Elements D17 Group Written Assignment #2:  

Preliminary Comments on 2017 Student Submissions (11/10/17)
Prof’s Note: I did a quick scan of your submissions to check for penalties and other relatively visible concerns, producing thr following general feedback.  Over the next ten days, I will try to do a slightly more thorough read of each Sub-Assignment and report on common strengths and weaknesses. Watch the Course Page for Notice of Updates
I. Initial Concerns: Formatting & Other General Instructions

A.  Formatting Penalties: Of the 31 submissions, 14 incurred at least one formatting penalty.  Here are the specific penalties in order of frequency: 
· Inclusion of a separate introduction (6)

· Heading not in form requested (6)

· No page numbers (4) 

· Wrong citation form (at least once) (3)
· Arguments not all numbered consecutively (2)
· The following penalties occurred in one submission each:
· Coordinator not indicated 

· Inclusion of headings/titles encompassing multiple numbered arguments 
· Inclusion of separate conclusion 

· Sub-Assignment not Indicated 
· Wrong Font Style & Size 

B.  Other General Concerns

   1. Argument Headings: In the instructions, I asked you to number your list of arguments. Although I did not request that you provide a title or heading for each numbered argument (as I did for the first four arguments in Sub-Assignment 3B), most submissions did so.  I did not penalize for this because I didn’t explicitly tell you not to do this, but you might have asked if the headings were appropriate.

   2. Length of Submission:  In the instructions, I said I would expect you would need 4-6 double-spaced pages to satisfactorily complete the assignment. Eight submissions included less than four pages of arguments
 (for this purpose, I did not count extra space between arguments or paragraphs nor separate introductions or conclusions).  I will not penalize directly for short ubmissions because I didn’t create a mandatory minimum length. However, as I gtold you in Info Memo #1 about GWAs: “Occasionally, a submission falls sufficiently below what I consider minimally acceptable that I award a score of -1.”  If your work is quite weak, I am a little bit  more likely to decide it is not minimally acceptable if you failed to reach the suggested minimum length.
    3. Additional Preliminary Concerns (I’ll know better after more careful review and will edit these sections as needed.)
a. One Subject per Argument; One Argument per Subject: I saw lots of quicks indications that many teams had not handled this part of the assignment carefully, including: 
· Argument Headings that include two or more easily separable factors like “Abandonment & Natural Liberty”

· Arguments addressing all relevant points from one of the cases (for this purpose, Shaw or Albers is not a single subect), as shown by either

· Headings consisting of a single case name;  OR

· Multi-paragraph arguments with multiple citations, all to the same case

· Submissions where the length and quantity of the numbered arguments seemed inconsistent with this instruction (E.g, 

· Three arguments each more than 1.5 pages long; OR 

· More than a dozen arguments of one short paragraph each)
b. Completeness of Individual Arguments.  Under each of the legal questions, some important topics are very fact-sensitive and highly contestable, requiring more extended presentation than others for you to address them thoroughly.  If none of your arguments is more than 10 or twelve lines long, I am very skeptical that you adequately addressed, e.g., whether Trapper mortally wounded the wolverine or whether a court should view Trapper’s overall activities as useful labor.
II. Writing and Argument Construction Generally (forthcoming)

III. First Possession Arguments (forthcoming)

A. What I’d Expect to See from Both Parties

B. Trapper’s Arguments: Strengths and Weaknesses

C. Shooter’s Arguments: Strengths and Weaknesses
IIV. Escape Arguments (forthcoming)

A. What I’d Expect to See from Both Parties

B. Trapper’s Arguments: Strengths and Weaknesses

C. Shooter’s Arguments: Strengths and Weaknesses
�  Note that, for your exam answers, I recommend that you use headings & subheadings to replace topic sentences and transitions, but that context is different than a GWA in two important ways:


You need to find ways to get ideas on paper quickly on an exam, because your time is so limited (much less true for a GWA).


I want you to think about your exam answers as drafts; GWA submissions should be final products in the sense of being proofread and edited.


�  Interestingly, half of these were in Sub-Assignment 2C, which I indicated was the easiest position to defend.  I suppose one relatively benign interpretation is that the students, knowing they had a relatively strong position, decided they needed fewer arguments to defend it.
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