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Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:04 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#2

Friday, August 11, 2006

6:26 PM

 

Creative inspiration, rather than careful planning, often results in the best solution to a problem. 

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which careful planning might result in the best solution to a problem. Discuss what you think determines whether creative inspiration or careful planning can best solve a problem

 

· Too easy…
· It's all about whether the problem in question has a well-documented solution process or not…
· If there is a well-documented process (consider project planning at a company like MS), then careful planning is better so that the process can be modified to fit the project in question, everything can be optimized, then boom.  This is better because it is known from experience that the process will succeed
· If there is no process, then planning will largely be useless because one does not know HOW to plan.  Example -- Andrew Wiles, trying to solve Fermat's Last Theorem
 

 

#3 *

Friday, August 11, 2006

6:27 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#4

Friday, May 19, 2006

2:57 PM

 

The object of education should be to teach skills, not values.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which the object of education might be teaching values rather than skills. Discuss what you think determines when the object of education is to teach skills and when it is to teach values.

 

The object of education should be to teach skills, not values.  That is, people should not be taught moral principles but rather life skills and academic knowledge which are neutral in morality.  An educational focus which is morally neutral is advantageous and sensible because it is relatively easy to come to conclusions about which life skills and academic knowledge are valuable for future success.  Conversely, there are many different opinions about what is moral, and so the deliverance of an education based on a particular set of moral principles would be impossible to standardize, open to criticism, and worst of all not helpful for the student's future in a world where his or her moral standards would not be in common with everybody else.

 

However, there are certain instances in which it is important to teach values in addition to skills.  For example, it is sensible to teach a child not to steal, and so this is done both in homes and in pre-schools to the disagreement of no one.  In this case it is acceptable because the particulars of the scenario do not violate the main concerns of value-teaching: firstly, it is generally agreed upon by all that stealing is immoral, which means that teaching such a lesson would not cause criticism or later confusion for the child.  Secondly, the child is being taught this lesson at a young age, when he/she is not old enough to realize the benefits of resisting the natural urge to satisfy temptation and jealousy by stealing.  The child's right to think individually and behave according to a self-devised system of morality is not being violated because their brain does not even possess the capability to do that at this point.

 

Ultimately, individual circumstances determine whether it is appropriate to teach values.  To devise a criteria for determination, one need only consider the basic purpose of education: to equip the student with skills which will allow for success in life and positive contribution to humanity.  When non-universal values are taught to people who are capable of forming a sense of morality on their own, the purpose of education is not met and so in those cases, the educational process should focus on skills, not values.

 

 

#5 *

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:04 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#6

Saturday, July 15, 2006

11:06 PM

 

An orderly society must never compromise in matters of law.

 

Interpret: A well-behave society must never deem the breaking of the law as acceptable.

Re-interpret: 

Wedge: There are times when a higher ideal than the keeping of the law is at stake.  When?  Fair treatment for all people.

Examples: Gandhi protested against unfair treatment by the British regime in India through "non-cooperation", when rules were not followed, etc.

 

 

#7 *

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:04 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#8

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

4:53 PM

 

In advertising, truth is irrelevant.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which truth in advertising might be relevant. Discuss what you think determines when truth in advertising is irrelevant and when it is relevant.

 

Thesis: Truth is irrelevant because often, the products being advertised are not products of necessity or safety, but rather at their root they address an emotional need for a person: to feel good wearing a certain item of clothing, or believe that using a certain product will improve their well-being (for example, an exercise machine).

 

Example: GAP commercials show models walking around in GAP clothing to a catchy tune, and in this way they associate happiness and freedom with their product

 

Anti-thesis: If the non-use or (more often) use of this product has implications for somebody's safety and/or health, it is imperative that a company provide the truth in its entirety when describing the product.

 

Example: The pain-killer drug Vioxx from Merck Pharmaceuticals became popular very quickly due to aggressive advertising aimed directly at consumers.  Merck failed to mention that tests had not yet been done which would later on prove that Vioxx caused significant damage to the cardiovascular system, and thus many people who took Vioxx because of the advertising were put in danger.

 

 

#9

Sunday, July 16, 2006

12:03 AM

 

Progress seldom comes from the deliberations of a group. Rather, progress most often comes from the creative thinking of individuals working alone.

 

Core question: When is progress best achieved by teamwork and when is it best achieved by individuals?  How about…amount vs. quality of "brain power"

Examples: the Rosetta@Home project from University of Washington which allows you to donate your computer's CPU power to protein modeling biomedical research VS. Andrew Wiles solving Fermat's last theorem

 

 

#10

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:03 PM

 

No matter how oppressive a government, violent revolution is never justified.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which violent revolution might be justified. Discuss what you think determines whether or not violent revolution is justified.

 

Thesis: Regardless of how unfairly and inhumanely a government treats its citizens, it is never justifiable for the people to respond with violence.  This is because violence often does not solve the problem and in fact will antagonize the government into increasing the oppression.

 

Example: When black people in Los Angeles thought that a police beating of Rodney King was racially motivated and rioted.  They were overpowered by police and many protestors were killed because the police had to resort to using violence in response to the protests.

 

Anti-thesis: If violence will be successful in righting the government and ultimately establishing fair and equal treatment, then it is permissible to rebel violently against the government because the ideals of fairness and equality outweigh the damaging effects of violence.

 

Example: In ancient Rome, after Julius Caesar died, there was a revolution which resulted in Civil War against a government who had proven incompetent and unable to govern Rome fairly.  Eventually, Octavius won and turned Rome into the Roman Empire (from the Roman Republic), where there was peace and fairness for a long time...

 

 

#11 *

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:36 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#12

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:35 PM

 

A country must use its natural resources in a way agreeable to all its citizens.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a country might justifiably use its natural resources in a way that is not agreeable to all its citizens. Discuss the principles you think determine when a natural resource should be used in a way agreeable to all its citizens.

 

Brainstorm

· Oil in Iraq
· Forests in Canada
· Water
· Basically, should there be a vote about how to use these natural resources?  Or should the gov't have autonomy to make that decision?
· Just plain LAND is a resource!
· At its heart, this is a question about how the democratic process should work…
 

Thesis: A country often should use its natural resources in a way agreeable to all citizens because their personal lives can often be affected by these decisions, and the gov't must respect the well-being of its own citizens over any boon in finances or international relationships which natural resources could provide, because these citizens are what makes the nation!

 

Example: The "eminent domain" legal principle has been justly met with great controversy because it allows for governments to force people to sell their homes and move out of an area so that the local government can do things for "public interest" -- but when that means shopping malls, it means that we are putting numbers ahead of people -- and this is undemocratic and uncaring.

 

Anti-thesis: If people's personal lives are not being affected by the decisions countries make about their natural resources, then the government need not seek the agreement of its citizens because the citizens are not as equipped as they are to make decisions of such magnitude.  There is a reason for the processes in place which ensure that the people in charge are those whom the nation trusts to make decisions.

 

Example: Canada selling electricity to the United States -- they are in fact the US' biggest provider of electricity, particularly to the northernmost states such as New York.

 

 

#13

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

5:52 PM

 

In education, the newest way is not always the best way.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in education when the "newest way" might in fact be the best way. Discuss what you think determines whether or not innovation in education is an improvement.

 

Brainstorm

· Education what kind?  Primary/secondary school?
· Body Worlds 2 -> it is new -> but there are moral/humanistic implications
· Desire2Learn -> online course offerings increase productivity, flexibility, availability of education 
 

Thesis: In providing people with academic educations, sometimes the new technology and techniques which are used to deliver the educational experiences are not the best because although they may be more interesting and enhance productivity, they come at a cost of moral or ethical questionability.  We see this in technology in general (think stem cell research), and it has surfaced in education as well.

 

Example: The Body Worlds 2 exhibit is of great educational value, but since it uses cadavers and preserved body parts and has been considered offensive by different religious groups, the disrespect makes it unacceptable in a democratic society because the ideals of respect for all and tolerance outweigh what is simply a new form of education.

 

Anti-thesis: Anything that can improve the educational experience is inherently good and is thus the best way.  Only in situations like that discussed above, when higher principles are involved, should something which improves the educational experience be not used.

 

Example: Desire2Learn's online course management system has done wonderful things...

 

 

#14 *
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5:52 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#15

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

6:06 PM

 

A democratic government is never justified in keeping secrets from the voting public.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which the government of a democracy might be justified in keeping a secret from the voters. Discuss what you think determines whether or not a democratic government is justified in keeping secrets from the voters.

 

Brainstorm

· Valerie Plame was SUPPOSED to be a secret
· Mukhataran Bibi SHOULD NOT HAVE BEEN a secret
· Publication ban
 

Thesis: Full disclosure of information is a cornerstone of democratic society because it allows the citizens to make informed choices.  In most cases, if the government were allowed to selectively keep secrets from the public, it would be tantamount to a dictatorship because the government could by selectively withholding facts and providing others, could force the population to think in a certain way.

 

Example: Hitler Youth is a demonstration of how a government, by presenting truth selectively (or even totally manipulating it) can have negative effects.

 

Anti-thesis: When the safety and well-being of humans is involved, then the democratic principle of full disclosure must be of second priority because human safety must be the first concern of any government.  Sometimes a secret can be damaging if released because people with bad intentions can act on them.

 

Example: Plame, Bibi, publication ban for Bernardo case

 

 

#16

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

6:41 PM

 

In business, quick solutions often do not address the real source of a problem.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific business situation when a quick solution might address the real source of a problem. Discuss what you think determines when quick solutions in business address the real source of a problem and when they do not.

 

Thesis: Probably a support for the thesis is that problems often are multi-layered, and time is required to find the root and extinguish it so that the negative effects which that root cause has caused will stop

· If only a quick solution is used, there is only time to "remove" or "address" the top layers, which are symptomatic and not causal
 

Example for thesis: Microsoft in trying to copy Google is making all these web services (search, mail, etc.) suddenly available, but the services have not caught on in popularity (for example, Gmail is still far ahead of Live Mail) because they do not possess the computing infrastructure which Google has which allows their web services to be fast and efficient.  Google has far more servers than Microsoft does.

 

Anti-thesis: I guess the anti-thesis is when the problem is "horizontal" instead of "vertical" in the sense that the causal chain is short enough that the root problem can be easily identified and removed

· This is often the case when it is a problem of team dynamics, where the negative aura of one person spills over to others, who then reciprocate and cause a chain reaction
· If the originating person is removed from the environment, then chemistry often improves immediately
 

Example: Shea Hillenbrand and the Toronto Blue Jays -- he was known as a "cancer" in the clubhouse…etc.

 

Synthesis: It is really the nature of the specific problem that will determine whether a quick solution is possible.  Complex problems require time to not only trace through the symptoms to find the root cause, but also to remove that root cause once it has been identified.  For example, MS can't just spring up all of a sudden to buy network lines, servers, buildings to house those servers, and so on.  Whereas the Jays can simply trade Shea Hillenbrand.

 

 

#17-18 *
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#19

Friday, August 04, 2006

9:33 AM

 

It is each citizen's duty to obey the laws of the nation.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a citizen might not have a duty to obey a law. Discuss what you think determines when citizens have a duty to obey the laws of the nation and when they do not.

 

Thesis: Citizens should obey the laws of the nation because they have been designed to maintain social order and maximize the well-being of the people participating in the society.  As a member of society, one has the responsibility to everyone else to do one's part in keeping social order.

 

Example: Citizens follow traffic regulations because if they didn't, car crashes would happen…

 

Anti-thesis: It is acceptable for citizens to NOT obey the laws of the nation when they require them to break a standard/ideal of even more importance, such as one's morals.  The maintenance of morality within society is more important than the "social order" and "well-being" which laws are designed to maintain, and indeed often an adherence to morality will be for the good of order and well-being in the long run.

 

Example: Slaves running away to claim their right to freedom.

 

 

#20-21 *

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

8:23 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#22

Friday, August 04, 2006

9:50 AM

 

Environmental concerns should always take priority over economic concerns.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which environmental concerns might not justifiably take priority over economic concerns. Discuss what you think determines whether environmental or economic concerns should have priority.

 

Thesis: It all comes down to the safety and well-being of people.  Oftentimes, damage or modification to the environment directly results in the jeopardization of people's health, and this should be our primary concern.  We must do what is necessary to add value to the lives of people!  If this comes at an economic cost, then so be it because money and finances should always be secondary to the well-being of people.

 

Example: the Kyoto Accord is difficult for many industries to follow because it will result in having to make extensive modifications to processes, and this will cost money.  However, it was met with resounding approval when the United Nations proposed it because people REALIZE that our health must be of primary concern.

 

Anti-thesis: There are also motivations for protecting the environment that are NOT founded in the concern for the safety and well-being of people.  Sometimes the motivations instead come from a desire to maintain natural wildlife, with no grander purpose or ideal in mind.  In such cases, economic concerns (such as bulldozing the area for the sake of creating economic opportunities which will be sources of income to people in need) should trump any environmental concerns.

 

Example: in India, elephants can be very dangerous to people and damaging to the economy.  They have been known to kill people (100/year), and they also trample and consume farmers' crops -- thereby removing their source of income.  In these cases, it is acceptable to shoot and kill them - as Indian authorities do - because they are impinging on human interests

 

 

#23

Friday, August 04, 2006

10:06 AM

 

The more people rely on computers, the more people become alienated from one another.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which computers might not alienate people from one another. Discuss what you think determines whether or not computers alienate people from one another.

 

Thesis: This is true because often computers are used to accomplish tasks that would normally require people to go out into the community and accomplish, and in doing so they would interact with people and form friendships.  If such things can be done at home, then people lose those opportunities to be connected with each other.

 

Example: 722.org is a website which is like an "online church" in that one can download daily videos of their services.  The videos include singing and preaching, and thus many people are content to stay home on Sunday mornings and simply download and watch the 722 video instead of going to church.  However, in doing so they miss out on the personal interaction which a real church environment provides.

 

Anti-thesis: This is not true when computers are not used to replace tasks which are normally community-oriented, but rather to augment those tasks by providing additional opportunities for interpersonal interaction.

 

Example: MSN.

 

 

#24

Thursday, August 17, 2006

7:46 PM

 

Drastic action is sometimes the only way to bring about political change.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which drastic action might not be the only way to bring about political change. Discuss what you think determines when drastic action is the only way to bring about political change and when it is not.

 

Thesis: Drastic action is sometimes the only way to bring about political change because many times, differences between political parties are so wide that the desired good scenario can only be brought about by force.  That is, the other side is uncooperative and therefore drastic action - such as violence - needs to be taken in order to bring about an acceptable outcome.  Often this is also a time-sensitive situation, in the sense that it is undesirable to wait long before resolving the situation.

 

Example: US dropping the atomic bombs on Japan.  This accelerated the end of the war and Japan's surrender, which meant that fewer lives were lost (on both sides).

 

Anti-thesis: When the two sides are agreeable or at least willing to negotiate, drastic action is not necessary.  For example, the North Korean missile crisis has been settled thus far just by negotiating, because the United Nations does not think that North Korea is so unwilling to talk that drastic action must be taken.

 

 

#25

Thursday, August 17, 2006

7:55 PM

 

Society is best served by giving people as much freedom as possible.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which society might not be best served by giving people as much freedom as possible. Discuss what you think determines when society is best served by giving people as much freedom as possible.

 

Thesis: This is true because to give people as much freedom as possible is to respect their rights as human beings.  Ultimately, no one has the right to assert control over any other human being and this is shown by the fact that democratic societies (which have more freedom than dictatorships) feel that they honor human rights more than the totalitarian regimes do.  In most cases, a society which honors such fundamental rights serves itself the best because its citizens feel respected and honored.

 

Example: First Amendment, Free Speech.

 

Anti-thesis: When this freedom leads to the harm of others, it is not good.

 

Example: Jail, murder charges, etc.

 

 

#26

Thursday, August 17, 2006

7:59 PM

 

A nation's ability to survive is often dependent upon its military strength.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a nation's ability to survive might not depend on its military strength. Discuss what you think determines when a nation's ability to survive is dependent upon its military strength.

 

Thesis: This is often true because many countries find themselves in an environment where surrounding countries have ambitions to take them over.  The only way they can prevent them from doing so -- and in so doing, survive -- is to have an army which is capable of defending the country from such annexation.

 

Example: England's rule over India.

 

Anti-thesis: When a nation is not in such an environment, military strength does not matter.

 

Example: Canada.

 

 

#27

Friday, August 04, 2006

10:12 AM

 

Education comes not from books but from practical experience.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which books might educate students better than practical experience. Discuss what you think determines when practical experience provides a better education than books do.

 

Thesis: This is true because often the goal of education is to enable the student to become proficient at accomplishing some task.  In these cases, learning about the task and reading books about it are insufficient to fully capacitate the person to perform because mere words can never fully capture the breadth of knowledge required to execute a task fully.

 

Example: the co-op system at Waterloo, because engineering and computer science are very applied fields.

 

Anti-thesis: When the goal of education is not the ability to perform a task but rather to simply gain knowledge, then mere books are sufficient because there is no practical knowledge to be had.  The information contained in the books truly do represent the full extent of knowledge to be had.

 

Example: the co-op system at Waterloo is not offered to history students, because...

 

 

#28 *
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#29

Friday, August 04, 2006

12:19 PM

 

An understanding of the past is necessary for solving the problems of the present.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which solving a current problem might not require an understanding of the past. Discuss what you think determines whether or not the past should be considered in solving the problems of the present.

 

Thesis: This is true because oftentimes, although present situations are not identical to past situations, they do share some elements in common and therefore lessons learned from the past can be used to anticipate things which may be of concern in the present.

 

Example: Chernobyl, and how nuclear power plants all over the world re-evaluated the design of the control rods in their reactors because faulty design was deemed as a probable cause of the explosion.  In this way, although not all power plants are identical, enough similar features are shared that existing power plants can use lessons learned from the past to solve present problems of unsafety.

 

Anti-thesis: If present problems are so unique in their scope, subject matter, etc. that no principles from the past can be used, then historical reference will be of no use in arriving at a wise decision.

 

Example: Stem cell research is a heavily debated moral dilemma in part because there is no historical reference which can be used to argue for either side.  Technology has never before existed which allows for the creation of embryos and so an issue of morality is thus introduced that has never been encountered before.
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#31

Friday, August 04, 2006

12:30 PM

 

Technology designed to make our lives simpler often turns out instead to make our lives more complicated.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a new technology might not make our lives more complicated. Discuss what you think determines whether a new technology simplifies or complicates our lives.

 

Thesis: Technology involving communication makes our lives more complicated because it is often used by businesses to maximize productivity for their employees.  The result is that employees are always connected and the separation between times of leisure and times of work is blurred.  Often they find themselves doing work-related tasks all the time (such as while driving) and so this complicates their lives by forcing them to try to do multiple things at once.

 

Example: Blackberry.

 

Anti-thesis: Non-communications related technology often makes our lives simpler because it automatizes mundane tasks which we normally spend time doing.  This theoretically gives us more time to relax and enjoy life -- thereby increasing the amount of simplicity.

 

Example: Online grocery shopping, such as "Pic'n'Del" (http://www.picndel.ca) demonstrates how technology can make our lives easier.
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#39

Wednesday, August 09, 2006

11:52 PM

 

The public's right to know must sometimes take precedence over an individual's right to privacy.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which an individual's right to privacy might justifiable take precedence over the public's right to know. Discuss what you think determines when the public's right to know is more important than the individual's right to privacy.

 

Safety.

 

Karla Homolka -- address…but also publication ban during the trial.
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#41

Wednesday, August 09, 2006

11:46 PM

 

When there is a choice between obeying the law and following one's own beliefs, it is best to follow one's beliefs.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which it might not be best to follow one's own beliefs rather than the law. Discuss what you think determines when it is justified to follow one's own beliefs rater than obey a law.

 

Moral vs. amoral.

Example 1: The Underground Railroad, slaves running away…

Example 2: Stem cell research -> scientists have to follow Bush's doctrine

 

 

#42

Wednesday, August 09, 2006

11:33 PM

 

The function of the press should be to report only the facts of daily events, not to influence the public's opinion about those facts.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation when the press might be justified in attempting to influence the public's opinion. Discuss what you think determines whether or not the press should attempt to influence public opinion.

 

Thesis: The public is reliant on the press for first-hand, true accounts of events around the world and so the press is potentially being dishonest by giving a report which is tainted by opinions because the public will take this angle to be true.  Unless greater issues are at stake, truthfulness must be valued.

 

Example: Al-Jazeera...

 

Wedge: Where public safety directly or indirectly at stake, it is acceptable to spin facts.  Blah blah…

 

Example: Woodrow Wilson's Committee of Public Information...

 

 

#43

Wednesday, August 09, 2006

11:25 PM

 

A country's strength increases in direct proportion to its freedoms.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a country's strength might not increase in direct proportion to its freedoms. Discuss what you think determines when a country's strength will increase in direct proportion to its freedoms and when it will not.

 

Brainstorm

· Define strength as the ability to survive and maintain an acceptable level of well-being and be unified
· Define freedom as a democratic political system where individual rights are respected
 

Thesis: This is true when the country's citizens seek to use those freedoms for the good of the country by participating in democracy and voting for measures which are believed to be for the best for the country as a whole.

 

Example: United States has had no serious internal disputes ever since the Civil War, and has flourished as a country who has internally strong and thus has the ability to even help OTHER countries become stronger.  They are strong in the sense that freedom and democracy and the permission to speak freely and candidly are highly valued attributes here.  This results in a healthy and unified society.

 

Anti-thesis: When the citizens seek to abuse the freedoms by bringing harm to the country as a whole, those freedoms may not increase the country's strength -- in fact, they will harm it by introducing discord and strife.

 

Example: Quebec referendum -- Quebec's disdain for the rest of Canada, as evidenced by its desire to separate itself from the country and become fully autonomous, was an example of how people used the freedom to speak and campaign to ends which were not the best for the country.
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#45

Wednesday, August 09, 2006

11:13 PM

 

Our belief in an idea only lasts until the introduction of the next idea. 

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which an idea might continue to be believed even after the introduction of an idea that challenges it. Discuss what you think determines whether or not our belief in an idea will be displaced by a new idea.

 

Thesis: This is true when the ideas concern a question or issue for which a undeniably correct answer can never be found.  Many philosophical questions demonstrate this, such as the question of the meaning of life.  Different answers to this question have been given throughout the centuries, and they have varied in popularity according to both time and location.  This demonstrates that the acceptance of ideas or explanations is often temporary because they may have weaknesses that another idea may come along and explain, and in so doing gain greater popularity.  This is usually the case when the questions involve issues for which an undeniably correct answer can never be found.

 

Example: the meaning of life, whether there is a God, etc.  During different times and in different places, various explanations for this including Christianity, Hinduism, atheism, etc. have been popular, which shows that often an idea is not permanent and universally accepted but rather is susceptible to being trumped in popularity and acceptance by a new idea.

 

Anti-thesis: If the correctness of the idea can be proven categorically and for all time, the idea will survive all doubts because human nature, as demonstrated by the philosophy of the scientific method, is driven by the desire to see proof.  Unlike metaphysical/philosophical questions which were discussed in the thesis, ideas to explain scientific phenomena can be proven with repeatable tests…and if they show the idea to be true, there is no reason why humans would immediately accept another idea which conflicts with it.

 

Example: the statement that the earth is spherical, which got Galileo in trouble but was eventually accepted to be true by everyone.
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#51

Thursday, August 17, 2006

8:03 PM

 

Citizens who enjoy a country's benefits during peacetime have a responsibility to support their nation in time of war.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which citizens might justifiably not support their nation in time of war. Discuss what you think determines whether or not citizens should support their nation in time of war.

 

Brainstorm

· Disability?
· Support = fighting?
· Free speech, New York Times?
· If the war is morally corrupt!  i.e. El Salvador…
 

DONE.

 

 

#52

Thursday, August 17, 2006

8:08 PM

 

The best politician is the one most removed from politics.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which the best politician might not be the one most removed from politics. Discuss what you think determines whether or not the best politician is the one most removed from politics.

 

Thesis: This is true because often politics is an arena where what one truly believes is right has to be balanced against other financial priorities, party alliances, etc.  When someone is removed from politics and no longer bound to the same things, he/she can campaign exclusively for something which burdens them and do a more effective job because their attention is not divided.

 

Example: Bill Clinton and George HW Bush.

 

Anti-thesis: When effectiveness depends on the power which one only has while actually in politics, then obviously being a real -- and active -- politician is more important.

 

Example: Only George Bush could have vetoed that stem cell bill.

 

 

#53 *

Wednesday, August 02, 2006

8:22 PM

 

[On paper somewhere…]

 

 

#61

Tuesday, July 11, 2006

10:18 AM

 

Most advertising is designed to prevent consumers from making rational choices.

Thesis

· Selling a product
· Selling a product usually necessitates irrational argument because the underlying tone of any product-selling ad is that the consumer WANTS or NEEDS the product
· It is impossible to argue this for a product because most products cannot be proven to be empirically better than another product -- think about clothes or perfume or soft drinks
· Thus many companies resort to irrational arguments such as using celebrity endorsement in an effort to create the feeling that their product is somehow more desirable
· EXAMPLE: Michael Jordan and Gatorade -- often the commercials simply involve him drinking the Gatorade and then going out to play basketball -- here the implicit pitch is that Michael Jordan drinks Gatorade and is successful in life, and therefore Gatorade is the best product to buy
· This is an irrational argument because there is of course no correlation between him drinking Gatorade and being successful in life…but it is the type of connection which companies often resort to using because it is difficult to argue rationally for a consumer product
 

Anti-thesis

· Selling an idea or value
· The idea or value is something that will benefit the well-being of the person who adopts it (such as public service announcements against drugs or drunk driving) and so it is possible to argue rationally that the viewer "buy in" to the idea, because you can appeal to safety and well-being, which is something that everyone desires
· In effect, you are still arguing that the consumers "wants" or "needs" to embrace this ideal…but because it is an ideal and not a product, one can rationally argue for why it makes sense and be beneficial.  There are no "competing products" which the advertisers need to show the inferiority of -- all they have to do is argue for that their idea makes sense and is beneficial
· EXAMPLE: MADD campaign for "Don't Drink and Drive" -- they use statistics and stories to demonstrate the ill effects of drunk driving and in so doing present a logical argument to the viewer for why their idea is desirable
 

Synthesis

· Selling a product vs. selling an idea or value
· Selling a product prevents the viewer from making a rational choice simply because there can be no rational argument made for why most products should be purchased.  They are simply one of many means to the same end - for example, a shirt from Tommy Hilfiger will clothe you just as effectively a shirt from Ralph Lauren will, and thus advertising prevents consumers from making rational choices when the advertisement is for a product
· On the other hand, advertisements promoting ideals or values or codes of behavior encourage rational choice because the advertiser is able to present a rational argument in support of the idea, often because it has some effect on the well-being or safety of a person.  Therefore, advertising does not prevent consumers from making rational choices when it is an ideal or value being promoted
 

 

#65

Thursday, August 17, 2006

8:11 PM

 

The role of technology should be to improve human life, but not to affect human values.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which technology might justifiably affect human values. Discuss what you think determines whether or not technology should affect human values.

 

Thesis: This is true because technology is a creation of man, which implies that man has control over it.  Values, on the other hand, are things which should be given by a higher being (if one believes in such things) or at least agreed upon by a majority of society.  Neither of those things is allowed for in the creation of technology, since often one person can do it unilaterally.

 

Example: Communications Decency Act of 1996 in the USA ensured that the same values held even with the advent of the Internet.

 

Anti-thesis: Technology is allowed to affect human values when its nature demands that those values be extended into realms where it previously did not reach.  This is acceptable because it is not changing existing values, but rather creating opportunities for new values to be put into place.  It is not upstaging anything that has been commanded by a deity or agreed upon by majority.

 

Example: Stem cell research requires the adjustment of human values to encompass this new area.

 

 

#66

Friday, August 11, 2006

6:05 PM

 

A business's main purpose should be to make profit.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which the main purpose of a business might justifiably be something other than making a profit. Discuss what you think determines whether or not the main purpose of a business should be to make a profit.

 

Thesis: This is usually true and indeed is almost Darwinian in nature: the basic goal of any business should be to survive, and money is required to survive.  In most cases, businesses only make money through profit, and so their main purpose should be to maximize this profit so as to increase their chances of survival.  It will allow them to retain their employees, afford necessary office space, and so on.

 

Example: The University of Waterloo proves that this is true even in cases when an organization has other goals which are important and fundamental.  They have to charge for education, because this will allow them to survive.

 

Anti-thesis: If making that profit is going to result in a business not surviving, then the business should no longer strive to profit.  In other words, if making that profit is going to require the business to do something -- say, something illegal -- then it is not appropriate for them to seek a profit (at least in that arena) because it will be harmful to the business, if found out.

 

Example: The building corporations represented by Jean-Claude Mery were found to have engaged in corrupt business practices with high-level French officials (including Jacques Chirac) so that they could win building contracts -- ostensibly increasing their profit -- but since they were found out, they were closed down by the government for illegal practices and therefore in that case it was incorrect to seek profit.

 

 

#67

Friday, August 11, 2006

6:13 PM

 

Youth and innovation are sometimes more beneficial in politics than are age and experience.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which age and experience were or might be more beneficial than youth and innovation. Discuss what you think determines whether youth and innovation are more beneficial than age and experience in politics.

 

Thesis: Youth and innovation is often beneficial in politics because they represent change -- new patterns of thought, new political practices, and so on.  This is, in many cases, desirous because the voting citizens may have become disenchanted with previous leaders and have formed a negative connotation with their age and experience.  In such cases, the change-representing young will be embraced and enjoy popular success.

 

Example: Stephen Harper, in response to political scandals under former (older) Prime Minister Paul Martin, gained widespread approval amongst the Canadian public for initiating measures such as the Accountability Act, which made it more difficult for governmental figures to receive inappropriate financial gifts from people or companies outside the government.

 

Anti-thesis: If the prevailing ideas are seen to be adequate and appropriate, then the change heralded by the youthful, innovative politicians will be seen as unnecessary and harmful.  In other words, if people feel satisfied with the state of the country as it is, then there will be an initial negative reaction to any changes which are proposed.  In cases such as these, youth and innovation are not beneficial -- rather, age and experience is -- because age and experience represents the ideas of old which people embrace.

 

Example: The separation of Quebec of Canada was not only widely disapproved by the rest of Canada, but did not even succeed in a referendum of Quebecers, who were supposed to gain the most from Quebec's separation from Canada.  The new ideas propounded by relatively youthful leaders such as Jacques Parizeau and Lucien Bouchard were disapproved because many felt that Canada was acceptable the way that it was.  Thus when thinking of change, the perceived drawbacks were more significant than the advantages, and so youth and innovation did not prevail.

 

 

#68

Friday, August 04, 2006

7:21 PM

 

Caution is often the best guide for government.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which caution might not be the best guide for government. Discuss what you think determines when caution is the best guide for government and when it is not.

 

Thesis: Unless it is a matter of life and death, it is advantageous for governments to act conservatively and cautiously because this often results in the most assurance of safety for its citizens, especially when war is involved.  Often the US has the opportunity to participate in wars in which it is not directly involved, yet the decision to refrain from doing so is acceptable because there is no obligation to do so, provided that no injustice is occurring.

 

Example: the US' role in the Israel-Lebanon conflict has been purely diplomatic.  To this date, it has refrained from using the military force.  This is good because…blah blah...

 

Anti-thesis: When human lives are on the line, taking the cautious and conservative route is unacceptable because a miscalculation could lead to needless deaths.  The risk which a country incurs in taking aggressive action pales in comparison to the certain death and destruction which would result without their intervention.

 

Example: The Rwandan genocide, which only occurred because the US (along with other nations in the UN) were slow in calling its soldiers to prevent the massacre of defenseless Tutsis in Rwanda by extremist Hutu military groups.  The human and financial loss which the US hoped to avoid by not immediately calling its soldiers to aggressive action came at the cost of 1 million dead Tutsis.

 

Synthesis: Above all, countries with the capability to do so must protect the defenseless and oppressed.  If this is not an issue, it is best for the government to exercise caution because they also have a responsibility for their own citizens.

 

 

#69

Sunday, August 06, 2006

10:08 PM

 

A person who enters public life is necessarily forced to surrender some degree of personal privacy.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a public figure should not have to surrender personal privacy. Discuss what you think determines when a public figure's personal privacy ought to be surrendered.

 

Thesis: It's all about the media…when someone is in the public eye, the media have a responsibility/right to report on the actions of that person.  And in doing a thorough job, when necessary they should report on elements of the person's personal life which affect the person's ability to complete the job which has thrust him into the public eye.  That's just good reporting -- and it is something which the person should be prepared for and cognizant of.

 

Example: Bill Clinton's moral failure in cheating on his wife with Monica Lewinsky was relevant to his public position because it reflected on his integrity, which is important for a person in politics.  Thus it was permissible for this private act to be reported on.

 

Anti-thesis: When the action is not relevant to that person's job, it should be left alone and privacy granted because privacy should be a general courtesy extended to each person, if not a right.  Everyone has things in their personal life which they may regret and be ashamed of, and if it were to come to the public eye it would unjustifiably ruin their reputation.

 

Example: Kobe Bryant caught cheating on his wife does not affect his ability to perform on the basketball court, and that should be the extent of the public's interest in him.

 

 

#70

May 10, 2006

5:53 PM

 

Wealthy politicians cannot offer fair representation to all the people.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which a wealthy politician might offer fair representation to all the people. Discuss what you think determines whether a wealthy politician can or cannot offer fair representation to all the people. 

 

· The statement is saying that although politicians are supposed to represent all their constituents, one who is wealthy cannot do so (presumably because they do not or cannot understand the situation of those who are poor).  Wealth can introduce this problem in a number of ways: if the politician has been wealthy all his/her life, then they will have trouble appreciating the unique difficulties faced by the poor.  Also, a wealthy politician may fall into the trap of desiring even more wealth, which often will come with political success.  If they see fit to pursue this political success by appeasing powerful people such as lobbyists and large companies, the actions they take to do so will likely also favor the rich and thus under-represent the poor.  This dilemma which politicians face is exemplified in the controversy surrounding Prime Minister Harper's Accountability Act, which places sharp restrictions on what politicians may receive from lobbyists (money, gifts, etc.)
 

· However, it is not true that all wealthy politicians cannot offer fair representation to all people.  Each of the causal chains outlined above describing how the wealth of a politician could lead to a lack of ability or desire to represent all people fairly is dependent on the personal character of the politician.  A politician of commendable character and a strong resolve to represent all people fairly will be able to successfully overcome the temptations and difficulties presented by wealth and the desire to obtain it.  Even better would be a politician whose drive to represent the poor fairly originated from a poor childhood, because then he/she would not only understand the plight of the poor but be highly motivated to give them due aid.
 

· Overall, the ability of a wealthy politician to offer fair representation to all people depends on his/her character because this is the conduit through which a causal chain starting with wealth and ending with unfair representation must pass.  Only when the character in question is weak-willed and easily tempted by money will a status of wealth lead to unfair or biased representation of all constituents.
 

 

#71

Friday, August 04, 2006

1:50 PM

 

The more people rely on computers, the more people become alienated from one another.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which computers might not alienate people from one another. Discuss what you think determines whether or not computers alienate people from one another.

 

· Just talk about what you would use computers for…entertainment (frequently solo) or communication (email, MSN)
· Examples: MSN vs. Madden 07
 

 

#72

Friday, August 04, 2006

1:31 PM

 

Progress often complicates as much as it simplifies.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which progress does not complicate as much as simplifies. Discuss what you think determines when progress complicates and when it simplifies.

 

Brainstorm

· What is progress?  Technological?
· What does it mean to "complicate"?
· What does it mean to "simplify"?
· Logistics -> everything is very advanced now and organization is complicated.  Why?  Because 
· COME BACK TO MORALITY…
 

Thesis: Progress complicates as much as it simplifies when morality is involved -- i.e. the advancements create a dilemma of morality which has not been seen before, and thus complication is introduced because the method with which to handle the situation is not immediately apparent.

 

Example: Communications Decency Act demonstrated that progress (the internet) -- as much as it simplified communication and dissemination of information -- created complications because it also created moral dilemmas such as that of free speech in public forums

 

Anti-thesis: If the progress does not involve moral issues, it usually simplifies much more than it complicates because one of the underlying goals for most technological advancements is to make things easier for humans, or to allow humans to do more than previously thought possible.  Thus it is usually the case that as long as technology does not cause moral complications, it has an overall net effect of simplification.

 

Synthesis: (obviously) whether or not it involves morality...

 

 

#73

Friday, August 04, 2006

12:39 PM

 

Laws cannot change social values.

Write a unified essay in which you perform the following tasks. Explain what you think the above statement means. Describe a specific situation in which laws can change social values. Discuss what you think determines when laws can change social values and when not.

 

Thesis: Laws cannot -- and should not -- change social values because that would be the precise opposite of what they are designed to do.  In a society, laws are supposed to reflect the values which society has decided are important -- in the US that means free speech, rights to an education, and so on.  In most cases, laws which would abrogate these core values should not be allowed because they would then be failing to achieve their fundamental purpose.

 

Example: Communications Decency Act was rightfully amended because it conflicted with the First Amendment's allowance for free speech, which is a fundamental aspect of the United States' Constitution.

 

Anti-thesis: Laws should change social values if those values, for whatever reason, do not line up with the moral precepts which the country has committed to honoring by including them in their constitution.  The most important thing is to respect the cornerstone principles of the country, even if (perhaps especially when) social values have shifted so as to differ from those beliefs.

 

Example: Civil Rights Movement resulted in the creation/modification of laws based on ideals which were contrary to the social values of some people in America at the time.  However, this was acceptable because those social values were not in line with fundamental American principles of individual rights to "life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness."

