Revision Summary
Revising papers is a day to day process for any type of writing, whether you might be writing a novel, blog, letter, cooking receipt or an English assignment.  It never fails to be a tedious task, with the goal to catch every minute detail and give reliable along with credible feedback.  Given someone else’s work you can usually critic every minor detail. Every person writes and structures their sentences differently which makes it easy to disagree or think of a new way to think up the same passage. However when given the assignment to reconstruct your own work it becomes extremely difficult and almost frustrating. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]My first approach of revision was changing up my personal memoir that primarily reflects about the impact my grandfather had on me. The initial paper I worked on for quite a while, wanting to come off as personal and reflective as possible. However I realized that my message was focused more on me and growing up with the notion that I don’t waste food. On my revision I decided to take a different approach rather than focusing primarily on me. I wanted to give more background in and details into the Great Depression and more importantly World War II.  Attacking the paper with this strategy I considered that my audience would be more drawn into the tiny details. My goal of the second was to make my readers more inclined to have a desire to research about prisoners of war or willing to make a difference in the world. My focus was not for people to understand who I was but want to convince people to believe in the same core principles that I do and hopefully take action along with me.  Instead of starting off with a funny childhood story I jumped right into my point, spear heading the devastation and horror of what my grandfather and so many others had to suffer through. 
My second paper became a little bit more difficult for me as I tried to decide what approach I wanted to take. Feeling like my first rendition would not catch the interest of many and leave many asking themselves, “So what?”, I decided to pin point a much slimmer and selected audience, women. Women primarily raise the children and buy the groceries. If I could prove to them that GMOs were unsafe they would probably be the ones to stand up and take the most action. Since my first paper concentrated on all aspects of why GMOs are bad I dissected everything that did not have to do with health. I thought that by including too many reasons for one bad thing would just lose the interest of the reader all together and that it wouldn’t create the overall message I was trying to display. So instead I added more to the potential threats it was to the human body, with an emphasis on children and infants. That way when someone picked up my paper they would instantly be drawn into why the groceries at a local grocery store were actually harming the children they love. Appealing to that audience used many examples and I wanted to be straight forward without making GMOs looking to frightening. The most important thing is for my readers to be aware because it’s something so easily looked over. Everyone has to eat, but everyone should know what they are eating. 
Revision is extremely difficult for me because after I complete my first draft, then tear that apart, and repeat the same cycle again, I want to believe my work is perfect. There are certain passages that I grew to really like despite them not fitting with my overall theme. I found that the best way to revise my paper was to take a narrower approach and try to come up with new ideas rather than expanding upon my old. I researched more about both papers and took new audiences and purposes than so that it did not seem like the same paper but a different one entirely.  

