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	Topic

	Issue#69 
Government should place few, if any, restrictions on scientific research and development.

	Essay

	In this scientific era, some people argue that government should not restrict scientific R&D [this is a widely known abbreviation.  You can use it as is if you wish] This stance is understandable given that our society is heavily focused on one dominated by technology. [it is good that you are acknowledging opposing point, but it would also help to cite sub examples very briefly. That is, why you believe that the opposing camp makes sense to a certain degree] However, there are many scientific researches that can threaten our world, which should be restricted; moreover regulating particular research that may have harmful effect on our society is an important role of the government. [you are not talking about other roles]
Comments:

Your thesis is difficult to understand; it must be clear.  Try writing shorter sentences if you find yourself unable to express your thoughts clearly.
Briefly state the reasons.  I suggest two reasons. This way, it is relatively easier to build a strong structure around each of the reasons.

Use of too extreme words such as “any” etc. === tone down! Besides this is not what the speaker is saying. He or she is saying, few, if any, which is different from any.

Admittedly, if there is no restriction, there is much more that researchers could achieve as shown in the case of the Copernican theory, which was severely repressed for it supposedly went against the Christianity.
Comments:

Good flow.  

The Copernican theory example is not good… use an example in which scientific achievement was achieved in may be less developed country or “dark ages” where testing on human beings were conducted freely and so forth.  This fits better with your point.  

However, it is also true that unrestricted scientific development cause harm to the humankind. A representative example is the Manhattan Project, which started out the nuclear war race in some ways. Yet another example is even closer to home to us – environmental problems result from the side effects of so called technological advancement such as the destruction of ozone layer, global warming and El nino among many. Consequently, it is evident that some part of scientific researches must be restricted in order to preserve our world. 
Comments:

Good flow and good arguments.


And the government has the duty to direct scientific research in the right direction. [With the development of the recombinant DNA technology, many remarkable things can be possible. These things include incredible diagnostic skill through one drop of blood, which could be seen early by the movie, and the treatment of disease which was considered incurable. However, if recombinant DNA technology is not properly restricted, it could bring very dangerous result. As we have seen in so many movies, reckless misuse of DNA technology can come into mutant species which might have a bad influence on humans.===this should go up in the harmful effect of unrestricted technology advancement. Not here.  Also, here you should put down what I suggested below] 

Comments:

Avoid using words such as “thing” for this type of official writing.  Instead, use “concept”, “idea” etc wherever applicable.

Not “humans”, but “human beings”
The part that shows how effective this technology is need to cut. Too long. That is not the focus of this paragraph.

HERE YOU COULD WRITE DOWN HOW GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION HELPED IN THE PAST AND HOW GOVERNMENT CAN INTERVENE, FOR INSTANCE.  THIS IS A WAY OF STRENGTHENING YOUR ARGUMENT.


On the whole, science and technology are double edged. [good expression] If we utilize it wisely, we can advance our society; whereas if we abuse it without moderation, we may bring ruin ourselves.  
Comments:

Good good! One way to strengthen your writing is by stating your thesis.



	General Comments

	This is a good writing with few comments for improving it.  

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:

· could improve on choosing better examples 

Organization:

· is well focused and organized 

Expression:

· clear, but could make it more concise 

Written English:

· contains occasional major errors or frequent minor errors in grammar,  usage, or mechanics 

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 



	

	

	


