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Through the Eyes of a Child of War 

I am the eyes of a child of war, 
Crying at night, for depression fill~ my s_oul. 

I'm as hard a stone, but tender with pam. 
I've seen too much hatred: 

Fathers killing sons. 
People's lives wasted over such mindless things,. 

The mother standing over her child's grave wondenng 
why, WHY? 

I am the eyes of a child 
Hiding in darkness afraid to come out. 

What if I did? 
I belong to the face that haunts your dreams, 

The silent tears that run down your face. 
I'm shut out of the world when you don't want me to see, 

But I will, I always do. 
I am the window to your emotions. 

I see what causes the sick feeling in your stomach. 
I try to run away but my feet will not move. 

I watch whole cities being abolished by one man's doing, 
People who mean so much to me 

Killed as if they are nothing. 
I watch people on the streets crying to God f~r mercy. 

The world is cruel and cruel, as always will be. 
I am the eye without sparkle. 

My world is clouded over by the darkness of evil. 
I see the results of hatred. 
I am the results of hatred. 

Today I'm alive. 
Tomorrow, who knows? 

Look into my eyes. 
What do you see? 

For I am the eyes of a child of war. 
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Writing Better Poetry Before Peer Groups: 
Revision's First Steps 

Mike Bezdicek 

Evaluation of one's own poetry higher quality "writer discussions" can 
appears to be a difficult process. Yet, develop within the peer groups. The 
we know, and it is well documented, that need to eliminate these problems falls on 
revision is always a critical and the writer, and it was this idea that 
necessary part of the poetry writing prompted me to analyze my own poetry 
process. Readers' comments are one just writing process to figure out how a 
way to spark new ideas. However, many writer can better prepare for peer groups. 
of poetry's initial revisions do result Within peer groups, a poem's 
from the responses of others: peer owner, or true author, may be unclear if 
groups. Peer Groups have been the student authors are dependent upon 
revision tool and trend of late, but using the initial ideas of others to revise 
without a good self-revision, peer groups their poems. Also it seems that if 
may be non-productive. Therefore, an students know a third party will look at 
effective, first-step self-evaluation will their poem critically, they themselves 
allow students to be the first to "re-see" may not take their initial draft seriously 
their poems. prior to the peer group. Therefore, the 

The revision process begins first new ideas students are exposed to 
before peer comments, and students are ideas they did not create. As a 
should not take an initial draft into peer member of many peer groups myself, I 
groups. Students need a strong sense of noticed I was guilty, at times, of not 
direction within their poem before they taking my initial draft seriously before 
discuss their writings with peers. With entering the group. On the contrary, 
this confidence, students will find it many times I saw members of my peer 
easier to evaluate and respond to peer groups as sponges for comments, 
comments. In addition, students need to copying down my suggestions of what to 
have their poem strengthened to the write verbatim. This sponge effect is the 
point where peer comments will be at a direct result of writers being unprepared 
higher level, instead of standard remarks for the peer group, and not having a 
like "you are telling, not showing" or focal point from which to discuss and 
"explain this cliche." These problems analyze what they have written. 
should be eliminated, as much as So, by meticulously breaking 
possible, before group response so down my own poetry revision process, I 
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