Ballot Second Rough Draft Commentary

Mariana Lacolla:  I think the intro needs some attention.  It’s a very abrupt and choppy introduction to the law.  How can we make it easier to read?    I wonder about explaining the lottery/animal importance before you explain crime-when does the reader need this information? When do they need to start seeing your side?  I like your analysis of crime-I want you to make sure to explain and analyze your quotes.  I wonder if you can do a better job of connecting those two places (Detroit/Vegal) and sources-they are proving the same thing, but you have two paragraphs and make the same point twice.  Try to use two sources to make one point one time.  Lottery:  I think you need to more specifically explain WHY the lottery declines with casinos.  I also wonder if you want to explore what a 20% decline in the lottery would mean for cities and towns?  No curbside recycling?  Less funding for schools?  A tangible example of what less money means could be helpful.  You really jump right into the greyhound racing-reminding of us what the law says about animals would be helpful.  I think you have A LOT of info about the horror of animal racing-this is useful information, but I don’t see it being balanced out with analysis and connection to the casino law.  Do you really need it all?  Can you make the MA law seem more important in your essay than the list of horrors?
In short, I think you need to work very hard to form connections-from paragraph to paragraph and between your topics.  You have great research and a solid backbone-now comes the work of weaving it all together for your reader.

Juan Morales:  Your preventative care paragraph is full of info!  Do you think you can organize it into 2 or even 3 paragraphs?  I also think you need a really easy to understand definition of preventative care right at the beginning.  Finally, I think your point is that preventative care helps employers in the long run . . . can you focus on that throughout?  Can you make it a topic sentence?

This is a much more thorough examination.  I think what you need is to concentrate on organization:  You are exploring the benefits and drawbacks for employers because that is what you were concerned with initially-that needs to be made more clear and it needs to be woven throughout the essay . . . all the discussions about productivity, preventative care, the magic number, etc. need to be connected to the question of how the employer will be affected.  I also think your intro could use some work-a personal narrative here (maybe about your friend?) might be helpful-why are you concerned with the employer?  Most people are concerned with the worker.  Finally, I think you need to work very hard to make your Charlie Baker commentary relevant to your project-as it stands, it just seems like a suggestion.  I would love for you to make an appointment with me to talk about structure.







Hilary Luce:  I notice you have no scholarly sources:  this is not a requirement, but deep, thoughtful sources often make deep, thoughtful essays.  I wonder if you need the whole bulleted list of human rights, or if you can just pick and choose the parts that you might think apply to sick time.  You introduce and conclude a paper that discusses whether or not sick time is a basic human right-but; there is no discussion of this theme after the 3rd paragraph.  I think our evaluation of your essay is right-it is really scattered.  You need to ask how each paragraph contributes to your overall project about human rights.  I also think you need better sources about human rights-you have a lot about the law, but very little to tell me what human rights are.  I think a librarian could help you find a scholarly source.  Then, your job becomes analyzing whether or not this specific law falls under the human rights umbrella.  You can still discuss preventative care-I can imagine that being connected, but I have a hard time imagining how the magic # or Charlie Baker will fit in here.  

Alex Baldeo: 6 sources total needed.  I notice you have no scholarly sources-not a requirement, but I strongly suggest you engage with a few.  More than half of your essay is direct quotation.  I highlighted so you can see the contrast.  You set out to examine whether or not 11 is the appropriate number for small employees-what you gave me is a list of quotations commenting on both sides of the debate.  There is no analysis of the number 11, no comparison to other states, and no conclusion as to what the number should be.  We are back where we started.  I want you to look at the sample essays and notice the analysis that takes place there.  Further, more research about small vs. big businesses is required.

Mohammed Albironi:  There are insufficient additions for me to comment on.  My original commentary stands.

Kevin Boudreau:  I see a lot of sort of random paragraph formatting.  This definitely needs to be addressed in the revision.  I wonder why you are blocking off quotations in their own paragraph without commenting on them.  What I see is a lot of statistics, facts and numbers-but not too much analysis.  I definitely don’t see any analysis of long and short-term benefits or effects, which is the topic of your essay.  I think you need to work on: A) parsgraphing-no more one sentence or one quote paragraphs B) explaining and evaluating quotes-after every quote, please follow the This means/This is important because formula and C) devising a structure that speaks to your topic-I suggest dividing each topic you discuss up into either long or short term effects, eventually leading the reader to the conclusion that both the positives outweigh the negatives both long and short term.








Brian Johnson:  I can see that you’ve done a lot of work and really tried to re-focus your essay on the middle class-it’s a great start.  First of all, you are required to have 6 sources-you have 2 here.  I suggest you make an appt with the librarian.  Secondly, you have some great points about crime and about the ballot question itself and about jobs-but you have to work to specifically connect all these ideas to the middle class-it can be done, but it will take analysis.  For instance, how does decreasing crime affect the middle class?  Next, if you are going to compare the state to CT, you have to actually do so-find out about CT and compare it to MA.  I suggest you find a source to help you define the middle class, explain CT, and maybe one to comment on the connection between crime and the middle class.  Finally, I’d like to see you make an appt with our tutor-I can help set it up.  There’s great potential here, but more specific research and analysis must be done.

Wesly Lima:  This is a much more interesting and focused essay-good start on your newly focused topic.  Here is my main issue:  You say that the government and the citizen/voter are responsible for doing stuff . . . which is it?  I don’t know that you can say both.  You seem very reluctant to say that it is totally up to the citizen-but your conclusion makes a lot of sense-the ballot questions actually aren’t complicated until we try to fit them into our individual lives . . . with all kinds of influences and beliefs.  Maybe the government can’t complicate them because as they stand, they are pretty matter of fact-it is the individual that makes them difficult.  Let’s think about this.  I also want to think about how you can structure your intro-we need more background, about you and the law.  I don’t see you quoting from the law much-doing so and explaining why the law is complicated for YOU might help.  This essay is not too personal-in fact; I want more info about you.  Finally, I think a really good intro would help string some of your logic together.  

Sam Blakey:  I see a lot more helpful sources here-good job with that.  Overall, I think you need to work very hard to explain and analyze ALL your quotations-it’s not okay to list 2 quotes in a row and then leave the reader without a very specific explanation and analysis.  I also wonder about your title-it doesn’t seem to be about human rights.  You say that we should learn from others’ mistakes-what are these mistakes?  What can we learn?  I agree that you have a tricky structure to work with and that once you nail one down, the essay will flow much more easily.  I think you’re missing a thread that ties the essay together.  Initially, it seems you are concerned with low wage workers, but I lose that thread.  Are you interested in pursuing it through to the end?  You also seem to be interested in the ‘trend’ towards sick time-can that is a thread?  









Kayleigh Kozlowski:  I see you’ve done a lot of work so far.  I would like to propose that you sort of reverse the structure of your essay:  First explain what rights the govt. has and big govt and what we’re founded on-THEN explain the ballot question and analyze it in light of your explanation of government.  It is hard to understand the analysis you offer at the beginning because I don’t have the definitions and ideas about government yet.  Further, I think you can do some more direct analysis:  as in, we should vote no because that is more representative of a government that supports natural rights.  Next, I question the comparison to Venezuela-are we actually a republic?  I think this is tenuous at best-it’s not unusable, but I don’t know that it works the way you have included it.  I also question your discussion of Obama Care-it seems added on and an afterthought.  Do you want to include it or not?  Finally, I see no scholarly sources here.  I suggest that you might be able to do some more thorough analysis with a thorough source.  Let’s talk about structure first, and then see where we can extend your analysis from there.

Tausir Khan:  This seems slightly more focused than your original.  However, the research is not there.  You need 6 sources.  We generated a list of questions that must be answered.  You do not quote or refer to the actual law.  So far, there is no stance taken or conclusion/understanding reached.  My notes from our original meeting stand.  Please do more research.

Zola Wolff:  This is a much more focused essay-well done.  I also agree that it flows well.  You know that you need more sources and more depth.  I suggest you make an appointment with a librarian to find those sources.  I also wonder about these questions:  Can people take sick days when they are not actually sick?  Can employers deny sick days to people who are legitimately sick?  Can employees end up with more sick time than they deserve?  I think brainstorming all the ways people could get around this law could help-I bet opponents of the law could offer you some good ideas.

Neha Yadav:  Neha-this is the best example of writing I have from you so far!  Well done.  You integrated your sources and you analyzed!  I am so happy!  I want to point out that you do need one more source.  My question after reading this draft is why do you talk about FMLA?  It does not seem to me to be connected-it is not up for a vote-can you connect it or do you need to get rid of it?  I also suggest that you more thoroughly explain the actual law-there is more to the law that you are not mentioning.  I see that you are saying the act is good for families-is that a good reason to vote for it?  Why should the average voter be concerned with families?  

AJ Morehouse:  So, obviously you know there’s not a lot here for me to comment on.  I think your outline looks great-I think your question is interesting . . . do you need to come to my office and just sit and write?  I would love to discuss your sources if that will be helpful.





Doannie Pimmentel:  This is a really great revision.  I can tell you put a lot of effort into it.  I think your major issue is structure.  I suggest that you explain your initial distrust of politicians FIRST-then explain what you learned about the gas tax law and why you were hesitant to give this over to politicians.  I think that will give the reader enough info to understand where you’re coming from.  I also suggest that you explain and analyze  (E & A) all your quotes.  See me or a tutor to discuss structure.  Well done. 

JJ LaFontaine:  I can tell you’ve put some work into this-there are more sources and it is more focused.  Your reflection about needing analysis is right on.  I have a few suggestions:  You need to read your essay out loud.  There are quite a few structure mistakes that you shouldn’t be making.  I wonder why you dive right into the law-a little context and background would be helpful.  I think engaging with a scholarly article would help you analyze.  You seem to be replacing analysis with funny.  I love the funny-I laugh at it.  But it doesn’t do the job of analyzing-and, frankly, without the analysis to back it up, it doesn’t work.  So, I say keep the funny and add analysis.  I see you discussion other states-why do I care about those states?  I live here.  You offer a lot of quotations with no analysis or explanation.  Finally, you are writing about LITTER-all of your support needs to come back to this and support your opinion that reducing litter is enough of a reason to support the bottle bill.  That is not even mentioned once.  I suggest an appointment with the tutor or myself (ideally both).

Rayan Rajkhan:  This is a huge improvement and some of the best writing I have seen from you yet.  This draft shows great potential.  I think that you have two issues:  paragraph and whole essay structure, and quote analysis.  You have several paragraphs with 2 or even 4 topics-it’s confusing.  I also think that maybe you need to re-organize the order in which you present your information to the reader.  Finally, I agree that you need help analyzing some quotations-and making sure they fit in the paragraph where you place them.  Last-I think you need to get rid of the mental health angle-it is distracting because it is not a focus.  Please make an appointment with me and the tutor (ideally me first to help you with structure).  And, I am going to email you a source-you must define human right and explain why sick time is part of it.  Last-you need to distinguish between paid sick time and sick time-they’re different, and you use them interchangeably.

Kristeen Petit-Frere:  I really appreciate your specific focus and the additional research you have done.  I think that your essay is a little confusing for 3 reasons:  Structure, lack of context or clarifying information and little to no explanation and analysis of quotes.  This means, I think you should re-organize your essay (I can help you with this), I think you should go through and pay very close attention to places where your reader needs MORE information (for example, you must define taxation without representation) and most importantly, every time you use a quotation you must EXPLAIN what it means and ANALYZE it to point out why it is important to your project.  I suggest an appt. with me to go over structure, asking your peer editor to focus on where you need to clarify and talking to a tutor about the A and E of quotes.

Allison Bell:  This draft has a much more functional focus and structure.  I appreciate the work you’ve put into it and it is promising.  The major problem to solve here is source use.  You are required to refer to at least 6 sources-including the ballot question itself.  This means paraphrasing and quoting from.  I would start by including a paragraph that explains the law that we currently have and the law that will be enacted if voted on-use the ballot question itself to explain.  Then, I would look in your sources to see if there are some stats or quotes you can use about crime and addiction.  Please make an appointment with me to go over this.

Amy DeLeon:  I really appreciate the amount of work you put into this.  I do think a little more context in the intro would help-maybe explaining up front that you changed your mind?  Topic Sentences-need to happen and happen carefully-these will help your flow and help your analysis.  See me for help.  Structure works-I like how you’re telling the story of your understanding.  I suggest you attempt to engage with and explain our law more specifically-there is very little of that-maybe it could help you in your paragraph on crime?  You use a lot of ‘we’, ‘they’, etc.  Say who they are.  I agree that you over-depend on Barthe-we could work on adding a source here.  You also need to read for grammar/usage very carefully-that is often the difference between an A and a B.

Duong Le:  You are right-this is much more structured and focused.  I really appreciate the work you put into this draft.  I think the main thing you need to work on is creating helpful Topic Sentences-these are the first sentence of the paragraph that tells you what the paragraph will be about-it is very useful for the reader.  Secondly, you need to make sure that every time you use a quote you analyze and explain it (this means/this is important because).  I think your sources are great-you don not need more, but you do need to use the ballot question itself.  Please make an appointment with me and your tutor to talk about incorporating the ballot question and creating better topic sentences and analyzing your quotes.

Brent Zhang:  Excellent explanation and analysis of quotes.  You really put a lot of work into this and I appreciate it-very promising draft.  I think that firstly, you need to engage with the actual law more-quote it and explain it like you do your other quotes.  Secondly, I wonder if you want to make a more specific suggestion:  come out and say there will not be enough money if we just depend on the gas tax, even if it does increase.  You sort of walk around this idea, but saying it specifically would be very helpful.  Finally, you have some awkward phrases-I think going through this essay with a tutor for wording purposes would be really helpful for you.









Klaida Azizi:  I appreciate the huge amount of work you put into this draft.  It is re-focused and specific.  First off, I think we need to work with your intro-it is a long paragraph with tons of topics.  Maybe discussing your personal journey with the law, as you do when you discuss class, could be helpful first-then, go through that first paragraph and decide what info is absolutely necessary to the reader.  I think you need one analysis/explanation sentence after parts one and two of the law-also, be careful, I think you need some quotation marks there.  I also think that declaring your focus as illegal and legal jobs could be useful in the intro.  I see that you explain doubling up in 3 paragraphs-each heavily focused on one source.  Do you think we could fight to make those paragraphs more topic based-not source based?  I bet a tutor could help you do this-or I could.  I want you to also concentrate on telling me why I (a current Boston resident) should care about crimes that take so far away or so long ago-make it relevant to me.

Paula Madrigal Perez:  It looks like you have a very clear-cut plan for your essay-I like your approach to framing an essay!  I do wonder about your addition of the oppositions view-I can see why you think it’s necessary, but you don’t do a lot of work to de-bunk their arguments.  If you present their arguments, you’re going to have to either disprove them with a counter or prove them as not as important as yours. You have a TON of citations-but no direct quotes.  Some of them look like they likely are-be very careful.  Make sure you use quotations marks for your direct quotes. Well researched.

Eurizanda Neves:  I appreciate the huge amount of work you have done on this draft.  I see you concerned with 2 things:  hotspot crime and the fact that the crime is more important to the outcome or effects than the jobs.  I think you need to work on making strong topic sentences and maybe work on a thesis to explain these two ideas you have.  I love that you found a law about supporting addicts-can you explain what it is specifically?  Please use parenthetical citations ( ) I can show you how.  I suggest you make an appointment with your tutor and myself to work on structure and topic sentences.

Caris Martinez:  This is a much more focused and better-researched draft.  I question your intent, or purpose behind writing the essay though-I can’t tell if you’re blaming the government, the media, or the voter-and what you’re blaming them for.  I think you need to figure out what point you are making-is it that the questions are unclear, that the media is persuading the voter, or that the voter isn’t doing enough work.  Next, you are required to evaluate and analyze all your quotes (this means, this is important because).  I think a discussion about your intent would be helpful.  Finally, I wonder why you include Ballot question 3-is it helpful, or distracting?

Kevin Louis-Jean:  You have basically added 2 paragraphs to your first draft.  You need 6 sources and you must quote from/analyze/depend on the law itself.  Kevin-you clearly know what you need to do to get this essay done.  I am really interested in having a conversation with you about why your work is so . . . minimal.  It’s not bad-in fact; it’s really good-but it is never totally complete.  Can you make an appointment with me please?

Christine Chun:  I appreciate the finer focus you have achieved in this draft.  I also like how you have worked to explain and analyze your quotations.  I think that still more analysis and definition is needed.  Fro instance, I think that your analysis of Oregon vs. MA could be much more in depth and become more of an argument-as opposed to the report that it currently is.  I also think that your analysis of the opposition is not really helpful-you don’t explain WHY you think the ideas they have are untrue/bad or work to make your ideas about CSR seem more important.  I think you need to focus on the analytical argument you are making-as opposed to reporting with a dash of analysis-in your next draft.  Don’t be afraid to make big claims.

Robin Valentine:  I appreciate your narrowed focus and clear analysis.  I have 2 suggestions:  explain the law more clearly-it’s complicated.  You need to really take the reader through it step by step-explain what indexing is, what CPI is (in your own words) and explain what inflation is (among other things).  Secondly, I think your discussion of what the gas tax pays for needs to be mentioned up front/in the intro-this is the key to explaining that it might not benefit all who pay for it . . . which leads me to the big thing-can you prove that low income workers/families do not reap the benefits of the improved roads/bridges?  I think you can-there are a lot of questions you could answer such as how many low income workers drive to work on state roads, how many low income workers commute to other cities, etc.  From there, you can make an argument that it will hurt them 2 ways (in the wallet and by not providing any benefits directly on their roads).

Jimmy Powell:  Wow!  Huge changes and excellent revision.  So much more focused and honed.  I do have a question about your Swedish example-they are a welfare state-not a democracy-can you explain this?  I think it has to be mentioned.  I also think you have to mention that we will never be that-but comment on what a welfare driven democracy might look like?  Or, at least point to the possibility of a compromise.  You sort of hint at it, but you hesitate to make a claim around it.  I enjoyed reading this.

Dominic Correia:  I really love your idea that there is a human, personal side to voting, that it is not as easy as deciding on facts.  I think you lose this thread in about the second page, and it should be carried through the entire paper.  Secondly, I think your paragraphs are a little long and jumbled starting around the 2nd/3rd page.  Please stick to one topic/paragraph and work hard to create topic sentences that speak to the point of the whole paragraph.  Next, work on explaining and analyzing (E & A) all quotations.  Obviously, you will be able to finish this essay and offer a conclusion or understanding after you vote.  I’m looking forward to reading about your decision.

Ansje Satchell:  I really appreciate the work you did on this draft.  It is focused and researched.  I want you to look at Article 25 of the universal human rights doc-it will help you.  Next, I wonder why you even touch on the number 11/small business issue.  Does it play into your argument?  I think that what you need to do is focus on further analysis proving that A) all people deserve this (human right angle) and B) people who have it don’t necessarily need it (low-income angle).  I suspect your sources offer a lot more than you have touched on.  I encourage you to work with a tutor to find things that can help you support your argument.

Gina Santosucci:  This is a really great essay-you encompasses so much info in a way that makes sense.  My one suggestion is that you take the time up front to explain to your reader that you know you are going to discuss a span of information, from Boston to Brazil! But that it all really influences your understanding and you see it as necessary to the discussion.  I think this helps the reader prepare to digest a lot of info.  I did like the info on psychology . . . I would love to see more of it. 
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