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Car Restriction Policy in Beijing

As a metropolis of China, Beijing has been encountering some problems during urban construction, among which the traffic congestion and the air pollution are the most prominent two. Considering these two serious problems, Beijing government projected a car restriction policy during Olympics, which was that cars with the last even or odd number on the plate took turns to drive on the road. After the closing ceremony of the Paralympics, the Beijing Municipal Committee of Communications announced the statistics conducted during the implementation of the restrictions, indicating that the policy indeed helped relieve the traffic congestion and the air pollution. Having realized the advantages of the governmental intervention on this issue, Beijing government is enforcing another one-day-a-week off-the-road car restriction policy for one year since 11th October, 2008. The government should keep on implementing the policy because it helps release the traffic congestion and air pollution for the sake of the immediate advantages. Meanwhile, the government should make the policy a law because the policy violates private car owners’ property right, their right to use the public properties and lacks fairness to them. If the government makes the policy legally valid, it will be more convincible to all citizens. Besides the legislature procedures, the government can come up with more intervention approaches to make the policy system more effective and comprehensive.  
[image: image1.jpg]


[image: image2.jpg]


First of all, the policy works because it contributes a lot to reducing the traffic congestion in Beijing, and this is one of the major reasons that Beijing government chooses to keep on carrying out the policy intervention. The severe traffic condition has been exposing some negative impact on the routine life of Beijing citizens. For example, in case of being late for work, both private car owners and bus catchers have to get up early about two hours in advance. Giving such circumstances, the government intervenes with its invisible hand—car restriction policy. Up till now, the result is satisfactory. As can be seen from Figure 1, COMMENT
 the car flows in main lanes decreases 4.1% on average per day from Oct.11th, 2008 to Feb.28th, 2009. In addition, the number from 17:00p.m to 20:00p.m drops from 818 to 555 after the restrictions are carried out (Beijing Municipal Committee of Communications, 2009). 
The congestion of car
 also brings about the congestion of the bus service. “Operational bus speed is only around 10 km/h in Beijing. This low speed is partially due to congestion by individual motorized transport” (Creutzig & He, 2009). Buses are not involved in the time wasting congestion anymore because fewer private cars are blocking on the exclusive bus service lanes. Take myself as an example, before the policy is enforced, it usually took me about 50 minutes to commute from home to school, but after the restrictions were implemented, it just cost me 20 minutes and I did not have to put up with meaningless waiting any longer. 
The fact that the air pollution has been released a lot is my second point of view to advocate the policy. Most of the vehicles in Beijing run on petrol and diesel, while most of the greenhouse emissions are produced through the combustion of the petrol and diesel. “Emissions are curbed significantly partial by improving the speed of travel, which in turn is determined by the amount of road capacity available relative to the demand.”(Govinda,& Zheng. 2009). From the statistics announced by the official institution in the second paragraph, it is obvious that the speed of travel improves after restrictions. Hence, the emissions can be reduced as Govida and Zheng 
talk about in their study. As we can see from Figure 2, Beijing is witnessing more and more blue skies.
However, the controversy arises. One of the major focuses lies in the discussion between the government and local citizens, especially those who own a private car. They question that whether the government has the right to manipulate the public resources—roads, without a unanimous agreement or over half approvals. The government makes a statement that the roads are the national properties, so they definitely qualified
 to distribute the use of them (Sloman, 2008). In China, it is the car owner’s duty to pay fees for road construction and maintenance, and it accounts for a large percent of the total expense for a private car owned family
. So literally, the car owners share the right to use the road freely as the public property and resources. Since the government charges the tax from us to develop the road system, it is proper to provide the taxpayers more convenience instead of the
 trouble and worry. Again, take my family for example, the last number of our car plate 
is 6, so according to the policy, we are banned from the road on Wednesdays. What was annoying me was that Dad could not pick me up on Wednesday night when I used to finish my group study at my friend’s home as usual. Consequently, I ended up getting back home at around 10p.m. at night after a frustrating journey on the bus. 
Apart from this, some advocators still claim to make the restrictions permanent enforcement
. Since the policy worked out during the Olympics, why do not give a shot at this time
? I do agree that the government made a wise choice that they decided to exempt car owners from three months' vehicle tax and road maintenance fees, meanwhile carrying out the policy. This is a fair approach considering the short duration of the car use limits. However, it is unfair for the 
car owners who are still paying those taxes while being banned from roads now. Nevertheless, what I refute is that
 to make the temporary restrictions permanent is a separate issue. Once they become strict regulations, the public's right to use their own property is affected. Car owners pay taxes in accordance with the law. They legally possess the ownership of cars and the right to use their cars freely. Moreover, the government has the responsibility to protect their rights. 
The government announced that they both consulted the non-car owners and the car owners’ interest when drafting the policy, but I seriously doubt that. According to a recent survey conducted by the Beijing Times, 82.9 percent of non-car owners support the restrictions while the support rate for car owners is just as high as 48.5 percent (Beijing Times Online, 2009). In today's Beijing, non-car owners still outnumber car owners. If the implementation of the car use restrictions is based on an opinion poll, the majorities are likely to deprive the minority of their right to use cars. The solution should never be at the expense of the minority's interests. 

After analyzing the benefits the policy brings and the defects it lacks, I draws my conclusion.
 It is necessary for Beijing government to keep on carrying out the policy, because it contributes to relieving the traffic congestion and air pollution. On the other hand, if the government wants to make it more convincible and persuasive to all Beijing citizens, it is crucial for the government to put it into legislature procedures, because the policy 
violates car owners’ property right, the right to use public properties, and is unfair to the majority car owners. In addition, the government can put more effort in developing the public transportation, improving traffic management, and impose congestion charges to make a more effective and feasible set of policy intervention. 
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Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(   7 x 5 =     )
	Intro is engaging and presents multiple positions of argument, argumentative thesis clearly stated and creatively developed, conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world. [35]

	Intro grabs attention somewhat, provides some info on other sides of the argument, thesis is implicitly stated but clear, conclusion reiterates thesis with little implication for the larger world.

	Intro provides little info about other sides of the argument and does little to capture attention, thesis is implicit and hard to find, conclusion makes little reference to thesis 
	Intro provides no info about other sides of the argument, does not capture attention, thesis is not explicit or not present, conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper

	Argument
& organization

(    6 x 5 =    )
	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound. Counter-arguments are included and successfully refuted. Every main point is supported by persuasive evidence. Paragraphs with clear transitions are clearly ordered with the argument progressing in a logical fashion. [30]
	Argument is generally reasonable, but identifiable. Counter-arguments are included and defused somewhat.  Main point is supported by some evidence. Order of paragraphs could be better organized. Some transition sentences and cohesion markers are used but could be more effective
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable. Counter-arguments are included without defusing them. Few major points are supported by evidence and examples. The order of paragraphs doesn’t make sense in most of the paper, transition sentences and cohesion markers are rarely or inappropriately used
	Argument is not identifiable with no supporting evidence or examples. Counter-argument is not included. Paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard, no transition sentences or cohesion markers are used

	Audience awareness

(    8 x 5 =     )
	Targets specific audience. Engages audience effectively throughout paper. Has an academic and consistent tone throughout the paper. Provides sufficient background info about the topic to the audience [40]
	The specific audience is generally identifiable. Engages audience through most of the paper, can capture but not sustain interest. Has a somewhat academic tone. Provides some background info about the topic to the audience
	The specific audience is barely identifiable. Has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience. The tone is inconsistent and inappropriate through most of the paper. Provides little background info about the topic to the audience
	There is no specific audience. Does not hold audience interest. The tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper. Provides insufficient background info about the topic to the audience

	Use of sources 

(    8 x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to. [40]
	Quotations. Paraphrases, and visuals are somewhat integrated into the text and analyzed. 5 sources are referred to.
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are scarcely used and analyzed or overly used. Fewer than 5 sources are used. 
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are not used or used incorrectly or inappropriately. Fewer than 5 sources are used.

	Language

use & mechanics

(    7 x 5 =    )
	Sentences are clearly written, economical, varied in structure. APA style correctly followed. Impeccable spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, and punctuation, good use of 
academic language. Several style problems 35
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation.
	Sentences could be improved a lot. There are many cases of wordiness or repetition, and choppy sentences. APA style barely followed. Several errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.
	Sentences are poorly written, problems with wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences. APA style was not followed. Many errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.


Dear Ryan,

You have picked a very relevant issue to take a side and argue. I am impressed by the sources you found and the way you utilized them in your argument. 
Although it is a strong paper in general, it still has room for improvement. The most important problem is you did not acknowledge a con point (a point that opposes your position but supported by many people) and refute it. You could have wrote a paragraph starting “Although many car owners claim that if this regulations become part of law they will violate their rights, they are not able to think that their cars may not even function in the traffic without these regulations.” You needed at least two clear refutations of the two con points. 
Overall excellent job,

Your grade is 180/200
Figure 1: the contrast of the car flows before and after the restrictions on 2nd Ring Road (source:http://www.google.com)








Figure 2: a photography of a rare blue sky in Beijing shot after Olympics (source:http://www.google.com)








�Google is a search engine and it cannot be cited as a source. For example, you cannot cite Nanjing Library as your source. So, change the caption of the figure.


�car traffic


�add the year and the page number


�are qualified


�a family that owns a private car


�remove


�the last digit of our plate number


�a permanent enforcement


�you mean: “keep this restriction” ?


�to


�remove this phrase and make your statement without using the phrases “I think, I believe, I refute, and so forth”


For example:


Nevertheless, making the temporary restrictions permanent (but not a law) is a bad idea.


�Bad style. Instead: “In conclusion, … it is necessary to …”


�the existing polich—which is not law yet--… 





