
Section 1:

#1 Opening Paragraph Strengths:

● Vivid sensory details create a powerful emotional hook
● Effectively establishes stakes through concrete imagery

Weaknesses: Logical Flow → Your opening scenario jumps directly to an extreme conclusion
without building a clear bridge between the premises. The phrase "This is the result of testing on
people" needs more context to connect it logically to your argument for animal testing.

Exemplar: "Consider a hospital ward filled with suffering patients, their conditions worsening
without properly tested treatments. While testing on humans raises ethical concerns, animal
testing offers a vital alternative that has helped develop countless life-saving medications."

#2 Second Paragraph

Strengths:

● Attempts to address counterarguments about animal harm
● Introduces specific data about testing numbers

Weaknesses: Counter-Argument Development → Your dismissal of animal deaths as "rather rare"
undermines your credibility. The phrase "hardly be likely that an animal will die" needs stronger
logical support and acknowledgment of the ethical weight of any deaths.

Exemplar: "While animal testing does involve risks, strict protocols minimise suffering and death
rates. The vast majority of the 115 million annual test subjects undergo minimal invasive
procedures, with researchers prioritising humane treatment."

#3 Final Paragraph Strengths:

● Clear attempt at synthesis of main points
● Maintains focus on core argument

Weaknesses: Conclusion Structure → Your conclusion simply restates points without elevating
the discussion. The phrase "This is why animal testing must be accepted and justified" needs
more compelling final thoughts that address broader implications.

Exemplar: "While the ethical considerations are complex, the careful use of animal testing,
governed by strict protocols, remains crucial for advancing medical science and saving countless
human lives. The challenge lies in balancing scientific progress with ethical responsibility."



Actionable Task: Rewrite your second paragraph focusing specifically on providing concrete
examples of non-lethal testing procedures and their direct benefits to human medicine.

Score: 44/50

Section 2:

#1 Imagine a hospital crammed with blood-soaked beds, the patients' pale, gaunt skin boasting
enormous tumours of some excruciating disease, their sobbing parents signing off their child's
death warrant with trembling hands. This is the result of testing on people, or worse, the release of
drugs that have not yet been tested or verified. [Such scenarios could result from inadequate drug
testing protocols or the release of unverified medications.] It is therefore essential to allow animal
testing, for the sake of much of humanity.

#2 One reason to allow animal testing is that it doesn't necessarily harm the animal tested. Yes, in
some cases, animals have been killed in testing, but this occurrence, as opposed to what many
people think, is actually rather rare. More than 115 million animals are being tested on every year;
even with many deaths per annum it will hardly be likely that an animal will die on an average
test. [While more than 115 million animals undergo testing annually, strict protocols and
advanced techniques ensure that mortality rates remain low in standard testing procedures.]

Additionally, there are already rules and regulations in place to prevent mistreatment and
mutilation of animals used for testing. This means that it is not legally possible [to] harm the
animals on purpose – thus removing the threat of deliberate human harm to animals. This is
substantial, as before these laws were implemented, the death rate of animals used for testing was
higher than now.

Furthermore, risking the life of a few tested animals can potentially save the lives of millions of
people. Imagine two rats died for the sake of a vast sector of the world's population, which will
likely die in a longer and more painful death than those two rats did. Many people would agree
that the sacrifice was justified. This very thing is happening now in the world, so why object to it?

Yes, some people may argue that the animals utilized [utilised] for testing are innocent, and their
lives are just as important as ours, and that is very true. However, we must test on them if there
are no people willing to sign up for human testing; otherwise, we may risk the scenario mentioned
concerning the results of not verifying if medication is safe. As most of the population wish not to
be in the shoes of those in the scenario, we must sacrifice the guarantee of the health of the testing
animals if we are to fulfil their wishes.



#3 To wrap up [In conclusion], animal testing should not be banned as only a small portion of
them are actually killed during testing, some countries have implemented laws that forbid the
mistreatment of animals on purpose and that risking the health of a few test animals is certainly
worth it if it guarantees the health and longevity of many millions of human lives. This is why
animal testing must be accepted and justified.


