SAMPLE PARAGRAPHS ON TACKLING THE STYLE/LANGUAGE OF WRITERS IN AQ:

2005 Cambridge Paper:
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.
2008 HCI Prelim Paper:
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.
