DARK SHADOW APPROACH TO AQ
WHAT IS AQ?

IMHO, AQ is what takes place instinctively during reading. When you read an article, you don’t just accept wholesale what the writer wrote (unless u r a robot that accepts whatever’s downloaded into u!). There will be parts that make you nod your head vigourously, or those that make you shake ur head in vehemence. In both cases, you are in actual fact validating or invalidating what the writer said respectively. The process is a convergence of your world of experience with that of the writer’s. The writing is based on the writer’s experience, whereas what makes you nod or shake ur head is you matching ur experience (esp of your own society/country) with that of the writer’s. AQ requires you to articulate this process in words, preferably in a structured manner. But this should NOT be just any general response. It should preferably be framed as a reaction to something specific said by the writer, i.e. a quote. Note that just because you concur with the writer’s stand does not mean that the writer has argued effectively and convincingly.
(A) Orientation of Passage(s)

The AQ is the most wordy qn in the entire paper. It is helpful as it will usually spell out the stand or position of the writer(s) in the passage(s). So read it first before the passage(s) at the start of the paper to get yourself orientated towards the direction the arguments will take, esp if the passage(s) is/are particularly dense. You can expect either single or double passages. For the latter, they can be contrasting or parallel.
(B) How LONG?

You have only about 30min here, give and take. 30 min b/4 the paper ends, you need to fast forward to ur AQ even if you have not completed the short qns in front. It can determine whether u pass or fail P2, given its considerable weightage (the other major component being ur summary, of coz).

Under the tyranny of time, you can’t afford to write too long. My recommendation is one short intro and 2 core paras, each addressing passage A & B (if double passages). Cover one para for each passage first b/4 going into an optional third para on either passage in case u run out of time and end up with only two paras on same passage. No need for fanciful, flowery intro and conclusion – this is not an essay. Keep intro short with just a clear stand. IMHO, conclusion is a ‘good-to-have’ but not a must.

(C) How many parts? 
The AQ can come in more than one part:

e.g. Having reviewed the apparent inevitability and compensating benefits of aggression in the past, Arthur Woolgar suggests some reasons why aggression may play a much reduced role in the future.

How convincing do you find these reasons, and do you consider the gains would outweigh the losses if aggression ceased to be a central feature of human behaviour?
   
(Cambridge 2005)

Just because there are more than one qn in the AQ does not mean there are really more than one part, as the the qns can be asking for the same thing. So it is important to verify there is no overlapping so as not to waste time and give urself undue stress.
e.g. Anna Banatvala  thinks an understanding of history is essential, whereas Lee Min Yen thinks history has no value. How important is an understanding of history for you and your society, and how far has your view been challenged or confirmed by these two passages? 





(Cambridge 2008)
e.g. John Schumaker maintains that ‘celebrity culture’ is severely harming modern society.

How far do you agree with his arguments?

In your country, what effect is ‘celebrity culture’ having on your generation in particular? On balance, would you say that this influence is largely beneficial or detrimental?

Refer specifically to relevant material from the passage as well as your own experience and opinions in your answer. 


(HCI Prelim 2008)
(D) Is there a need for Balance?

Balance is of course always ‘good to have’, but due to the fact that u r under the tyranny of time, you may want to give it the skip. But if the qn is phrased in the following three ways, it is better to try to give a balance:
a) To what extent…

b) How far/important/convincing/true/applicable/relevant/etc….

c) largely/broadly

e.g. Victoria Sherborne argues strongly in favour of choice, whereas Tim Parks has grave reservations about the benefits it is supposed to bring.

Do you regard the increased degree of choice available to you and your generation as broadly beneficial or harmful?

In your answer, develop some of the points made by the authors, and give your own views and some account of the experiences which have helped you to form them. 





(Cambridge 2004)

‘The term “broadly” assumes that they [i.e. students] would recognize some reservations in their case or that there were points to be made on the other side.’ 



       -- Cambridge Examiner’s Report 2004
To incorporate the balance inside ur AQ, u can either resort to a third balancing para after the two core paras, or use the one-quote-swing-two-ways method.
(E) Structure 

a) Macro 

See Attached Annex for schematic layout; note structure involving third balancing para and one-quote-swing-2-sides.
No fanciful/flowery intro needed; just give a CLEAR stand ((impt! as this constitutes ur R1, of which credit is given). Thus, it is unwise to leave the stand to your conclusion as you may forget or not have the time to finish. Eschew complex stand as u may end up sitting on the fence, or worse, contradicting urself.
b) Micro (4 parts)

See Attached Annex for schematic layout & IJC Prelim 08 example.

The first 2 parts are for setting out the premise of the writer’s argument; the next two is your terrain where u either affirm or challenge what is said in the earlier half. 

i) Quote
1) This is required to show that you are reacting to something specific in the passage.

2) This should preferably be the starting point of each para from which your response is triggered off or precipitated.
3) You can quote either a point or an example. For the latter, give extra info of ur own to either affirm or refute it as a good or flawed example. See “ping pong diplomacy” example in the next section headlined ‘Own Input Needed”.

4) Do NOT quote in chunks; go for bite-sized keywords/phrases.

5) Preferably insert line numbers in parenthesis after your quotes to enable examiners to trace back to passage, so that you can get the credit for ur R2a & R2b easily.

6) When not sure which quote to pick, the summary answers are a fertile ground to source for one. Thus, always do summary first b/4 AQ.
7) Pull in related quotes where possible, esp when they are on the same issue. According to a source, ‘Cambridge expects you to consider 6 or more selections from the passage’. But IMHO, this is the least of your concerns. Students have scored well with just one main quote per para.

8) Preferably quote something that is a reason for the writer’s stand. Be careful as not everything in the passage is said by the writer, and not everything said by the writer supports his stand as he might be rebutting it later. 

e.g. There are those who view childhood through rose-tinted spectacles, seeing it as a golden age synonymous with joyful innocence during which we, spared the rigours of adult life, enjoy uninhibited freedom and experience unlimited play. The argument runs thus: just as childhood releases us from the responsibilities and adversities of adult life, so there should be no necessity to think in terms of statutory rights for children – a concept which we assume is reserved for adults. Some even argue that giving children rights would subvert the inherent responsibilities of parenthood. They also assume that adults already instinctively and spontaneously provide the love and care children need, so that the case for children’s rights becomes superfluous. In building this mythic walled-garden around childhood, such claims idealise and distort the adult-child relationship, ill-reflecting the lives of many of today’s young people. Most damningly, in its unquestioning acceptance of the traditional family roles of adult ‘custodianship’ (i.e. dominance) and child ‘dependence’ (i.e. subservience), such a false stereotype serves to legitimize social attitudes that tolerate the use of force in ‘disciplining children for their own good’. 


(HCI Prelim 2009)
We cannot deny that there are pressing moral issues around which there is no consensus. As a modern pluralistic society we are arguing about gay rights, assisted suicide, and abortion. That is understandable. New moral dilemmas arise in every generation. But we have long ago achieved consensus on other basic moral questions. While it is true that our society must debate such controversial issues as capital punishment, assisted suicide, etc., we must not forget that there are also the core of uncontroversial ethical issues that were settled a long time ago. Read the Bible, read Aristotle's Ethics, read Shakespeare's King Lear, read the Koran, or the Analects of Confucius, read almost any great work and you encounter the uncontroversial moral basics: integrity, respect for human life, self-control, honesty and sacrifice.




(JJC Prelim 2009)


Comments:
- In the HCI example above, everything uttered is by the detractors, NOT the writer’s. It would thus be disastrous if u were to quote them, thinking the writer said them, and then conclude that the writer’s view is/not convincing. 
- In the JJC example, the detractor’s view is actually the writer’s view too, but he said it only because he wants to rebut it later on in the same para. Thus, it does not make sense for you to quote this detracting point which does not support the writer’s stand, since the writer’s rebuttal later on has already cancelled it out.

- But in the event that you disagree with the writer, feeling that his detracting point is actually stronger than his rebuttal, you can still quote this detracting point using the phrasing: “In the passage, the writer seems to downplay/dismiss the importance of a lack of ‘consensus’ pertaining to ‘pressing moral issues’.” Then go on to argue writer is wrong. See also example in HCI Prelim 2008 celebrity as ‘do-gooder’.
- If the AQ is not about which writer u agree with or find more convincing, but in a more open format like “How applicable/relevant are these views to ur society” or “What effect does it have on ur generation?”, then there is more flexibility and provision for u to avail urself to any points in the passage(s), even the detractors’ points, regardless of whether they’re by the writer or not.
9) When developing on the quote in ur AQ para, be careful not to get so pre-occupied with the quote that you forget to link back to the qn. It is the AQ qn that you should be addressing after all. The quote u picked is only a means to that end. 
e.g. In the Cambridge 2005 paper on Aggression, say u r arguing the quote on ‘the gradual but unstoppable growth of the power and influence of women’. Do NOT get carried away with affirming or refuting this that you forget about the main qn, which is whether this will bring about a much reduced role of aggression in the future. The link to aggression must be forged as the qn is NOT about the growing or diminished influence of women.


ii) Explain

In order to frame the writer’s quote in the proper context and do him/her justice by not ‘misquoting’ him/her, you gotta explain the quote in the way meant/used by the writer first, not how you see the quote. If you think the writer’s interpretation of the quote is flawed or incomplete, this can always come in your evaluation part. The first two parts of the micro structure belong to the writer’s terrain. Yours is in the next 2 parts.

This part of the para is especially crucial if the quote u picked is very dense and requires some ‘unpacking’ to render it more accessible to the layman (think paraphrasing). The writer’s reason(s) for the claims in the quote can also come in here, if they are mentioned in the passage. 
e.g. We are fighting a losing battle. Our fundamental values are being systematically slain by the forces of fame and fortune that celebrities command. Thanks to the cult of celebrity, we live in a world where style triumphs over substance. Who cares if a celebrity is inexpressibly shallow as long as he is incredibly glamorous? Who cares if their idol is stupendously vain as long as she is stunningly gorgeous? Just as style has triumphed over substance, money has also trodden morality into the dust. Not only have we become obscenely materialistic individuals whose lives are devoted to self-indulgence and instant gratification, we will also resort to any form of deception or dishonesty to sustain our hedonistic existences. The most tragic casualty in the war to save mankind’s collective soul has been the new generation, utterly vanquished by the decadent celebrity lifestyle which they all crave to emulate. With the media glamourisation of drugs, the glorification of violence and the proclamation that promiscuity is ‘normal’, is it any wonder that the youth of today have become empty-headed, self-obsessed, emaciated clones of MTV?



(HCI Prelim 2008)

Comments:
If you’re going to quote ‘style triumphs over substance’, make sure u explain the two key words in the way intended and used by the writer, not the way they are conventionally used in daily currency, esp the word ‘substance’. In this context, the writer equates no ‘substance’ with being ‘shallow’ and ‘vain’. Your subsequent response and examples must follow this definition and not contradict it.

iii) Indicate Agree/Disagree

Give a clear indication here whether you are going to agree or disagree with the writer’s quote. When on ‘detractor’s mode’ b/4 u swing to ur side, use phrasing like ‘Admittedly/Undeniably/It has often been argued that/It is not uncommon to hear that/Some critics have maintained that……
iv) Evaluation

- This is the most important part where you provide the reasons why you agree or disagree with the writer’s quote. It should contain your own input, over and above what has already been mentioned in the passage.

- The most pertinent qn to ask in this part is: what is it about the world/Singapore that makes the writer’s claim so true or so false? 

- When anchoring to the Singapore context, identify features ‘unique’ to Singapore to determine whether these favour or refute the writer’s arguments. Such features include our small physical size and population, multi-racial make-up, lack of natural resources, etc. See list.
- Examples typically fall into this area. Take note not to just name-drop but discuss the example(s) to show how it/they support or refute(s) the quote. You can name-drop a few, but go on to discuss one of them intensively. 
- Take care though that examples should preferably not be too personal. For instance, you can’t say ur dad donated $5000 last year to make the point that Singaporeans have a ‘social conscience’!!!
- There is a high chance of digression from your quote (and even the qn!) here when u launch into your elaboration/evaluation. Guard against that by ‘echo-ing’ keyword(s) in your quote and qn throughout the para.
(F) Own Input Needed

One of the main problems why students fail AQ is because what they wrote is just a regurgitation of what’s already been said in the passage(s), with the consequence that their own input is missing. This will NOT do! You have to value-add to what’s already in the passage. This can come in 3 ways:
a) reason(s) for phenomenon outlined by writer
The writer may sometimes just make a claim without explaining why this is so, This presents an excellent opportunity for you to come in to complete the job for the writer b/4 going on to give examples to show whether the writer’s claim in the quote is right/wrong.
e.g. ‘Alongside the increased prosperity which is gradually, but all too slowly, spreading across the world; has been a movement (arguably not unconnected with the increase) away from centralized, totalitarian forms of government towards democracies.’ 


(Cambridge 2004)

Comments:

In the extract above, the writer did not account for why this is so, i.e. democracies lead to prosperity. You can thus come in to explain that this is due to ……….
e.g. ‘However, given the phenomenal and ever-increasing rate of technological change we are witnessing, it could be that the human race has reached a turning point in its history where aggression is not the only means through which world population can be controlled. Science has already given us the ability to control the number of people on the planet, as well as the ability to increase the agricultural productivity on which these people depend. Moreover, these twin areas of knowledge can instantly, and indeed universally, be disseminated via the internet……’
(Cambridge 2005)

Comments:

In the extract above, the writer did not explain exactly how science can accomplish the ‘twin areas’ of controlling population and increasing agricultural productivity. The logical links to reduced aggression as a result of science are also not clearly spelt out. You can thus come in to fill in the gaps for the writer.
b) your own examples NOT mentioned in the passage

e.g. It is possibly true that aggression and competitiveness are primarily masculine characteristics. Consequently, perhaps the most encouraging development of recent times is the gradual but unstoppable growth of the power and influence of women. This influence cannot be anything but beneficial. The particular virtues of women are widely claimed to be co-operation, care and concern for others. Therefore, women may enable the human race to tame and render harmless the aggressive instinct which has brought us so successfully – but so painfully – to our present condition.
 






(Cambridge 2005)
Comments:

In the extract above, if you quote the writer’s claim on ‘the gradual but unstoppable growth of the power and influence of women’, you can throw in your own examples not mentioned in the passage to support the writer, such as Angela Merkel, Hillary Clinton, Julia Gillard, Ho Ching, Lim Hwee Hua. Remember not to just name-drop; be able to discuss the contributions of these women. 
c) your own EXTRA info on examples already raised by writer in passage

Writers usually don’t elaborate much on their eg, often resorting to just name-dropping. So you can come in to complete the job for them. This extra info of urs can be used to either validate or discredit the writers’ examples. In the latter, u weaken their examples by unearthing info which the writers probably deliberately do not mention. Alternatively, u can choose to affirm them.
e.g. Governments frequently use sport as a weapon of their foreign policy or as a means to extend an olive branch. The “ping-pong” diplomacy of 1971 that brought American table tennis players to China testified to China’s interest in re-establishing political contacts with the US. When black African states withdrew their athletes from Montreal in 1976, they wanted to strike a blow against apartheid in South Africa. But when facing an international boycott, South Africa responded by advocating the obviously political slogan “sport without politics”. 




(TJC Mid Yr 2009)
Sample AQ Para:
[Quote] In Passage A, Senn quoted the example of ‘ping-pong diplomacy’ to show how sports can be used to ‘extend an olive branch’ (line 32). [Explain] Indeed, sports can be exploited to avert conflict and pave the way for peace. [Agree]This could not be more true as [Evaluate] the political climate during the Cold War era was one of mutual suspicions and hostility. This contributed to the heightened political tensions that threatened to ignite into a full-scale war on both sides. The use of sports was instrumental in helping to defuse the volatile climate. The table tennis friendly match between China and the US helped pave the way for President Nixon’s historic visit to China, resulting in the restoration of diplomatic ties between the two Cold War adversaries. This clearly shows how sports are deeply entrenched in politics. 

(G) Potential Flaws
It is tempting to agree with whatever the writer says, esp if he argues using ‘colourful’ language. But learn to question what he says. Look out for the context under which the writer writes his piece:
· Is he from a society/culture radically different from S’pore’s? i.e. from the West/ LDC/non Asian/non-secular/homogeneous society/ etc.

· What is his designation? This is sometimes reflected at the end of the article, together with the writer’s name. This would have implication on whether he has an agenda. (e.g. HCI Prelim 2005 on Complex Culture)

· Which time period is the article written?

(H) HOW vs WHAT

Instead of arguing based on what the writer says, it is possible to also argue based on how the writer says what he said, i.e. the writer’s style. This is because the way (i.e. how) the writer says what he said can influence his credibility. For instance, what a writer said may be sound, but the patronizing way he delivers it may make us think twice about buying it wholesale. 
Be careful though that this approach can only be used for those AQ that asks about whether you find the writer’s argument convincing, or whether you agree with the writer. It is irrelevant if qn asks whether the writer’s views are applicable to your society. 
Also, this ‘how’ approach, which is essentially the writer’s style and language, cannot be one of the two minimum core paras you have to write. Think of it more like a bonus para. Some language style to look out for:
· use of emotional language (diction/imagery)
· insult/ ridicule/shaming/personal attacks on opponents
· sweeping generalization/unqualified absolutes
· selective examples that are not representative
· bias/one-sided/lack of balance
· use of moderating qualifiers

· use of rhetorical questions

· use of arrogant/sarcastic/condescending tone


Sample 1:
Woolgar’s arguments are generally convincing because of the objective language he employs. This is achieved by peppering his claims with qualifying phrases like ‘possibly’ (line 79), ‘perhaps’ (line 80) and ‘may’ (line 83). The implication here is that rather than delivering his claims as absolute certainties or truths, he presents them as claims that can be challenged. All these serve to avoid a tone of smug arrogance, resulting in a view that is more moderate and acceptable. His use of rhetorical questions (lines 62 and 76) also achieves the same effect. Instead of resorting to direct statements, he chooses to frame his views in the form of rhetorical questions, leading the reader to arrive at the conclusion he wants them to, rather than telling it straight to them. 





(Cambridge 2005)

Sample 2:
Schumaker’s arguments also lack conviction because of the highly biased language that he resorts to in the passage. In line 41, he claims that celebrity culture ‘infects’ every part of our culture. The association with diseases is clearly evident here. Indeed, he goes on to mention ‘symptom’ and ‘malady’ in the same paragraph.  The comparison of celebrity worship to an addictive ‘new designer drug’ (line 35) is also clearly an exaggerated and distorted portrayal of the adverse effects of celebrity worship. His biased attitude and strong feelings against celebrity culture, as evident in his language, thus render his arguments less convincing. 
(HCI Prelim 2008)
[See Also NJC Prelim 2008].
(I) Check!

Try to spare 1-2 min to check ur lang for this section of the paper. This being the last question the examiner will be marking b/4 they award the language mark (15m), their impression of ur language competence will be greatest here, esp so if they mark qn by qn, in which case they will have very little recollection of ur language ability for the previous qns.

---------------------------
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