

Stimulus: “To reverse the deterioration of the postal service, the government should raise the price of postage stamps. This solution will no doubt prove effective, since the price increase will generate larger revenues and will also reduce the volume of mail, thereby eliminating the strain on the existing system and contributing to improved morale.”

Response:

The writer makes several assumptions without providing sufficient evidence in support of his argument that the government should increase the price of postage stamps in order to reverse the deterioration of the postal service.

Firstly, the assumption that such a move will lead to increased revenues is without any evidence. It is possible, or even likely, that higher postage costs might lead the general public to reduce their usage of postage stamps and use other alternatives, such as electronic forms of communication and telecom. This is also the expectation of the writer, as is clear from the mention of reduced mail postal volume in the given argument. In the absence of any evidence that shows that the revenues are likely to increase even with the reduced volumes, the writer's assumption is seriously flawed.

Further, the writer assumes, while making the given argument, that the reduction in volumes would reduce the strain on the existing system and boost morale. There is nothing mentioned to support the assumption that the current mail volume is a strain on the system and that the existing system is not equipped to handle this volume. In the absence of any supporting evidence, it might even prove counter-productive to increase prices, as it might lead to disturbing an optimized system and creating unwarranted wastage in the system.

In addition, the writer's assertion that a reduction in volume would boost morale is also highly questionable as such a reduction could, in fact, lead to lower job satisfaction among postal workers on account of being under-utilized. It could even lead to a lesser need for manpower in the postal department and affect the job security of postal employees, leading to a dip in morale.

Therefore, the recommendation to raise the prices of stamps is utterly unconvincing based on the information provided above and needs to be supported by much stronger evidence to be considered a reasonable argument	Comment by Admin: ADD: Such unsubstantiated assumptions are bound to lead to definite failures of judgment 	Comment by Admin: Now you have to support your accusation that the argument is unconvincing because the writer has not given any statistics or data to prove that the measure will end up in improving the efficiency.  Alternately, the author could at least   refer to instances when such steps have been extremely successful.  As a sign of a positive criticism, or creative criticism, the responder can ask the Department to seriously consider bringing down unnecessary expenditure, which are bound to be there in any public departments.  Or the department itself could go digital rather than remain manual, so that more volume could be handled at lower fixed costs. 

Comments: 

1. The write-up is too short at 318 words. It should be minimum around 500 words. Any essay shorter than this limit will be valued very poorly.  

2. Construction is okay, Only thing is that the responder could have made his point more categorically. Flow is ok 
 
3. Content: 

This essays seem to be error-free, probably because it was edited by a software. In manual proof reading, one is bound to commit three or four errors.
 Normally when one sends  an essay for review, the contents are typed in a notepad or in a word file after disabling all the auto correct features, so that one can know one's natural proficiency.  This is a serious misgiving in the given response

Rating: 

As such the grammar, construction, and flow are good.  Let's say you start with 6 because of these positives. However, it is doubtful whether you can achieve such consummation in the D-day.  Then let's reduce 2 marks for the shortness of the paper and for not explaining why the argument is not convincing or for not criticizing more creatively or positively. 

By increasing the length of your essay alone, you can get into the top echelon of five and above.  






 

