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	Text
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	Pertaining to Woolgar’s view that aggression will play a much reduced role in the future, I find his reasons largely unconvincing.
The first reason he cited is ‘the phenomenal and ever-increasing rate of technological change’ (line 55). According to him, science can now reduce aggression by resolving its two main root causes, i.e. population explosion and lack of food. There is certainly some truth in this as we have witnessed how contraceptives like condoms and the pill have managed to keep the population in check. This will alleviate the pressure to resort to aggression to ease the space congestion.  Likewise, agricultural productivity can be boosted via science, thus removing the need to invade other countries for food to sustain the population. Nowhere is this more evident than in the success of the Green Revolution, whereby farming technology was harnessed to produce plentiful harvests. Farmers resorted to irrigation, fertilizers and high-yield grains such as the ‘Miracle Rice’. Thus, Woolgar is not entirely misguided in his view that aggression will be reduced in future given his faith in science.
However, things are much more complex than that. Woolgar points to the ‘competition in sport’ as a ‘subsitute’ for aggression. Admittedly, engaging in sport can supposedly have a cathartic effect that helps to quench our innate thirst for violence. Sport, with its set of rules, provides a safe, controlled outlet for us to channel and purge the violent tendencies in us. The consequence of this is reduced aggression. But in reality, nothing is further from the truth. …..(e.g. of ACSI vs St Andrew. Reason: desire to win outstrips all other considerations)

If aggression ceases to be a central feature of human behaviour, I feel that the gains outweigh the losses. It is undeniably true that many of the great technological and medical advances of the twentieth century were ‘made in response’ (line 42) to war. Woolgar specifically mentions the jet engine and the ‘developments in disease control’. However, I feel that these ‘achievements’ could hardly compensate for the lives lost during the wars waged in the same period. The convenience of air travel brought about by the invention of the jet engine is something we can do without if it has to be paid with the blood and lives of innocent people sacrificed in mindless wars. Interestingly, Woolgar also brings up the example of ‘the threatening mushroom cloud of nuclear weapons’ (line 44). I am sure few would agree that it is a fair trade-off that the nuclear technology in existence today is paid forth with the lives of the innocent who died in the nuclear holocaust waged on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. And this is not even counting those potential lives that may be lost if a nuclear war were to be waged in future. Hence, the gains definitely outweigh the losses with diminished aggression.  

	Give a clear stand.

Quote first

Explain context of quote in according to writer.

Indicate agreement.

Own input:

-e.g. of contraceptives; 
-reasoning behind science and population leading to drop in aggression
-e.g. Green Revolution and background info

Tie back to qn

Indicate shift to disagree. This must be a longer and more convincing para as it is your STAND!

Swing both sides with one quote and signal clearly.

Own input:

-catharsis

-e.g. of ACSI vs SA

-reason why aggression persists in sport

Remember to tie back to qn for long para like this!

Address second part of qn by recycling key words.

Give stand.

Quote a gain mentioned by writer.

To show how gain outweigh loss, both gain and loss of SAME eg must be mentioned b4 you reason why one is more impt than the other.

Give some own input, either your own eg or extra info on writer’s eg.

Reiterate stand for long para.




