Section 1:
#1 (First paragraph): Strengths:

e Your vivid imagery effectively sets the scene and creates a haunting atmosphere
e Your parallel structure between Chernobyl and Three Mile Island builds suspense

Weaknesses: Opening Structure — Your introduction jumps between locations without a clear
transition. "But many do not know that one place in America is not just identical" creates
confusion about whether you're comparing similarities or differences. Similarly, the shift from
describing Chernobyl to Three Mile Island feels abrupt.

Exemplar: "While Chernobyl stands as a stark reminder of nuclear devastation, Three Mile Island
in America's heartland harbours its own nuclear legacy - one that could potentially eclipse
Chernobyl's catastrophic impact."

#2 (Third paragraph): Strengths:

e Your connection between economic context and nuclear development shows analytical
thinking
® Your incorporation of specific debt figures adds credibility

Weaknesses: Paragraph Cohesion — Your ideas within this paragraph lack smooth transitions.
The jump from "every business owner can feel it" to specific debt figures feels disconnected.
When you write "tiny crucible of energy expenses," the metaphor obscures rather than clarifies
your point.

Exemplar: "The economic burden of nuclear development would exacerbate America's already
staggering national debt, whilst offering only minimal relief to energy costs."

#3 (Fifth paragraph): Strengths:

e Your clear presentation of maintenance challenges
e Your logical progression from construction costs to long-term implications

Weaknesses: Argument Development — Your point about breaking even needs more
development. You introduce several important ideas - construction costs, maintenance expenses,
and technological evolution - but don't fully explore their interconnections.

Exemplar: "The astronomical construction costs, coupled with perpetual maintenance
requirements, would create an endless financial burden that persists even as superior energy
alternatives emerge."



Actionable Task: Rewrite your first two paragraphs focusing specifically on creating a clearer
transition between Chernobyl and Three Mile Island. Ensure each sentence builds upon the
previous one to create a more cohesive narrative flow.

Score: 42/50

Section 2:
#1 Critical Headline Times: Nuclear Charged Destruction

In a lonely, dilapidated skeleton of what was once beauttfid [a beautiful] city stands a dome, its
iron cast surrounding the core of the destruction: The Elephant's foot- The blistering body of an
old nuclear reactor. This is Chernobyl, a bl1ster1ng Wasteland condemned to death by a nuclear
meltdown. B rat-oneplace

far—werse- [Among America's nuclear facilities, one site bears striking parallels to Chernobyl -
and harbours the potential for even greater catastrophe. ]

- ta: [Three Mile Island, a
nuclear disaster site nestled in the heart of Pennsylvania, stands as a chilling reminder of past
failures.] A series of malfunctions and human errors led to a reactor breakdown and the area.
Fortunately, the cleanup went well, and 3-Muedsland [Three Mile Island] is still considered
habitable. Today, on the Critical Headlme Times, we will be arguing for the better of all of us.

SH s se—3-MietIstand-as—a—fuston—energy—setree: [We must reject proposals to repurpose

Three Mile Island as a fusion energy source. ]

In the status quo of modern-day society, we have a problem that does do nothing but get worse.
Every business owner can feel it as the poptrlo'as [populace feels] the p1nch Economics. Greaﬁng

doHars: [Establishing a new reactor and its assocrated facilities would require an investment of
billions of dollars.] All of this is to say that world economies are looking increasingly unstable,
and a risky move like this would do nothing but deepen the US's crushing debts. The US's debts
are 31.5 trillion dollars, according to financial experts and trusted websites like Statistico. They
are in no position to pay it off, meaning that this would be more money added to the unpayable
mountain of debt in the US economy. This might solve a tiny crucible of energy expenses, but it
will add to the US debt and become another liability.

#3 Nuclear energy was made to be the opposite of nuclear weaponry and a sustainable, safe way
of harnessing the ancient powers of nature. But nuclear energy isn't the only solution. Take wind
power for example. Massive turbines are heaved by wind, creating kinetic energy. Then there are



solar panels, a way to harness power from the sun's heat and hydro—eteetrtes [hydroelectrics], a
way to use the natural flow of water and turn it into energy. These are all alternative ways to make
renewable energy, and they all run with far less risks. The machinery isn't as complicated, either.
A juxtaposition of this consists between the method. For nuclear energy, you must split or fuse
atoms to create energy, but take hydro—eleetrtetty [hydroelectricity] as the opposing side: All you
need to do is use a waterwheel! The truth is that there are many ways to create sustainable energy.

Many have said that nuclear energy on 3=Mttetstand [Three Mile Island] would be fine and
useful to creating an asset, but it would end up as quite the opposite. Nuclear energy and reactors
require consistent maintenance to function and just for general safety. Furthermore, the
construction would cost billions, and it would take years just to break even, and being weighed
down by the maintenance would just be another economic fail [failure] . Even if it was to quickly
break even, other energy types would evolve to be better, but they would still have to maintain it
because of the dangerous nuclear elements.

Cancer, poisoning, severe organ tissue damage, and even death. These are all things that are all
caused by radiation poisoning, and in turn why places like Chernobyl and Bikini Atoll are now
uninhabitable. A second nuclear reaction would mean certain doom for the region, most likely
making it uninhabitable for years. Residents would have to leave their homes and many would
end up with brutal problems. The problem with nuclear meltdowns is that the impact lasts forever.
And that means it will be uninhabitable forever.

The truth is, the matter is in yew [your]| hands. Do we want another uninhabitable zone? Do we
want more people to suffer at the merciless hands of radiation? Do we want a world where we'll
never be sure if our energy will kill us? The answer is no, but we stand on a crossroad.
Remember, when the choice comes, you must answer the call.

But until then, it's out from the Critical Headline Times, and we'll see you- On the next one!



