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Section 1:

#1 (Paragraph 2) Strengths:

e Effective use of rhetorical questions that challenge the reader to consider the
consequences

e Strong emotional appeal through words like "nurture," "discovery," and
"sanctuary"

Weakness: Limited emotional range — Your questions focus primarily on abandonment
and loss but miss opportunities for more varied emotional appeals. For instance, when
you write "Are we truly prepared to abandon the generations of children," you could
strengthen this by incorporating feelings of responsibility and legacy alongside the sense
of abandonment.

Exemplar: How can we claim to value education while willingly destroying the very
sanctuary where generations have discovered their passion for knowledge, and what
message does this destructive act send to our children about our commitment to their
intellectual future?

#2 (Paragraph 3) Strengths:

e Excellent use of painful imagery with phrases like "clang of steel against stone"
and "choking dust"

e Effective metaphorical language describing the library as the "soul" of the
community

Weakness: Incomplete sensory experience — While you vividly describe the sounds and
visuals of demolition, you miss opportunities to engage other senses. When you write
about "choking dust rising as our sacred space is reduced to rubble," you could enhance
this by incorporating more sensory details to make the imagery more immersive and
emotionally impactful.



Exemplar: Imagine the acrid taste of dust coating your tongue as you witness our
sanctuary crumble, each thunderous crash reverberating through your chest as though
the very heart of our community is being torn asunder.

#3 (Paragraph 5) Strengths:

e Strong appeal to different community groups showing the library's universal
importance

e Effective use of contrast between "joy and sorrow" to show the library's emotional
significance

Weakness: Underdeveloped personal connections — While you mention different groups
who use the library, the emotional impact would be stronger with specific personal
stories. When writing "For the elderly, it is a quiet retreat," you could strengthen this with
a more detailed scenario that creates a stronger emotional connection.

Exemplar: For our elderly residents like Mr. Thompson, who visits daily after losing his
wife last year, the library represents his last meaningful connection to community
life—his trembling hands finding comfort in the familiar weight of borrowed books,
his lonely afternoons transformed by the quiet companionship of fellow readers.

m Your persuasive letter demonstrates strong emotional appeal and effectively uses
rhetorical techniques to argue against the demolition of the community library. The
physical description paragraph effectively creates a vivid image of the library's
architectural significance. However, your piece would benefit from more personal
anecdotes to strengthen emotional connections with readers. Also, consider varying your
sentence structure more throughout the letter to create a more dynamic rhythm. The
formal tone is appropriate, but at times becomes slightly repetitive in structure. You could
improve the conclusion by offering concrete alternatives or solutions rather than simply
opposing the demolition. Additionally, your opening paragraph could establish your
connection to the library more clearly to give your argument personal credibility. Try
adding one specific memory or experience to make your argument more compelling and
authentic.

Overall score: 44/50




Section 2:

K.Sarah ABC Street.
The Demolition of Our Community Library: A Call to Action
Dear Mayor and esteemed Council Members,

I hope that this comment finds you well. It is with sy [a] great concern and an
overwhelming sense of urgency that I write to you about the suggested [proposed]
demolition of our beloved community library. 11 [This] proposal, should it move forward,
represents not just a physical loss, but the havee [destruction] of an irreplaceable cultural
establishment [institution]—a lifeline for our community members of all ages and
backgrounds.

#1 How could we, as a society, allow the destruction of a space that has nurtured
generations of curious minds, etear [cleared] the way for countless moments of discovery,
and served as a sanctuary for those in search of knowledge? To tear down the library is to
sever the very roots of intellectual growth and community connection that it so selflessly
fosters. Are we truly prepared to abandon the generations of children who have found
their love for reading there, or the elderly who rely on it as their sole avenue for
continued learning?

#2 The library is more than just a building; it is the soul of our community. Consider for a
moment the melancholic reality that would accompany its demolition: the clang of steel
against stone, the choking dust rising as our sacred space is reduced to rubble. The sound
of history being erased with each crushing blow. Would we stand idly by as the lifeblood
of our town is destroyed before our very eyes? Is this the legacy we wish to leave for
future generations?

Physically, the library stands as an architectural masterpiece—its soaring windows,
carved wooden shelves, and intricate stonework are testament [testaments] to both the
craftsmanship of the past and the hopes of those who envisioned it as a place of learning
and unity. The marble floors, still polished with the memories of countless visitors, gleam
as they catch the light from the tall arched windows. The oak bookshelves, brimming
with the weight of centuries of knowledge, speak of the wisdom contained within their
pages. To destroy this treasure is to destroy a piece of ourselves. Can we truly live with
such a loss?



Furthermore, it is essential to reeegnize [recognise] the profound emotional impact this
demolition would have on our community. Many of us have walked through the library's
doors in moments of both joy and sorrow, seeking solace, escape, and inspiration. For
students, the library is a place of study and focus, where the hum of concentration fills the
air. For families, it is a safe haven—a place to bond over storytime or explore new worlds
together. #3 For the elderly, it is a quiet retreat, offering a much-needed escape from the
isolation that can accompany old age. To lose the library is to lose a part of what makes
us a community—a place where all are welcome, regardless of age, background, or
circumstance.

Moreover, | ask you to consider the long-term consequences of such an action. Are we
truly so blind to the value of our cultural institutions that we would sacrifice them for
short-term gains? What will become of our children if they are deprived of the
opportunities the library provides? How will we explain to the elderly, the unemployed,
the immigrants, and the margimatized [marginalised] that their access to knowledge and
community is expendable? Can we stand before them and say that their needs are less
important than the interests of a few?

In conclusion, I implore you to reconsider this decision. To demolish the library is not
merely an act of urban redevelopment; it is an attack on our collective identity. It is an
affront to the spirit of knowledge, connection, and community that we have worked so
hard to cultivate. Please, do not let this be the moment we allowed something
irreplaceable to slip through our fingers. Let us stand together to preserve our
library—our history, our culture, and our future.

Thank you for your time and consideration. I trust that you will reflect upon the profound
implications of this decision and choose to act in the best interests of our community.

Sincerely,

Sarah K
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