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Section 1

#1 - Opening paragraph: "As we guide the next generation into an uncertain future, what is our most
profound promise to them? It is the promise of preparedness—equipping them not just with facts, but

with the wisdom, empathy, and resilience to thrive."

Strengths: Your opening creates a strong emotional connection with readers by focusing on our

responsibility to children. The rhetorical question draws readers in effectively.

Weakness: Vague reasoning — Your opening makes big claims about what children need without
explaining why reading specifically provides these qualities. When you say reading gives "wisdom,

empathy, and resilience,” you don't show how a 30-minute reading period actually builds these skills.

Exemplar: "Reading for thirty minutes daily builds empathy because students experience

different characters’ feelings and learn to understand various perspectives.”

#2 - Third paragraph: "Furthermore, this practice is the primary engine for building what educational

psychologists call 'schema’—the broad knowledge base critical for all future learning."

Strengths: You use specific examples like the science fiction and physics connection to make your

point clearer. The metaphor of books as "windows" helps readers visualise your idea.

Weakness: Unclear connections — You claim that reading any book helps with all subjects, but you
don't prove this connection well enough. Your example about science fiction helping with physics is

interesting, but you need to show why this works better than other learning methods.

Exemplar: "Research shows that students who read regularly scorve 15% bhigher on
comprebension tests across all subjects because they can understand complex ideas more

easily.”

#3 - Fifth paragraph: "Critics cite crowded schedules, arguing it detracts from core instructional time.
This is a fallacy, akin to a builder with no time for foundations because they are too busy erecting

walls."

Strengths: Your builder metaphor makes the point easy to understand. You directly address what

people might argue against your idea.



Weakness: Weak counter-arguments — You dismiss critics’ concerns too quickly without really
solving their problems. When schools say they don't have time, your answer doesn't explain what

subjects they should spend less time on or how to fit everything into the day.

Exemplar: "Schools can implement reading time by combining it with existing English lessons
or using the first thirty minutes of each day, which research shows is when students focus
best.”

B Your piece presents a passionate argument for daily reading, and your writing flows well from one
idea to the next. However, your content needs stronger evidence to convince readers. You make many
claims about reading's benefits without providing enough proof or specific examples. Additionally,
your arguments would be more convincing if you addressed practical concerns more thoroughly. To
improve your content, focus on adding specific research findings with numbers or percentages that
support your points. Also, when you mention what critics say, spend more time explaining exactly how
your solution would work in real schools. Your writing would be stronger if you took your fourth
paragraph about emotional benefits and expanded it with concrete examples of how reading specific
types of books helps students develop empathy. Furthermore, you could strengthen your argument by
explaining step-by-step how schools could actually implement this thirty-minute reading period

without losing important learning time in other subjects.

Score: 44/50

Section 2

#1 The Bulwark and the Engine: Forging a Future in Thirty Minutes a Day

As we guide the next generation into an uncertain future, what is our most profound promise to
them? It is the promise of preparedness—equipping them not just with facts, but with the wisdom,
empathy, and resilience to thrive. Decades of educational research and the consensus of literacy experts
affirm a powerful truth: this promise is best kept by instilling a daily habit of reading. Implementing a
mandatory 30-minute reading period is therefore less a logistical adjustment than a moral and strategic

imperative to forge not only better students, but better thinkers.



The logical foundation for this initiative is irrefutable. Numerous studies correlate daily reading
volume with academic achievement. Consistent engagement with text expands vocabulary, deepens
comprehension, and cultivates the sustained concentration essential in a fractured digital age. These are
not isolated skills for language arts; they are foundational tools for all learning. A student adept at
analysing a complex narrative is better equipped to deconstruct a mathematical problem or grasp the
nuance of a historical event. This time is a direct investment in the cognitive machinery required for

every other subject.

#2 Furthermore, this practice is the primary engine for building what educational psychologists call
'schema’—the broad knowledge base critical for all future learning. Every book acts as a window,
depositing new concepts and contexts into a student’s mind. This background knowledge makes
formal instruction more effective. A student who has explored the cosmos through science fiction, for
instance, brings a framework of curiosity to their physics class that a textbook alone cannot replicate.
This incidental learning transforms students from passive recipients of information into active,

insightful learners who connect ideas across disciplines.

#3 Yet, education's purpose is not merely to create proficient test-takers, but to nurture compassionate
human beings. Here, the profound emotional impact of reading comes to the fore. To lose oneself in a
story is to walk in another's shoes, to feel another's joy, and to understand another's pain. This act of
imaginative empathy is a powerful antidote to the isolation of the modern world. In an age of digital
anxiety, the quiet sanctuary of a book offers a vital refuge, a place to build an inner life and develop
emotional resilience. We show our children their inner world matters; that reflection is as important as

recitation.

Naturally, such a proposal faces practical objections. Critics cite crowded schedules, arguing it detracts
from core instructional time. This is a fallacy, akin to a builder with no time for foundations because
they are too busy erecting walls. The skills from reading are the very foundation upon which all other
learning is built. Others fear compulsion will breed resentment. This concern is addressed by granting
student autonomy. Empowering students to choose their own reading material transforms a potential
chore into a cherished ritual, fostering the intrinsic love of learning that is the ultimate goal of all

education.

In the final analysis, this choice is about more than a timetable; it is a declaration of our vision for the
future. By carving out this time, we do more than improve test scores; we cultivate the two
interdependent pillars of a thriving society: an engaged citizenry and a dynamic economy. A populace
that reads deeply and critically is the ultimate bulwark against the misinformation that erodes civic

discourse. The same imaginative spark fostered by reading—the ability to see what is not yet there—is



the engine of the scientific and entrepreneurial innovation that will define our future prosperity. This
is our promise: to provide not just the tools for a successful life, but the wisdom and creativity to build

a better world.
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