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(Journal VWriting)ZE&i(1)¥ho do you think the woman in the story really
loved? Why do you think so? Is it possible that she loved both men?
(2)Think of an important decision you made about something. Write about
how things would have been different il you had made different decision.
(Writing Assignment)Your paper will consist of two parts:(1)your summary
of the poem. with essential facts of the story (2)your opinion of the

decision of the narrator or the woman to remain silent, and the reasons

for your opinion, supported with reference to the poem.
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