How do you want me to write again?

Paper One- Nature of Science Personal Reflection

1. Even though this is an opinion or personal reflection, paper, after you state “My personal philosophical view of science is “ or “I believe in the xx approach”, never use the first person singular pronoun I, me or my again.  Once you state that it is your opinion, proceed with the remainder of the paper as if it were a statement that you were trying to support.
2. Do not treat opinion papers as opinion papers…HUH?  By this I mean, state your thesis and then go on to support the claim with examples.  This takes it out of the realm of opinion and into the realm of “reasoned, rational point of view”.
3. It is best to state an encompassing claim and they give one or two specific supporting examples.  IF you say that you are theoretical, and go on to say theory might be all we get because we cannot always collect data, you are just repeating what you read without thought.  Go on to give specific examples that are scientific (one student stated that we cannot study distant stars directly because they are too far away, so we must rely on theory to guide our thinking) OR personal (one student gave examples of music theory and music practice and related those to theory and data in science).
4. All of these papers should show directly how they relate to the readings and theory that we discuss in class.  You have to demonstrate understanding of the topic from class (get the balanced or empirical view correct) then apply this to your thinking.
5. To demonstrate knowledge of the topic, paraphrase the tenets, do not quote them!  This is considered lazy in college writing.  Be explicit in demonstrating that you are using the terms and language from class in your papers.
6. Every piece of writing, including opinion pieces must have a thesis statement in the introductory paragraph.  This is especially important to have an overall thesis and good solid introductory sentences for each paragraph or section.
7. Follow the old adage “Tell them what you are going to tell…Then tell them…Then tell them what you told them.”  This will be especially important for longer pieces to keep the reader on track.
8. Avoid the filler phrases “In my opinion”, “However, since”,  “At the end of the day”, “In the first paper it said” or “The esteemed author xx sates “ (just reference the idea with a (1), 
9. There is a place for “filler” it is called metacognitive writing where you really expand on a specific idea and give details.  We’ll get to that soon.


Paper Three: Assisted-Suicide
1. When making a passionate argument, be sure to check your organization and reasoning.  It is easy to get “caught up” in your thoughts and ramble or not follow a logical progression of events.  For passion pieces, go back after you write the paper and then make an outline: this ensures grouping of like items.



Paper Two – Risk-Benefit Analysis of Nuclear Power

1. When being asked to respond to specific readings, you should reference the reading in your paper when you respond to specific ideas or details.   Do this by using the superscript format below and at the end of the paper list the reference in the order of appearance in the text.

Large reserves of uranium are found in Nairobi 2

2. Be sure to include the specific terms and language used in our class discussions to demonstrate that you can apply what we do to something new and novel.  This example from one of the students is a perfect example of what I want to see

“However, these risks might be overstated…unclear power is a new risk (it has only been around for 80 years), nuclear disaster is a rare risk (with hundreds of plants there have only been a few disasters, however we exaggerate rare risk)”  


3. When discussing risk-benefit we spent a lot of time discussing the risk for different groups and how it is perceived differently, yet only two students made a distinction or even mentioned that they were discussing the perspective of society at large or the nuclear industry itself.  Be sure to indicate your framework up-front.
4. Several students made a comparison between nuclear energy and fossil fuels to strengthen their argument that nuclear power is safe and beneficial.  This is always a great idea; comparisons are powerful ways of getting your point across.  Tell me why your way is better than mine.  Point out the flaws in the opposing argument.
5. Average papers provide good support for your claim but do not address the opposition.  Good papers have arguments in support of the claim and arguments against the opposing views.   The best papers support the claim they are making, give reasons why the opposition is wrong and then acknowledge the areas that might be less developed or still need to gather more information.  How might this look for nuclear power?

“Nuclear power is beneficial for reasons a-d.  Opponents say nuclear power is risky because of xx, but this is not the case if you consider this option xx.   However, one must admit that even though nuclear power produces minimal pollution and minimal waste when compared to fossil fuel burning, the long-term storage of radioactive nuclear waste has not been sufficiently addressed and more research is needed in this area.  Remember though, that on-going research to make energy generation more efficient, safe and cost-effective is an ongoing practice in all areas of energy production. ” 
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