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Comparing and Contrasting “Why I Write by Didion and “Why I Write” by Wiesel
Telling a story can be related to billiards game that commences when the cue ball bangs the racked balls that reveal the absorption of the force exerted by the cue ball by scattering all over the pool table. The incident is followed by the players striving to clear the pool table through solids or stripes ball pocketing; however, they must keep the cue ball in the game to continue. Additionally, the game ought to have a start line, and for this game, the racked balls triangle must be broken using the cue ball, fostering a continuous game flow. Comprehensive knowledge about writing and its insight can be drawn by comparing and contrasting Why I Write by Didion and “Why I Write” by Wiesel. 
The comparison of the Why I Write by Didion and “Why I Write” by Wiesel can be based on the similarities in their writing as drawn from; how they perceive the act of writing and their perception of the role of grammar in writing. Firstly, both Didion and Wiesel argued that writing is an occupation hence not a profession as perceived by many individuals inspiring to join writing fraternity. Wiesel referred to writing as “an honor” or a duty that triggers personal emotions; “I entered literature through worship” (Wiesel n.d, para 2). Additionally, Didion described how many times the misunderstanding of the writing act fueled failure in the writing attempts; however, the desire to be just a writer pushed her hard “good or bad writer, I inspired to be a writer.” Didion tried even to better the writing inspiration that troubled him by enrolling in college, but later ended up dropping the profession due to the strictness of the rules. Both Wiesel and Didion incidents prove writing to be more of an occupation than just a profession.
Secondly, there is a similarity in the way both Wiesel and Didion perceive the role of grammar in writing. Didion refers to grammar as “shimmer,” implying the piano played by the ear that produces an infinite power responsible for altering the meaning of sentences. Additionally, Didion deduced that many people, although understand the camera angle during image taking they do fail to understand what positions sentences. Grammar is essential as it dictates the arrangement of mental imagery before putting them into words the arrangement of words tell me what is going on in my picture” (Didion, 1976, pp. 98-99). Similar Wiesel narrated who she could not comprehend the inhuman and primitive voices made by the animal at night without discovering the prevailed fresh vocabulary that according to her negated the imagery interfering with “picture.” Connecting the diverse sounds that triggered misunderstanding made her convert the “no to yes” (Wiesel, 1985, pp.13-14). Based on both Wiesel and Didion ideologies, it can be deduced that grammar forms the pillar for writing. 
On the other hand, a contrasting feature between Wiesel and Didion is drawn from the writing inspirations. Didion’s writing is inspired by mental imagery, and this can be revealed from the suggestion made in the article; write to find out the kind of thinking, present look, and the inside implication of the imagery (Didion, 1976, pp.98-99). Contrary, Wiesel's writing is governed by challenges and experiences that life presented to her during earlier ages (Wiesel, 1985, pp.13-14). According to Wiesel, we write to express desperations, fear, and experience that can cause madness if preserved in mind untold. Wiesel's story is inspired by the Yiddish and Hebrew wrangles that resulted in the death of her family members and thus be a survivor narrating the agony and the connection with the dead inspired many narratives. Lastly, Didion's writing inspiration differs from Wiesel's writing inspiration in that Didion is inspired by natural imagery, while actual experiences inspire Wiesel. 
Ultimately, comprehensive knowledge about the writing and its insight have been drawn through comparing and contrasting Why I Write by Didion and “Why I Write” by Wiesel. The similarities that are drawn from the two authors are based on their similar; perception of the writing act and the view on the role of grammar in writing while the contrasting feature is extracted from writing inspiration; Didion is inspired by mental imagery while Wiesel writes from experience. 
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