying why politicians do it in the first place—there is a difference.   Also, is there a difference between dictatorships withholding info and democracies?  What are the implications for the public?

   For another reason, it is too risky for a handful of  leaders to determine the  decisions that will affect the whole country. The fact that just a few  leaders share information means that the media, officials of lower ranks and ordinary  people  cannot participate in the decision-making process. Then, the range of opinions and information that can affect  political decision-making are limited, thereby lowering the quality of  the information. Given the importance of political  decisions, enlarging the pool of opinion and knowledge can improve the quality of those decisions. .
Comments: This is a good point—here you give actual reasons why it is important for politicians to share information. The last sentence is confusing and awkward.
   In sum, on some occasions, it is justifiable to shield information from the public:  an urgent situation  such as a national security crisis  requires the need to withhold information. In addition,  excessive exposure can decrease the quality of the decision-making process. However, except for national security,  politicians should not withhold their information for  two reasons: politicians can exploit the right to keep information secret for their political convenience and it is too dangerous to leave political  decisions in the hands of a few politicians.
Comments:  “Politicians can exploit the right to keep information secret for their political convenience” is what they do, but you need to say why this is dangerous.  For example when politicians withhold information it prevents the public from judging their leaders.

	General Comments

	General Comments -  You have a good start here. Be careful about trying to say too much in one sentence. It is always better to break up complex ideas into more than one sentence. Your argument would benefit from more specific examples that would amplify your ideas. You also need to distinguish between what politicians do and why it can be harmful to a free and open society. 

Good luck,

Andrew

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 


	

	

	


