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	Topic

	Argument # 96.

The following appeared in a magazine focusing on health and fitness.

"A recent study of several nutritional supplements showed that subjects who took a daily pill containing luceen had significantly better vision of distant objects than subjects in the study who took other nutritional supplements. Luceen appears naturally in a tasty fruit that grows on the island of Bonopia, and very few inhabitants of that island wear eyeglasses or other corrective lenses. Such evidence suggests that people who develop vision problems should take regular luceen supplements."

	Essay

	The argument concludes that people who develop vision problems should take regular luceen supplements. However, it is not logically convincing because it is based on questionable assumptions.

   First, the author asserts that in the recent study luceen significantly improved the vision of the subjects. There are, however, alternate explanations. For example, the other ingredients in the luceen pill may have affected their vision. If the luceen is not the cause of the improvement, then there is no reason to expect that all people who develop vision problems could see similar results merely by taking luceen daily.

Comments:

· Your first sentence is ambiguous: does “people who have vision problems” refer to the only the test subjects or to everyone? It’s better to just focus on the test subjects first. 

· The last sentence is also going into another part of the argument, so it should not be in this paragraph.

· It is incorrect to say “improve problems”; we “solve problems” or “improve vision”.
· “so, the other nutritional supplements…” is obvious enough that you can omit this sentence.
   Second, that the author asserts that the tasty fruits containing luceen that grow on the island of Bonopia cause few inhabitants to wear eyeglasses or other corrective lenses. However, even if the fruit grows naturally in many places and they can get it easily, the inhabitants may not necessarily eat the fruit. For example, there may be more delicious fruits. And even if they do eat the fruit often, it is not necessarily the cause for fewer visual problems on the island. For example, the environment there may be different from other regions: more sunlight or less air pollution. Or if most habitants are farmers, for instance, they may spend most of their time on farmland, where they would be less exposed to the electromagnetic waves of TV and computers. So we cannot be certain that the island inhabitants owe their better vision to this one fruit. And even if they do, there may be interactions or side effects caused by eating this fruit outside the island environment.

Comments:

· In this paragraph your examples were mixed with your arguments in a confusing way. Consider following the model that I demonstrated. First make your argument “… does not necessarily cause…” and then “For example,…”.
· Your example of “the environment” was too vague; I added some detail.

· Be careful of making new claims without support, such as “(TV and computers) which barely affect the eyes”. It’s enough to just mention TV and computers as possible factors, without making any strong claims about them.
· It’s usually useful to consider the side effects (unforeseen disadvantages) of the proposed action.
   Third, this argument is based on a recent study of several nutritional supplements and assumes that the people in the study represent the  general public. This could be a flawed generalization, however, because it ignores the diversity of eye problems. There may be other causes of vision problems besides nutritional deficiency. For example, people suffering from eye tumors or congenital cataracts might not meet results like those of the study. In these cases there is no reason to expect that the Luceen could fix the vision problems.

Comments:

· You should clarify that we are given no details about the research participants or the test methods. For example we don’t know the number of subjects or where they are from.
   In conclusion, the argument that people who develop vision problems should take regular Luceen supplements has many logical flaws. To strengthen it, the author should provide specific information about which conditions Luceen could help. Moreover, to support the efficacy of Luceen, the author must provide more detailed information about the lifestyles and eating habits in the island of Bonopia.

Comments:

· Notice that “inhabitants” in the final sentence is redundant.


	General Comments

	Good points, but awkwardly organized. Please review my comments.

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. 

analysis: 

· clearly identifies important features of the argument and analyzes  them in a generally perceptive way 

development:

· is limited in the logical development and organization of ideas 

support: 

· sensibly supports the main points of the critique 

writing style:

· demonstrates sufficient control of language to express ideas with  reasonable clarity 

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

	

	

	























