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Response to Seaborn Massey’s Post
Hi
It was interesting reading your post. I find your idea on productivity intriguing, as your suppositions can be linked to real-life situations. You also reiterate the critical elements of achieving uttermost success and posits that focus and commitment go a long way in assisting individuals or entities in realizing their dreams. I concur with your inference as I also believe that favorable outcomes require an incentive to anchor your efforts. The inspiration provokes one to work hard. I also believe that one’s end goal makes it easier to stay committed and increases willingness to step out of your comfort zone. However, I have always known that appropriate language and physiology are vital skills in attaining productivity. I attribute my statement to the fact that the effects of language go beyond making effective decisions. 
Moreover, I was impressed by how you linked productivity to America’s bicameral legislature, stating that state legislatures chose the senators for productivity, a practice that is by itself efficient and effective. Ideally, state legislatures were considered more apt than the public as their pick would comprise more competent senators. Other moves such as selecting senators based on age and providing them with six-year terms were geared towards productivity in the United States of America. Selecting senators who were older than the house representatives ensured dignity, while six-year terms provided ample time for achieving the anticipated results. Nevertheless, I do not understand why America relinquished the system that has seen the country experience success in various aspects of governance and overall stability for decades, as you postulated. Why would a country cede the only method that has gotten them to the current successful position?
