
English Dual Enrollment 101 (Mrs. Bordelon)      bordelon.peggy@stcharlescatholic.org 
 
You must use a 2-pocket folder to turn this assignment in.  Put the annotated copies on the left side of the folder and put the stapled copy of Part I 
and the stapled copy of Part II on the right side of the folder.   This entire assignment is due on August 20th. 
 

I.  Read each of the following genres and outline what is contained in each paragraph of each essay.  Please copy and print each essay  
    so that you can annotate it.   The annotated copies must be turned in with this assignment.  This MUST be typed following MLA  
    format.  For example, see the diagram below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
     Behind each, you can list the important items, which the paragraph contains.  You do not have to write in complete sentences.   
     You should identify the thesis sentence and the topic sentences for each essay (These may be highlighted on the actual essay—  
     thesis sentence in yellow, topic sentences in light pink or light blue). 
 
II.  Then you are to write a short reflective essay (in MLA format)that compares/contrasts all the different genres and  
      points out how they're different from each other, how they are similar, and what the goals of each are.  The set-up is  
      as follows: 
 

¶ 1 Introduction 
¶ 2 Compare the different genres, pointing out their similarities. 
¶ 3 Contrast the different genres, pointing out their differences. 
¶ 4 Explain the goals of each specific genre. 
¶ 5 Explain how each goal is achieved in each genre. 
¶ 6 Conclusion 

 
For both assignments: 
 

Remember that you 
	

! are	to	write	the	essay	in	third	person.	
! are	to	use	MLA	format,	skip	lines,	and	type	only	on	the	front	of	the	paper.	
! Are	to	cite	anything	copied	word-for-word.	
! should	follow	the	suggested	set-up.	
! must	place	your	last	name	and	the	page	number	in	the	upper	right	corner	and	place	the	pages	in	order	before	

stapling	them	together.	
Grading 

-1	for	every	3	mistakes,	including	using	contractions,	every fused sentence or comma splice sentence, for every error in  
subject/verb or pronoun antecedent agreement, for every split infinitive, for every dangling modifier, for every error  
in parallelism, for every error made within quotations when using the passage for evidence in an essay  
 

-1	every	time	you	use	a	lot,	a	lot,	you,	your,	you’re,	very,	There/Here	(in	front	of	a	verb).	
	

-5	for	each	fragment	that	you	write.	
	
If this assignment (either all or just one part) is turned in on Book Day, you will receive 5 bonus points per section. 
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Argumentative Essay Breakdown 
 

¶ 1    Introduction: 
 
¶ 2    Counterargument: 
 
¶ 3    Body: 
 
¶ 4    Body: 
 
¶ 5    Body: 
 
p 6    Conclusion:	
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Millennial Politik 

           For centuries radical political activism has largely been dominated by youth, so recent trends that 

suggest millennials may not have the same political fervor as past generations did at comparable ages have 

raised a slew of concerns. Perhaps millennials simply do not care so deeply about these issues, or maybe the 

issues themselves are irrelevant to this demographic. In any event, millennials’ overall political involvement is 

on the decline while their support for fringe and third-party candidates rises, suggesting that they are losing 

faith in established political parties. American millennials’ political involvement has been diluted and 

transformed by increased polarization, disillusionment, and shifting priorities, resulting in a generation which 

has largely resigned itself to asserting its views outside of the political system 

           As mass media and social media have become proliferate, political ideologues from both sides of the 

spectrum constantly find themselves in fierce debates, endangering the decorum that has allowed these 

discussions to occur peacefully in previous decades and leading to increased hostility and polarization. Now 

that these media forms have become inseparable from modern life, even people without strong political 

convictions are constantly exposed to political discourse and called upon to join either side. As political 

hashtags and movements are relentlessly shared on platforms like Snapchat and Instagram and fierce 

ideological debates about the efficacy of communism rage in YouTube video comment sections, it seems 

impossible for millennials to avoid being exposed to and pressured by political actors. Other forms of mass 

media have exploited and expanded political differences to gain popularity; for example, “The genius of sites 

like Buzzfeed and programs like John Oliver’s Last Week Tonight is that they encourage their viewers to 

believe that everyone agrees with him or her—everyone, at least, worth agreeing with,” which is used to 

reinforce common opinions and insult anyone who disagrees (Munch 6). This reorganizes society along 

political “fault lines” where two hostile camps rest on both sides of an issue and despise and discredit their 



opponents (Munch 6). These same problems have also become ingrained in universities where political 

disagreement and free speech are being stifled, suppressed, and even threatened. For example, the conservative 

activist Ben Shapiro had a number of planned speeches at separate universities cancelled, reportedly because of 

“unspecified safety concerns,” following pressure from student political groups, meaning that the university 

officials either purposefully censored their campuses from this viewpoint in a stunning display of political bias, 

or that the student-led groups were capable of and intended to commit acts of violence that the campus police 

forces could not contain (Ginsburg 18). In either case, the university failed to protect the right to free speech 

and normalized political violence on its campus, in this case with left-leaning bias. This issue, however, does 

not affect just one side of the aisle; as without free speech political differences cannot be settled civilly and any 

political minorities become targets. No political organization, whether it is comprised of “Neo-Nazis” or 

“Antifascists” to use two modern examples, should be capable of strong-arming opposition with real or 

threatened violence. Without civil discourse in the age of information, millennials have witnessed a 

polarization of the political battleground that has made political apathy into an attractive and effective defense 

mechanism; they cannot be targeted for views they do not have. 

           Millennials also avoid political involvement because they no longer believe that the government system 

in America is honest, efficient, or even represents their interests; in short they are disillusioned. One of the few 

candidates to capture millennial votes in record numbers has been President Barack Obama, who received 66% 

of the millennial vote in 2008, according to a Pew survey; millennials flocked to his campaign in record 

numbers, ensnared by his chief goal: “change the way Washington works” (“Millennials”). Now, however, 

millennials are dissatisfied with President Obama’s accomplishments. Not only do most millennials feel that 

the government is broken, but half also believe that its special interests and deadlock were the reasons why 

President Obama was incapable of fixing it (“Millennials”). In other words, millennials believe the system is 

broken beyond repair, thwarting all attempts to fix it. In fact, “Most Americans are deeply disenchanted with 

politics… The young might choose to effect change by working with [non-government organizations] rather 

than the government,” so perhaps millennials are simply using resources other than the old bureaucracy to 

achieve their goals (Zakaria). For example, rather than calling their representatives or senators and asking 



Congress to pass a bill providing relief efforts to poverty-stricken areas, millennials are much more likely to 

use the money, time, and people that would have been used in a serious political campaign to organize food 

banks and clothes drives for the homeless. Maybe circumventing the political process in these ways is leaving 

America with a number of systemic problems, but the government was not solving these problems with the 

peoples’ support anyway. Thus, millennials’ unfavorable opinion of the government and total lack of faith in 

its efficiency have led them to act independently. 

           Politics are also not among millennials’ priorities in life, and they endanger other life goals. Voter 

apathy has been linked to “many fears of uninhibitedly expressing their political views, but the threats 

[millennials] mentioned tended to be of a social or psychological sort,” meaning that this generation is afraid of 

what fellow millennials will think about their political stances (Rosenberg 351). In one extreme example, a 

wife refused to talk about politics with her husband out of fear of potentially ruining their relationship 

(Rosenberg 352). As millennials try to achieve success in life, they are largely trying to get married, raise 

families, and succeed in their careers, but political notions can threaten that (“Millennials”). As such, more 

millennials are afraid of becoming politically involved for fear that it could hurt their relationship with a boss, 

spouse, or parent and set back their goals. In turn, this fear has led to many millennials simply avoiding politics 

as a matter of principle or viewing the subject dispassionately and privately. When political zeal falls and the 

consequences of expressing an unpopular opinion rise, the current generation recedes to the privacy of their 

own minds to express their true beliefs, rather than the ballot box. 

Some may also argue that millennials’ involvement has been record-high on a number of occasions, but 

these phenomena were specific and short-lived. The ongoing trends of political activism and civic engagement 

are downward, regardless of a few key election year spikes. In 2008, the “turnout gap between voters under and 

over the age of 30 was the smallest it had been since… 1972,” which should indicate a healthy amount of 

millennial political involvement (“Millennials”). The problem with this interpretation, however, is that 

millennials were voting for then-candidate Barack Obama during this year in record numbers because they 

believed that he could change the status quo and fix the political system. Such reform did not occur, however, 

and after only two years, millennials largely abandoned politics (“Millennials”). Their involvement was 



sparked and killed by the same motivator: disillusionment. Without faith in the government, long-term political 

activity will remain an unpopular notion to American millennials, and they will concern themselves with other 

matters. 

In summary, millennials’ political zeal has been dulled and deteriorated by the state of politics in 

America. Without an efficient, responsible government to enforce laws or even honest politicians to enact 

them, younger Americans are turning further away from government than ever before. As political battles creep 

into every facet of life, many recede from the ideological struggles that defined ages past. The priorities of the 

different political parties also do not concern millennials, whose main focus is on family life and personal 

success. Due to all of the above factors, millennials have become and will remain disengaged from traditional 

politics unless the political system changes radically. 
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Is It Time to Part Ways with the Penny? 

It is time for the U.S. government to seriously consider no longer minting the penny. In her article 

“Easy to Lose and Expensive to Produce: Is the Penny Worth It?”,  Jo Craven McGinty of The Wall Street 

Journal revealed that in 2014 alone the United States Mint spent more than $114 million producing the penny: 

a sum that should give us pause when we consider how valuable the coin is…or isn’t. As countries around the 

world eliminate their smallest denominations of currency, we have begun discussing whether or not the United 

States should follow suit. The American public is very resistant to this idea. There is a strong argument in favor 

of eliminating the penny and, if we can loosen our sentimental grip on the penny, it could be a serious 

economic boon. The American penny has become all but useless as a form of currency; however, is it so 

ingrained in our identity that we refuse to give it up despite evidence that we should. 

This discussion hit much closer to home in 2012 when Canada made the decision to stop production of 

their penny. In his article, “Penny Wise, or 2.4 Cents Foolish,” Jeff Sommer of The New York Times states, 

“because of inflation, [pennies] are worth so little that many Canadians don’t bother to use them at all.” It is 

not any different in the United States. We let our pennies pile up in jars until they are worth enough to bring to 

the bank to exchange for real money. They fall unnoticed between the seats of our cars. We walk by them on 

the ground and never stop to pick them up. The old saying, “See a penny, pick it up, all day long you’ll have 

good luck,” is irrelevant. The penny is such worthless currency that it no longer justifies the effort to bend over 

to pick it up from the ground. In the NPR interview, “The Problems with Pennies,” listeners were asked how 

they used the penny. One of the responses was, “How do I use them? I throw them away.” This listener 

succinctly sums up the problem with the penny: it is as worthless as garbage. We avoid using them when we 

can, and they are discarded without much thought. 



If the general public places such little value on the penny, why does the United States continue to mint 

it? As recently as 2012, the estimated cost of production was 2.4 cents per penny (“Problems” 2), over twice as 

much as what the penny is actually worth. So why do we keep minting them? When the argument to eliminate 

the penny comes up, many people claim the resulting price rounding would cause inflation and be detrimental 

to consumers. People worry that merchants will unfairly round all prices up to the nearest nickel. According to 

Franḉois Velde, a small change historian, discontinuing the penny would only cause a small “one-time inflation 

burst” (qtd. in Sommer). We could expect a small initial increase in the cost of goods, but the overall impact 

would be negligible. It is important to note that price rounding would only apply to cash transactions. Since 

many Americans use credit or debit cards for most purchases, there would be little to no change in the cost of 

living for many people. 

If the impact to consumers would be minimal, what is keeping us from making the jump to a penny-free 

society? One of the issues is getting the legislation passed; there simply is not the time to dedicate to it.  “In 

Penny Pinching: Can Obama manage elimination of one-cent coin,” Ali Weinberg of NBC News reports that 

President Obama addressed this issue in a recent interview with John Green, novelist and the creator of a 

popular YouTube channel. When asked why the U.S. had not yet stopped using the penny, President Obama 

responded, “I gotta tell you, John, I don’t know” (qtd. in Weinberg). He added that it is probably something 

that needs to be changed because the penny is costing a lot of money and the public is not using it. However, 

the President cannot just do away with the penny; legislation must be passed. Getting legislation passed is 

tedious and time consuming.  To be blunt, there are simply to many other important issues that take priority 

(Weinberg). We have tried to fix this problem without eliminating the penny, but those efforts have been 

unsuccessful. In 1982, in an attempt to lower production cost, the composition of the penny was altered, and 

the copper content was reduced to just 2.5% (McGinty). This change in composition of the coin helped 

drastically, but production of the penny remains a losing proposition. The Mint is no longer even trying to find 

ways to make the penny for less. According to Tom Jurkowsky, a spokesperson for the U.S. Mint, “We just 

can’t do it” (qtd. in McGinty).  



While the logistics of getting rid of the penny are definitely a factor, the bigger issue is the American 

public is unwilling to let go of it. We love that silly chunk of copper.  It is part of who we are. The penny is 

how I taught myself fractions. As a child, I had a huge glass jug that I kept as a penny jar. When it was full, I 

would spend an entire day counting it out, so we could bring it to the bank, and I could make sure the machine 

counted it correctly. Pennies are how I learned to save money. Anytime I saw a fountain, I would sneak a few 

pennies from my mom’s wallet to use for wishes. I had to wear penny loafers for school, and I always made 

sure I had my shiniest pennies in them. I do not think I am that different from anyone else. We all have 

memories associated with pennies that cause us to have a very strong emotional attachment to them. But 

emotional attachment alone isn’t enough of a reason to justify expensive, illogical behavior. Tradition is 

important, and childhood memories matter, but I wouldn’t lose my memories just because we stopped making 

the penny. I would still remember every one of them. And if I ever have children, they won’t be “missing out” 

on pennies because they would never have had the experience to begin with. To say they’d “miss out” on some 

American tradition would be like saying because I rode the bus to school, I missed out on the American 

tradition of walking to school—uphill both ways, in the snow, of course. I didn’t miss out on that; I just had a 

more modern and different experience. If we eliminate the penny, we’ll be doing our children the same sort of 

favor, and saving our economy a tremendous amount of money in the process. Is sentimental attachment to an 

outdated tradition really worth giving all that up? 

We are letting our emotions stop us from embracing progress, and it is costing the country a lot of 

money. The deficit created by the continued minting of the penny increases for every year we refuse to change. 

Will no longer minting the penny fix the economic crisis in the U.S.? Of course not. However, spending 

upwards of $100 million annually on something we do not need or use certainly is not helping things.   
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The Knight in Rusted Armor 

            People tend to oversimplify morality with terms such as “good” or “bad,” but in reality nothing is pure. 

In Kazuo Ishiguro’s acclaimed fantasy novel The Buried Giant, which explores the highly complex subject of 

morality, Sir Gawain is a far cry from the archetypal “knight in shining armor.” Gawain strives to always 

perform the right act, but no matter how hard he tries, he can never reconcile all of his actions with his strict, 

and conflicting, moral codes. Sir Gawain’s moral ambiguity reveals that no individual can act entirely in line 

with his morals, as sacrifices must always be made for the “greater good.” 

           Sir Gawain’s moral ambiguity is evident as he is not afraid to risk the loss of a life for the greater good. 

The knight of Arthur encounters a fascinating moral conundrum while he, Axl, Beatrice, and Edwin, the 

characters he is protecting on their journey, are in an underground tunnel and come across a bizarre canine 

monster separated by an iron portcullis. Gawain observes that the beast has a fixation on Edwin, the little boy, 

and realizes that he can use Edwin as bait, allowing Gawain to slay the beast as it charges along a direct path to 

Edwin, but he knows what he is risking. Arthur’s knight tells his companions, “I’m loath to use this Saxon boy 

like a young goat tied up to trap a wolf,” but he knows that an attempt to charge at the beast could prove fatal 

for his comrades or even himself (Ishiguro 176). If he can strike the beast first, he can save them all, but if he 

fails Edwin’s life is forfeit. The adventurers attempt his plan, and he executes his intent flawlessly, slicing off 

the beast’s head in a single fell stroke. When he is thanked by his friends, the knight modestly replies, “I’d 

happily face worse. Yet [Edwin] shows rare courage, and I’m glad to have done him some service,” 

acknowledging Edwin’s steadfastness in the face of danger, rather than basking in his own glory (178). While 

Gawain may have saved the lives of everyone in the tunnel, he did so by putting the life of a child in extreme 

peril, using said boy as monster-bait. Even so, Gawain feels guilty about it and would not have done so without 



the consensus of all those involved. By endangering Edwin’s life, he knows he saved the lives of at least two 

others, a greater good to be sure, but had the beast been a little faster or Gawain’s sword a little slower, then 

Edwin would surely have been sacrificed on the altar of Gawain’s morality. The knight’s willingness to risk 

lives conflicts with the common image of a selfless knight, accenting Gawain’s complicated morals.  

Sir Gawain ignores his moral compass in his service to King Arthur of the Britons, proving his moral 

ambiguity. During the brutal war between Britons and Saxons, Arthur’s army slaughters Saxon women and 

children. Although Gawain neither participates in nor approves of these actions, he stands by and continues to 

serve Arthur. The bitter knight says, “What was done in these Saxon towns today my uncle would only have 

commanded with a heavy heart, knowing of no other way for peace to prevail,” and he tries to justify the 

actions, claiming “Those [victims] would soon be warriors, burning to avenge their fathers,” but even then 

Gawain cannot feel content with the actions of his countrymen, leaving him disillusioned (213). Gawain 

becomes so disillusioned that he feels guilty for these actions which he did not partake in. During a period of 

introspection, Gawain wonders if he is “a slaughterer of babes,” but he thinks better of it, knowing that he was 

not in any of the Saxon villages; consequently he realizes “I was not there, and even had I been, what good for 

me to argue with a great king , and he my uncle too?” (214). Due to his oath and position, Sir Gawain 

possesses no sway over his liege; thus his choices are limited: he could continue to serve Arthur or break said 

oath, of which there is no perfect moral option. If Gawain leaves Arthur’s service, he may free himself of guilt, 

but he will lose the resources and support of the Britons, with which he can end the war and prevent further 

slaughter; nevertheless standing alongside Arthur will require Gawain to permit war crimes. Ultimately, 

Gawain chooses to stand with his liege and follow Arthur’s plan for bringing peace to Britain. The knight 

allows the destruction of a part so that he may preserve the whole, for the sacrifice of a few villages full of 

innocent Saxons is required in order for Gawain to potentially spare the isle from never-ending war, a trade-off 

that he reluctantly accepts. 

            Sir Gawain also makes a morally abhorrent sacrifice so that he can manage to bring about lasting peace, 

for he must alter a fundamental aspect of human life, memory. With the assistance of Merlin, the Arthurian 



knights manage to cast a spell on Querig, the she-dragon, which alters the effects of her breath; this breath 

covers the land like a mist, robbing all the inhabitants of their most important memories. Unfortunately, 

cherished memories and feuds alike are clouded, leaving the world in a state of peace in which people forget 

almost everything of consequence. According to the knight, “It was the only way… Without this she-dragon’s 

breath, would peace have ever come?” because he can see no way that Britons and Saxons could ever resolve 

their feuds (285). Gawain sees “old foes as cousins, village by village,” and he can justify the theft of vital and 

precious memories from so many innocent people (285). Wistan, however, a Saxon warrior sent to kill the she-

dragon and break the spell sees the situation differently, wondering, “How can old wounds heal while maggots 

linger so richly? Or a peace hold for ever built on slaughter and [Merlin’s] treachery,” but Gawain cannot be 

made to admit the flaws of his method (286). In Gawain’s mind, the memories of the populace matter little if 

they cannot enjoy them in peace, so he shall enforce peace through ignorance. Parents may forget their own 

children’s existence, but at least those kids are not put to the sword by invaders. Gawain forces Britons and 

Saxons to live in ignorance, but he does so in order to protect them however high the cost of doing so may be. 

Sir Gawain remains morally ambiguous by endangering children, overlooking the slaughter of 

innocents, and magically suppressing memories because he does so in order to accomplish an objectively 

greater good. Gawain’s goals are unquestionably noble, but he must be pragmatic by acting outside of his 

moral code to accomplish these goals. By utilizing the usually idealized knight in such a manner, 

Kazuo Ishiguro juxtaposes the unrealistic and morally perfect notion of a knight with real life moral 

conundrums and compromises. This allows Ishiguro to explore a major theme of real-life morality: oftentimes 

the greater good cannot be achieved without harmful acts. 
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A Card Game with Grandma 

When I was about seven or eight years old, a typical Saturday night consisted of “sleepovers” at my 

great-grandmother’s house with my sister and mother. These Saturday nights always ended with us playing 

card games with my great-grandmother. She would ask us, “Got any two’s?” and we would reply, “No Mimi, 

go fish!” Contrary to what it may sound like, my sister and I were not trying to stay up late, and my great-

grandmother was not trying to entertain us either. It was quite the opposite. Mimi was the one keeping us up 

during these sleepovers. Mimi played cards in her sleep. She was not the typical sleepwalker or sleep talker; 

she was a sleep card player. 

My mom, my sister, and I discovered this unusual ability of my great-grandmother one Saturday night 

when we were having our usual weekly sleepover at her house. In the past, we had awakened to the sound of 

Mimi talking to an old friend or her deceased husband John, but never before had we found her with cards all 

over the living room. The first occurrence of this peculiar card playing began with Mimi yelling at someone to 

answer her. The three of us woke up to the sound of her voice and rushed out of bed to see what was going on. 

My mother immediately said, “Here goes Mimi trying to talk to Grandpa John again,” but when we got to the 

living room, this was not the case. Mimi had woken up in the middle of night, had found her way to the old, 

saggy living room couch, and had dealt cards all about the living room. My sister and I could not help but 

giggle silently to ourselves as we entered the room, while my mother stood there with a look of bewilderment 

and amusement on her face. 

The three of us spent many Saturday nights trying to lure my great-grandmother back to her bed so she 

could have a good night’s sleep, but we soon discovered this was not the solution to our predicament. The only 

remedy for Mimi’s sleep card games was to play along with her. As soon as we joined in on her card games, 



she was happy and at ease and would eventually quietly sleep when the game ended. So Saturday after 

Saturday, we would sit behind the couch and pretend to be the voices of the people my great-grandmother 

thought she was playing with. She would ask us, “John, honey, do you have any fours?” and we would reply, 

“Yes dear,” holding in our squeals and laughter, as we made up which cards we supposedly had in our hands 

and mimicked the voice of our great-grandfather, who we had barely known. Then we would take our turn, and 

she would take hers, and eventually the game would come to an end, and she would sleep. The following 

morning, she would have no recollection of the card game with her husband, and the four of us would eat 

breakfast together as if the Saturday night card games were part of a different world. Then as each Saturday 

night came, we would get to enter the world of card playing and voice mimicking again, anticipating how the 

next game would play out. My sister might get to impersonate Mimi’s sweet friend Peggy, with the high 

pitched voice, who always goes to church with her, and I might get to imitate her loud brother David with the 

scratchy voice who always jokes around with her. 

During the months of my Saturday night card playing with sleeping Mimi, I did not see the severity of 

her situation, but looking back now, it could not be more evident. My great-grandmother had dementia, and 

due to her illness, she never knew what my mom, my sister, and I were doing. Mimi never saw us staying up 

until Sunday morning playing cards with her and pretending to be the voices of her friends. Mimi never knew 

we swept the floors of other rooms, did the dishes that she left in the sink, or refilled the flower vases with 

fresh flowers and clean water to keep the house looking nice and tidy. Mimi never had any knowledge of our 

efforts to keep her happy. Even later on when Mimi began to only speak in French, she never realized that my 

sister and I helped my mom talk to her with the trivial French we knew from primary and middle school. 

Regardless of the fact that our never ending efforts to make Mimi happy and at ease went unnoticed, we 

continued to help her, not because we felt obligated but because we genuinely wanted to. I learned from this 

experience that when a loved one, family or not, needs support in any shape or form, I should unceasingly lend 

helping hands and comforting arms out of unconditional love. My mother taught me through this experience to 

find beauty, hope, and love in every situation, no matter how troubling it may be. 



I look back on this now and see the value and importance in always loving others no matter the 

circumstance, even if I do not receive a single ounce of praise or gratitude. While my great-grandmother was 

still in the stages of playing her sleep card games, I was not aware that these card games were a concerning 

sign, but as time moved forward, and both my great-grandmother and myself got older, I came to understand 

her illness more fully. Not only from interacting with Mimi, but also from watching my mother’s reactions and 

emotions, I started to connect the fact that entering Mimi’s world of card playing and French speaking was not 

necessarily the best sign. But with this increase in understanding and maturity, I also learned virtues of what it 

means to be a rock solid foundation of love and support for others. Without knowing it, my mother taught me 

the meaning of limitless love that one gives to another with a whole heart. She showed me what selfless love 

truly means.  

	

	
	


