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Essay Grade:  A-

Shanna – Your essay was one of the best I graded. Your writing is smooth and thoughtful, and it is obvious you engaged with the material presented in lecture. 

Criticisms – I do not see enough evidence from the Greek texts/philosophers/experiments we reviewed or from the class web pages. It obvious from your argument that you gleaned knowledge from those texts, etc…but I would have liked to see more evidence. For example, why didn’t people want to listen to new theories that the earth wasn’t at the center of the univ….  You could have inserted evidence from Aristotle’s universal order theory, why that was attractive, why that lasted so long, and then why it was hard for any different theory to gain adherents. Though you have a more sophisticated argument than some other papers, you used your own opinions and modern day ‘problems’ as you see them, instead of evidence from the ancient world. Since the essay question specifically asked about the generation of scientific data, and Greek experiments and data greatly influenced later generations of sci. data, specific Greek examples were needed to fully explain How and Why that has been the case. 

Also – When writing any essay, try to avoid claiming that anything other than a person or type of person ‘thinks or believes.’ Instead of “the world,” believes, maybe humans, scientists, modern day people etc…believe.  In addition, maybe a specific assignment might call for you to write in the first person, or to refer to yourself and others as “we or us,” but it is a mark of unprofessional writing to do it any other time. So instead of We, or I, again, specify exactly who would think/believe something without including yourself – like humans, citizens, etc…  However, an essay filled with vague terms like humans, people, etc… cannot not carry a powerful argument well because then the specifics of exactly what they think/believe is hard to write about  with such large, vague actors. This is why specific examples of Greek actors/ideas would have strengthened your essay as then you would have been forced to specify who though what and why, and what were the consequences. 

Following the Changing Truth

As much as the world (who?) would like to believe that scientific data is compiled via “neutral” methods, it is impossible to do so without being influenced by prior theoretical, cultural or religious beliefs. From the beginning of our lives we are (who?) learning (learning what specifically) a somewhat uniquely regional way to see the world 
as evidenced by the many cultures and truths held by the different communities. Over time cultures and perspectives come and go, and with them ideas die and fade away. Not so very long ago it was believed that the smallest particle in the universe was an atom, 
but then neutrons and their brethren were discovered. We are limited not only by what we are taught and decide to believe in, but also by that which we can see and communicate to one another. With limitations like this, it is only natural to believe that there is no completely neutral way of looking at whatever truth there is out there.


People often take what they hear for granted, especially when it comes from someone they personally know and trust, or from one whom their society garners its respect and trust. Parents, friends and professors alike enjoy the privilege of being taken at their word a large percent of the time. When we read books by authors recommended to us, and often those we just pick up off the shelf, we then proceed to accept what they speak of as fact. The more books that are written on a subject the more powerful our trust in what they say becomes. When, for example, we go on safari in Africa then we refer back to the books that we read to learn about what to do to avoid a rhinoceros attack. For most people it will probably take a good goring to overcome what they had believed was 
the truth of the written word.


For that person gored by the rhinoceros the truth they had found in the written word was proven to be a lie, but who would possibly listen to him? Whenever a new 
viewpoint challenges one that is widely accepted and supposedly grounded in logic it is very difficult at best to overwrite the bias already present in that particular society. When it was first discovered that the earth wasn’t the center of the universe people simply didn’t want to listen, especially until there was proof to back the claim up. Even then it is difficult to get people to accept the new ‘truth’ since the idea has to make its way into the public understanding. It takes tremendous time and effort, not to mention the fact that the 
ideas often have to be demonstrated in some fashion for it to be ‘believable’. Tests have to be repeatable and give consistent results contrary to what the old belief had been.


Sometimes conveying ideas is very hard, even with demonstrations. For many of the new discoveries we make there simply is no language in place for it. Just as the word ‘love’ (Who did this and why) was substituted for ‘attraction’ in physics so too even today we have to create 
words to describe what we discover. Along with the word itself we have to have a concrete definition to go along with it, which often means that an idea must be worked with for quite awhile before it can even be presented in a uniform fashion. Tests, hypothesis and equations are constantly being traded for more up-to-date ideas. Luckily with advancing technologies we are better able to get the word out to the public, although we still often have a hard time forcing people to come to terms with certain aspects of new ideas. Conspiracy theorists stubbornly maintain that Area 51 held aliens and that no man has yet walked on the moon – they are simply stories woven by our government. In many cases people don’t want to believe the truth, especially when it 
might upset their own preconceived notions of the universe and everything in it. 


Due to this, scientific objectivity isn’t nearly as objective as it tries to be. Scientists attempt to overlook the bias present in their societies, fed to them from the books their teachers forced them to read and recite, and the ideas their mentors strove to teach them. Even where new ideas surface an almost insurmountable challenge awaits them as it can take years to finally get an idea published in any format that can reach the public, let alone into the textbooks and general knowledge. Perhaps the Taoists are the closest to the truth since they claim that merely by putting ideas into words we are destroying the core of what a thing is and means. By having to define the world at all, perhaps we are setting a concrete bias on the world and thus undermining any hope at all of understanding the world in which we live. 

�You mean knowledge is regionally and culturally specific because many cultures and communities hold different theories about what Truth is


�This argument would have been much stronger with a specific Greek example. 


�Again, instead of a modern idea of an African Safari, you could have made a stronger argument with specific greek examples/textual analysis.


�If you had started the paragraph with “Whenever”, and added Why people were reluctant to listen/agree with heliocentric arguments – your argument would have been improved.


�This was a perfect opportunity to discuss ancient observation – conclusion vs. scientific hypothesis, articulated method and repeatable, verifiable experiments.


�Who inserted the word Love?  Had you answered that, again, your argument would have been stronger. The Greeks used a poetic language and so they described any attraction between two bodies as love, because they lacked any abstract terms. Thus, scientific observation and theories are influenced by the language restrictions of the observer. 





�Why? Why would aliens upset preconceived notions? What are those notions? Instead of bringing in modern stuff, that you then have to explain, a discussion about early gravity, earth centered universe, infinite/finite universe or atomic theory, with greek quotes/text/examples would have been easier and would have improved your essay. 





