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Should smoking be banned in public?
What is your feeling about being around with people who are smoking? If you are a non-smoker, your first response would be resentment, and then you will stay away from them as soon as possible. The reason that causes you to do this is very simple; it is because you know smoking is harmful to health, especially the passive smoking. Luckily, recent years scientists and non-smokers appeal to the people and the governmen
t to ban smoking in public places. Though I am a smoker, considering others’ health, I totally agree 
with the idea that there should be the ban on smoking in public in China.
In our modern society, there are lots of 
smokers and most of them are against the ban on smoking in public. Firstly, smokers think the ban deprives their freedom of choice. According to the Constitution of the People's Republic of China, everyone has the equal right to choose
. However, the ban is unequal to the smokers because it limits the smokers’ rights. People go to restaurants and bars to enjoy themselves. They would have a few of drinks, a packet of crisps, and a chat and for some legal activity of smoking. Smoking is people’s freedom of choice, and it is also a legal activity. The ban does not notice this point. The smokers are very aggrieved because of injustice.  In the smokers’ opinions, it is unfair to ban only smoking in public, if smoking in public is harmful to others’ health, how about alcoholics
? What is worse, the alcoholics
 are dangerous to others’ safety. Many people died because of the traffic accidents caused by alcoholics. Smokers still insist that smoking is people’s freedom of choice, if others cannot tolerate smoking, they could just go away. Why should smokers always give in? Everyone in the world is equal.
“Banning smoking in public places isn’t just a question of taking away one group’s freedom for the benefit of another; it is something that is in the interest of ‘people as a whole.’ It comes down to a decision between the health of a whole nation versus the freedom of a minority” (Caroline Boase). The right without restriction does not exist in the world. The freedom of choice is relative. Smokers say that the ban restricts the freedom of their choice, but on the contrary, allowing smoking in public is also unequal to non-smokers. Smoking is a nasty habit, and we have made our first freedom of choice: we choose not to smoke. However, when we go out into the public, our freedom of choice is taken away. Smokers force everyone in the vicinity of smoke too by smoking in public. To some extent, we should sacrifice the freedom of a minority to achieve the whole benefits. The smokers are the minority of our whole society, in order to protect most people’s health, it is necessary to pass the ban.
The opponents state that the ban on smoking in public would decrease the consumption of the cigarette, and then has a bad effect on the world’s economy. “From a business point of view enforcing a complete ban on smoking in public areas such as pubs, restaurants or bars would deter many customers. This has been proved by the decrease in customers in many of the bars and restaurants in New York City.
”(Kate Atwell). Because of the ban, smokers could not have a cigarette in public places, such as restaurants, bars where people smoke most frequently before the ban. Customers would give up going to these places where ban smoking
. The industry of tobacco employs many workers and contributes to the development of the economy and the health care system. However, just because of the ban, there would be more unemployed, the slow-speed of development of economy, and a negative effect on health care system in society. Is it good to have the ban? However, would it be possible that smokers will smoke fewer cigarettes because of the ban? Properly 
not. Then how could it slow the rate of economy? Our
 economy is not only based on tobacco industry, and tobacco industry is just a small part. 
 Health or money, which one is more important? 
Hopefully, everyone would come to the common point：the health. The passive smoking is what non-smokers hate
 most. “Passive smoking has been linked to an endless list of serious health problems ranging from bronchitis and asthma to lung cancer and heart disease and even SID (sudden infant death syndrome
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 According to Cancer Research figures several hundred people each year in the UK die from lung cancer caused by passive smoking.
”(Caroline, Boase.) The second hand smoking does more harm to non-smokers than smokers
. “According to Cancer Research UK, passive smokers are 20 to 30 per cent more likely to develop lung cancer than people not exposed to smoke, with several hundred deaths occurring as a direct result in the UK each year.”(Bupa investigative news - 27 May 2003 written by Rachel Newcombe, reporter for Bupa's Health Information Team). As you see
, the passive smoking is deadly. In order to protect the innocent men from unnecessary harm, we need a ban. 
There have been many cities and many countries that have carried out the bans. “In 1990, the city of San Luis Obispo, California, became the first city in the world to ban indoor smoking at all public places, including bars and restaurants. On March 29, 2004, the Republic of Ireland implemented a ban on smoking in the workplace, the first country to do so. The whole of the United Kingdom became subject to a ban on smoking in enclosed public places in 2007, when England became the final region to have the legislation come into effect. The age limit for buying tobacco was also raised from 16 to 18 on October 1, 2007.
”(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Smoking_ban). Since so many countries and cities have put the ban into practice, the passing of the ban in the whole world is an inevitable trend. And in our nation China, Regulation on Banning Smoking in Public Places in Beijing was passed at the 23th meeting of the Standing Committee of the Tenth Beijing People’s Congress on December 21, 1995. In the ban, it 
states explicitly that where people could not smoke in detail. More practically, it stipulates the punishments and force people to obey the ban. “Article 12. In case work units and individuals refuse or hinder supervision and inspection personnel from performing their duties according to law and violate security administration, they shall be punished according to the Security Administration Law of the People’s Republic of China”(Regulation on Banning Smoking in Public Places in Beijing).
Having known the harm of smoking and the passive smoking, people with morality would stop smoking in public. 
Faced with the bans that have worked well, there is no reason for us not to pass the ban on smoking in public. It is high time that we should have the ban.
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Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(    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.

	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. 30

	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

(     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.
	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 30
	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

(     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
	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 30
	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 

(     x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to.
	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

(     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.
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation. 30
	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 Bao,


You picked an extremely important issue to discuss. Smoking in China definitely requires urgent attention.


You supported your points well with a few number of weaknesses in your argument, which I indicated above.


Some of the language and mechanical problems are also indicated in the side comments or in the form highlights in yellow.


Most importantly, never ever copy someone’s article and submit it as if it is yours (I am talking about your draft).

Your grade is 150/200
�Chinese government?


�Do not say “I agree” in an argument paper. Just state what you think.


For example: “Smoking in public areas should be banned in China.”





�Find a more formal adjective: many?


�Can you choose to use heroin legally? I don’t think so.


�You mean “drinking alcohol” ?


�“Alcoholic” is different from “people drinking alcohol” 


�Remove this period


�Smoking is banned


�?


�Use a transition: After all, 


�Avoid asking questions in academic papers.


�Choose a more formal word


�If this is the title of the article and you cannot find the name of the author, capitalize the initial letter of the first word. I can’t see this source listed in your references.


�This period should go after the parantheses


�Your quotation does not support this view. It compares non-smokers who are passive smokers to non-smokers who are not passive smokers


�Find a more formal link: “Obviously,” “It is evident that”


�Remove the period


�The ban


�List briefly all of the points you made in the paper


�This sentence starts getting redundant





