学生原文：

	147. Tradition and modernization are incompatible. One must chose between them.
In current society, modernization is promoted remarkably meanwhile the tradition is been challenged. More and more traditional buildings, living style and ideology are being renewed by modern mansions, fashionable living style and fresh value. In some situation, there may be certain conflict between tradition and modernization, however, countless phenomenon of their coexistences manifest that they can stand in the same time. And we should spare no effort to protect the valuable tradition in modernization in that the tradition is the precious legacy given by our ancestors.

Some scholars said that now we live in a world which composed of modern machines that tradition is become increasing weak. When we go out, there is car taking transportation for us; when we come back home, there are television set, refrigerator and air conditioner serve for us; and no matter where we are, mobile phone is waiting our orders. Written message, wooden house, and horse-drawn carriage are seldom been seen in nowadays. Some people are feeling sad for the disappearance of tradition while some others think it is nature law for the modernization to replace tradition, even a desirable advance. In my part, I think it is nature for this change in that we cannot live in an invariable world all along but certain precious tradition should be preserved.

In Beijing, there were about 1000 Hutongs (胡同) spread all over, but in present, it decreased to about 600 Hutongs. All of them full have historic values that each of them has an anecdote. The oldest Hutong, named Sanmiaojie, Which already established for 900 years, is a famous historical relic. However, Hutongs impede the modernization of Beijing to becoming a complete modern city like Shanghai which has skyscrapers at all places in that Hutongs occupied a large mount of areas. Thus, many Hutongs have been demolished and replaced by mordern buildings. As the Statue of Liberty is the symbol of America, Hutong is the unique building stand for Beijing, even China. With the reduction of Hutong, people realized that the invaluable traditional character is in imminent danger of disappearance. Therefore, many protective measures been provided to maintain the remains Hutong.
As for various languages, which embrace a vast number of civilization, should also be conserved properly. An English linguist said that every fortnight, there is a dialect extinct. By the reason that standard language is a request for globalization and modernization that increasing people are use the office languages to meet the needs of the modern society meanwhile the diversity of culture is disappearing. Therefore it is no need for government to advocate the office languages, but give sufficient support for linguists to collect and conserve the language which is on the verge of extinction. Further more, the local media should intentionally keep a space for dialects to perform. The coexistence of official language and dialect is the most desirable outcome for human beings.

In sum, the tradition and modernization is compatible, although sometime only could be achieve harmonious through our effort. When encounter the choices between tradition and modernization, we should cautiously ponder the consequence after the selection in that the heirlooms from history should be sustained properly.


钱老师点评稿：

147. Tradition and modernization are incompatible. One must chose between them.
In our present-day society, modernization is strongly promoted while tradition is being challenged. More and more traditional buildings, life styles and ideologies are being replaced by modern mansions, fashionable life styles and new value judgments. In many cases, there have been conflicts between tradition and modernization. However, countless instances of their coexistence demonstrate that, more often than not, they can be compatible. We should spare no effort to protect valuable traditions in our modernization process in that tradition represents a precious legacy transmitted by our ancestors.
Comment:  
1. In terms of the content of this opening paragraph, it is not too bad. However, it is just a very general and ordinary paragraph—you have not presented an in-depth insights or perspectives or arguments, and the language is not forceful enough. 
2. You have made too many grammatical mistakes. Most sentences are difficult to understand. They do not make sense to an American reviewer. Only an English teacher who knows Chinese well like me can understand the mode of thinking and the points that you want to express. Many of your expressions are not idiomatic and for this reason you cannot express your ideas clearly, effectively, and specifically. In other words, so many mistakes that you have committed prevents the reader from gaining a proper understanding of your ideas.
3. Some of the ideas you have expressed in the first paragraph are not convincing enough. They are just stated without convincing qualifications. Therefore, you cannot convince your reader effectively. For example, why do you say there are “countless instances of their coexistence”? If so, coexistence of tradition and modernization should be an obvious and a general trend and there is no reason to argue that tradition and modernization are incompatible.
Some scholars have said that now we live in a world which is so composed of modern machines that tradition is becoming increasingly weakened. When we go out, there are cars taking us to where we want to go; when we come back home, there are television set, refrigerator and air conditioner that can make us comfortable. No matter where we are, the mobile phone is always ready to be of service. Written messages, wooden houses, and horse-drawn carriages are seldom seen nowadays. Some people feel sad for the disappearance of tradition while some others think it is a nature law for the modernization to replace tradition. They even regard it as a desirable advance. On my own part, I think it is natural for such changes to take place in that we cannot live in an unchanging world all along. However, certain precious tradition should be preserved.
Comment:

1. This paragraph is redundant; that is, it is not necessary. In the first paragraph, you have stated that there are countless phenomena which indicate that tradition and modernization can co-exist and be compatible. Since you have made this judgment and presented your argument, you should continue to elaborate on it in the second paragraph in order to support your point. However, in the first part of this paragraph, you cite the opinions of the scholars to indicate that modernization is happening in a rapid manner and you have also cited quite a few examples to support the scholars’ opinions, though I doubt whether those opinions are really scholarly or not. To me, they are plain truth, self-evident. Then, you cite two kinds of thoughts—some people feel sad but other people take the modernization for granted. Then, you become very repetitive when you say that modernization is natural on one hand but we still need to preserve tradition. In this paragraph, you have not been defending your position that modernization and tradition can co-exist and that we should do our best to preserve tradition, which you presented in the first paragraph. Instead, you become eclectic, making general judgments without proving your points; not sustaining your previous argument with more detailed discussions. You just jump to another point, becoming repetitive, and not really offering well-reasoned analysis. 
2. In addition, the argument you made in the first paragraph is also contradictory. Since you argue that there are countless examples that indicate tradition and modernization can co-exist very well, it means that the existence of tradition is not quite challenged in this modern world. Therefore, there is no need to do our best to preserve the legacy of our ancestors, right? 
3. When you come to the last sentence in the second paragraph, you say that certain precious tradition should be preserved. This recaptures the last sentence in the first paragraph. However, between those two ideas, you have simply have done nothing to prove why tradition should be preserved.
In Beijing, there used to be about 1000 Hutongs (胡同) that spread all over this ancient city, but at  present, the number of the Hutongs has decreased to about 600 . All of them have full historical values as each of them has an anecdote to itself. The oldest Hutong called Sanmiaojie, which was built 900 years ago, is a famous historical relic. However, Hutongs impede the modernization of Beijing to becoming a completely modern city like Shanghai, which has skyscrapers everywhere.  Hutongs impede the modernization process of Beijing because they occupy a large number of land areas. Thus, many Hutongs have been demolished and replaced by modern buildings. As the Statue of Liberty is the symbol of America, Hutong is the unique building style that stands for the ancient culture of Beijing, and even of China. With the reduction of Hutong, people realize that the invaluable traditional character is in imminent danger of disappearance. Therefore, many protective measures have been provided to maintain the remaining Hutongs. 
Comment: 

1. You contradict yourself again in this paragraph. In the first paragraph, you argue that countless instances of the coexistence of modernization and tradition demonstrate that, more often than not, they can be compatible. Now, in this paragraph, you try to convince that tradition and modernization are actually in conflict because hutongs , which represent tradition, have impeded the modernization process of Beijing and, in their fight against the modernization process, hutongs (tradition) have been demolished. This illustrates that tradition and modernization do not and cannot co-existence. There is a battle of life and death between them. What is even more strange is that in the final paragraph, you reiterate that “In sum, the tradition and modernization is compatible”. Do you see how self-contradictory you are? 
As for various languages, which embrace a vast number of civilizations (This is a countable noun and you know this because you have used the word “number”. However, it is very sad that you did not use the word in plural form), they (“As for various languages”是一个介词结构, 作状语, various languages因而就不能作主语了, 故应加上一个主语) should also be conserved properly. An English linguist said that, every fortnight, there is a dialect that becomes extinct. By the reason that (no one uses this expression in modern English) standard language is a request for globalization and modernization that increasing people are use the office languages to meet the needs of the modern society meanwhile the diversity of culture is disappearing. (you have put several sentences together here and it is simply impossible to understand what you want to express here.) Therefore, even though it is no need (you should either say “there is no need for sb. to do sth.” or say “it is not necessary for sb. to do sth.”) for the government to advocate the use of office languages (I guess that you want to say “official language”, not “office language”. “office language” means “办公(室)语言”, which is very funny here), we should still give sufficient support for linguists to collect and conserve those dialects which are on the verge of extinction. Furthermore, the local media should intentionally provide ample spaces for dialects to be kept alive. The coexistence of official language and the dialect is the most desirable outcome for human beings. 
Comment: 

1. There is really no need for me to comment on this paragraph because you want to prove the same point as what you were doing in the previous paragraph. You have been using two examples “hutongs” and the “dialects” as the topics for two separate paragraphs to discuss the same point of view, that tradition is in jeopardy and should be rescued. This point of view, as I have pointed out, is contradictory with the argument that you have put forward in the opening paragraph of this essay. 
2. In addition, in writing GRE essays, you should not allow examples and illustrations to occupy the most of your writing. Instead, you should carry out reasoning and logical analysis for the most part of the writing and cite one or two short examples, at most three examples, to support your analysis and argument. What the reviewers of your writing are interested in is your analysis, your ability to carry out reasoning, to present your ideas and demonstrate them in a convincing manner. Unfortunately, you have done the other way round. 
3. In this paragraph, you have written quite a few sentences which are absolutely impossible for ordinary readers to understand. You really have problems with your expression.
In sum, the tradition and modernization are compatible, although sometimes this compatibility and harmony could only be achieved through our hard efforts. (Both the main clause 主句and the subordinate clause从句are not correct sentences at all. They are all grammatically and structurally wrong!) When encountering the challenge of making a choice between tradition and modernization, we should cautiously ponder (this is an intransitive verb不及物动词, to be followed by a preposition) over the potential consequences when making the selection in that the heirlooms from history should be sustained properly. 
Comment:

1. I suggest that you avoid using such expressions as “by the reason that” or “in that”. They are the pedantic expressions used very infrequently, even by scholarly. You have written such a poor essay but you have tried to sound “big’ by using those archaic expressions, which is indeed very funny. Just write clearly, logically, plainly, and intelligibly.
2. In this last paragraph, you are supposed to summarize your points. As a matter of fact, the concluding paragraph should not simply repeat what you have argued. It would be meaningless simply to repeat your arguments. Instead, you should further advance your arguments by presenting something new, powerful, convincing and impressive at the end of the essay, because you should impress your reader with a clear and profound message. 
Comment on the Entire Essay

1. Please excuse me for being very harsh on you, but I am afraid that you have not understood the essay title correctly. As a matter of fact, it is like the preposition “鱼和熊掌不可兼而得之, 二者只能取此舍彼”. What you should do is to prove whether they are compatible or whether they are incompatible. But what you actually did in the essay is that you make a statement “they are compatible”, but you have not proved why and how they are compatible. You did nothing to demonstrate your viewpoint; instead, you deviate from the topic of the essay and talk about something else, the preservation of tradition. Do you understand that you should simply focus on demonstrating why and how tradition and modernization are compatible? Therefore, the first major problem with your essay is that you did not find a proper focus, you departed from the proper topic; hence, your writing is not to the point. It is not pertinent to the essay topic. 
2. What you actually did was giving examples of how tradition (hutongs and dialects) are becoming extinct through an incompatible process of conflict with each other. You refute yourself. Therefore, the second major problem of your essay is that you are self-contradictory. You have failed to make a cogent and logical analysis. You are very confused logically. 

3. The third problem is that you are very repetitive. You have not carried out adequate analysis, discussions, and critical reasoning. You have not expressed an adequate number of points of view, not to mention any original and creative ideas.

4. The fourth problem is that the essay lacks depth. There are no insights. The few ideas you have presented are either by scholars (not your own) or are quite banal, commonplace, and self-evident. You essay does not offer any enlightening comments and observations, nor does it come to any meaningful and significant conclusions.

5. The language is seriously problematic. You do not have an adequate command of English language. You do not know how to write clear and grammatically proper English. You have the bad habit of trying to be pretentious by using several pedantic expressions, when you actually make continuous mistakes and errors even in terms of the most basic and the simplest expressions. 
6. You really have to change your present mindset of English writing. Write clear and correct English. Be logical. Be intelligible. Be well-organized in expressing your ideas. 
7. I hope that I have not discouraged you too much, but you really have to work very very hard! 
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