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“The individual today is powerless in protecting hi s right to privacy.” How far would you agree with 
this statement?  
 
 Many people today believe that our right to privacy is an illusion – something seemingly sacred, but in 
reality, non-existent. I cannot help but agree to a very large extent that individuals living in today’s world are 
powerless in protecting their right to privacy. It is widely known, and possibly accepted, that in order to 
coexist in a safe and efficient society, we have to give up information about ourselves and our lives for 
reasons such as national security or the convenience of centralized databases. Sometimes, people even 
share their private lives willingly for the pleasure or benefit of others. However, it may be argued that by 
becoming more aware of how systems operate in society around them, individuals can indeed try to protect 
their right to privacy, albeit to a small extent. 
 
 One of the most commonly cited reasons for an invasion of privacy is that it is a sacrifice made in the 
pursuit of a larger goal, that is, national security. In the name of national security, government agents or other 
parties involved justify their acts of digging into our most private lives – telephone conversations and emails. 
In certain institutions, security circuit cameras watch our every move and breath. An example of such nature 
would be the Protect America Act, which was put in place to effectively legalize the tapping of American 
phone lines and screening of emails, with the lofty goal of protecting the American public from the threat of 
terrorism after the September 11th attacks. In the post-911 days, the step up in airport security around the 
world also represents a breach of an individual’s right to privacy, whereby security officials are permitted to 
rummage through passengers’ bags and personal belongings. Since such acts of invasion of privacy are 
often state-warranted and hence legal, it can be argued that the individual is powerless to protect himself 
against them. From another point of view, these security measures may not be seen as a threat to an 
individual’s right to privacy since the information that governments aim to gather – political inclinations, 
terrorist connections, plans for acts of violence or rebellion – is not the typical information an average 
individual would be seeking to keep private. From this perspective, there would be no clash of interests 
between government and citizens where privacy is concerned. However, there is a valid concern that the 
power invested in some people to work in the goal of national interest may be misused or abused. Officials 
may use their authority to settle personal scores or check up on individuals at their personal interest. This is 
almost impossible to prevent and hence the threat to an individual’s privacy in this sense is impossible to 
control. 
 
 Often times in today’s world, an individual gives up his right to privacy without even being aware of 
doing so. For example, each time we fill in a form asking for our personal particulars, we are providing 
information about ourselves that can be used or abused. When this happens, it can be said that the 
individual is powerless in protecting his right to privacy because if he does not know something is happening, 
how can he fight it? In the fast-paced world where information can be transferred in the blink of an eye, 
corporations are cashing in on opportunities to trade information for money or even for more information. For 
example, it is common for banks to exchange credit card client information. On a more day-to-day basis, the 
information on your reading interests that you fill in on a magazine subscription, for example, would be sold. 
This results in the barrage of targeted advertising that may even seem impressive. “How do they know I like 
golf?” would be the next question you ask yourself the next time you open the mail and find a free sample of 
a golf magazine that you never signed up for. While all these represent a huge diminishing of our privacy, it is 
arguable that we can protect ourselves from these tactics. The solution seems simple: people should 
educate themselves about how information that they give up about themselves can and will be used by 
organizations. Then, they can think twice before signing a form and keep the little details about themselves 
private. However, while this proposal sounds straightforward enough, it may not be all that feasible in the real 
world. The truth is, often times corporations are one step ahead. “You want the convenience of our online 
delivery service? Well, fill out this survey form and it is yours.” Our private information has become a 
bargaining chip, a negotiation tool that we exchange for the worldly conveniences that we so desire. For 
many of us, to give that up to protect our right to privacy is all but impossible. 
 
 While examining how powerless an individual is in protecting his right to privacy, it would be prudent 
to also examine how much an individual today wants that power. Does the majority of the world today really 
seek to protect their privacy? I think not. There appears to be a growing trend of people baring their lives to 
the public, either for their entertainment, personal agenda or other reasons unknown. For example, in the 
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past only a select group of celebrities had tabloids written on them and reluctantly so. In today’s world, many 
celebrities are opening up their lives, inviting the media to show the world how they live. Furthermore, the 
trend has spread to the general public, where ordinary citizens are signing up to star in reality shows like Big 
Brother, Biggest Loser, and Survivor. They willingly have cameras following them round the clock while 
making personal confessions, fighting and even getting sexually intimate on national television. While this 
may not be representative of the entire population, the trend in this direction is growing at an alarming rate. If 
the individual is not seeking to protect his privacy in the first place, it is no wonder that he finds himself 
powerless and justifiably so. 
 
 In conclusion, I feel that in order to conform and to exist as a good citizen in a civilized society, an 
individual has to surrender some of his right to privacy to the government. Assuming the government is 
benevolent, information gathered would be justly used for the greater good. Any further divulging of 
information to other sources is done at the choice of an informed individual. Therefore, while I concede that 
the individual today is powerless in protecting his right to privacy, I also acknowledge that he is not entirely 
powerless in making the decision to give up some of that power. 
 
Marker’s Comments: Persuasive, refreshing and critically examined! A good breadth of ideas, all suitably 
supported with a healthy range of support. It was indeed enjoyable to read the essay. 
Confident control of the language – sophisticated use of expression and mature handling of sentence 
structures. 
 
Content: 24/30 
Language: 15/20 
Total: 39/50 
Done by: Cheryl Lynn Chan (2T28) 
 
 
 
‘The individual today is powerless in protecting hi s right to privacy.’ How far would you agree with 
this statement?  
 
  ‘Globalisation’, the recent ‘buzz word’ of the 21st century. The rapid advancement of technology has made 
the world more interconnected compared to the past. This has inevitably brought about the consequence of 
losing one’s privacy. Hence the individual today is indeed more powerless in protecting his right to privacy 
compared to the past. However, this statement does not ring true in most developing countries due to the 
lack of or lesser technology available. Privacy can be defined as one’s address, phone calls, emails, credit 
card numbers. 
 
  Due to transnational terrorism, governments see the need to increase security measures, thus infringing on 
the citizens’ privacy. Transnational terrorism simply put, can be carried out by almost anyone in the world, 
inflicting destruction and/ or chaos on politicians at an important conference or the rather recent 
phenomenon, on civilians. After the September 11 incident in 2001, the US government and the world sat up 
to pay more attention to this global phenomenon which can be easily carried out as terrorists can be in 
contact through the internet, mobile phones. The US government is notoriously known for infringing on its 
people’s privacy by tapping into their phone lines and reading emails…. There is a specific organisation set 
up just for this sole purpose. This is also evident in many other countries. Thus, the individual today is indeed 
powerless in protecting his right to privacy as dictated by most governments. Most governments act as a 
parent to its citizens, making apparently well-thought out decisions on their behalf and this is one aspect the 
people do not have a say in, despite some (or much) objections. 
 
  With the increasing consumption of technology, this indirectly equates to having no more privacy. If one 
loses his or her phone, iPod, Blackberry PDA, the person who picks it up and not return it, may choose to 
explore the device and ‘misuse’ the contents inside. In Singapore in 2007, a student had lost her mobile 
phone; in it was a raunchy sex video of her and her boyfriend. This was posted on the widely used video 
website, ‘YouTube’ which allows free streaming of videos. This video is more ‘affectionately’ known by 
Singaporean youth as the ‘Tammy Video’. The poor girl has lost all her privacy and dignity, although some 



 4 

may say why do something of that nature if one is afraid of the consequences if it was made known. This has 
brought ‘finders keepers, losers weepers’ to a whole new level. 
 
   In addition, hackers, who can come from all over the world can hack into one’s account, stealing credit card 
numbers, bank account numbers and pin codes. This is due to the widely used World Wide Web where 
almost our whole life is stored somewhere in the internet or in some governmental computer database. In the 
movie, ‘The Net’ starring Sandra Bullockm, produced a few years ago which seemed rather impossible, may 
very well be a reality in the rather near future. Her whole life had changed because someone had a bone to 
pick with her. That person used a program to change her identity, criminal records, address all at the click of 
a mouse in the comfort of being anywhere due to a portable laptop. Now all of us would think twice before 
making an enemy with such a phenomenon being rather realistic, especially someone who is extremely 
proficient in computers and the internet. This largely reflects how individuals are extremely powerless in 
protecting their right to privacy as there is almost nothing they can do or use to prove their innocence once 
the master database is changed. 
 
  Individuals have been seen to be powerless, however, there are ways they can protect their privacy. A more 
specific individual, a celebrity has almost ‘zero’ right to privacy. It may be argued that this is the price that a 
celebrity has to pay for all the glamour and big bucks. However, celebrities are humans too, and should be 
entitled to the right of privacy, at least in their own homes. A singer and actress, Jennifer Lopez had nude 
pictures of her printed in a gossip magazine in the US. However, she sued the magazine on the basis that 
she was in the privacy of her own home, sunbathing, and the paparazzi were trespassing. Fortunately, she 
had won the case and received some compensation and most importantly a public apology. This shows that 
one can protect his or her privacy through the law, but exactly how effective is this after the damage has 
already been done? 
 
  However, when looking at this issue from another perspective, the lack of power to protect one’s privacy is 
more of a problem in the developed world than the developing world. Technology is more accessible to the 
people of the developed countries. In addition, the developed countries are more economically well off. As 
reflected in the earlier points, technology is the primary means for the infringement of privacy. Therefore how 
is it possible to invade a person’s privacy when that person does not even use technology?  In rural parts of 
the world, mostly in developing countries such as Myanmar, some parts of Africa, the people have no access 
to technology and also no money to be put into banks.  Thus, who in the right mind would hack into an 
account in the developing world when that account is non-existent? This can be said to be the same as the 
past when there has no or lesser technology and such problems did not exist as compared to the world of 
today, especially individuals in the developed world. 
 
  Are there any solutions to this widespread apparent problem? There is no real or specific solution. With 
globalisation and increased interconnectedness, hackers can be all over the world. Online banking and 
transactions are very popular in the world today.  Also there is no specific solution since it is somewhat 
based on ‘luck’ as to who the government or hackers want to check up on or infringe upon.  It is also largely 
impossible to catch every hacker as they can be everywhere and anywhere in the world as long as the 
person has access to a computer and internet and is sufficiently proficient in it.  Also, the number of hackers 
is increasing with people looking for an ‘easier’ way of life.  One specific solution would be to keep 
belongings (devices) properly or do not keep raunchy images or videos in portable devices.  In essence, the 
individual of today is largely powerless in protecting his right to privacy. 
 
 Due to the economic theory of demand and supply, consumers purchase more magazines on gossip about 
celebrities or any commoner.  This has led to continued and increased infringement of privacy to print more 
of such materials to satisfy the continued increase in demand of such material.   Hence, the individual today 
is indeed largely powerless in protecting his right to privacy.  Has the individual ultimately created this 
problem for themselves?  
 
Markers’ Comments: Well-developed with a worthy attempt in ensuring scope in your discussion. Clearly and 
fluently expressed on the whole. 
 
Marks: 35/50 
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C-21/30 
L-14/20 
 
Done by: Majella Tay Shen Ee (2T05) 
 
 
 
‘Music is meant primarily for the individual’s priv ate enjoyment.’ Discuss.   
 
Music has evolved significantly since the day it started. The question assumes that music is created solely 
for the enjoyment of one privately and not for enjoyment by the masses altogether. While it is true that with 
the whole MP3 player’s hype, music is limited to one’s own ears at every one time, to place music primarily 
at this extreme end of the spectrum would be silly. Music, though evolved with the aid of technology, still 
significantly retains its trait of bringing people together as people groove to the music, not alone but 
altogether. 
 
  Music is a public expression of one’s feelings and emotions that is made so that others can feel what that 
one person feeling. Bloggers upload songs to match the mood of their post to let others understand what 
they are going through, be it sad songs where the readers will cry along with the blogger or jumpy songs 
where the reader’s mood is being raised along with the bloggers.  Music is being written by song writers and 
lyricists to express their heartbreak or lovey-dovey mood to the rest of the world, that everyone might enjoy it 
together. Artists use this expression of music to remind or warn their fans against the dangers of the world. A 
few of the many examples would be ‘where is the love’ by the Black Eyed Peas to highlight the increase in 
racism and poverty issues around the globe. Music, an expression of one or a few emotions and thoughts is 
therefore not created solely for the enjoyment of one in their own private time but created that the masses 
can be in sync with the people that produce or post the music. 
 
 Music also has religious purposes, which are purposes other than that of one’s private enjoyment. Buddhism 
uses music to further emphasize their values to their followers. Values of patience and compassion are being 
inculcated into various songs so that Buddhists can be constantly reminded of the need to practice such 
virtues.  Similarly, Christians and Catholics have hymns and songs of praises to praise the Lord and to 
remind them of the goodness and kindness of the Lord in their every day life.  Although Christian music has 
evolved from hymn to rock or any other modern genres, the purpose of their music is still the same.  Such 
can be seen too in Islam where prayers are done in the form of music.  Thus it would be silly to say that 
music is meant only for an individual’s own enjoyment when there is such a significant purpose of music that 
spreads across every major religion around the world.  
 
 Additionally, music is used to integrate people on so many levels; to throw music to the other end of the 
spectrum would be a gross generalisation.  Music brings the world together.  Such is evident on the most 
simple grounds whereby different countries’ cultures come together harmoniously.  What was deemed 
impossible is now done through music.  Examples of western R&B and pop artists like Timberland placing 
Indian beats into their songs. Different countries’  music disseminated around the world allows different 
cultures to appreciate each other.  Similarly along the lines of integration, it integrates people within a country 
as well on a higher level.  A simple form of the national anthem means so much to a country; it is a form of 
national unity as well as identity.  During the Japanese occupation, the Indonesians were allowed to sing 
their anthem for the first time in all their colonial period, and this is still a significant event till this day thereby 
showing that music has higher purposes of integration rather than just being immediately belittled as just a 
private form of entertainment for an individual. 
 
  Critic might point out that music written by one is a form of entertainment or enjoyment only for that 
individual.  Writing songs on how one feels and has gone through is just as private as a diary, and only for 
the enjoyment of one in their own time.  Critics would further point out that song writing and producing is the 
crux of music thus ‘fulfilling’ the argument of it being primarily an individual’s private enjoyment.  I, however, 
beg to differ as mentioned in my first argument, out of the billions of songs produced over the years have 
been written and produced by millions of people that others can enjoy it and be in sync with their emotions.  
Thus it is only a minority that produces music for their own enjoyment. 
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 Moreover, even on an individual level, music is what personifies someone, it distinguishes one from another.  
Pop-punk listeners are generally a vibrant bunch, Country and Indie listeners usually have a more emotional 
and kinder side to them.   Music allows others to analyse another’s personality, friends can be made through 
this as people find another with similar music taste.  Thus even on an individual level, music is not primarily 
used for one’s private enjoyment only. 
 
 Though it can be said that music plugged into one’s ears is a form of private enjoyment and what more with 
the increasing use of technology such is evident everywhere you go.  Distinct white iPod ear-phones are 
plugged in everywhere wherever you go.  Critics point out that such is a major form of music, a private 
entertainment.  However, like mentioned, just by listening to that music, they are being in sync with the writer 
and composer. Such is no more a private enjoyment.  Moreover even with technology, the radio has not 
been ‘killed’ yet.  Music is enjoyed by the masses everyday, at home or even in public over the speakers in 
fast food outlets or cafes. Thus defeating the question’s basic assumption. 
 
Music, indeed has other, albeit superficial; uses.  Economics, advertising gimmicks such as jingles by KFC, 
MacDonald’s and Pizzahut as well as innovative ideas by a bird nest ‘less sugar’ commercial where a singing 
bunny is shown to indicate the ‘overdose’ of sweetness.  Music used on television and movies as well to 
induce feelings and emotions. What is Lord of the Rings without the intense orchestra playing, what is 
Indiana Jones and Harry Potter without their significant theme and genre of music? 
 
 Lastly, music is a form of ‘enjoyment’ for those in need.  Celebrities sing as during G8 performances and 
aids as well as environmental uses. 
 
 Therefore, music though is enjoyed by many privately by their headphones these days does not indicate that 
its sole purpose is just that. 
 
Markers’ Comments:Well-developed & supported looking at a range of angles from which to approach the 
question. A good attempt made to evaluate some of the points though these could have been better 
organised. A fluently expressed essay. 

 
Marks: 37/50 
C-23 
L-14 
Done by: Tiffanie Chia (2T05)                     
 
 
 
‘Music is meant primarily for the individual’s priv ate enjoyment,’ Discuss.  
 
Music has undoubtedly been the loyal companion to mankind in more ways than one. In fact, despite its 
years of evolution, it has retained its fundamental purpose as a key aspect of humanity’s enjoyment. Music, 
both in the playing as well as appreciation of it, largely serves an individual’s private enjoyment as it allows 
for the accommodation of emotions, feelings and thought. It also allows for the exploration of oneself, 
granting satisfaction to his desires. Still, we cannot deny that in one globalised world, the aims and agendas 
of music have been stretched beyond the personal level, as political and religious goals do lie within them. 
Nevertheless, despite society’s use of music and regardless of its agendas the individual holds the right and 
will indefinitely exercise his/her power to choose the music that appeals to them, therefore primarily, music 
will continue to serve one’s private enjoyment. 
 
Music comes in the two summarised forms if playing and listening and both serve the individual’s enjoyment 
and satisfaction. Listening represents exposure which is essential when one is on the journey of 
appreciation. Given the unique differing taste of each and every person, people delight in and enjoy various 
genres of music as they can relate personally to it. Having been “exposed” to the different types of music 
genres,  one can then choose the appropriate ones  which he prefers. For instance, people who enjoy heavy 
and loud music will listen to bands such as “Trivium” and “Lamb of God” as they represent the Metal music 
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genre. People who enjoy more gentle forms of music will go for classical music as well as Jazz. This shows 
that music not only serves the individual’s enjoyment, it allows the individual to develop his interest when the 
act of playing it is involved. In order to learn to play music, one has to go through the initial process of 
listening and appreciating before developing an interest for it. In the same way musicians choose the genre 
which they specialise in as it relates to them and gives them satisfaction. The instruments they choose too 
highlight their music references as well – piano, violin for melodic tunes, drums, and bass for rhythmic feels. 
Thus, music can be clearly seen  to serve the individual’s private enjoyment. 
 
Music allows an individual to accommodate and address his emotions, providing enjoyment as he satisfies 
his emotional needs. Music relates largely to a person’s emotions and that is essentially the basis on which it 
has been specifically formed. When one feels happy, one would prefer listening to songs with upbeat tunes 
which speak of joy, such would be represented by country music, jazz . When one feels sad or down, one 
would most probably relate to acoustic songs which are slow in nature. Clubs and discos play a variety of 
such music but most commonly, heavy rhythmic songs such as “rock and roll” or even “techno” music. 
People who frequent them address their need for lively music which can then be converted into physical 
actions such as dancing. When a person is feeling stressed, he too may choose to listen to classical music in 
order to sooth his mind and relax himself. Therefore, music is definitely adhered to individual needs and 
provides the outlet through which he can address and satisfy them. 
 
On the other hand, the alternative viewpoint would be that music serves the community rather than the 
individual. After all, who composes songs without the intention of influencing its listeners in a particular way? 
National anthems, pledges sung in songs as well as school songs serve the community’s “enjoyment” as it 
actively seeks to bring about a sense of unity and loyalty in its listeners. In this way, listeners who belong in 
the particular society are made to “play” the music often by singing verbally so as to foster the values within 
them for the good of the community. How then would music be primarily serving the individual’s private 
enjoyment then? That having been said, individuals as part of a community respect that they are obliged to 
sing these anthems. In fact, the best way to cultivate unity and loyalty would be through music as it is more 
easily comprehended and accepted by people. Without music, making people recite or read about the 
country’s values and goals, which could have been sung in a song, would definitely provide less room for 
people to relate to, much less accept. Therefore, even in this, music serves the individual’s private enjoyment 
as it enables values and information to be transmitted and retained in people’s minds in the most engaging 
way. 
Others might argue that the with the advent of globalisation, the agendas for music are no longer limited to 
the individuals themselves. Songs may possess hidden political meanings or aims. Songs such as “Zombie”, 
“Bloody Sunday” speak of the catholic-protestant religious conflicts and the criticism of the government in 
allowing for innocent blood to be shed. Such songs are not targeted at the individual’s private enjoyment as 
they produced them in order to influence the community. Still, the people who will relate and listen to such 
music will most probably be those that have been affected by the conflict, thus could desire an outlet to 
address their grievances and resentment. If we look at it from that point of view, is this not a form of private 
enjoyment and satisfaction of one’s emotional needs as well. The individual does not make up the 
community and thus, the influential power of the song is greatly limited as well. 
 
Music in all its capabilities and connotations does in fact provide for the avenue to address one’s emotions 
and even change them. The truth is, music can influence when it has been appropriately employed and thus 
serving the community’s interests when it is good or bad in terms of religious aims or even political agendas. 
However, it would be unfair to deem this as its foremost purpose, as on a primary and basic level, music 
cannot be denied to serve the individual’s private needs and enjoyment, It is only when these needs expand 
and desire its influence to shape the opinions of other individuals does this primary purpose of music become 
distorted.  
 
Marker’s Comments: Well evaluated on the whole. Looking at a range of genres in your discussion. Fluent 
and clear. 
 
Content: 21/30 Language: 14/20 Total: 35/50 
Done by: Chester Wong 2T05 
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How far do you agree that having children is just a nother lifestyle choice?  
 
  The world today is facing an appreciable drop in global population due to declining birth rates. This growing 
phenomenon is here to stay for as long as mankind continues to exist and remain indifferent towards having 
children. On the one hand, some perceive having children as a heavy burden, but the other hand shows a 
sizeable portion of people who are not only inclined to have children but also view the act as another lifestyle 
choice. Experiencing the sheer bundle of joy is no longer the fundamental reason for a couple as people are 
beginning to have a variety of reasons for having children, some including superficial and selfish reasons. 
 
  With the breakthrough in medical technology, couples may choose to modify their babies genetically, thus 
viewing children as another lifestyle choice. The concept of ‘designer babies’ involves the injection of genes 
desired by parents who wish to make their child more athletic, musically-inclined, taller or more intelligent. In 
other words, parents now have the ability to control how they want their children to turn out, both appearance 
and character-wise. This superficial act of ‘designing’ and determining their children brings about undesirable 
effects at societal level as the disparity between the genetically-enriched and natural children widens, making 
the latter feel more inferior. This will also widen the gap between the elite and the mediocre as they become 
more competitive as individuals. However, while there may be people who have no qualms about ’designing’ 
their babies, there are some who condemn such acts and continue to believe firmly that every child is 
heaven-sent and should not be modified by human beings. 
 
  Couples also see having children not only to strengthen family structures but also to save life in the family. 
‘Saviour sibling’ allows us to have children for the sake of curing another sibling with genetic disease. 
Usually, the cells retrieved from the umbilical cord of a newborn are used to treat a sibling’s illness. 
Therefore, parents with children who are gravely afflicted by a genetic disease tend to have another child, 
hoping that he will be able to give their sick child another chance of survival. The case of an American baby, 
Adam Nash, is a contemporary example. He was brought to this earth with his parents’ intention of using his 
cells to cure his sister, who was facing a life-threatening disease. However, there are some people who do 
not condone this as they believe that a child should not be brought to life only for the sake of giving another 
lease of life to their previous child. Ultimately, the benefits of ‘saviour sibling’ outweigh the problems, hence 
couples see children not just as a bundle of joy but having the ability to allow their sibling to experience the 
joy of living.  
 
  Gay couples also have equal opportunity of having children with the laws in certain countries becoming 
more lax. They can now have children as part of their lifestyle choice as there are less restrictions imposed 
on them. For instance, the Brumby government in New Zealand has allowed gay couples to have children as 
they believe that having children should not only be restricted to conventional families. Gay couples have 
therefore scored equal rights in having children. However, critics of this new law argue that having children to 
meet their lifestyle choice is selfish as they subject the child to a different family structure from that of their 
peers. This may affect a child’s development psychologically and emotionally as they may not grow up in a 
conducive familial environment. Opposition from staunch religious groups also echoes this similar sentiment. 
Gay couples should not decide to have children for the sake of completing a family, unless they are confident 
in providing adequate attention to their physical development and emotional well-being. Hence the issue of 
gay couples having children as part of a lifestyle choice remains contentious.  
 
  Decades ago, traditional couples believe that having children is necessary so as to continue the family’s 
generation line. Others also see the need to have children as they believe that they will be well taken care of 
in their old age. This mentality has led many families, especially those in the rural areas of China, to ensure 
that hey have sufficient children. The lack of education on birth control has led them to continuously produce 
countless children, until government intervention managed to put a halt to it. 
  
  In conclusion, while some couples embrace having children, others view it as part of enhancing their lives or 
the lives of their loved ones. Reasons for having children have undoubtedly changed over the years, as 
people now do not only have children for the sake of completing their family portrait.    
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Marker’s comments: Shows some understanding of 'lifestyle choice' and the triviality involved in the decision-
making in having/not having children. A need to work on a more balanced viewpoint. Inadequate concrete 
evidences to support your claims. Also, you could have compared the decision to have/not have children to 
other lifestyle choices, as implied by 'just another lifestyle choice' in the question. Confident control of 
language - varied vocabulary and expression evident. 
 
Content: 19/30 
Language: 14/20 
Total: 33/50 
Done by: Soh Yin Ting  2T34.  
 
 
‘Efforts to protect our environment today are mere symbolic gestures.’ How far do you agree with 
this view?  
 
  The campaign for environmental protection is ongoing. At the international level, international treaties and 
protocols have been signed among countries in an effort to conserve the environment. Individuals, upon 
hearing the cry of the earth have also stepped up their efforts to conserve the environment. Are these efforts 
to save the earth futile, one may ask? Are these efforts merely symbolic gestures or publicity stunts taken by 
the media to make them ‘look good’? To condemn these efforts as totally futile is the same as saying that all 
efforts taken to conserve the environment are in vain. However, the truth is more complex. To develop the 
view that to a large extent most efforts are mere symbolic gestures, I will discuss how individuals put their 
interests before others, the failure of international protocols and the motives behind various organisations 
that try to conserve the environment. 
 
  It is my contention that efforts to conserve the environment are not totally futile. Countries that pledge to 
protect our environment by signing international treaties are putting their utmost efforts and doing a good 
cause for the people. These countries, realising that the earth is dying, have even put their economic growth 
at risk! During May 2003, some of the European countries, namely Italy and Denmark, signed the European 
environment conservation protocol. These countries aim to reduce their carbon output by 15% by 2012. 
Researchers say that there is some success and that the near future with less pollution is promising. This is 
because results have shown that the carbon emissions have been reduced by 12% in 2008! Hence, it is 
accurate to state that efforts made to protect our environment today are not mere symbolic gestures as in 
this case, ‘actions have spoken louder than words’. If such efforts are continued, the earth would be a better 
place to live in. 
 
  Besides, individuals have also stepped up their efforts to conserve the environment. These actions taken by 
the individuals have significant impacts on the environment. To state that no results have been seen and that 
there is no progress are putting these people down. In Japan, consumers, upon realising the impacts of 
global warming, are cutting down their electricity consumption. They buy goods which have green stickers 
labelled, indicating that they are environment friendly. Orange stickers, on the other hand, indicate that the 
products are not as energy-saving as the green ones. Moreover, many countries are also adopting the idea 
of BYOB-‘Bring Your Own Bag’. In Singapore, during the first Wednesday of each month at some 
supermarkets, individuals are encouraged to provide their own shopping bags. If they have forgotten, a fee of 
ten cents will be charged per plastic bag purchased. All these actions are promoted in an effort to save the 
earth and they are not mere gestures taken by the individuals as experts have concluded that if such efforts 
are continued, Singapore would be ‘greener’ than it already is. 
 
  However, some may view that such actions to protect the environment are not genuine and that more is 
needed to save the earth. This is not an inaccurate argument, as many have claimed that there are people in 
the community who exploit the idea of the environmental protection to their advantage. In countries, where 
elections are held to select leaders to rule the country, many individuals claim that they will do their part to 
conserve the environment provided the people vote for them. However, all these are empty promises made 
by the individuals in order to win the people’s votes. Hence, it will lead to the impression that such efforts 
yield no significant results. 
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  Some people may feel that there are no positive outcomes from the countries’ actions. Their efforts to 
promote environmental awareness are futile. The Kyoto protocol, which is ratified by 141 countries, aims to 
reduce carbon dioxide emissions by year 2012. Countries which signed the protocol have taken the issue 
very seriously by promoting environment protection among their citizens. However, scientists have confirmed 
that given the current situation, a further reduction of carbon dioxide by 60% is necessary and that outcome 
of  the Kyoto Protocol is highly likely to be a failure. Hence, this is nothing but empty talk among countries to 
make themselves look good. 
 
  Individuals and some countries are also putting their self-interest before environment protection in some 
cases. In the midst of environment protection, individuals are tempted to give up conserving in pursuit of their 
goals. As a result, the efforts made to protect our environment today are mere symbolic gestures. In New 
York, many individuals switched to taking public transport after the government has convinced them to do so. 
The outcome of their actions saw initial success with the pollution index falling by 8%. However, when the 
prices of cars fell in the following month, many decided to purchase their own cars and as a result, the 
pollution index rose and was higher than before. Many of us are also aware that the ‘Live Earth’ concert was 
one put up by many celebrities around the world to promote environment protection. The aim of the concert 
was to inculcate a sense of environment conservation among the individuals. However, at the end of the 
concert, the litter left behind by individuals was three times that of a regular concert. This proves that 
individuals are again putting their self-interest first and have not understood the message celebrities tried to 
bring across. 
 
  It is also accurate to state that many are also exploiting the idea of environment conservation to promote 
their activities. These actions are indeed mere symbolic gestures. More often than not, the main aim of their 
actions is not to protect the environment but to increase their earnings or to promote themselves. “It is the 
responsibility of every company to sustain its development”, remarks the manager of the Walmart company. 
Perhaps, the people in the company have taken his words a little too far. Walmart has installed solar panels 
in its car parks for the benefit of their customers. Although this is an effort by them to conserve the 
environment, there are also other motives behind their actions. Realising that this ‘scheming plan’ has 
increased the number of customers by 50%, they decided to increase their parking fee too. It is obvious that 
they are exploiting the idea of environment protection to their advantage. Another example to prove my point 
that efforts made to conserve the environment are mere symbolic gestures are the actions taken by zoos to 
boost ‘sales’ and popularity. Some zoos have promoted the idea of protecting endangered species and 
experts have confirmed that by doing so, it would increase their profits by 20%. This goes to show that such 
efforts are not genuine and are stunts taken by zoos to increase their popularity. 
   
  Indeed, more actions should be taken to conserve the environment. Individuals should not put their self-
interest first. While promoting economic growth in the country is necessary, environment protection is still the 
biggest hurdle we have to overcome. We only have one earth to live in and if it is to be destroyed by our own 
hand, the blame lies on no one but us. Efforts to conserve the environment should not be just mere symbolic 
gestures but instead should be genuine. 
 
Marker’s Comments: A good breadth of ideas, solidly argued covering a range of perspectives of how 
environmental efforts are not sincerely followed through. Balanced view. Sound competence of language 
use-varied expression and mature control of vocabulary and sentence structures.  
 
Marks: 33/50 
C-20/30 
L-13/20 
 
Done by: Madeline Tan Mei Lin (2T28)  
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‘Efforts made to protect our environment today are mere symbolic gestures.’ How far do you agree 
with this view?  
 
We have heard “If we continue to recklessly make use of all our available means to extract resources from 
our Earth, our world will face a very catastrophic situation”, and presently, this is not just an “if”. Our Earth is 
dying and it did take quite a while for the people living on this Earth to realise the consequences of this, after 
all the bombarding of terrifying statistics. Indeed, there are efforts to protect our environment, from the use of 
catalytic converters to recycling campaigns to finding new sources of energy, but the effectiveness of these 
measures is once again being questioned. For many countries, it is obvious that economic growth is still the 
priority in their list, and this can sometimes take place at the expense of our vulnerable environment. In my 
opinion, I agree to a large extent that measures to protect our government today are mere symbolic gestures.  
 
Firstly, actions taken by many countries to conserve the environment pretty much contradict each other. One 
major problem of environmental degradation that we are facing now is global warming caused by the high 
emission of greenhouse gases into the air, especially carbon dioxide. Over the past twenty years, the 
temperature of the Earth has already risen by two degree Celsius. And this figure is projected to rise even 
more in the future. When that happens, ice glaciers in the polar region will melt and countries such as 
Singapore may be submerged. In view of this, countries have anxiously started supplementing policies on 
the use of catalytic converters in cars, scrubbers in factories and reforestation so as to decrease the content 
of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. However at the same time, large scale clearing of forests taking place 
in order to make way for agricultural purposes or development of factories. One example will be the annual 
mass deforestation in Indonesia, often leaving the whole region engulfed in the thick haze.  
 
The opposition, on the other hand, may argue about the constant research on hydroponics, a method that 
cultivates crops such as vegetables on trays that can be easily sacked up vertically. This is a step to 
decreasing the large area of land often needed for agriculture. However, agricultural methods like 
hydroponics require high technological inputs, making it very unaffordable and inaccessible to the poor in 
developing countries. Statistics have also shown that over the past two years, content of carbon dioxide in 
the atmosphere has gone up by another 0.2% and this clearly indicates the ineffectiveness in measures to 
reduce carbon dioxide emission. Hence I agree to a large extent that efforts to protect our environment are 
mere symbolic gestures. 
 
Economic growth versus conservation of environment. With economic growth placed on the top priority of all 
countries, it will be difficult for any country to devote its attention to protecting the environment as economic 
growth often takes place at the expense of our environment. The large amount of energy consumed to keep 
our lives running smoothly continues to encourage us to extract resources like coal and oil and these 
resources are finite. With such a lifestyle that we are leading, we cannot rely on these finite resources 
indefinitely. As a result, governments of many countries now place much investment on environmental 
technology to discover new sources of energy and this is where hydro-electric power, solar energy come in. 
Nuclear energy and bio fuel came about. One then can argue that protecting the environment is no longer a 
gesture with all the intense research going on. However, over the years, these sources of energy only proved 
to be impractical. For example, the building of a dam to generate hydroelectric power only resulted in 
massive floods, destroying the habitat of animals and people are no longer as confident with using nuclear 
plants to generate nuclear power after incidents such as Chernobyl. Studies have also shown that a solar 
power plant as huge as the size of Europe would be needed to generate enough energy for London’s 
consumption and the process of turning a seed into bio fuel turns out to consume more energy than it can 
save. After all the on-going debate on consumption of energy, reducing the consumption of energy will 
eventually be the best alternative, contradicted by the actions of many countries. Intense research and 
development thus ends up being a mere symbolic gesture in protecting our environment. 
 
Another important sector of the economic growth that has detrimental consequences is the tourism sector. 
The World Tourism Organisation has released figures that the rate of tourism in the world has increased from 
about 300 million in 1985 to 650 million in year 2005, bringing about a significant increase of more than two 
fold in just twenty years. For countries such as Singapore, the tourism sector is an important engine of 
growth, being able to generate 12.4 billion of revenue in the year 2006. The desire to expand the tourism 
industry then resulted in deforestation and higher consumption of energy. However, some may argue that 
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many countries have switched to promoting eco-tourism in order to promote tourism and conserve the 
environment at the same time. Even so, eco-tourism has already proved to bring about damaging effects to 
the natural environment when tourists litter and damage the flora and fauna. Well known examples will be the 
white sandy beaches in Maldives which has been greatly littered and the coral reefs of Great Barrier Reef 
which have been exploited by tourists to use as souvenirs. Eventually, it is difficult for governments to get the 
best of both worlds and hence, with economic growth still top on the list, I agree that efforts by countries to 
protect the environment are mere symbolic gestures. 
 
One important step to protecting the environment would be reducing the waste generated by us. Even for a 
small country like Singapore, a dumping ground of the size of thirty football fields would be required to 
contain all our rubbish! In view of this, governments have taken the initiatives to introduce campaigns such 
as the 3 Rs: reduce, reuse and recycle. However, this has shown to be ineffective as many products 
produced today are a mixture of different materials. Take a packet drink for example, if it is made from a thin 
sheet of metal foil, covered by thick paper and comes together with a plastic straw. Also, figures have shown 
that recycling only helps us save on a very minimal amount of resources. Eventually, the most effective 
measure will be to reduce consumption which is made harder by the bombarding of advertisements to gain 
material satisfaction. Hence I think that efforts to protect the environment are mere symbolic gestures.  
 
It is difficult to find a balance between preserving the environment and economic growth.  Ultimately, the only 
way to protect the environment would be to change the mindset of the people living on this world, be it the 
governments or consumers. Presently, the world is still focusing on maximising the Earth’s resources and 
without this change in mindset, any measures to conserve the Earth would only backfire or be ineffective as 
discussed above, making any efforts to appear as mere symbolic gestures. Therefore, I agree to a large 
extent that efforts to protect the environment today are just mere symbolic gestures.  
 
Markers’ Comments: Language use is generally competent in the communication of ideas considering that 
you’re retained it over 4/1/2 pages. Keep it up! Learn to write in more sophisticated vocabulary in future to do 
better. Development of ideas is comprehensive and shows a wide range of appropriate and specific 
examples. Essay also strives for maturity of analysis through a balanced treatment of arguments for and 
against the motion.  

 
Content: 22/30 
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Total: 34/50 
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Rising commodity prices are posing a grave threat t o world peace. Discuss.  
 
 Recently there have been major spikes in commodity prices throughout the world. The price of rice has risen 
threefold in the past year, sparked by supply problems (which ultimately turned out to be false in most rice 
producing countries with the exception of India) and huge, new demand from the nouveau riche in India and 
China who demand huge amounts of commodities. The price of crude oil, too, has been a major talking point 
for countries throughout. As of yesterday, oil prices peaked at around USD135 per barrel, which is a 
threefold increase from a year ago and a massive fourfold from two years ago. Also the volatility of these 
goods has led speculators and investors to buy metals like gold, driving their prices up too. Most importantly 
for the poor, prices of many foodstuffs have increased tremendously that analysts have said a family in 
Bangladesh living on US$5 a day have seen their purchasing power drop by US$1.50 which forces them into 
poverty and hunger. Also, all the steps taken to gradually decrease the number of people living in poverty 
have been undone in one fell swoop of massive commodity price increases.  
 
These price increases, which make already poor people even poorer, create social discontent within these 
people. Already, massive price hikes have  created riots and protests in relatively poor countries like the 
Philippines, IndoChinese countries like Cambodia, Myanmar and Caribbean countries. Commodity price 



 13 

hikes have already brought down a Carribean government. In the world today, many people are protesting 
and riding against the price hikes. This causes discontent and is a threat to world peace. They destroy 
economies and send shockwaves through the world, with the ultra inter-connectedness of countries today. 
The collapse of “lesser” economies due to riots and rising commodity prices will affect the world adversely, 
creating resentment amongst people.  
 
Huge problems are developing with the rising commodity prices. The most coveted and expensive 
commodity, oil, has reached astronomical levels in its pricing. This naturally increases the wealth of oil 
producing nations mostly in the Middle East. This is a huge problem. Take Iran, for example. It is a wealthy 
country due to its massive oil producing capability. It is also a hostile country, of which its radical President, 
Ahrradirejad, has openly talked about nuclear proliferations and the wiping out of Israel from the map. Iran is, 
as George W. Bush puts it, an “axis of evil” country. This wealth from oil has given them massive clout. 
However, an irresponsible government like Iran’s , given so much wealth, should be a cause for concern in 
the world today . Iran supplies Hamas, a massive terrorist cell, with financial aid which creates tension in the 
region. All these hugely undermine world peace, and a misunderstanding or spark can blow up the cauldron 
much like Germany in World War I. Also, OPEC (Oil and Petroleum exporting countries) is knowingly using 
its monopoly power to strangle the world. As most, if not all, oil producing countries are in OPEC, they limit 
daily output to increase prices in the global market, adding greatly to the struggles of the poor, who are the 
most affected by these policies. Russia, much like Iran, uses its monopoly on natural gas supplied to Europe 
to gain a political foothold over countries. Luler Belarus denounced some of Russia’s policies, its natural gas 
supplies got cut off, much like a bully forces his victim’s hand. This creates a threat to world peace as 
European countries resent Russia because of this.  
 
Also, high commodity prices force the hand of richer First World countries. Due to these high prices, the rich 
countries’ economies have stagnated or even, in the case of Japan, shrunk. Therefore, demand for imports 
by consumers in these countries drops , which affects developing countries who rely heavily on exports to 
these First World countries. This interconnectedness hurts consumers in the First World who then directly 
affects citizens of the Third World, causing huge resentment and threatening world peace.  
 
However, there is an alternate viewpoint. Rising commodity prices in foodstuff like rice and wheat actually 
help the Third World, since they directly benefit from it, raising living standards in these countries. Also, the 
shift in power may just be taking excess power away from the Americans and the Europeans and spreading 
it around the world. These do not pose grave threats to world peace, rather, they promote it as people are 
less discontented with their lives.  
 
I find these viewpoints hard to accept. Firstly, though rising commodity prices do help the poor, they in fact 
help the rich get richer. This is because the middle man who sells and distributes these commodities 
(especially in foodstuff) in the world market, will take the lion’s share of the extra profit due to the rising prices 
and the primary workers who toil get only a small boost in real income. Also, with the slightest inkling of 
control, Thailand has already spoken about creating an OPEC style rice cartel with Laos, Myanmar and 
Cambodia, which frankly speaking, is ridiculous as rice is not a steady commodity, it cannot simply be grown 
fast or harvested fast like oil. This points to the fact that the commodity producing countries are selfish. They 
want the best for themselves only. Thus, the shift in power may not be such a good thing as Europe and the 
US are largely benevolent leaders. Shifting power to hostile countries in the Middle East or opportunistic 
countries like Thailand may not have a happy outcome.  
 
Therefore, I believe that yes, rising commodity prices are posing a grave threat to world peace. They change 
the status quo. Rising commodity prices pose threats to governments politically, socially and economically. 
They also shift power to malevolent but ultra rich countries, destroy economic growth in rich commodity  
producing countries and the world, especially the developed world has to do so something about it. Firstly, 
Europe needs to stop its farm subsidies which keep prices within Europe artificially high and then dump 
goods onto developing countries which destroys and hugely distorts free trade, and as a result, prices. The 
United States also has to stop production of ethanol from corn. This shrinks food supply and as corn ethanol 
farmers are hugely subsidized, distorts free trade and increases commodity prices. Brazil which has a 
comparative advantage in producing sugar and ethanol, faces huge tariffs when exporting to the United 
States, which makes the market smaller for these farmers and decreases their standard of living due to low 
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demand for their ethanol as a result of tariffs. Analysts have also attributed shockingly huge oil prices to the 
US policy of corn ethanol which is highly flamed. Another way to stop the power from shifting is to rely less 
on fossil fuel. France derives 80% of its power from nuclear energy, which is not only cheap but reduces their 
reliance on fossil fuels. Iceland is fully dependent on geothermal power (except for vehicles). Thus, these 
countries are not swayed and oil producing countries do not have much clout on them which does not 
encourage the pure shift. Governments have to stop placing protectionist measures against imports and 
encourage free trade. Thy will stem rising commodity prices which will help retain peace. Therefore, policies 
are needed to stop commodity prices from rising and separate policies are required to maintain world peace, 
for example, reducing reliance on fossil fuels.  
 
 
Marker’s Comments: Good grasp of current affairs. The essay is weakened by the last paragraph. You need 
a proper conclusion. 
 
Content: 20/30 
English 14/20 
Total: 34/50 
 
Done by: Isaac Chan 2T15 
 
 
 
‘Terrorists are nothing more than criminals’. Discu ss.  
 
  Detractors of terrorism criticise it by labelling terrorists as nothing more than criminals as they resort to 
atrocious acts of violence and bloodshed to achieve their aims. Although this view undoubtedly holds a whit 
of fidelity, it would be too reductionist and simplistic to believe entirely in it. From a religious and even moral 
point of view, it must be remembered that all are equal, and even terrorists are ultimately part of the human 
race. Who are we to judge them and degrade them to nothing more than sinners if we do not understand the 
complicated situations and environments that they grow up in? Should we not practise what we preach and 
forgive them for their heinous crimes? It is more than valid to say that the atrocities of terrorists are so 
frightening that it breeds pure hatred towards them, but it would be myopic to jump the gun and label them as 
nothing more than criminals as they too are human after all. 
 
  One of the arguments levelled against terrorists is that their outrageous acts of violence show an absence 
of compassion and humanity, rendering them as mere sinners who do not deserve to belong to the human 
race. However, those who argue so fail to realise that terrorists are only doing what they do because of their 
circumstances. It would be almost impossible for someone living in a well-developed and peaceful country to 
imagine the environment those growing up in the war-torn Middle-East have to face. The classic example of 
the Palestinian-Israeli conflict is one that tells of severe oppression. The teenagers and young men, 
sometimes even women, of the Middle-East, only become terrorists after they have experienced the 
devastating loss of loved ones, witnessing them being blown up by those of another religion or ideology. 
Living in a society where you fear for your life every single day, with helicopter attacks and suicide bombings 
becoming just another feature of daily life, it would be difficult not to be influenced by the extremist beliefs of 
religious martyrs that resort to violence. Hence, we cannot hastily come to the conclusion that terrorists are 
any less human than us as it is their extreme circumstances that give them no other alternative but to resort 
to bloodshed.  
 
    Those who strongly oppose terrorism put forth the argument that the very actions of terrorists show a 
complete lack of love for humanity. This might hold true to a certain extent, but it would take a bigot to not 
realise why these terrorists are employing the use of violence. As an oppressed minority, it would not be 
feasible to wage a conventional war with the majority. If the Catholics in Northern Ireland did not fight for their 
causes with terrorist measures, they would have stood absolutely no chance against the Protestant 
government. The Tamil Tigers in Sri Lanka exist today because they would never succeed fighting a direct 
war against the Singhalese rulers. We should not condone or even come close to accepting terrorism, but we 
do have to recognise that what terrorists do is not for the mere sake of killing. It is more than a shout for 
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attention so that the world sees what they are fighting for; it is a desperate, last-ditch attempt to secure their 
basic freedom and rights. 
 
  Many who feel strongly against terrorists dismiss them as nothing more than criminals, as their actions 
portray them as cold, heartless beings, but to do so would be to lack compassion themselves. It is important 
to remember the very basis that mankind sets out on; everyone is equal. Whether one adopts a religious 
view or a moral view, it is clear that all members of the human race, some going as far as including the 
animal kingdom, are born the same, and should be afforded the same love and respect. Just as we do not 
discriminate against the minorities, those of a different race, colour or religion, we should not be blinded by 
our anger against these terrorists, and we have to try to understand that despite their actions of violence and 
slaughter, they are as human as any one of us. 
 
  On the other end of the spectrum, critics of terrorism who are one and many, do make their claims on solid 
grounds. The shocking atrocities that the world has witnessed over the decades or even centuries as a result 
of terrorism have fuelled our hatred for extremists who blow themselves up or gun down hostages for 
religious or political causes. Who gives terrorists the power to abuse the rights of others to live? No aim 
would justify their means of massacre, or even come close to doing so at all. The 1972 Munich Olympics 
incident, the destruction brought about by the September 11 attacks, the horror of the Madrid and Bali 
bombings, the list is endless. These crimes against humanity should never be forgiven, as the taking of lives 
for their cause would render terrorists as nothing more than criminals. 
 
  It is almost impossible a feat not to bear personal grudges against terrorism, not when one reads of the 
number of fatalities in the latest terrorist bombing, or is affected greatly by the economic repercussions as a 
result. Difficult as it may be, we must at least attempt to understand that terrorists only carry out such 
despicable acts only when they have faced a brick wall. Their apparent lack of love and compassion for 
mankind is not an intrinsic value ingrained since birth, but rather, a result of being exposed to an environment 
of violence and murder. Ironic as it may seem, the suicide bomber is only fighting for his basic rights that 
every human should be afforded. The right of freedom, the right of speech, the right of choice; the rights of 
life.   
 
  As the world continues to wage its war against terrorism, we have to face the reality that we will never 
obliterate it entirely from the face of the earth. There will always be majorities or those in power who impose 
tyrannical rule on the minority, and this creates the perfect environment that is conducive for the breeding of 
terrorism. As voices of the oppressed are drowned out by all-powerful governments, the only war that they 
can wage is that of terrorism. With fear and insecurity as their weapon, they will continue to march behind 
their shields of extremist beliefs. We cannot simply judge terrorists to be nothing more than criminals as they 
are only driven by the extremity of their circumstances. Perhaps one day the world will move towards an 
integrated global society that respects the rights of the minorities, but until then, terrorism will still flourish, as 
those who do not receive their basic rights and respect will do that they deem necessary to secure them. 
 
Marker’s Comments: A very well-balanced argument but more examples could have been raised in support 
of your view. Fluently and clearly expressed. 
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‘Terrorists are nothing more than criminals.’ Discu ss.  
 
Terrorism is a threat that plagues modern society. Throughout the world, there are calls for vigilance. No one 
knows where terrorists will strike next. Terrorists are generally defined as religious fundamentalists that use 
violence in order to further their cause. This cause, according to many sources, is to expand the reign of 
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Allah and to make the world believe in Islam. However, the definition of ‘terrorists’ is basically one who 
causes terror. There are terrorists with no known causes, or political instead of religious causes. What unifies 
them is their use of violence, which is not unlike criminals. However, what sets them apart from most 
criminals is that they believe what they are doing to be noble and honourable and that it is much harder to 
apprehend terrorists as they could come in any form. Terrorists are much more dangerous than the average 
criminals. In fact, terrorists are a new breed of criminals. Terrorists are not merely criminals, for they are 
criminals and more, which is why they are given their own unique label. 
 
What sets terrorists apart from most criminals is that they kill for a cause which they believe to be vital to the 
betterment of their people’s lives. Analysts are trying to define a terrorists’ psyche, to find out what really 
motivates them to commit acts of terror, especially the most extreme case of suicide bombing. For the most 
obvious reasons, there is no way anyone would actually speak to a suicide bomber and ask him how he felt 
before he blew himself up. Most criminals commit crimes for selfish gain. Rapists, robbers and murders are 
all thrown into prisons to reform, but terrorists are not. They are different because it is impossible to ‘return’ 
them. They do not think their actions are wrong in any sense and most of the time, incarcerating a terrorist 
leads to political issues. While most criminals would soon realise their actions were wrong and unlawful 
(whether they feel remorseful or repent is another matter), terrorists believe they are right and that makes 
them extremely dangerous criminals. 
Terrorists are more than just criminals because they are a threat to national security. In fact, it would not be 
too far-fetched to say they are a threat to security. Their preferred modus operandi is to go for mass-casualty 
attacks, usually bomb attacks, so that they can make a bigger statement. They are bullies in the sense that 
they are threatening the world with innocent lives, trying to force the rest of the world to submit to their cause. 
While religious fundamentalists have a clear cause, there are some terror acts that do not have such clear 
causes. It leads people to the conclusion that some terrorists are killing people unreasonably and this 
generates hatred towards all terrorists, with or without a cause, besides, having a cause is no good reason to 
take innocent lives. There have been criminals who have killed people they believe are detrimental to the 
society, such as prostitutes, but that does not make them less of a criminal. Therefore, their mindless large 
scale acts of terror make them an extreme branch of criminals. They have the same criminal roots, but are 
much higher than other branches. 
 
Criminals usually have clear targets and motives unlike terrorists. Most criminals might be seeking pleasure 
or revenge. Terrorists seem to annihilate large groups of human beings at random. It is often easy to predict 
the next target, for most serial offenders. Some people may have a fetish for prostitutes, like a recent serial 
killer in England who has yet to be caught, some may have paedophilic tendencies. Most are confined to 
certain regions. Terrorists, however, are a large group. Their numbers are unknown, their motives 
unfathomable. There is no way of predicting their next attack as they can strike anywhere. Bombs have been 
set off all around the world, in Madrid, London, India, and Bali to list a few more high profile strikes. To show 
the world that they are unpredictable, there have been bombings in the Middle East as well, in Iraq, 
Afghanistan. There is no way of telling where terrorists are from and who they will attack next and that makes 
them very extreme criminals that threaten the stability of the world. 
 
The most dangerous thing about terrorists is that they could be anyone. There is a general misconception 
that all Muslims are terrorists. In fact, most Muslims in Singapore are against the acts of terrorism that are 
carried out in the name of religion. Islam is in fact a tool utilised by radical fundamentalist religious leaders to 
control the masses in some countries and fill their minds with propaganda. They advocate mass devastation 
of non-Muslims and people who have broken Muslim laws or values. Terrorists are not limited to the people 
who carry out the killings, for such leaders, who influence others to kill, are terrorists as well. Rallies in 
Islamic states have been recorded and posted on the internet, where the world would see how religious 
leaders quote the holy Qu’ran and claim that Allah would like them to eliminate those who oppose him so he 
can reign. Most of us would find this disturbing, but many of the people in  these countries are smitten by the 
charismatic leaders and terrorists ideologies are implanted in their heads. The downside of the internet is that 
such fundamentalist ideas are spread. Terrorists are ‘recruited’ through the internet. Some people are invited 
to attend bomb-making lessons in Afghanistan. This is shocking and unbelievable, but true. There have also 
been cases where some Caucasian women who carried out attacks in England illustrated this point. 
Terrorists are more than just criminals, for they are an extremely dangerous group. 
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Perhaps many dismiss the fact that terrorists have a justification for killing. They may say that terrorists are 
just criminals, who kill for no particular reason other than to get attention. However, I beg to differ as the 
attention they seek is to draw us, the general public , and political leaders to their cause. They have a 
message that comes along with all the killings and it will just continue if we merely read about all this 
bloodshed in the news and neglect the point of it all just because it does not affect us. Their criminal nature 
lies in the fact that they hatch murderous plans and carry out unlawful activities, but if they were just 
criminals, they would not be locked up in special facilities when apprehended. They are extremely dangerous 
people and need to be placed in maximum security prisons where escaping is not a possibility. Terrorists are 
trained in camps to fight, and they are skilled in the area of escaping. Mas Selamat, who escaped his captors 
in Indonesia and Singapore, and Noordin Top, who recently escaped from an Indonesia detention centre, are 
living proof that terrorists are not mere just criminals. They are extremely well-trained rebels and they fight 
with their lives. We must not take them lightly. That is why they are not criminals but terrorists, for they have 
done enough to distinguish themselves. 
Although terrorists are criminals in the most basic sense, they have done for more than enough to deserve 
their own tag. They are extremists, rebels that fight the world that does not see things the way they do. They 
are ruthless and attack without warning. They are enigmatic. A terrorist might be lurking anywhere, but we 
will never know until disaster strikes. They are not defined by how many people they kill but their intolerant 
mindset and their willingness to kill if it helps to further their cause. Even though their methodology is not 
exactly the best or most appropriate, we should have a little respect for they have proven themselves to be 
worse than any criminal that ever lived. They, as a collective group, are not criminals but terrorists. 
Marker’s Comments: A very refreshing and persuasive stance! While many would have taken the easier and 
more predictable approach to label terrorists as criminals or attempt to justify them as holding fast to noble 
and honourable motivation, you choose to build a very strong case that they are far worse than criminals, 
and do an extremely good job in pointing out your thesis.  
 
Marker’s comments: Answer is critically thought through and you provide a broad range of examples. Superb 
control of language – Mature and sophisticated vocabulary and expression! 
 
Content: 24/30 
Language: 15/20 
Total: 39/50 
Done by: Cindy Teo 2T12 
 
 
 
 
‘Terrorists are nothing more than criminals.’ Discu ss.  
 
Condemnations of terrorists as mere criminals and agents of anarchy are commonplace in the world that is 
plagued by this scourge more prominently than ever before. However, in the aftermath of such planned and 
organised destruction, we as a community tend to forget that the perpetrators of such massive killings are as 
we are humans in their own right. It is without doubt that these terrorists are criminals but there is much more 
to these seemingly irrational explosive agents of terrorism and their organisations. To say that they are 
nothing more than criminals would be to conform to the condemnations of terrorists declared by governments 
that are the arch-enemies of such enemies and understandably overly eager to pass harsh judgement on 
them. 
 
The mere reason terrorists are condemned as mere criminals is due to their obvious lack of human nature, 
as perceived by the general public, in their widespread killings and their uncanny ability to take lives away 
with such ease. Motivated by discontented governments, we have long considered terrorists effectively 
inhuman in their behaviour and motives. It is thus that we forget that terrorists are human too and are fighting 
for a cause. The LTTE in Sri Lanka fights for an independent Tamil state in Sri Lanka after many years if 
abuse and favouritism by the Sinhalese government. The IRA in Northern Ireland fought for fair treatment of 
Catholics and Protestants alike. The Jemaah Islamiyah groups in the Middle East lead  the world to fight 
Americanisation among their culture. Whichever the terrorism group involved, there is a cause that propels 
their actions and even self-sacrifice. They are not merely criminals; they are freedom fighters and martyrs in 
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their own right. However criminalistic their behaviour and act may be, they are motivated by a common cause 
that is commonly ignored in much of the world today. We acknowledge the brutality and cruelty of the 
terrorist, and so regard them as criminals but we ignore the powerful proponent motivating these human-
beings. Towards these attacks, we forget that they have a cause, a reason for these attacks and thus we 
condemn them as “nothing more than criminals”, conveniently forgetting the alternate viewpoint of them as 
wartime heroes or freedom fighters.  
 
Looking beyond their role of a terrorist, we would come to realise that they too are human beings that 
deserve to be pitied. Through several generations of indoctrination and to a certain extent, “brainwashing”, 
children of terrorist communities are brought up, learning to despise and abhor everything about the enemy, 
taught to make bombs and handle weapons at the same age more privileged children are tinkering with toys. 
These children are  deemed by the law as criminals. However, they are not truly culpable for their actions, 
illegal or otherwise. They have no concept of right and wrong, law and criminality from an objective 
perspective and are brought up with the single motivation of sacrificing themselves to cause harm to the 
enemy.  
 
Their actions are surely criminal but is the terrorist, who has no concept of the law, a mere victim of 
circumstances, and a true criminal? The governments condemning all terrorists say yes, and persuade 
others to believe the same thing. But it is crucial that these “terrorists” are merely doing what their culture 
instructs them to do, “terrorism” and hence criminality has become part of their socialisation and culture. 
They are, as we are, faithful followers of one’s own culture, the only difference being that their culture 
encompasses criminality and terrorism. They are not merely criminals, they are faithful disciples of a religion 
and culture they grew up in and , unfortunately, without question.  
It would, however, be presumptuous to assume that all terrorists are “victims of circumstances” and have no 
choice in the criminal act. There are terrorists that turn against their own homeland and culture to carry out 
attacks on the very city or country they grew up in. The London train bombings were constructed by British 
Muslims who had full knowledge of concepts of law and order and chose to commit themselves to a route 
they knew was criminal. It is therefore important to distinguish between the background of terrorists and their 
motivations, before condemning all of them as mere criminals, for although some are obviously culpable and 
voluntarily choosing to go against the jurisdictions of law, some terrorists, such as the child terrorists in the 
LTTE, have no idea of what the “law” encompasses and merely follow the rules of their culture, in the “bliss” 
of ignorance. It would be indiscriminate to condemn all terrorists as criminals. 
 
Undeniably, there are terrorist groups which seek mere attention and personal glory for attacking America or 
whoever their foe might be. These groups manipulate the Internet and turn to the media to show their hatred, 
hoping to gain worldwide attention for their desperate criminal plea for attention, through the execution of 
innocent citizens, reporters or even military personnel. These groups are deserving of the title “mere 
criminals” for it cannot be said they follow or adhere to the “cause” of freedom they should be fighting for but 
indeed are merely venting their resentment and anger in a barbaric, criminal way. It is unfortunate that these 
terrorist groups are often the ones portrayed in the media most prominently, leading to the common belief 
and generalisation that all terrorists are of the same nature.  
 
Despite all the criminal behaviour of terrorist insurgents, it would be imprudent to dismiss them hastily as 
mere criminals, with the sole purpose of going against the law. If the cause they are fighting for is justified, 
one cannot condemn them as mere agents of crime. Let us remember that whilst the community that is being 
attacked might regard these terrorists as criminals, the community that these terrorists are fighting for would 
regard them as wartime heroes and even martyrs, much in the way the Sri Lankan Tamils worship and 
support the LTTE. The position of these terrorist groups is subjective to the side from which it is considered.  
 
Marker’s Comments: The terrorists’ degree of criminalisation is quite deftly demonstrated and considered.  
Competent, sound delivery and grasp of the English language   
 
Content: 21/30 
Language: 15/20 
Total: 36/50 
Done by: Lim Yue Tow 2T37 
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‘A university education is becoming increasingly ir relevant to success.’ Discuss.  
 
        Success in today’s world greatly hinges on how outstanding a person is in his career. A few decades 
back, university graduates were almost guaranteed a good job with a good measure of success. However, 
that is becoming increasingly untrue for society today. While university students are armed with much 
knowledge which is supposed to empower them, the increasing speed at which the world is moving is 
making university education increasingly irrelevant to success. I will discuss  how it is becoming too common, 
too limited and how information learnt is irrelevant. 
      Firstly, our society is creating more new knowledge and technology than it can be learnt, causing 
university education to be outdated, rendering it irrelevant. The intention for studying at a university for an 
individual is so that he can be equipped with specialized skills needed to be competitive in the industry, and 
thereby achieving success. However, the turnover of information and technology in universities is not able to 
keep up with the world. Take for example the biotechnology  industry, when we watch the news, new 
discoveries are being made on a weekly or even daily basis. It is impossible for university education to 
remain relevant to a student’s success through the education provided. Some may argue that though 
universities are not able to keep up, universities conduct projects for students to know more about the latest 
information, and also that this fast turnover of information does not have much effect not in the field of 
science. However, a point to note is that most students, in order to do well, gather information from past 
students and add on to it so slightly. Hence, can it be said that their information is up-to- date, considering 
their desire to do well exceeds their desire for learning? Also, with regards to students not in the field of 
science, these students, they learn mainly from experiences of what happens in the real world. As the world 
moves faster, more things happen as well, the world is changing fast, and university education cannot keep 
up with it. Hence, university education is fast becoming increasingly irrelevant due to the fast changing tides 
of our world today. 
    Next, university education is no longer a passport to success because it is becoming increasingly 
common. In the past, university graduates could easily get a job because they were the cream of their crop in 
their society back then. However, degree holders are widely available for employers to take a pick from in 
modern society. This can be seen from graduates who end up as hawkers in the food court, and the number 
of unemployed graduates out there. It can be argued that university education is still relevant to success 
even though it is common because as graduates become more common, so do jobs requiring their skills 
become available to them compared to two decades back. However, when one speaks of success, it goes 
beyond having a job, but being distinguished as an individual apart from other people. With university 
education being so common, our competitors will very well end up as another university graduate, which 
makes university education irrelevant since graduates do not stand out. 
    Furthermore, university education does not prepare students adequately for the world out there enough for 
them to wield success in their hands. The world is shrinking, our economy is no longer confined to our region 
but going global. University education is unable to equip people enough to deal with people of different 
cultures and perspectives in the world out there, which is imperative to success. This is not something that 
can be imparted and remain relevant to university education due to a lack in time. This is evident from how 
university students in order to adapt has to take up cultural classes in order to survive. Indeed, it is true that 
learning is a life – long process, it is just right that graduates should equip themselves better by learning 
more, and does not make university education irrelevant to success. However, if it is so, university education 
does not play  a part for success anymore, because anyone and everyone can take up such classes so as to 
survive, even without a degree. Hence due to globalization, university education is becoming increasingly 
lacking in providing social skills with regard to different cultures for students to thrive, hence making 
university education irrelevant to success. 
    Also, our world is becoming a world where people thrive because of innovation and abilities apart from 
those acquired from academic discourse. University education imparts the best that they know how for 
graduates to survive. However, in today’s world, a degree is no longer a benchmark of capability. In our 
world today, capabilities need to be proven first before it can be recognized and used for success, and such 
capabilities do not require a university education. In today’s world, we are seeing an increasing number of 
people without a university degree being successful because of their innovations and talents.  An example 



 20 

would be the proud owners of Creative technology, and Breadtalk, where they did not get much of an 
education, but made it out big. It is possible to argue that while this is true, universities provide a starting 
point from which capabilities can be seen from new discoveries found through research at universities. 
However, turning to the mass media once again, moot inventions we hear of arise from students from 
secondary schools and polytechnics, and questions much the relevance of university education to success. 
    University education is becoming increasingly irrelevant to success. However, this may not be something 
bad, because such a phenomenon will take us back to where education was about wanting and not learning 
in order to get a job. University education may  have lost relevance to success in terms of career, however, 
by this moving backwards, people can now gain satisfaction simply out of learning, and that is definitely a 
success in itself. 
 
Marker’s comments: Requirements of the question are critically addressed. Essay is well tuned to the 
demands of the modern century and what constitutes success today. There is a great breadth of claims and 
you provide a balanced viewpoint. Work on more examples to show you are well read about universities and 
graduates all over the world. Essay reads smoothly, showing elegant and competent use of language. 
 
Content: 20 
Language: 14   
Total: 34/50 
Done by: Gu Fenghui 2T28 
 
 
 
‘Entertainment over information.’ To what extent is  this true of the mass media in your society?  
 
  Imagine a scenario where one comes home from work or school and settles in to watch the television or 
use the internet. Would it be unlikely that the very first thing we look for is a programme or website that 
allows us to relax and enjoy or instead, something that keeps us thinking? The mass media these days tend 
to focus on the entertainment value it can provide rather than the seriousness of information. While it can be 
said that information is still a necessity and that the local mass media should retain that focus, the truth is 
that Singaporeans these days are more inclined to enjoy the entertainment brought by the mass media as 
they cater to the people’s preference for fun. 
 
  With the increase in the need for Singapore to stay relevant in this globalised world, there has been an 
increase in the workload of many of the working people. After slogging away for long hours in the day, it is 
with no surprise that people turn to the mass media for a more relaxed time. Realising this, the local media 
have begun to shift their focus towards entertaining the masses. For example, the local television studio, 
MediaCorp, hired a Japanese consultant to help produce ‘The Showdown’ that pitted the local actors, 
actresses and radio personalities against each other. This underlined the local media’s desire to improve the 
entertainment value that their programmes have so as to allow the public to have fun and relax while 
watching it. Similarly, gone are the days when news programmes on the radio dominated the airwaves. 
These days, the radio stations have changed tact and have come up with much more entertaining 
approaches, such as call-in contests or the different types of music chart programmes. However, that is not 
to say that they have given up on bringing information to the public, with dedicated news radio stations, such 
as News 93.8FM, still running. This growing trend of the local media beginning to focus more on allowing the 
masses to relax and enjoy is but them staying relevant to the people’s needs. It can thus be said that the 
mass media has indeed put entertainment over information as its main priority. 
 
  While some may argue that information is still the very basis of the mass media’s focus, it is hard to agree 
as we see people seeking out enjoyment and entertainment rather than information from the mass media. 
There is unlikely any doubt that the mass media was once built on the foundation of the information it 
provided but taking into account the people’s preference for entertainment, it beggars belief that the mass 
media would put information over entertainment for the public. For example, there is a clear decrease in 
television shows that deliver news and information, be it on the current issues that continue to affect us or the 
past and history of the country among others. Instead, there is an increase in sitcoms and dramas during the 
peak periods of the television timing. Furthermore, while there are many websites on the internet that focus 
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on information, it is just as likely to have more websites that focus on entertainment, such as the new MobTV 
by Mediacorp where the bulk of its online shows are the past sitcoms and serials, rather than the news, or 
even tabloid websites that satisfy the people’s cravings for celebrity gossip such as Perez Hilton’s website or 
People.com. These highlight the growing trend of the mass media’s focus as they seek to cater to the 
preferences of the new-age society. Undoubtedly, the mass media in today’s society perceives the 
entertainment value it can bring to be of the utmost importance. 
 
  However, despite the growing trend of the mass media putting entertainment ahead of information, there 
are still programmes that deliver information to suit the interests of members of the public. Even with the shift 
in focus of the local media towards entertainment, they still understand that in this globalised world, 
information is key. The creation of ChannelNews Asia in Singapore was the first dedicated television channel 
to host solely news and informative programmes. With shows ranging from the daily news to investment 
issues to even programmes such as pregnancies or obstacles that one may encounter, the mass media still 
retains a distinct focus on the informative aspect of its programmes. Similarly, radio channels such as News 
93.8FM and most of the other perceived entertaining stations such as 98.7FM still deliver an hourly news 
section to help keep in touch with those on the roads. While it is true to say that the mass media tends to put 
entertainment first, it must not be forgotten that they still consistently churn on informative programmes.  
 
  With that said, the mass media has found a way to encompass both information and entertainment at the 
same time. While it may appear that entertaining programmes cannot at the same time be informative, for 
anyone to think otherwise would be a myopic view. These days, the mass media has found ways of 
incorporating entertainment and information. With the launching of the internet portal STOMP!, the Singapore 
Press Holdings has created a forum of sorts where entertainment and information are combined. STOMP! 
allows readers to submit pictures or videos or reports on minor events that they may have chanced upon. 
While it may not truly be considered information, the articles found online can be thought provoking. 
Similarly, Mediacorp yet again have begun bringing entertainment and information into their programmes. 
The Chinese show, Just Shoot It, deals with current issues but yet brings entertainment value through the 
constant crossfire between the hosts, guests and people as they each seek to portray their viewpoints. Not 
too different is the show BlogTV where the hosts and guests discussed issues that plagued teenagers in 
Singapore, with people encouraged to share their views online concurrently. These programmes show that 
the mass media is no longer just about entertainment or information but rather, a gradual mix of the two. 
While one may appear to have a stronger appeal, it shows that the mass media is able to produce 
entertaining yet informative programmes. 
 
  The mass media has also shown its focus to be equal in terms of information and entertainment through its 
ability to incorporate entertainment into informative programmes and vice-versa. The mass media 
understands that they cannot lose the strong focus on either issue and thus, have come up with ways to 
incorporate a little bit of the other into one of their focuses. For example, the recent Chinese television 
programme that pits schools against each other in a competitive game system, which brings much 
entertainment to the public as they watch teams try to be the best. However, there are also elements of 
information in the game show where the theme is revolved around the team’s strength and grasp of the 
Chinese language, allowing viewers to learn more as they are watching. It is also seen on the internet where 
websites such as Redsports.com are a mainly article-driven website but revolves around the local sports at 
the different school levels, achieving a mix of both information and entertainment. Hence, while it is true to 
say that the mass media has shifted to entertainment over information, they have found ways to incorporate 
the two into one so as to maintain a steady focus in both aspects.    
 
  Ultimately, it is hard to say which aspect the mass media favours- entertainment or information. The line in 
which the two are separated by grows increasingly blurred as both begin to encroach and merge into one. 
However, it is likely that entertainment has since replaced information as the mass media’s priority due to the 
changing needs of the people. Yet, it begs the question: Does the mass media really have to put one over 
the other? It would be ideal for everyone to be able to learn and get informed while enjoying themselves, be it 
through watching television, using the internet, listening to the radio or even reading the news.   
 
Comments: The essay was discussed with depth considering the issue from various perspectives. A good 
range of examples used to support your case. Fluently expressed with some minor errors. 



 22 

 
Marks: 33/50 
C-19 
L-14 
 
Done by: Cedric Tan (2T05) 
 
  
 
‘The world is shrinking fast but not necessarily co ming together.’ Discuss.  
 
 
As time passes, the world has been shrinking fast due to the phenomenon known as globalization. 
Globalization has led to the world to become more integrated socially, economically, politically and 
environmentally. However, that might not be the case as the various societies may not necessarily come 
together as there is still the presence of international disputes and arguments. Some might argue that there 
have been instances where countries have established some forms of cooperative ties with each other, 
hence coming together for a common goal that would be beneficial to all the parties involved. This rising 
trend of globalization may have brought some societies to be more integrated, but on the other hand has 
caused a division of different societies. 
 
Technological advancement in transportation and communication has led to increased international trade 
between countries. This has allowed countries to be more integrated economically as a result of this time-
space compression which has contributed to more trade. Countries have established free trade agreements 
with each other, thus this is a sign of economic cooperation between countries. Countries have also formed 
supra-national bodies to serve  their economic interest leading to more economic integration. One such 
international organization would be the European Union (EU). This international body sets certain economic 
polices for the member countries to follow such as subsidies for EU farmers so as to protect their agriculture 
industries. Although there are some forms of coming together in this case of EU, they have adopted 
protectionism measures to countries which are outside the EU. In this instance, the rest of the countries 
outside the Europe will be isolated. This shows that despite the world shrinking, societies are very much 
apart due to acts of collusion despite collusion in itself meaning to come together, but in the process divides 
people which for the example of EU divides societies in relation to their origin. As the name suggests only 
European countries can be members of the EU. This would leave out the rest of the world. It will only divide 
the world further in the long run. Economic integration of free trade pacts also serves the same purpose as it 
only benefits countries involved in the agreement and distorts the theory of comparative advantage. As a 
result, countries will start to form their own forms of agreement as a sign of retaliation. Therefore, in the long 
run, the world would still be divided as it is just a new phase of human history whereby societies come 
together in bigger groups but still remain divided with the other alliances, as compared to before whereby 
countries are defined by their borders and also nationalistic views which prevented integration. 
 
Countries still fight over differences in the political systems, thus they are unable to come together due to 
their different ideologies. Countries would have conflicts with each other and engage in practices that divide 
them even further. For example, USA has used trade, which supposedly integrates countries together, as a 
political weapon to further promote its political system of democracy. It sanctions trade embargoes on 
countries such as Cuba and North Korea, where they adopt socialist or dictatorship government. This further 
isolates these countries from the rest of the world. 
 
Globalization leads to economic success, however this applies only to most developed countries. 
Globalization has brought about developmental gaps and the digital divide. Poorer countries have suffered 
lower standards of living or stagnation while the growth of developed countries has been exponential. The 
growth of these countries has been stifled due to the bullying and exploitation by the more developed 
countries. The developing countries are unable to export their goods which are cheaper as a result of their 
cheaper labor cost as developed countries have foreign trade policies which impose tariffs and quotas on 
these goods, or even provide subsidies for their goods. The EU and USA had been guilty of adopting such 
protectionist measures on agriculture products made by developing countries. As a result, developing 
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countries are unable to repay debts that are borrowed to improve their economic position. Hence, they have 
to borrow more money with a clause that prohibits the governments from spending too much on building up 
the water, sanitation and medical infrastructures. Lower standard of living of people in developing countries 
would deteriorate even more. One instance would be the country of Senegal where, as a result of their failed 
agriculture export policies due to the protectionist measures, has fallen more into debt and now has one of 
the lowest development index. This shows that  the world is experiencing a gap as instead of countries 
coming together for a greater good, developed countries have adopted a hostile stance to developing 
countries as they are seen as threats to their economies. With such attitude, the divide will continue to 
increase despite that the world is shrinking. 
 
On a more personal level, groups of individuals have come together with a common value as a result of 
technological advancement in communication. Despite being in different countries, they come together in 
online forums to discuss their views and as a result give rise to worldwide organizations such as Greenpeace 
which is an  environmental group. Even groups of people from different countries have come to demonstrate 
against human rights atrocities that happen throughout the world in places such as China and Myanmar. 
With better communication technology, it has led to social integration of people worldwide. For instance, 
certain sections of the world community have staged protests and demonstrations against the Olympics held 
in Beijing over human rights violation in Tibet. Protests happened in Japan and France. Despite these people 
coming together, it may have led to more conflicts and violence which may inadvertently bring people further 
apart. As a result of these protests, Chinese nationals have a growing resentment to the outside world, thus 
this further supports my point that despite the world shrinking fast,  it does not mean that the world is coming 
together. 
 
Even in our increasingly globalized world, we are all still very much divided as there is still so much conflict 
going on in our world today. Countries still fight over resources such as oil which is vital to their economic 
growth and they fight over water. This shows that despite our shrinking world, societies are still very much 
divided and could argue more as a result of decreasing “breathing space” due to the shrinking world. Some 
pockets of individuals may have come together but this is perhaps small in relation to the increasing gaps in 
our world today. 
 
Marker’s comments: Overall, there is a convincing case put forth, that the divisive forces loom more 
significantly than the unifying forces of Globalization. Do, however, work on your power of persuasion by 
signposting the opposing view and your own opinion, so that case is more effectively argued. 
Confident control of language- largely correct, adequate variation in sentence construction. 
 
Content: 22/30 
Language 13/20 
Total: 35/50 
 
Done by : Christopher Tan 2T36 
 
 
 
‘The world is shrinking fast but not necessarily co ming together.’ Discuss.  
 
As the world stepped out of the grim ages faced during World War II, it has since seen rapid progress in 
economic development and technological advancement through globalization. What is globalization? It can 
be defined as the increasing connectivity among nation states, creating interdependence among themselves. 
By forging such connectivity, it can be said that the world is shrinking into a global village where everyone is 
just a click away. However, is it true to say that with increased globalization, the world is facing more unity? 
Indeed, globalization may have created increased connectivity among people, however, it can be proven that 
it is more of a divisive rather than a unifying force in making everyone come together.  
 
With the spread of modern communication systems, many may argue that it is a driving force in spreading 
divisive ideas among people around the world. For example, take the issue of Tibet separatist movements in 
China. It was because of the rapid development of modern communication routes around the world, which 
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allowed the rapid spread of news and photographs of the brutal suppression of the Tibetans by the People’s 
Liberation Army. This results in the rise of human rights calls around the world calling for the boycott of the 
Beijing Summer Olympics. On the other hand, the Chinese netizens were also angered by world’s calls for 
boycott and sabotage of the Olympic Torch relay, turning them increasingly xenophobic. Thus, all these show 
how modern technology serves to divide the world through globalization rather than making them come 
together. Indeed, many pro-globalization groups can argue that the spread of modern communication has 
indeed brought the world closer, making everyone accessible by the internet and telephone lines. However, 
increasing connectivity does not equate to increasing unity among the people around the world. People may 
unite on one issue or another, however, there will always be another side of the issue, creating division 
around the world, not necessarily making them come together.  
 
Also, with the spread of globalization, countries around the world may unite within international organizations 
that serve global interests, but more often, such international organizations are over powered by larger or 
more developed countries to serve their own national interests. Perhaps the most important international 
institutions around the world are the United Nations, World Trade Organization, World Bank and the 
International Monetary Fund. During the course of history, these organizations were often overridden by the 
more powerful nations to serve their national interests than their global interests. For example, the United 
Nations calls for peace were ignored by USA and European allies who went on to invade Iraq in 2003. Also, 
within the economic institutions, USA often veto loans to developing nations like Haiti and Nigeria whose 
domestic policies are against those of the USA in the IMF and World Bank. All these result in the resentment 
of the poorer and weaker nations against the more powerful nations, creating more division around the world. 
Yet, on the other hand, some may argue that these international organizations in some times had served to 
unite the world as one in a common cause, like the Gulf war in 1991. However, this only happens when it 
was bent towards the developed nation interests, and often national interests and sovereignty take 
precedence over these international organizations. So, the world may be shrinking fast, but even so, with 
each individual interest, not necessarily uniting together.  
As globalization becomes more widespread, it also results in the proliferation of religious conflicts around the 
world. With improved communication, religious terrorist groups are able to spread their religious 
fundamentalist ideas all around the world, garnering more fervour and support from the radicalized youths. 
With such effects, the world becomes a more dangerous place and at the same time pulled the world apart, 
with increased Muslim bombing attacks in the US and European region, the Westerners become more 
“Islam-phobic” and have disillusioned thoughts about Muslims. Often, this results in a prejudice against the 
innocent Muslims, dividing the world in terms of Muslims and non-Muslims. Even so, with the world shrinking, 
people of different faiths are more accessible to information of different religions. There was also creation of 
sites promoting inter-religious dialogue and peace among different faiths. With further understanding of each 
other’s faith, it also creates unity among civilizations all around the world. However, one must also note that 
even so, people using modern technology to spread inter-religious dialogues are still of a minority and the 
spread of fundamentalist ideas is widespread. Thus, these show even with globalization, the world may not 
necessarily be coming together.  
 
Also, with the world shrinking fast, it creates economic interdependence among nations which may result in 
widening of income disparity all around the world. As nations become more economically linked, trade 
becomes more vigorous, and nations who are weak are often faced with social and economic dislocation 
costs. This too results in the developed countries, getting richer and the developing countries getting poorer, 
creating a wide income inequality gap. According to Newsweek report on the “sup’s class”, 85.1% of the 
world’s wealth are in the hands of the 10.1 super-elite class, while the others are living in extreme poverty. 
This results in a resentment by the poorer nations against the richer nations who exploit them, dividing the 
world. Yet, one may note that with globalization, with proper management, the socio-economic loss may turn 
into benefits for the poorer nations in the long run. Also, the elite class is  helping the poorer nations to 
develop their infrastructure to compete against the stronger and richer nations. It may be noted that Bill 
Gates contributes $1.5b to his fund every year, which can amount to more than the annual World Health 
Organization budget. Even so, the flow of money is not flowing fast enough to the poor, and many are still 
dying from extreme poverty every year. Even with globalization to shrink the world, it may not actually 
necessarily mean that the world is unifying with each other.  
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Last but not least, with the world shrinking, the spread of pax americana is more feverish than before, which 
may spell the erosion of cultural barriers, which may mean more unity around the world. With the 
organization of the world towards the “American Culture’’, spread by the Multi-national countries who 
package this culture for sale, people are becoming more versed in English and able to understand each 
other better. This may result in increased understanding and more cooperation among the people all around 
the world. Maybe in the future, one in China may understand and behave similarly to another person found in 
India. However, even with the spread of globalization, it must be noted that many people are still fiercely 
proud of their culture and each take steps to preserve them. In Japan, the people are fiercely proud of their 
culture and often take any chance to spread it all around the world. So, with the world shrinking, it does not 
necessarily spell the end of cultural differences among different people and the world may remain divided as 
before.  
 
In conclusion, with nation’s interest, individual’s religion, culture and economic wealth taking precedence 
over globalization efforts to connect the world and unify it, the world may shrink but not come together. 
Perhaps, only in the future, with common consensus from everyone, then the world may unify in one stance, 
but now differences will still prevent the world from coming together.  
 
Marker’s comments: Well developed and argued focusing on the various implications of globalization on 
world unity. Fluent except for the awkward expression and grammatical errors in parts.  
 
Content: 22/30 
English 13/20 
Total:35/50 
 
Done by: Joey Tan 2T09 
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Organ trading should be legalized. Discuss.  
 Russell Lim 1T28  
 
 The trading of organs is banned in Singapore at this time of writing. However, recent cases of illegal 
organ trading by top professionals have prompted a relook into this issue. For example, the boss of CK Tang 
was recently charged for attempting to buy a kidney illegally for $300K. Why did he do something illegal? The 
reason is simple, because he could not wait any longer. If he can prolong his life, end his suffering, and save 
a young man at the same time – for just $300K, why not? 
 The reasons why organ trading is banned in Singapore can be divided into 2 aspects, economic and 
social. Economically, if organ trading is legalized, there will be a drastic cut in altruistic donations of organs 
(normally from people who passed away recently), with people more willing to sell their organs to the people 
who can afford it. Sooner or later, prices for the organs will sky rocket because the rich people have the 
resources to out bid anyone. The poor/middle income people will be disadvantaged. With organ trading 
where cash is king, I will not be surprised that over the years, one has to pay a premium for organs, 
especially since good organs are in such limited supply, which only the rich and super rich can afford.  
 Socially, even with the best legislation to protect the poor from being exploited where rich people go 
to them for organs, I will not be surprised certain organizations will use illegal means to get organs and sell 
them for money. I will not be surprised if loan sharks force their debtors to sell their organs to repay their 
debts. By legitimatizing the sale of organs, we are actually sending out a signal that the human body 
becomes a commodity. Is it any different from prostitution? Also, the donor lives with 1 organ after the “sale”, 
his quality of life will  be affected. 
 On the other hand, proponents of organ trading say that the reasons to legalize the organ trading are 
there is a huge waiting list for an organ donation and that organ trading benefits both parties. It is a “win-win” 
situation, they say. People will always find ways and means to survive, and by legalizing organ trading, it will 
reduce the number of patients turning to illegal means to obtain organs. With stringent checks and 
guidelines, it can be done, they say. 
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 However, is it possible to monitor, track and conduct stringent checks on the sale/purchase of 
organs? Unless the government can monitor well on the medical checking and willing /selling, legalizing the 
organ trading can cause forced agreement on sale and purchase of organs. People who owe money can 
have their debts waived by signing the agreement on selling organs. A recent report by “The Straits Times” 
says that “Transparency will be a huge issue to consider if we legalize organ sale”. 
 One point about the legalizing of organ trading is that both  parties gain benefits. Reports say that the 
money the organ seller receives is enough to last him for 16 years. While it is true that the organ seller 
receives a lot of cash benefits, the Singapore Medical Association said organ sellers face an array of short- 
and long-term medical risks. The sellers, almost always desperately poor, could also be abused and 
exploited. What will happen after he uses the money from the sale of his organ to treat an illness which 
resulted from the sale of that organ – will he sell another organ? 
 As for the organ buyer, he receives a new organ and faces the prospect of living for many years to 
come. A search on popular video-sharing sit e “YouTube” for “kidney transplant”, will yield many great 
testimonials of uncompromised quality of life from donors. However, research has shown that after an organ 
transplant, the buyer has to constantly take anti-rejection drugs to maintain the state of his organ. Suppose 
his body becomes immune to these drugs, then there would be further complications to come. 
 The only country in this world to legalize organ trading in this world is Iran. However, it is not the best 
in the case where organ supply matches demand. The Straits Times recently reported that Norway and 
Spain have succeeded in matching organ supply with demand. In Spain, specially trained doctors and an 
efficient donor detection program have contributed to its success. The fact the 99% of countries in this world 
ban organ trading also says something – that we should not treat the human body as a commodity. 
  We should not play God. If we legalize organ trade, we are allowing others to charge for their organs 
- who are we to put a price on the human body? Although my friend jokingly rebutted me by saying, “Let’s 
see what happens when a minister has kidney failure. Let’s see if he will buy kidneys or not.”, I am confident  
that if a minister from Singapore actually got diagnosed with a kidney problem, he will not buy a kidney. Even 
though ministers are rich and can afford organs, they have been carefully selected by the citizens - who 
judge their moral values; they understand that it is unethical to place a price on our bodies. 
 If we actually do legalize organ trading, then the future of Singapore looks pessimistic. I dread to think 
that one day, my homeland will be famed to be a country where money can buy anything: lust (prostitution is 
legal here though there are also illegal ones), thrill (gambling in the two to-be-completed casinos is also 
legal), time (just pay ERP), and even human organs (if it is legalized too)! 
 Let us be pragmatic and go long term. It is more important to tackle the root of the issue. Mr Khaw 
said the best approach is still one of prevention, such as better control of diseases like diabetes. If people 
know how to take care of their kidneys, then organ trading would be minimized. Yes, the organ seller gets 
money from the sale of his organ. The money does offer temporary short term relief, but the poor in the face 
of such a tiny fortune, will tend to undervalue the cost to him and others. 10 years down the road, his only 
working kidney starts to lose its function. He becomes a dialysis patient, undergoing costly and painful kidney 
dialysis which will cripple him and his family completely. Not to forget poor people who need organs – they 
will never be able to buy organs if the rich and powerful get what they want. 
 It is unethical to legalize organ trading, nor is it realistic or easy to monitor the transaction of organs. 
The current legislation to ban the sale of organs should not be changed so as to protect the poor from being 
exploited and to maintain the current donor pool of organs. 
 
 
2nd Prize Magazine Essay Writing Competition 2008  
Cheryl-Ann Quek   2T11                                                                           
Can women ever gain equality in Singaporean society ? 
 
Women have long been involved in a battle for society to allow them equal opportunities and rights. The 
world at large is guilty of harbouring these notions of gender inequality and Singapore is no exception. 
However, there are sufficient channels in our increasingly modern and affluent society that become more 
tolerant of equal visibility, empowerment and participation of both sexes in all spheres of public and private 
life. 
 
My first point of contention is that women undeniably have the capacity to be as equal as men in terms of 
intellectual capabilities. Singapore allows this by establishing an education system that provides equal 
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opportunities for both female and male. For instance, it is mandatory for every child to receive a minimum 
education of 6 years, regardless of his or her gender. Additionally, subsequent educational opportunities 
such as the International Baccalaureate Programme are not given to schools based on gender preference, 
but on school merit and standing. Some, on the other hand, may hold a different view. They insist that this 
equal standing of women present in the education system does not translate into the working sector. 
Employers tend to favour male expertise in certain areas and would pass a potential promotion to his male 
subordinate rather than the female, even if the latter had equal or even more qualifications. This is evident as 
higher-paying and higher ranking occupations are prone to be male dominated. However, it is my assertion 
that women are already given the same platform as their male counterparts in terms of education. Hence, it 
is only up to them to break these stereotypes that plague minds and encourage discrimination. This 
classification of women is prevalent world-wide through media portrayal as well as traditional views, but I 
believe that Singapore has reduced this problem by providing the same opportunities to everyone and thus 
women have the ability to indeed gain equality in our meritocratic society. 
 
My second point is that Singaporean women have the upper hand in achieving equality compared to their 
international counterparts. This is because our governing system is one that is based on pragmatism and 
meritocracy. Our meritocratic approach is clearly illustrated by our education system mentioned in the 
previous paragraph. The pragmatic aspect can be said to benefit the women in our society as the 
government runs on a very practical mindset, one that is not influenced by religious or traditional views that 
can sometimes undermine the role of women. One may object here that this pragmatic approach has instead 
perpetuated the inferiority complex of women. This is because Singapore, wanting to optimise and capitalise 
on their military prowess, has made it only mandatory for men to enlist in two years of National Service as 
they are more physically inclined. Hence, this highlights the physical constraints, but nonetheless, limitations 
of women. However, it is extremely important to note that by acknowledging and accepting the physical 
limitations of their female citizens, they are in fact giving them more freedom and liberty as they have 
autonomy  over their bodies. Men are required to, while women have a choice. This sovereignty of women is 
therefore an evident portrayal of how Singapore women can obtain independence and equality in their 
society. 
 
My last contention is that women in Singapore can indeed reach an equal status as that of Singaporean men 
because this island-city is becoming increasingly cosmopolitan and modernised. Singapore’s openness as 
an economy coupled with the trend of globalisation and integration of ideas have resulted in Singapore 
experiencing an increase in women’s earning power and economic status. Conversely, some people may 
argue that although the government promotes this open economy and readily welcomes these new ideas, 
the same attitude is poorly reflected in our governing body itself. The ruling authorities are seen to be 
dominated by male influence and power, such as the Prime Minister, Senior Minister, Minister Mentor and 
even Members of Parliament rarely witness the authority of a woman. Additionally, even in the personal 
domain, this modernisation of women and freeing them from their domestic title is not present. 
Almost every household in Singapore has a maid, who is never male. However, it could be further asserted 
that the small role women play in Singapore’s government is only because very few decide to run for political 
office. Singapore does not deny them this possibility as we are a democratic state, but they have failed to 
seize the opportunity. Moreover, the commonplace of maids is only a sign that an increasing number of 
females are occupied by burgeoning career opportunities. Hence, the globalised era that Singapore is going 
through will inevitably assist in women’s desires to achieve equality. 
 
Equality is undeniably an ideal the world has yet to grasp as many nations are affected by not only religious 
and traditional views, but an increasing influence of the media as globalisation takes its course. The 
stereotypical image of a woman is hence hard to eradicate, even for women themselves. However, 
Singapore has created a meritocratic, pragmatic and modern environment in which her women can strive for 
equality. Therefore, it is my contention that women can eventually gain equality in Singapore’s society as 
they have the ability and appropriate circumstances to do so. 
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James Yap 2T14  
“Statistics measure everything but prove nothing”. Discuss.  
          We use statistics everyday, knowingly or unknowingly. Statistics definitely seem important, whether as 
a topic in the Mathematics syllabus or as a tool we so often use to analyse the ever-changing situations 
around us. Every few seconds, a life is lost to aids. Everyday, so and so people die in car accidents. Every 
year, so and so number of babies are born and so and so number of babies do not make it past the first 
week. At least one quarter of students are myopic in Singapore and so on. Does any of this prove 
something? It is a question many do not ask themselves even though we treat statistics with such 
importance. As for my opinion, I agree to the statement to a large extent. 
        Statistics seem important because we never stop going back to statistics to ‘prove’ our points in 
arguments. It plays an integral role in that particular area as we consider facts as truths that cannot be 
argued against (making for very good arguments) and we consider statistics as facts. For example, if we 
compare the results of two different schools in a national exam, obviously we have proven that the school 
with a  higher average score does have a higher average score than the other school. We have proven that 
generally, the students in that particular school has done better than the students in the other school. Here, a 
problem arises. What statistics does in this case is to prove a fact is in fact a fact and that is all. What it does 
not, or cannot do is to prove that school A will always do better than school B in national examinations for 
example. If school B does better than school A in the following year, the statistics only prove that school A 
beat school B in the first year and the opposite in the second year. It really does not prove much or anything 
of significance. Why do we keep going back to statistics then? Comfort perhaps? The statistics reassures us 
maybe. Statistics show that most people in Singapore live past the age of 50 years at least. That might 
assure people that they still have time to do what they want to do, time to find a relationship perhaps, start a 
business or maybe travel the world. We trick ourselves into feeling safe. What statistics never do is to prove 
that we will be one of those people who live past 50. 
     Statistics measure everything that can be measured – the number of people in a country, each person’s 
height, the number of accidents that occur in a period of time, the number of times our heart beats per minute 
and so on. What then about the things that cannot be measured? How about feeling, emotions? When 
someone tells another ‘I love you’ or ‘I care for you’, can statistics measure the extent of that love? It cannot. 
It cannot prove how much he or she loves the other. We can count the number of times one calls the other, 
the number of hugs and kisses one gives the other but that proves nothing. Less kisses does not equate to 
less love or vice versa. Pure statistics can never prove anything of significance. 
     What statistics does offer us is facts and information, not proof. From the data statistics give us, we are 
able to infer and make deductions based on them. We can determine patterns of behavior in society and we 
can study them. Statistics alone really prove nothing but statistics with some level of inference can give us 
insights into the world around us. If we were to use statistics blindly, we would be running into some very 
serious problems as a society. Just because certain prisons in the US have a greater number of ‘blacks’ or 
‘latinos’ in their prisons does not prove that these races have a higher tendency of becoming criminals. 
Unchecked, such ideas could worsen into even more severe racial discrimination. Many nowadays, 
troublemakers especially, use statistics as a means to distort the truth. One way they do this is to use only 
the statistics that support their stand. We see this quite often in presentations and so on, especially those of 
survey results. Most people would only present the questions with ‘favourable’ responses and choose not to 
give those with ‘unfavourable’ ones. Statistics thus in a sense, only proves what we want it to prove. 
Numbers can be twisted to our own benefit or twist it to what others want to see. 
         Statistics sadly, is what the world today really operates on. Efficiency of a firm, how well the economy is 
doing and so on. Statistics started as a tool has now begun to dominate our lives. Everything that can be 
quantified is quantified or at least being quantified. We turn to statistics to prove our theories of the world 
around us in an attempt to become total masters of our surroundings. We use statistics to justify the impact 
we have made on our surroundings. if we do think about it carefully though, all that statistics proves is that no 
matter how much we rely on it, it cannot really prove anything of real importance.   
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“Make poverty history.” Is this a realistic aim?  
 
 
“Poverty”. The word conjures television images of the starving, malnourished exotic child, swathed in a veil of 
flies. It is often difficult for most middle-class societies in developed countries to recognize poverty as a far 
larger phenomenon than this, one which affects a significant number of their own countrymen. Indeed, it is 
important to recognize that poverty also divides into extreme and relative poverty. This is particularly 
pertinent to my discussion today, as each category faces very different prospects in the global effort to “make 
poverty history”. This writer believes that relative poverty can be successfully reduced, if not eliminated, by 
social restructuring. The eradication of extreme or absolute poverty, on the other hand, will face 
insurmountable obstacles in the form of natural or man-made barriers. To attempt to totally eliminate such a 
persistent crippling and large-scale disease would be idealistic, but the potential for success lies only with a 
part of its victims. 
 
Most people who live in relative poverty are often members of more economically advanced nations; their 
fellow countrymen have forged ahead, but they are left the victims of an income disparity. More often than 
not, their predicament is subject to the social mobility, or lack thereof, in their community. In the first world 
countries such as the United States and Britain, such communities exist in perturbing large numbers. 
Relatively poor regions such as Detroit in the U.S. are home to a substantial proportion of the country’s 
poverty-stricken. Often, the young do not complete their secondary education, while some do not even make 
it past the elementary stage. Perhaps the reasons for this can be put down to financial difficulties and a 
pervasive view that education is unimportant. The latter is certainly untrue: if the relative poor were able to 
attain a decent level of education, they would be more able to take on higher skilled and hence higher paying 
jobs. To improve the general level of education among the poor and to enhance social mobility in the less 
well-to-do regions, therefore should be a priority of any First World government. With well-thought-out 
financial assistance plans in place, and attempts to alter the mindsets of these groups, governments should 
go a long way in reducing, if not eliminating relative poverty in their countries. 
 
The more pervasive and severe poverty, however, lies with the international community who barely survive 
on less than US$1 a day. This breed of poverty, as I will discuss, will be less easily reduced, much less, 
eliminated. 
 
One of the first reasons why extreme poverty is particularly prevalent in the Third World is that the First 
World is often unwilling or hesitant in putting forth sufficient monetary aid. A G-8 proposal put forth earlier this 
year to increase G-8 aid to Africa was recently found to be far more limited in its scale and originally thought. 
This is not the first time developed countries bow to international and domestic pressure groups often pledge 
enormous amount of aid – only to have these magnanimous contributions consist largely of debt itself. 
Promised aid – in the form of money, food, medical supplies and so on – would go a long way in helping 
some of the world’s poorest countries get back on their feet, but it will only do so when the promises are kept. 
 
Why is it that promised aid to the Third World is often that of “all talk, no action”? This is likely to be 
accountable to the pervasive First World view that poverty relief is a zero-sum game, and that money spent 
on a country thousands of miles away is money simply wasted. If governments in economically advanced 
countries follow the lead of poverty-aid activists such as the British Prime Minister, Tony Blair, in his drive to 
reduce poverty, perhaps greater and more coordinated efforts will be made to help the extreme poor. 
 
Yet, perhaps this, too, is optimistic. Several cynics observe that poverty-stricken nations often do not 
correctly utilize the aid given to them. Instead of implementing constructive means to provide sustainable 
economic growth and employment to the people, the governments in many of these countries often lack the 
acumen to devise and implement these potential areas for growth. Sometimes international bodies like the 
World Bank and International Monetary Fund will step in to provide economic planning advice, but even then 
they are often unsuccessful. In the 1980s, for example, it was estimated that the World Banks endeavors and 
advice in Brazil alone had amounted to nearly $80 million worth of losses. The Brazilian administration simply 
lacked the power and human resources to carry out development projects with the aid they had been 
awarded. The World Bank, perhaps, was simply too unfamiliar with the landscape and tradition of Brazil to be 
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able to recommend an appropriate course of action. Without sufficient administrative power or the even 
increased aid to poverty-stricken nations may not result in “making poverty” history. 
 
Huge accumulation of debts in the Third World further complicate this problem and reduce the realistic hope 
of achieving the aim of making poverty “history”. Even when efforts are made by the developing world to 
provide financial aid to the poverty-stricken countries, the latter is saddled with the loan repayment plus 
interest. Countries like Mozambique and Tanzania are thus caught in a vicious cycle of poverty; any increase 
in their national income is immediately repatriated to international organizations and their First World 
creditors. In light of the conditions and the basis of the financial aid provided to alleviate poverty, the poor will 
perceivably be stuck in an inexorable cycle of poverty for much of the foreseeable future.  
 
Another reason why aid often does not get translated into poverty deduction is that the political structures in 
several of these desperately poor countries are corrupt. This often compounds the earlier point raised, of 
countries lacking the economic skill and understanding to correctly apply the resources they are provided. 
Countries like India find themselves unable to reach out to huge numbers of people living on the periphery in 
absolute poverty because aid cannot travel down the bureaucracy to reach the people who really need it. 
Bribery and corruption are prevalent not only in the governments of Sub-Saharan Africa, but also India, 
China and Indonesia, countries which have enormous income gaps, with millionaires living alongside slums 
where occupants live in extreme poverty. Corruption is so deeply reined in the political landscape of some 
regions that it appears for now that it must simply be accepted as a way of life. Attempts by Indonesian 
President, Dr. Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono to tackle graft have been lauded, but results have yet to be seen 
and the extreme poor in Indonesia will likely see little change in time to come. 
 
Finally, mother nature herself is perhaps also to blame for the poverty in which her inhabitants live. Poverty 
stricken nations are often unfavored by geological circumstances; their land is arid, the climate ruthless and 
some of the most unfortunate ones are subjected to natural disasters. If these conditions are the primary 
cause for their inability to grow economically, then it is probably not untrue to say that until technology is 
sufficiently advanced so as to alter (or to control) nature, the aim of eliminating poverty will be an idealistic 
one. The case study of Niger proves that even when concerted attempts are made by international and 
national community to alleviate poverty, nature can often prove to be the strongest and most undefeatable 
adversary. Having received financial aid last year, Niger had embarked on a purpose of sustainable 
development based on genetically-advanced crop strains. Earlier this year, a swarm of locusts attacked and 
destroyed much of the mature crop. Niger was a step closer to alleviating poverty- then; it was cruelly 
snatched away by a force it could not prevent. It is simply unrealistic to assume that Mother Nature will be 
sympathetic to the world’s sufferers; it is thus unrealistic also to expect that poverty will one day be made 
history. 
 
Yes, poverty for a select number will one day be made history- but the sad truth is that it will continue to 
plague the world for a long time to come. The real-time television images will not disappear anytime soon. 
 
Marker’s comments: Well-argued with good explanations & apt choice of egs. to support cases. Overall 
fluency with good use of varied vocabulary too. 
 
Content: 25/30 
Language: 17/20 
Total: 42/50 
 
Done by: Butler Dell Marie 2T2 
Class:  2T02      
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‘It is better to be a pragmatist than an idealist.’  Discuss.  
 
         A pragmatist is one who observes the physical reality of the world around him, analysing, making 
judgements and attempting to formulate the most efficient and successful plan to cope with his 
circumstances or problems. An idealist is not a direct contrast to a pragmatist, but much of his ideas and 
methods stems from a frail thing called hope (that has proven excessively difficult to slaughter), and a 
concern for more than practical reality. If there is a quote that may sum up this comparison succinctly, it 
would be, “a cynic is one who knows the price of everything and value of nothing.” The cynic, who considers 
himself pre-eminently practical, is an accurate representation of what one might call a pragmatist to the core. 
The contention that pragmatism is a more favoured stance to take than idealism is not totally incorrect in the 
fast-paced, material world that we live in, but it is flawed in that it does not address the complete nature of 
humans and of life, and therefore cannot be taken without a healthy pinch of salt. 
 
 For practical reasons, quite obviously, pragmatism should be favoured in order to successfully deal 
with real-life situations, but it is definitely better to still remain an idealist in principle, so that, in accomplishing 
one’s goals, one does not neglect to consider the value of the lives that may be lost, and the moral 
boundaries that may be shattered. An idealist with no pragmatic side to him will be in no position to 
accomplish his goals except by constantly going to protest marches and perhaps “blogging” about his 
concerns. This individual will only end up frustrated, and he will simply place himself above real-world 
concerns such as real economic crises or political barriers, and cast his ill-informed disdain upon those who 
are probably doing more than him to help the rest of the world. For an idealist to achieve his goals, he must 
understand how to manipulate his circumstances favourably, to avoid being one of the dilettantes that pollute 
the Internet with poor ideas of being the world’s moral watchdog. Rather one should emulate individuals such 
as Bill and Melinda Gates, who have not only taken advantage of their circumstances to become the richest 
people in the world, but have also kept in their hearts the noble principles of charity. Of course, one may 
argue that pragmatism and idealism simply cannot go together; that the two values are irreconciliable but as 
earlier said, they can exist in two separate states – idealism in the mind, and pragmatism in practice – to be 
able to realise those ideals. 
 
 Oftentimes it is pragmatism that concerns itself with making the best of a situation, or in other words, 
to lose as little as possible, but it is idealism that consists of envisioning a better future and winning as much 
as possible, and as such is necessary for progress. A feminist hardliner would be likely to bite your head off if 
you told her to make the best of her situation some years back in the benighted times of female oppression. 
A nicer feminist would then inform you that it was their idealism, not their coping mechanisms, that helped 
raise the female individual in society to equal, and nowadays, greater status than men. One who is familiar 
with the story of the boy (or girl) who ran down the beach at low tide to throw as many as he could of the 
stranded starfish back into the water would also know of the practical and grumpy man who asked the boy 
why he was doing an act that did not matter since he could only save a few of the starfish. The boy’s reply is 
astoundingly mature, and also representative of his respect for the value of all life. “It matters to this one”, he 
said, before throwing another starfish back in. A totally pragmatic person like the old man cannot see the 
point of taking part in what seems to be a futile activity but the young boy recognizes that though what he 
does seems inconsequential, it is a positive difference that he is making in the world. Like the old man, some 
may argue that it is more important to view one’s deeds in the light of the big picture, that one life is just one 
life, that a single hair is of no importance, if we are to be practical. But as the Taoist Lie Zi once said, enough 
hairs are as important as skin and flesh, enough skin and flesh are as important as one limb, enough limbs 
are as important as a life, and so on. 
 
 Idealism, as was earlier mentioned, has to deal with a frail thing called hope, and when things seem 
always to run counter to one’s wishes, it is hope that gives one the strength and courage to press on and 
truly succeed, rather than pragmatism that screams in one’s face of the futility of a struggle against what may 
seem to be forces that far outstrip one’s own power. A pragmatist’s attitude will not help a country or person 
in reduced circumstances, but hope for a better life for oneself and the generations after oneself is the 
primary ingredient of nation-building and of rising above the forces that hold one down. The Special Olympics 
is a very clear example of how disadvantaged athletes may still fulfil their dreams and bring glory to the 
countries they represent. The hundred metres dash in the Special Olympics, in a cynic’s eyes, cannot hold a 
candle to the performances of athletes like Maurice Green, but it certainly holds the blazing torch of hope for 
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those who believe their lives to hopeless. It was Qin Shi Huang who remained stoic and strong, and who 
battled all odds to unify China and give it the potential to become what it is now, one of the greatest nations 
of the world. Such an ambitious plan no doubt originated from a mind that still maintained the big picture and 
all its problems, but also possessed the true hope and spirit of idealism. Great developments only take place 
when an idealist or a group of them initiates them. Obviously, it may be argued that the opposite is true, and 
that consequently more disastrous mistakes may occur, such as the Great Leap Forward, which was more 
like a great leap backward. However, if we were to give up on the possibility of surging forward together as 
one human race and all the risks involved, it will be likely that even given several millennia, we would not 
have moved forward. Idealism, therefore, cannot be compromised for the sake of pragmatist ideas, but must 
remain at the root of our principles. 
 
 Pragmatists also like to say that they concern themselves with the “greater good”, but they usually 
have a cold, harsh way of looking at present facts, and often ignore or dismiss the true value of persons and 
other things involved. A pragmatic nurse would be likely to give a dying patient a pat on the head and a pull 
on the plug of the life-support system (well, perhaps not the pat on the head). 
But one of the greatest idealists of all time devoted herself to the care of the dying in Calcutta. She devoted 
all resources she had, along with her fellow nuns, to making them comfortable and giving them a death that 
was as dignified as possible given the situation. The old man in the starfish story would have scratched his 
head and asked her the same question. Mother Teresa would then have replied with her quote that has 
become one of my own personal principles, “No one can do great things, only small things, with great love.” 
One may argue, even upon hearing this heartwarming profession of compassion, that the resources she 
used to care for the dying would be better employed on other lives, but  we must also recognize that while 
the dying are still alive, they deserve as much, if not more, respect and reverence as any other human bring. 
A pragmatist would not realise this, and if the world were a wholly pragmatic one, many people would die 
uncared for and many more terminally-ill children would be abandoned on the streets. 
 
 Pragmatism, therefore, is not a wicked principle, but it is heartless and valueless if not married with 
the appropriate idealistic values of hope and the inherent sacredness of life. Therefore, if we are to achieve 
our idealistic goals, it is important that we employ pragmatic practices while bearing in mind the end result of 
a better future for all men. Only by doing this may we constantly push against the constraints of circumstance 
and create break-throughs that humanity needs in order to rise to greatness. 
 
Marker’s comments: Shows excellent command of language and has a balanced discussion of difficult 
concepts. The voice of the writer is clearly evident. 
 
English: 16/20 
Content: 24/30 
Total: 40/50 
 
Done by: Xiao An 2T06 
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“No country is an island.” How successful is your c ountry in maintaining ties with other countries?  
 
 
The phrase “No country is an island” is becoming increasingly true in today’s globalised world that we live in. 
The world is slowly integrating itself into one big economy and country to country social relations and 
interdependence is vital in order for nations to survive. Singapore has been very successful in maintaining 
good ties with other countries. Its fast-paced development into a global city after forty years is testimony to its 
ability to build good relationships with others. This essay aims to explore the political, military, economic and 
cultural ties that have successfully been maintained by Singapore, including instances where relations hit 
rocky ground. 
 
Politically, Singapore has strong bilateral and multi-lateral ties with its neighbours and partners. Those ties 
were built up and made stronger through diplomatic visits by Singapore leaders and hostings of dialogues to 
help the world understand the vision and aims of Singapore. Such relationships help Singapore to solve 
disputes that may arise between herself and her friends amicably, to enable a win-win situation for both 
sides. The recent Asia Middle-East dialogue (AMED) was chaired and hosted by Singapore in a bid to 
strengthen relations between Asian countries and Middle-Eastern nations. This is vital in a time of trans-
national terrorism where suspicions can easily arise and platforms are needed to aid in discussions to settle 
any conflicts peacefully. This is only one such example of how Singapore manages her political ties with 
other countries as she has engaged in many other summits and meetings. 
 
However, there had been times where bilateral relations were insufficient to settle disputes between 
Singapore and her neighbours. This resulted in a need for international bodies to come in for arbitration. Just 
a few years back, Singapore and Malaysia were unable to settle the territorial dispute involving the island of 
Pedra Branca, which saw the International Court of Justice (ICJ) being called in to assist both countries. The 
ICJ ruled after its own investigations that Pedra Branca rightfully belonged to Singapore and Malaysia 
accepted the ruling peacefully. 
 
 In the area of military cooperation, Singapore has formed many strategic ties with world powers and its 
neighbours. The Singapore Armed Forces regularly conducts exercises with foreign armies to strengthen 
military ties and better relations. It participates in the annual Five Power Defence Arrangement exercises and 
has recently signed a Strategic Alliance Partnership with the United States to enable both sides to work 
together to combat terrorism. In the region, the need to safeguard the Malacca Straits from piracy and 
terrorism has seen discussions between Singapore, Malaysia and Indonesia, which eventually led to joint-
patrols and the lowering of restrictions to naval vessels going past their territorial boundaries. This has 
served to make the Straits of Malacca safer for the world and is a great example of how Singapore maintains 
strong military ties with her neighbours. 
 
Taking an economic perspective, Singapore’s ties are exceptional compared to other countries in the region. 
The Singapore government has been actively sourcing for Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) with the rest of 
the world to boost its economy. Today, Singapore is the only country with almost eleven FTAs concluded 
with more to come. This speaks of the strength of its economic ties with other countries. Much of this is due 
to the strategic thinking and dynamic leadership of the Singapore government. In a recent article by the 
Straits Times, Singapore was noted to be a ‘small country that thinks like a great power’. Her leaders built 
economic ties not based on trade figures to show how both sides could benefit, but rather inter-personal 
relationships between its leaders and other foreign delegates. The FTA signed between the United States 
and Singapore was concluded during a private golf game between Senior Minister Goh Chok Tong and 
President Bush due to their strong friendship cultivated over time. It is our most successful economic tie-up 
by far. 
 
Despite its strong economic ties with nations outside the region, Singapore has consistently been under 
attack by its neighbours in ASEAN for attracting foreign direct investments and FTAs to itself, disregarding 
the economies surrounding it. This has strained economic ties with its ASEAN friends and has resulted in 
Singapore adopting a prosper-thy-neighbour policy. In this, Singapore now actively provides free training in 
human resource and management in countries like Vietnam and Cambodia. During the ASEAN economic 
crisis, it loaned ten billion to revive Indonesia’s stricken economy. In recognizing weaknesses in her 
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economic ties with her neighbours, Singapore’s actions to turn relations around have catapulted her to 
become South-east Asia’s financial hub, handling almost eighty billion dollars a year. This serves to show her 
ability to maintain economic ties with other countries. 
 
History has shown that with strong economic growth comes a cultural renaissance. Singapore has 
recognized the need to build up its arts and literature scene now that its economy is stable and growing. It 
has forged stronger cultural ties with countries over the world. By developing infrastructure catered to the 
arts, such as the Esplanade, it has tapped on its cultural ties to bring in world-class performances. For 
example, talks between Singapore and Canadian officials led to the arrival of Cirque de Soleil shows in 
Singapore such as the current Quidam. There has been increasing cultural transfers between Singapore and 
China as part of the government’s aim for Singaporeans to immerse themselves in Chinese culture. While 
attracting culture from overseas, Singapore also sends its own artistes and performers from the Singapore 
Arts Festival to New Zealand and Europe. This allows the other side to learn more of Singapore culture and 
hence strengthen cultural ties.   
 
In conclusion, Singapore is a small city-state that relies on strong ties with other countries to keep her 
economy growing and her people safe. Her leaders have understood that she as a small island state cannot 
survive by herself in an increasing globalised society. However, how her leaders continue to develop her ties 
with the region and the world in the future will determine if Singapore survives future global challenges or 
returns to her back-water origins forty years ago. 
 
Marker Comments: Language use is fluent and clear in the communication of ideas, with minimal errors in 
grammar and spelling. Essay is competently handled and shows a thorough knowledge of the topic. 5 main 
ideas are provided and assessed from a balanced perspective. 
Learn to revolve your essay around conceptual issues, e.g. ‘national interest’, ‘nation-building’ etc to give 
your essay that extra critical slant 
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