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	Topic

	The following appeared in a letter sent by a committee of homeowners from the Deerhaven Acres to all homeowners in Deerhaven Acres.

"Seven years ago, homeowners in nearby Brookville community adopted a set of restrictions on how the community's yards should be landscaped and what colors the exteriors of homes should be painted. Since then, average property values have tripled in Brookville. In order to raise property values in Deerhaven Acres, we should adopt our own set of restrictions on landscaping and housepainting."

	Essay

	The author concludes that the homeowners living in Deerhaven Acres should adopt their own restrictions on their houses’ exterior appearance to increase the property value, reflecting on the case of Brookvile community. This argument, however, is somewhat problematic for the following reasons. 

To begin with, there is a faulty assumption that the restrictions on landscaping and housepainting in Brookvile was the only factor that contributed to the increase in property value the last seven years. However, it is entirely possible that other factors helped to triple the property values. For example, if the government chose nearby Brookville as the new state capital seven years ago, and this place is far away from the original capital, property values would probably have grown since the demand for local housing would have dramatically increased. Thus, the author should find out whether the restrictions, and not some other factor, were the real cause of the property value increase in Brookvile. 

Comments:

(Your example of the government changing capitals is not the best.  State governments in the US almost never change their state capital city.  Instead, you could have used the example of a large employer, such as Microsoft, moving into Brookville. 

Secondly, the author has a false expectation with regard to time. Namely, there is no valid evidence that the past way successfully applies to the present. Nowadays, people usually have their own individualized tastes and prefer to live in uniquely decorated homes. Standardized styles or restrictions may reduce the demand for houses in Brookville, and as a result negatively impact property values. 

Comments:

(This paragraph does not make a strong point.  Is 7 years long enough for people to change from being conformists to individualists with respect to home exterior appearance? 

Finally, the author makes a conclusion with insufficient data. In other words, the author investigates only the Brookville community and makes a conclusion based on this one data. It could be problematic to adopt the restrictions with only one successful case. The committee needs to research other cases where a community adopted restrictions and determine whether property values indeed increased as a result.  

In conclusion, the argument has some fallacies for the reasons I mentioned above. To strengthen the conclusion, the author should investigate the direct and clear reasons for Brookville’s property increase and consider today’s trends that affect property values. Additionally, the author should draw a conclusion based on more cases ofproperty value increase.



	General Comments

	One flaw in the argument you should have addressed is whether the Brookville homeowners actually implemented the restrictions after adopting them.  In other words, were the restrictions passed but ignored?  We need more information about whether Brookville homes actually had uniform exterior housepainting and landscaping.  

Another flaw you forgot to discuss is that the Brookville committee fails to consider differences between Brookville and Deerhaven.  In other words, even assuming the restrictions increased the property values in Brookville, there is not way to predict whether the same restrictions would have the same results in Deerhaven.  Perhaps Deerhaven residents are the type of people who place a high value on individualized property styles, not a uniform look.

Comments go here.

A 6 paper presents a cogent, well-articulated critique of the argument and conveys meaning skillfully. 

A 5 paper presents a generally thoughtful, well-developed critique of the argument and conveys meaning clearly. 

A 4 paper presents a competent critique of the argument and conveys meaning adequately. 

A 3 paper demonstrates some competence in its critique of the argument 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. 

analysis: 

· does not identify or analyze most of the important features of the argument,  although some analysis of the argument is present 

development:

· is limited in the logical development and organization of ideas 

support: 

· supports the main points of the critique 

writing style:

· lacks clarity in expressing ideas 

written English:

· generally demonstrates control of the conventions of standard written English but may have some errors 

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


	

	

	


