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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Brothers and sisters of the victims of the Itaewon disaster are gathering at Seoul Plaza to protect the incense burner from being demolished.
2. The bereaved families are angry at the government and Seoul city's actions to erase the 'memory of the disaster'.
3. The city of Seoul has postponed the administrative execution of the incense burner built by the families in the city hall plaza on the 100th day of the disaster to the 15th, and has asked for an alternative.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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This article is about how brothers and sisters of victims of Itaewon disaster are gathering at Seoul Plaza to protect an incense burner from being demolished by Seoul City Government. The article provides a detailed account of how these siblings feel about their loss, as well as their anger towards government’s actions to erase ‘memory’ of this tragedy. 
The article is generally reliable, as it provides a comprehensive overview of what happened and how people feel about it. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. Firstly, while it does provide quotes from several siblings, they all come from one side – those who oppose demolition – which could lead readers to believe that everyone feels this way when in fact there may be other perspectives that have not been explored or presented equally. Secondly, while it does mention that Seoul City Government proposed an alternative memorial space at Noksapyeong Station, it does not provide any evidence or further details on why this proposal was made or what other options were considered before making this decision. This could lead readers to draw conclusions without having all necessary information available. 
In addition, there is no mention in this article about possible risks associated with keeping an incense burner in a public space such as Gwanghwamun Square – for example, potential fire hazards or safety concerns for visitors due to its location near busy roads and pedestrian areas. This lack of consideration for potential risks could lead readers to believe that keeping an incense burner in a public space is safe without considering any potential dangers associated with it. 
In conclusion, while this article provides a comprehensive overview of what happened and how people feel about it, there are some potential biases that should be noted such as lack of exploration into other perspectives or missing evidence for claims made by Seoul City Government regarding their proposed alternative memorial space at Noksapyeong Station. In addition, possible risks associated with keeping an incense burner in a public space have not been discussed which could lead readers to draw incorrect conclusions without having all necessary information available.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Alternative memorial spaces for Itaewon disaster
· Perspectives on demolition of incense burner
· Fire hazards of incense burners in public spaces
· Safety concerns of incense burners in public spaces
· Seoul City Government’s decision-making process for memorial spaces
· Impact of Itaewon disaster on victims’ siblings
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