
I suggest taking all 3 
versions and writing out 

stripped down certain 
kinds of versions.

The “certain kinds of versions” 
means paraphgrase versions 
that only inlude the 
grammatically essential words. 

what is grammatically? What is essential?

Compare those

Relartinoship: AFter doing 
granparent node do parent node

“those” are the grammatically 
essential versions

There isn’t one single right 
answer for which words to 
include.

The goal is to do a reasonable 
job. 

 1st attempt of breaking down 
paragraphs

Original:

    Childhood lead poisoning has 
declined steadily since the 
1970s, when cars stopped 
spewing leaded exhaust into the 
environment and lead paint was 
formally banned. Yet 40 percent 
of the nation’s homes still 
contain lead paint from the first 
half of the 20th century, and 25 
percent still pose significant 
health hazards.

Lead poisoning has declined 
steadily since the 1970s. Cars 
stopped spewing leaded 
exhaust. Lead paint was 
banned. 40 percent of the 
nation’s homes still contain lead 
paint. 25 percent still pose 
significant health hazards.

1st paraphrase:

    Lead poisoning in children 
has been in decline since 1970 
because cars stopped using 
leaded gas, and lead paint was 
no longer allowed; still, 40 
percent of American homes still 
contain lead and 25 percent are 
still dangerous (Cowley, 2003).

Lead poisoning in children has 
been in decline since 1970. 
Cars stopped using leaded gas. 
Lead paint was no longer 
allowed. Still, 40 percent of 
American homes still contain 
lead. 25 percent are still 
dangerous

2nd paraphrase:

    Even though, according to 
Cowley (2003), there has been 
a decline in lead poisoning in 
children since 1970, dangers 
remain. Even now, 25 percent of 
American homes contain 
enough lead to threaten the 
health of their occupants.

There has been a decline in 
lead poisoning in children since 
1970. Dangers remain. Even 
now, 25 percent of American 
homes contain enough lead to 
threaten the health of their 
occupants.

yeah. Eternity thinks he would’ve done 
the breaking down of 
parphrases like Dface’s 1st 
attempt(parent node) initially.

Eternity didn’t pay too close 
attention to grammatically 
essential words

I tried to pay attention to the 
grammatically essential words at 
first but I kept feeling unsure if 
some stuff was right. I just kept 
moving on each sentence until I 
decided to do a second attempt 
after looking up what 
grammaticlaly essential 
sentences look like

The nodes below are my 2nd 
attempt

My second attempt happened 
after asking gemini about 
sentences that only include 
grammatically essential words

Original Paraphrase: Childhood 
lead poisoning has declined 
steadily since the 1970s, when 
cars stopped spewing leaded 
exhaust into the environment 
and lead paint was formally 
banned. Yet 40 percent of the 
nation’s homes still contain lead 
paint from the first half of the 
20th century, and 25 percent still 
pose significant health hazards.

Dface’s paraphrase is below

Poisoning has declined Cars stopped spewing exhasust Pain was banned. Homes contain paint. 25 percent pose hazards.

Huh Your[Dface’s] attempt is neat

I was thinking there’s gotta be 
upsides and downsides to my 
2nd attempt like it might missing 
information or did actually 
achieve the goal of writing down 
grammatically essential 
sentences? I remember ET said 
there’s no right answer so what 
are the other asnwers?

Is your[Dface] 2nd attempt done 
with you +A.I. or just A.I?

If it’s done with A.I., you just 
copy and pasted?

If I remember right I used ai to 
give me random example 
sentences of grammatically 
essential words. After that, I saw 
I thought I could use the pattern  
i noticed the ai do and use it for 
making our paraphrases.

Unrelated commentary child 
nodes below

Eternity thinks it’s kinda neat 
how AI can understand 
somethings better than most 
people.

Eternity believes AI was on the 
forum where there was a 
grammar discussion about a 
paragraph from an old book.

Eternity thinks the grammar 
discussion started from a TikTok 
Elliot shared

The grammar discussion was 
related to understanding what 
that old book said. 

People, including Eternity, 
struggled with the grammar 
discussion.

A.I. more or less did a good job 
of understanding the passage

Eternity doesn’t know much 
about A.I.

but the AI got trained by people.

Is parent node correct?

It’s interesting 

that AI cand do certain things 
better than people

Though I guess  child node

AI just happened to scrape the 
right thing for that passage 
maybe?

Idk how AI figures that stuff out 
like is it an algorithm it uses? Or 
was there predetermined 
answers from somebody who 
already figured the answer out? 
I don’t think everything is figured 
out so I think it used rules from 
its algorithm to say probably 
correct thigns about the 
passage.

“It” is left side sibling node

1st paraphrase: Lead poisoning 
in children has been in decline 
since 1970 because cars 
stopped using leaded gas, and 
lead paint was no longer 
allowed; still, 40 percent of 
American homes still contain 
lead and 25 percent are still 
dangerous (Cowley, 2003).

Dface’s paraphrase is below

Poisoning has been in decline. Cars stopped using gas Paint was no longer allowed Houses contain lead 25 percent are dangerous

2nd paraphrase: Even though, 
according to Cowley (2003), 
there has been a decline in lead 
poisoning in children since 
1970, dangers remain. Even 
now, 25 percent of American 
homes contain enough lead to 
threaten the health of their 
occupants.

Dface’s paraphrase is below

There has been a decline in 
poisoning

Dngers remain Homes contain lead to threaten 
occupants

Comparing my 2nd attempt

The format for the orignal and 
the 1st are the same

Like, both the orginal and the 
1st paraphrase are made  of 
four clauses.

Both the orginal and 1st 
parahprases start their 
sentences with the grammaticla 
subjects poisoning, cars, paint, 
houses, and 25 percent

And both the original and 1st 
paraphrases pretty much have 
the same subject+verb+object 
format for their sentences

The 2nd paraphrase 
emphasized child node 

that the houses still contain lead 
to kill its occupants by making a 
clause saying, “Dangers 
remain.”

The 2nd paraphrase uses less 
clauses for the left child node 
below

‘There’s been a decline in lead’ And the 2nd paraphrase uses 
more and less clauses for the 
danger remains idea

The 2nd paraphrase makes the 
connection(left child node 
below)

Then leaded houses threaten its 
occupants

That since leaded houses still 
pose a danger

The original and 1st paraphrase 
didn’t specifically say the 
connection in the parent ndoe

Half baked analysis:

Third paraphrase did a zoom in 
and zoom out of its details 
compared to the original and the 
1st paraphrase. What I mean by 
zoom out is that it put the two 
clauses of “Cars stopped using 
gas” and “Paint was no longer 
allowed” as folded child nodes 
of “Poisoning has been in 
decline.” After that, the third 
paraphrase zoomed in on the 
“Houses contain lead.” and “25 
percent are dangerous.” and got 
the detail that these are still a 
problem.

Are you comparing your 2nd 
attempt?

I mean compare the 2nd 
attempts’ grammatically 
essential words in the 
granparent node?

Idk if you’re still too interested in 
[in the thread], but did 
you[Dface] look at 
my[Eternity]attempt?

What’d you think of it?

I remembver ET said there’s no 
right answer for which words to 
include and the goal is to do a 
reasonable job[make sure to link 
to ET’s post]

There isn’t one single right 
answer for which words to 
include.

For there not being a single right 
answer is it because parphrases 
would be equivalent either way 
in their meaning? And if you 
include less you or more you’re 
still talkinga bout the same 
thing?

For there not being a single right 
answer is it because the goal is 
to have you think more aobut 
the origninal paraphrases os 
whatever gets you thinking and 
makes you see a new 
perspective is the right answer?

You don’t make an error 

The goal is to do a reasonable 
job. 

What is a reasonable job? Is a reasonalbel job like you 
make an attempt to shorten the 
paragraphs and you get 
something more essential?

Is a reasonalbe job like you strip 
down the parphrases and it’s 
done within reason 

For example, “Childhood lead 
poisoning has declined steadily 
since the 1970s, when cars 
stopped spewing leaded 
exhaust into the environment 
and lead paint was formally 
banned.” I could say Childhood 
lead poisoning has declined 
since 1970s, when cars stopped 
spewing leaded exhaust and 
lead paint was banned. 

Was the top a resonalbe job? I 
excluded “steadily” cuz i think 
the reader knows that lead 
poisoning has declined at all 
and that’s a good thing and 
something kind of easy to 
conceptualize. I excluded “the” 
from 1970s because I know 
people know that I’m talking 
about the year and don’t need 
much info to know that Im 
talking about 1970-present. I 
also excluded into the 
environment because i think 
people already know where 
leaded gas goes into 
automatically cuz there’s lots of 
commercials and ads about how 
the environment contains lots of 
co2 from exhaust and so they’re 
able to automatically tell where 
any exhaust goes even leaded. I 
excluded formally cuz I think 
people know that when they see 
something is banned then that 
means it’s illegal or not allowed

I’m gonna look up what 
reasonalbe means so I can have 
a better idea about how to check 
if something is reasonable 

I found this from MW:

adj. being in accordance with 
reason

And I thoguht I’d look up reason 
in ET’s article. 

But how much attention do you 
give to using your mind in the 
best, most effective ways? How 
much effort do you put into good 
thinking? The best ways to think 
are called reason.

What does teh best ways to 
think mean?

Is it your best ways to think 
that’ll get you to your goal?

What ET referring to the 
definition of reason from his 
article?

Probably he was talking about 
doing a reasonable job like how 
others say it like just try your 
best or don’t say anything 
outragous

Is reason the literal best ways to 
think taken from all of mankind? 
LIke the best chess player has 
the best ways to think of playing 
the game and so he’s

Is it situational? Cuz Im not 
gonna know everything the best 
chess player does or knows in a 
certain situation. But I know I 
can look for my best way to 
think and maybe improve it 
through leanring.

I’ll let you know what I think 
about your attempt tomorrow. 
Idk if I spent too much time 
doing this sorry. I could jsut say 
what I think but idk I thought I 
wanted to be more informed 
about what a good paraphrase 
looks like and comment on that. 
From first look I like that you’re 
parpahses blended togther and 
weren’t just five separate 
sentences like mine. Like just 
cuz we’re doing grammatically 
essential breakdowns that 
doesn’t mean that we can’t 
make the sentences flow. 

Eternity’s attempt at making a 
grammatically essential 
paraphrases are below

Original Paraphrase: Childhood 
lead poisoning has declined 
steadily since the 1970s, when 
cars stopped spewing leaded 
exhaust into the environment 
and lead paint was formally 
banned. Yet 40 percent of the 
nation’s homes still contain lead 
paint from the first half of the 
20th century, and 25 percent still 
pose significant health hazards.

Poisoning has declined

When cars stopped spewing 
exhaust

and [When] paint was banned

40 percent contain paint

“40 percent” means 40 percent 
of homes

and 25 percent pose hazards

“25 percent” means 25 percent 
of homes

1st paraphrase: Lead poisoning 
in children has been in decline 
since 1970 because cars 
stopped using leaded gas, and 
lead paint was no longer 
allowed; still, 40 percent of 
American homes still contain 
lead and 25 percent are still 
dangerous (Cowley, 2003).

poisoning has been in decline 

because cars stopped using gas and[because] paint was not 
allowed

40 percent contain lead and 25 percent are dangerous

2nd paraphrase: Even though, 
according to Cowley (2003), 
there has been a decline in lead 
poisoning in children since 
1970, dangers remain. Even 
now, 25 percent of American 
homes contain enough lead to 
threaten the health of their 
occupants.

Dangers remain

though there has been decline

25 percent contain lead

Out of all the paraphrases 
Eternity made, Eternity preferred 
paraphrase 1

Paraphrase 1 still conveyed the 
same information in a simiilar 
way to the original 

Though Eternity doesn’t see the 
point of parphrasing the original 

Eternity doesn’t like the second 
paraphrase

because the second parphrase 
drops some information from the 
original 

such as 40 percent of homes 
contain lead.

Realtionship: parent node is an 
example of grandparent node 

The second parphrase also 
places an emphasis on dangers 
remaining

while the original parphrase 
seemed to focus more on 
dangers declining

while the orginal paraphrase 
was commenting on how things 
are

Jarrod, Eternity, and 
Dface color

Jarrod Eternity Dface ET Source relationship between parent 
node and grandparent

z = place the nodes so 
they’re easy to read,  

x = put 40 percent contain 
paint(node 1) and ‘and 25 
percent pose hazards’(node 2) 
as parent and child nodes. 

why?

so I can show how the child 
node is related to the parent 
node

and shows that they’re equal 
grammatically

y = make node 1 and 2 sibling 
nodes

why?

so it shows they’re equals 
grammatically and are related 
by the use of and

so i show two important 
statements that can stand on 
their own


