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Term Paper Reflection

DAMAGES+ BREAKDOWN
Detail:
Category description: Quantity and clarity; incorporation of specifics, including
quotations/Quality and efficacy; effective development of ideas and meaning
Score earned: 6
Breakdown in grid of score: Serviceable level of specificity; consistent, appropriate, and
accurate details that develop meaning
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 6 adequately select detail that supports
and develops meaning. The level of specifity is serviceable,
and enough detail is employed to respond completely to the prompt. Details are consistent and
accurate.
Strengths in Paper: There is a great variety in the details included, the details are accurate, and
there is a fairly consistent amount of detail incorporated into the paper until the end (during
which it begins to taper off). Most of the details are at least somewhat relevant statistics, meant
to elaborate either on the popularity of the game (As seen on page two, paragraph 2) or to delve
further into aspects of the game that might cause popularity.
Weaknesses in Paper: One thing that differs in the DAMAGES breakdown from a score of six
(which is what 1 earned) and a score of 8 (which would have been my goal), is that, in the box
meant for the score of 8, it states that details should be germane and inventive. Though my
details are accurate and frequently specific, many of them were superfluous and added little to
the meaning of the paper. They could have been replaced with details that were either
immediately relevant to my argument (why Pokemon is popular) or analysis that was more
inventive (since detail should be used for the sake of moving an argument forward in terms of
meaning, not just inserting random facts). No quotes or direct citation of facts in paper. At times
the details seem more like cataloguing.
How it can be improved: Each piece of detail should be more carefully selected for its efficacy
in proving the prompt. If a detail isn't necessary then it should be taken out. Also, repetitiveness
in terms of facts should be avoided and each statistic should be accurately cited.

Arrangement:
Category description: Holistic shape of response; separation of ideas; inter^j
movement/Intra^j logic and transitioning; syntactical variety and effectiveness
Score earned: 5
Breakdown in grid of score: ^jing may be repetitive or predictable; may contain lapses in clarity
or control; meaning may be subordinate to structure
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 5 arrange their ideas. This
arrangement may, however, be repetitive or predictable, with lapses in
clarity and control. Meaning may be subordinate to structure.



Strengths in Paper: Ideas are organized, and flow relatively well from one point into the next.
Subheadings create an obvious division of ideas. The arrangement is, for the most part, clear and
logical.
Weaknesses in Paper: Occasionally the organization of the paper becomes convoluted, and
ideas become repetitive or unclear in progression as a result. Meaning suffers because the
information is too segmented and arranged in a way that does not make the argument central.
Instead of arranging detail and facts so that they flow and support the thesis, they are arranged so
that each reason for Pokemon's popularity has its own heading , and this is not as effective as
another form of organization could be. Organization becomes predictable and mundane after the
first few pages. Holistically speaking, the fragmentation and separation of ideas in the way that
my paper does it reduces the argument's cohesiveness- it doesn't appear to be one large argument
as much as it does to be a list of Pokemon's positive attributes.
How it can be improved: If the paper was rewritten, it would be more effective to arrange the
flow of ideas and details around the argument as a whole. Instead of looking for each reason that
Pokemon is popular and then giving the reasons their own subheading, it would make sense to
outline the argument in a form of flow chart and use that to dictate the movement of the paper. In
other words, the meaning and argument should come before the arrangement, with the
arrangement being used to improve upon the clarity of the prompt. Also, the arrangement should
not be as fragmented or complex as it is. Perhaps it would have made more sense to focus on
why Pokemon became popular and why that popularity was maintained before going into why
Pokemon will continue to be popular. Also, it would have been more straightforward if I
lessened the number of reasons for Pokemon's popularity or combined them, making them work
together to support my argument rather than isolating them.

Meaning:
Category description: Central meaning and insight; effectiveness in answering prompt/Specific
analysis, development, and insight in each ^
Score earned: 5
Breakdown in grid of score: Analysis may be cursory or uneven; may lack maturity or
inventiveness; ideas may be limited in scope or perceptiveness
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 5 respond to the prompt. The
analysis may be cursory, however, or the development of meaning
may be inconsistent or uneven. These responses often lack inventiveness or maturity
Strengths in Paper: Obvious attempts to give analysis and development to certain details (pg 3
shows how each aspect of merchandise builds on another and appeals to certain audiences, pg 7
elaborates on the fact that the games allow for the players to insert themselves into the characters'
journeys and therefore feel more important, as well as connects the game's competitiveness to
human nature, ect...).
Weaknesses in Paper: Meaning is compromised by the fact that the argument as a whole isn't
cohesive and many of the details are either superfluous or not analyzed. While I did try to
analyze certain aspects of my argument, I focused too much on the inclusion of detail and did not
connect them thoroughly to the prompt. Most of the analysis is too cursory, and is very
inconsistent (typically separated from other analysis by pages of details that could have easily
been cut down or eliminated, and is made even more isolated by the ineffective elements of my
organization). The argument does not demonstrate maturity or nuance.
How it can be improved: If the arrangement of the paper was improved, and the most



unnecessary details were eliminated, meaning would already begin to become more effective.
Also, analysis needs to be consistent throughout an essay, not just isolated in certain areas.
Instead of sacrificing depth for breadth, there should be a definite shift in emphasis from amount
of detail included to how well each detail is incorporated into the overall argument. Ideas aren't
as insightful, thoroughly explored, or supported as they should be.

Approach:
Category description: Artfulness and effectiveness of opening \, thesis/crux of response
Score earned: 5
Breakdown in grid of score: Thesis or perspective may be cursory or narrow; opening often
attempts to move beyond perfunctory with limited success
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 5 offer an approach to the prompt.
The thesis or perspective may be cursory, however, or
somewhat narrow. The opening often attempts to move beyond perfunctory with limited
success.
Strengths in Paper: Attempts to be creative by opening with an anecdote, as well as to "move
beyond the perfunctory" by giving a variety of reasons for Pokemon's popularity.
Weaknesses in Paper: Opening anecdote works in that it shows Pokemon's popularity, but it is
too drawn out and doesn't add as much as it should in terms of supporting the argument (too
much superfluous detail, but sets the stage and gives some insight into me as a person). The
thesis isn't as clear or as defined as it should be (the argument, if summed up into one sentence
should read something like: "Pokemon is popular because of its variety in merchandise,
competitive nature, strong fanbase, personalization, and evolution of graphics"- but even that is
not as inventive or as insightful as it should be to demonstrate a solid understanding or control
over my argument). Opening is not artful or truly effective as a result, nor does it set up the
entirety of my paper.
How it can be improved: As for the first kind of approach, the best way to improve upon my
paper would be to alter the first several paragraphs. It is too long, and could be changed from an
anecdote to another framing of Pokemon's popularity that is much more concise, inventive and
clear. The opening paragraphs are excessive and do not get to the main point of the essay quickly
enough, setting up the potential to cause confusion ( for example, someone reading the first few
sentences of my introduction might believe that the paper is on my childhood experiences in
Florida, not Pokemon's unusual popularity). While the anecdote was included in an attempt to
mirror the personal tone that starts off many of last year's exemplar essays and to set up a sort of
identification of myself as a Pokemon player of 12 years, it seems like it is too much to start off
my essay. If the first few paragraphs were cut down in size to only what was essential to my
claim, and if the details were more germane to my argument, then maybe it would have been
more effective. The main focus should be on making it artful/stylistic, as well as keeping the
thesis clear and insightful/nuanced (second kind of approach).

i
Grammar:
Category description: Type, frequency, and severity of grammatical errors
Score earned: 7
Breakdown in grid of score: 6 with fewer errors (6: Few errors in grammar, mechanics, and usage
overall; none with simple language or structure)
Component category score: 7 Responses earning a score of 7 fit the description of 6 responses



but contain fewer errors or make errors only with
complicated language and syntax. (Responses earning a score of 6 adequately follow the rules of
grammar, mechanics, and usage. They make no errors with simple
language, and there are few errors overall.)
How it can be improved: The format for this section of my refection is a little different for a
few reasons. First, it would be difficult to list all of my grammar mistakes here, as I tend to have
a great deal of difficulty identifying them in the first place. This is a place where I, as a writer,
could use improvement overall. I need to review my grammar rules, particularly when it comes
to complicated sentence structure. The rubric says that with a score of seven, few (if any)
mistakes exist with simple sentences or language. However, I know that I tend to use sentences
that are overly convoluted, use too many verb modifiers (though this is arguably part of my
personal style), have many run on sentences, and occasionally misuse punctuation. Many of this
could be caught and changed if I reviewed my grammar rules and went over my essay two or
three times before submitting it. It would also make sense to have someone else read over my
essay to see if they catch any errors I might have missed, or to give me feedback on the sentence
structures overall.

Ending;
Category description: Artfulness and effectiveness of ending ^j
Score earned: 5
Breakdown in grid of score: Attempts to move beyond perfunctory with limited success; may
be awkward or stilted; may be unevenly purposive
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 5 conclude the response. Their
attempts to move beyond perfunctory are limited, however, and the ending may be awkward
or stilted. The arrangement and meaning may be unevenly connected to the rest of the response.
Strengths in Paper: Last sentence attempts to connect the idea that Pokemon is wildly popular
to the idea that it will continue to be popular in the future, which suggests continuity in the
franchise and tries to draw the paper out to look into the future condition of the company.
Weaknesses in Paper: The final paragraph is mostly a summary of the fact that Pokemon is
popular, making it repetitive. It sounds awkward in tone and is not stylistic or artful. Though it
tries to be insightful and move beyond a simple restatement of the idea that Pokemon has been
unusually popular, it has little success in doing so and the last sentence sounds strained. It sounds
stilted and clipped.
How it can be improved: To be completely honest, it would probably be a good idea just to
completely overhaul the final paragraph. It seems overly removed from the rest of the paper, and
is little more than an "arbitrary" restatement of some basic points. If the arrangement of the
overall paper (its organization) was changed so that there was a more cohesive flow of ideas,
then maybe the conclusion would seem less stilted. The idea that Pokemon will continue to be
popular in the future should be maintained, but also should be rephrased so it doesn't sound
awkward. Also, the format for the conclusion needs to be less formulaic, with more of a focus on
being stylistic and giving further insight into the topic rather than simply summing up the paper
for the sake of having an ending.

Style:
Category description: Effectiveness and appropriateness of voice, style, and general rhetoric
Score earned: 5



Breakdown in grid of score: Emerging control of rhetorical and stylistic components; may be
inconsistent or unevenly tied to audience or purpose
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 5 employ rhetorical and stylistic
techniques and strategies. Their control of these elements may be
inconsistent, however, or the connection to purpose and audience may be limited.
Strengths in Paper: Tries to incorporate unique voice into writing through use of humor and
parenthetical asides, as well as through the introduction, though this is inconsistent in the fact
that it is more present in the beginning of the paper than in the end. Tries to use Ethos by
appealing to personal authority (sets self up as a 12 year player), though effect is somewhat
limited. No real appeal to pathos, but attempts to use logos through inclusion of statistics and
facts.
Weaknesses in Paper: Argument as a whole falters in places, moving instead in to an
explanation or catalogue of details/observations rather than supporting overall point. Rhetoric
and style tends to become weaker as the essay progresses.
How it can be improved: The piece should have been reread before submission and analyzed
for tone, diction, and syntax. There was more of a personal focus on voice and style as I was
writing towards the beginning, but this began to waver as my focus shifted more towards details.
I tried to be complex with sentence structure and language, but often it wasn't really connected to
the purpose. Also, rereading last year's exemplars for stylistic elements and rhetoric might have
been useful in identifying what was effective, and what could've been applied to my own paper
to improve it. If I had identified certain stylistic aspects of those papers before hand I could have
attempted to use them to my advantage, emulating them in regards to my own personal style to
come up with something unique and more artful.

Category description: Impact of typos, formatting errors, lateness, etc.
Score earned: 5
Breakdown in grid of score: May contain distracting errors in formatting or submission
requirements; may demonstrate a lack of editing or attention
Component category score: Responses earning a score of 5 follow the formatting and
submission expectations of the prompt. These responses may, however,
contain distracting errors or demonstrate a lack of editing.
Strengths in Paper: Follows some of the submission requirements. Attempts to follow MLA
formats. Includes a work cited page.
Weaknesses in Paper: Fonts differ between sections. Works cited page is more of a
bibliography, which does not contain all of the information for each source and cites pages that
are not explicitly referenced in the text. Many of the facts and statistics do not have their correct
parenthetical citations, and the ones that do were copy-pasted (which means that they have
different fonts, as well as some spacing/formatting errors).
How it can be improved: I'm not entirely sure if I caught all of the errors in presentation for my
essay. I tried very hard to meet MLA expectations, though I most likely missed requirements due
to not reading thoroughly enough or re-editing my paper to catch initial mistakes. However I feel
most of my errors were in regards to my "Works Cited" page and citation errors. Yes, I copy
pasted my citations in the last pages from "The son of the citation machine". I should have done
them by hand, and it was lazy of me and wrong of me not to do so. Additionally, I did not go
back and add parenthetical citations to some of my statistics, which is a major error and causes



my works cited page to be more of a bibliography (listing pages that were read and used, but not
explicitly cited). In the future, I will edit my paper more than once in order to catch initial
mistakes, and will do all citations (both parenthetical and in the "Works cited" page) by hand,
making sure to include only explicitly referenced texts in either citations.

The Crux
Essential question: What makes Pokemon popular enough that it can maintain its fanbase as
long as it has- crossing all age, gender and other boundaries in the process?
Answer: Its variety in merchandise, its ability to be personalized, its competitive nature, its
maintenance of its fanbase, and its continuity as a series.
Attempts to: develop and explain all aspects of Pokemon's popularity in detail
Faults: The overall argument has too many aspects to be truly central. I went off into too many
tangents, including far too many superfluous details and lapsing into expository prose rather than
arguing an overall point. The thesis wasn't drawn from our essential question guide, and (perhaps
as a result) isn't as nuanced or insightful as it should have been. The biggest fault here is that I
lost focus, paying too much attention to detail and not enough on being central or mature in
arguing my claims about Pokemon.

The Focusing Process

"On the right, you have the more nuanced interrelatedness of a synthesis argument. You were
asked to study this conceptual model most notably in the guide to the free-response section of the
AP exam."

"In virtually all cases, you can't write persuasively in answer to an essential question without
leaning on the ideas and language of others. The point of an essential question, in fact, is to
generate multiple perspectives and prompt further discussion. To write from a narrow or limited
perspective robs the argument of its relevance; you might have written a fine narrative or
interesting journal entry, but you haven't answered this particular prompt."

Something that had not truly occurred to me, though it should have considering our early
focus on it, was that my paper only focuses on my perspective. The sources I drew from didn't
offer more than (usually) supportive details. This is one area where I may have crippled myself.
I should have included multiple perspectives in my own response, using them to support my
claim while inciting further thought on the topic. It has no counter-argument, and doesn't bring
anyone else's language or ideas to the paper. A good portion of supporting facts were drawn from
others, but there weren't many details beyond statistics and explanations of game mechanics.
When considering the lack of focus in my paper as a whole in conjunction with its limited
perspective, its's not hard to see why my argument isn't as generative, nuanced, mature or
insightful as it should've been.

Diagnostic: Bringing something to the table
"You might use the table metaphor as you reflect, asking yourself if your sources even belong at
the table. Take every work cited out of your paper, list them in your compendium, and evaluate



each: What does this contribute to a defense of your position? How does this person and his or
her perspective deepen your discussion of the essential question? Look at whether the details are
germane to your position, or if you have something closer to a series of asides and quasi-non
sequiturs."

The main problem I've encountered here, along with the fact that I didn't explore any other
perspectives and the fact that many of the sources I cited don't belong in the works cited page
(which I will get to in a moment), is that many of my sources brought absolutely nothing to the
table aside from statistics. And, this brings me to an even bigger issue- one which I totally
missed until now. Because my paper only explores my perspective, and only uses details to
elaborate on that perspective or explain something obscure about the game itself, my paper is
more of an answer to a basic prompt than a genuine and thoughtful discussion of an "essential
question". It doesn't even offer a counter-argument. Instead of focusing on what details built on
my point of view, I should have been thinking about the "big picture" in terms of what it
genuinely meant for the game to be popular, what factors could have contributed to it, and
incorporating others' views into the discussion to prompt further debate. Then I could have
focused more on what exactly each source and new perspective brought to the table and added to
the depth of my overall argument. In this case, I still would have had to have worried about
losing focus in my paper, but it would have been more nuanced and mature had I incorporated
pieces to effectively argue one overall point.

"Works cited," by the way...

I realize that my works cited page was more of a bibliography. I didn't reference all of the
works through in-line citations, and in those situations where I could have I should have added
parenthetical citations. Only those sources should have been put into the works cited page. Most
of the sources I added were explicitly quoted in the text. Still, I did my works cited page first,
and here lies the problem. I honestly should have avoided waiting to put in in-line citations until
the last minute to prevent laziness, but I didn't. And the result was just that- laziness (no matter
how much I really and truly want to cower behind the idea of cluelessness here, because in all
honesty I would feel much, much less guilty if I could). I knew that I should have gone back to
insert parenthetical citations where statistics were explicitly referenced, but I found myself
looking at my works cited page and thinking to myself, "I can either go to sleep now and get a
few hours of rest before going to school, or I can sit here and do what I should have done
yesterday and go back through each of my paragraphs, inserting citations by hand after searching
through each source to try and figure out which one the statistic belongs to". Plus, that's the other
thing, I procrastinated, and so my limited options were compounded by panic (which damaged
both the essay and the presentation) along with more time restraints than should have ever
existed. As for the differentiation between a bibliography and a works cited page, I honestly did
not know that there was a difference- but that isn't an excuse either. I read a lot of the sources to
refresh myself on details that I wouldn't have remembered about the games otherwise, and didn't
realize that those pieces shouldn't be listed if they weren't referenced. However, I realize that I
should have known better through our experiences with pieces during the year and because of all
the resources provided to us. If I had any doubts I could have even looked it up online, or asked a
classmate- but I didn't. In the future I will make sure to go back and add every necessary in-line



citation, and will not list any non-referenced texts in the "Works Cited" page.

MLA formatting and presentation

I honestly winced when I read this section-not because it is excessively harsh, but
because it is true and because I utterly failed in most aspects of this category. I realize that you
have to abide by certain rules to argue that they are unfair, and, since I did not abide by those
rules, I will not even attempt to argue the point about MLA being excessive or overly
detail-oriented. Even those ideas are just a matter of perspective and opinion anyway- and they
aren't really harming me regardless.

What bothered me about this was how much of MLA formatting I missed. As stated
above, I did realize that I had not done the citations correctly, and that is my fault for being lazy.
However, I totally overlooked several details that should've been obvious- such as the fact that
Works Cited must be in alphabetical order. In the future it would probably be best for me to read
through every MLA format guide I can and write up a checklist for each requirement (and I do
mean a physical checklist, where I can mark boxes, because it helps me keep track of what I've
done). This would keep me more organized and professional, keep me from cutting corners
(accidently or otherwise), would let me track my progress, and would keep me from making such
careless mistakes.

It all comes back to grammar

Though I did not score poorly on the grammar section of this assignment, my grammar
could still use improvement. I still make mistakes an that could've been eliminated with basic
rereadings and editings. I could've gone back and reviewed our grammar practices from the
beginning of the year before writing, or had someone else go over my paper to see if they could
find errors. I could've conferenced with Mr.Eure. Moreover, I should've done each of these
things, and more than anything that demonstrates poor resource management- something which I
have been trying to avoid all year. To say that I'm disappointed in myself would be saying the
least, but I am trying to recognize these deficiencies as I go along. I know that by now I
should've been paying more attention to the little things, that I should've fixed the smaller
problems in my writing from the very beginning so that I could focus on the more complex
elements that are needed to write effectively. Still, by recognizing these problems, at the very
least I can put new emphasis on correcting them- on going back and truly looking at each aspect
of my writing. I should've been making improvements in my writing and habits throughout the
year, and at many times I tried but got distracted (not an excuse for poor behavior, but true).
However, this doesn't mean it's too late to go back and be introspective, to reflect on not only my
writing but also on myself as a person. We, like our voices, are constantly evolving, and that
means there is still time to make necessary adjustments to the way we act or handle
responsibility.



Overwhelming and underwhelming

There is nothing in this section I can deny. I wrote a lot (12 pages), mostly in the very last
weekend we were given. I wasn't trying to be arrogant enough to believe that I would get high
marks by doing so-1 didn't expect above an 85.1 wasn't focused, and my paper lacked insight. I
didn't really understand the prompt- though I felt as if I had a better grasp on it than I did. I
wasted my time outlining and going through pages of content that weren't as useful as they could
have been, as well as being indecisive (and not in the way that careful deliberation would have
caused me to be- indecisive in the fact that I could not chose a topic or format for my paper, and
simply put if off instead of trying out various techniques to see what worked best). This is the
result of poor time management- and again, laziness (here comes the overwhelming guilt again).

I received this assignment with the intent of outlining my paper and having several rough
drafts of different formats done before the first week was up. I planned on conferencing with Mr.
Eure, on taking full advantage of every resource that was ours to take. I wanted the paper to be
succinct, to have meaning, to be well-written. I wanted it to be effective and insightful. I wanted
to incorporate everything we had learned throughout the year into one genuine, generative,
thoughtful and mature argument about something important to me- to prove to myself and
everyone else that improving as a writer and person was something that was high on my priority
list and was not something I was willing to neglect. Still, the weeks wore on and I found myself
pushing my plans to write my essay, to reflect on it, and to later revise it further and further into
the future. I would come up with excuses about why I couldn't get up and write or research, even
though I knew I should. Even though I wanted to do well- and knew I could do well if I put in
the time or effort-1 allowed myself to slip up.

This is why, no matter how much I want to say that my grade was unfair, I really and
truly can't. Our grades were the product of our own actions- and, in my case, poor choices caused
me to mess up what could have been a great opportunity to write about something I truly enjoy in
an effective way. Hopefully I can learn from these mistakes in the future and use them to
inculcate better habits. That way, the next time I am faced with such a broad assignment, I take
full advantage of everything that I am provided with and produce something genuinely insightful
as a result.

What Kind of Student am I?

This is a difficult question to answer. We all know how students want to respond: "I am
smart, dedicated and invest my full effort into everything I do. I rarely make mistakes because I
use every scrap of resources I am given and reflect frequently enough to catch my biggest
weaknesses. I try to strengthen the areas in my studies where I have deficiencies, and recognize
my strengths enough to use them efficiently. I am genuine and insightful at all times. I don't
waste time, and am always succinct. I am not arrogant, but do not lack confidence either. I take
pride in and responsibility for my work. I help others and do not get distracted by anything. I
always pay attention in class, take notes, and am organized. I get good grades, but don't obsess
over them or competition." I would love to respond this way, but, like everyone else, I can't. I'm
not perfect- nor will I ever be. However, that doesn't mean I can't try to answer this question as
honestly as I can and use that to become better in the future.



As far as grades are concerned, I do fairly well. I have a 97 GPA, and try very hard to
maintain that. I spend a lot of time worrying that if I don't maintain that kind of average I will not
get into vet school (which has been my dream since age 5), and this causes me to obsess over
grades and competition even when I know there are more important things.

However, those "more important things" are what I try to focus on the most. I feel like it's
always important to be conscientious, to help others, and to have a good work ethic. I try to keep
in mind that learning about everything I can, challenging myself, and contributing to as much as
I can in terms of bettering the world around me should be my main goals. I take courses that I
feel will truly make me think about things in a different perspective, that will make me work as
hard as I can to improve on myself as a person and student, and that will teach me lessons
beyond what we have identified this year as "rote regurgitation". I frequently feel embarrassed
that such a description of my wants and goals (both inside and outside of school) makes me
sound like an idealistic miss America contestant- but that's just what I am, an idealist.

As far as my actions and choices in the classroom, I feel like they are what dictate my
grades and, in a way, who I am- so I try to always put my best effort into everything I do. That
doesn't mean I don't make mistakes- this year's term paper is a perfect example of that. I can be
lazy, procrastinate, cut corners, and be unproductive. I focus so much on and take other's
opinions so seriously that I will avoid asking questions or asking for feedback in order to avoid
confrontation. I don't take criticism well, even if it is constructive and therefore in my own best
interest. I can be disorganized and completely ineffective as a writer and student. Still, I try to
keep these mistakes to a minimum. The fact of the matter is that I want to do well- that I want to
prove to myself and to others that I can think for myself, that learning is important, and that there
is always room for a new challenge or improvement. I know that mistakes are simply places for
new growth to take place, as long as that growth is facilitated by introspection and reflection. I
understand that doing poorly on an assignment does not mean the end of the world, but should
also not be something to ignore if it leaves space to correct your weaknesses. I recognize that
skill and efficacy, along with good habits and insight, are things that require hard work and time
to inculcate- but that they are worth every ounce of effort.

I walked into class this past September as a decent writer and student. I was scared
because of the rumors I had heard about the workload and its impacts on other students' grades in
the past, but I told myself that this course was a challenge and therefore something worth
fighting for. I did my best to learn everything I could during the course of the year and make the
best choices possible- even if I didn't always succeed as much as I would have liked. Now,
looking back, I realize that I am still learning and striving to reach the same goals. Knowing that
I've achieved many things but also done many things wrong- as well as that I will continue
succeed and make mistakes in equal measure throughout school and life- means that I can take
those accomplishments and shortcomings in stride, using them to become more self-aware as I
go on. Hopefully that knowledge and self-awareness will help me develop as an even better
student and person in the future.


