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Technology has alienated people instead of bringing them

together. Discuss.

Can national nuclear programmes ever be justified?

"To lodge all power in one party and keep it there is to ensure

bad government." Do you agree?

Can the media ever tell the truth?
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Albert Einstein once commented: ‘I fear the day that
technology will surpass our human interaction. The
world will have a generation of idiots’. His comment
crystallises the perennial debate as to whether
technology aids or retards human and social
development. Given the ubiquitous nature of
technology and its undeniable effects on individuals, it
is therefore imperative to consider the question as to
whether technology has alienated people instead of
uniting society. While some critics propose the view
that technology – in shifting the emphasis from the
real world to the digital – has distanced people from
one another, preventing them from creating
meaningful relationships, I would argue that
technology is merely a tool; how it impacts human
relationships and social interactions ultimately
depends on how the user chooses to wield it. As such,
while technology has indubitably alienated people to a
certain extent, it has also allowed for greater
connections between detached individuals and unifies

fragmented societies. It is therefore overly myopic to
argue that technology only alienates people.

Some argue that technology has reduced the need for
face-to-face communication. This trend has only
escalated with the advent of the personal computer,
smart devices, and the internet. By immersing one’s
self within the digital world, this necessarily reduces
time and space for face-to-face interaction, which are
fundamental building blocks to constructing lasting
human relationships. In Japan, there exists groups of
individuals, labelled as ‘otakus’, who devote their entire
lives to the digital world and therefore experience
extreme fear, anxiety, or detachment when forced to
interact within the real world. This demonstrates how
technology is therefore detrimental towards the
construction of lasting and meaningful human
relationships, by damaging the individual’s ability to
connect with others socially.



However, this argument assumes that all forms of
technology eliminates face-to-face or conventional
communication. Contrary to this belief, technology has
preserved these conventional methods of
communication. Technology has improved such
methods and adapted them to different forms. For
instance, telephones and mobile phones not only
preserve the process of verbal communication but
allows anyone anywhere in the world to engage in such
verbal communication. This is evident from software
such as Skype and Oovoo that seeks to overcome
physical distance in order to preserve and strengthen
human relationships. As such, certain forms of
technology, when used with discretion, connects
rather than alienates people.

Opponents to this perspective further argue that
technology has made our preferred mode of
interacting with the world more impersonal and
detached. There is a loss of depth and quality in human
interactions. Social media was created with the
purpose of maintaining and extending connections
with others. Nonetheless, it has arguably had the
converse effect. Through social media such as twitter,
people now compress their entire day or complex
moods into 140 characters. This form of social
interaction is further tainted by ulterior motives, as it
is geared towards getting the most ‘likes’ or ‘tweets’.
Social media therefore turns into a popularity contest,
rather than a medium for genuine human interaction.
Social applications such as Tinder and Bumble further
perpetuates superficiality with regards to human
relationships. The effortless swiping past pictures on
the application reduces real human beings to their
physical appearance, and connections made are often
fleeting and superficial. There have been instances of
‘catfishing’, with individuals on such platforms using
pictures of attractive people to cheat or scam others.
Technology has thus led to the deterioration of human
relationships and encouraged deceit.

Nonetheless, this argument assumes that all social
media is used for superficial or nefarious reasons. This
should not detract from the evidence that have shown
that technology has brought people together in more
efficient and instant ways. While certain social media
may have sacrificed depth, it does not necessarily
reduce quality. The two are not mutually exclusive.
Often, users find social media a useful way to update
their friends and families on monumental events in
their lives, or simply their day. Social media has
provided us with a platform for instant communication
with the people around us, allowing us to gain new
insights into the lives of acquaintances whom we
otherwise would not have bothered about. Moreover,
there have been instances of people finding lasting
human relationships through applications such as

Tinder. Indeed, romantic relationships aside, there has
been an increased use of apps such as BumbleFriend
to develop authentic friendships. Just because the
relationship was initiated through a technological
device or application does not doom it to failure or
reduce its worth. Rather, it enables you to connect
with people you otherwise would not have met in real
life.

Finally, it must be argued that technology has allowed
us to grow beyond our insular environment, facilitating
our growth into more empathetic human beings
capable of understanding the plight others face all
around the world. The television for instance allows for
the instant dissemination of news and the internet
allows us to gain access to perspectives beyond the
familiar. If one has an internet connection, one can
plug into the virtual stratosphere and gain access to a
multiplicity of viewpoints, as well as greater insights as
to the happenings around the world. A person in
Singapore for instance can have access to online
newspapers from countries as diverse as Canada,
because of technology.

The use of social media by many politicians and
activists around the world, such as America and
Singapore, has also successfully encouraged the
younger generation to take a stronger interest in
political issues, reducing political apathy. This has
unified an otherwise detached population group, and
youths are more inclined to take ownership in deciding
their country’s future. Protestors during the Arab
Spring uprising were able to successfully utilise social
media and the internet to alert the international
community regarding their cause and unify the nation
around a common goal. It also served the practical
purpose of organising demonstrations, drawing
together large, disparate groups of people. Media
campaigns for once obscure or otherwise ignored
issues, such as PrayforMH370, KONY2012, #MeToo,
raises awareness and empathy. This would not have
been possible without technology. As such, technology
nurtures a self-aware global citizen connected to their
society and the world at large.

To conclude, it is overly myopic to demonise
technology as the factor leading to the reduction and
deterioration of social connections and human
relationships. Rather, the user’s intentions and method
of usage determines whether technology alienates or
unifies. Technology has shown itself capable and full of
rich potential for increasing human connections
beyond geographical distance, and deepening one’s
relationship with each other, society, and the world.
Hence, rather than avoiding technology, one should
embrace it and learn how to wield it meaningfully to
create a more unified community of global citizens.
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CAN NATIONAL NUCLEAR
PROGRAMMES EVER BE

JUSTIFIED?

Nuclear energy is often referred to as the energy which
is released from the nucleus of an atom, produced when
weather fusion or fission occurs in a nuclear reaction. It
is a term that conjures up spectres of deformed bodies,
irreducible waste, and nuclear anxieties. That said, it is
the right and duty of the state to do all in its power to
ensure that its people are safe from any external threats.
With this in mind, it appears that national nuclear
programmes – as controversial as they may be – can
actually be justified insofar as they secure a country’s
sovereignty and energy independence. While detractors
may argue that nuclear programmes cause more harm
than good, the potential benefits that a well-regulated
national nuclear programme can bring to a country far
outweigh the possible negative consequences.

Some may argue that weaponised nuclear programmes
have long proven themselves to be destructive to
international peace and stability. It is said to be an
affront to human rights due to its ability to cause
prolonged and unnecessary suffering. Nuclear weapons
have extensive long-term effects beyond its immediate
destructive capabilities upon detonation, such as
radiation sickness, which plagues a population long after
its detonation. During World War II, the atomic bombing
of Hiroshima and Nagasaki killed nearly 80,000 in
Hiroshima and 40,000 in Nagasaki. Damages were not
just limited to the physical devastation of the area.
Radiation exposure led to unspeakable and excruciating
suffering in the form of cancer and physical deformities.

We can simply turn to history to see how weaponised
nuclear programmes are unjustified insofar as they
wreak havoc upon international peace, stability, and
general humanity.

Nonetheless, this myopic view fails to consider how
nuclear weapons can also act as a deterrent to
safeguard national security. This is exemplified through
the theory of mutually assured destruction. Historically,
the Cold War failed to truly escalate into a full-blown
nuclear war because neither country could deal with the
widespread destruction that a nuclear war would have
wrought. The fear of mutually assured destruction,
caused by the knowledge that the other party had in
their possession a viable national nuclear programme,
ironically prevented the further escalation of the Cold
War. The tensions between India and Pakistan is also
being stifled through the knowledge that both parties
possess nuclear capabilities, and remains one of the
strongest factors in preventing an escalation into armed
conflict. Therefore, in the context of protecting one’s
sovereignty and maintaining equilibrium, national
nuclear programmes for the purposes of military use can
be justified.

Beyond weaponised national nuclear programmes,
national nuclear energy programmes can be justified as
well as nuclear energy is one of the most foremost
sources of sustainable and environmentally friendly
sources of energy. In today’s world, the over-reliance on



fossil fuels has resulted in almost irreversible
environmental damage. In these times, a sustainable
source of energy that does not create the negative
consequences of fossil fuels is highly attractive, and
even necessary. With the world’s conventional sources
of energy being depleted at an astonishing rate, nuclear
energy provides a sustainable and renewable
alternative, making it a viable choice. In 2011, nuclear
energy accounted for roughly 10 per cent of the world’s
electricity. Japan, even after the nuclear disaster of
Fukushima, has decided to reopen the nuclear reactors,
and even has plans to open more. The closure of nuclear
reactors had resulted in an increase in the cost of
electricity, and more importantly, the doubling of carbon
emissions from electricity industries. Previously, nuclear
energy had been 30% of all of Japan’s energy. As such,
this demonstrates how national nuclear programmes
can be justified as a beneficial pursuit for alternative
sources of energy. The quest to establish a national
nuclear programme is also made ever more pressing due
to the rapid depletion of fossil fuels and rising carbon
emissions.

Others may argue that such nuclear programmes
possess a propensity for disaster with long-term
impacts. These include radiation poisoning, the pollution
of the environment and its surrounding water bodies.
Chernobyl for instance is one of the worst nuclear power
plant accidents in history, and its land remains
uninhabitable for the next 25000 years. More recent
examples include the Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster
in 2011, which caused serious concern regarding the
radioactive releases to the air and the water leakage
from Fukushima Daiichi contaminating surrounding
water bodies. As such, due to the devastating
repercussions of any nuclear disasters, detractors may
argue that this undermines any possible justifications
for a national nuclear programme.

Nonetheless, it must be acknowledged that sufficient
regulation and the observance of internationally
recognised rules and regulations can reduce any
chances of disasters occurring to an almost minute level.
It has been revealed that the Chernobyl accident
occurred as the nuclear scientists deliberately ignored
important safety precautions, and constituted a gross
violation of the operating code of conduct. Similarly, for
Fukushima, the technology in the plant was a good ten
years older than that employed in any other Japanese
nuclear reactors. One must also consider the presence
of international organisations, such as the International

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), whose sole aim is to
properly regulate and monitor the use and operation of
nuclear reactors, which helps mediate the chances
of  similar disasters from occurring again. As such, the
potential risks associated with national nuclear
programmes can be reduced through careful regulation
and adherence to the rules and codes of conducts. This
option should not be entirely dismissed solely due to the
actions by errant scientists.

To conclude, national nuclear programmes can be
justified on the basis that it secures the country’s
sovereignty, security, and resource development. It is
reductionist to simply state that a national nuclear
programme will forever be unjustified; whether it is
justified or not lies in the execution of the nuclear
programme. A well-executed, regulated programme
adhering to the rules and regulations set up by
international bodies will serve the country well in
securing its borders and energy supply. In such
scenarios, the development of a national nuclear
programme is indeed justified – and in some cases,
necessary.
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Sun Yat-sen once noted that a ‘civilised
nation cannot just have one party; if there
were only one party, this would merely be a
dictatorship’. Sun Yat-sen’s words raises an
important concern relating to the
distribution of political power in governance.
A party possessing unchecked political
power is a startling image for many, and it is
therefore necessary to examine the
repercussions of such a political act. While
the idea of power as being lodged within a
single party is tempting, this unlimited power
may give rise to corruption, exploitation, and
discrimination, leading to ‘bad government’
in that it encourages faulty decision-making
processes and under-representation.
Political power therefore should be
distributed amongst several worthy parties.

Some argue that political power, lodged
within one simple party, leads to increased
efficacy where governments do not need to
contend with needless opposition, especially
in times of crisis. During the 2008 Financial
Crisis, swift and decisive economic action on
China’s part saved the country from further
economic burden. The United States on the
other hand had to contend with heated
debate and long periods of inaction before
the $700 billion bailout package was
approved. This led to further economic losses
that could have been prevented. The
resilience package in Singapore was passed
quickly due to the lack of debate and
contention, allowing the government to tap
onto past reserves to tide Singapore through
and come of the crisis relatively unscathed.
As such, efficacy can be achieved should
power be consolidated at the hands of one
party.

Concentrating power in the hands of one
body also means that the government does
not have to resort to populist measures to

stay in government or gain entry into the
government.  During the Asian
Financial  Crisis, then Prime Minister Goh
Chok Tong implemented CPF employer
contributions from 20% to 10%, reduced
burden on companies and firms. This was
unpopular, but managed to tide Singapore
through a tumultuous period, with Singapore
coming out the best in the South East Asian
regime. Another example includes the period
when Thaksin promised rice subsidies and
guaranteed government income in the form
of the government buying rice above market
prices in order to draw the uneducated rural
vote, who only saw the promise of prosperity.
This garnered him votes, but was ultimately
unsustainable in the long run, as conceded
by his sister, Yingluck. The diffusion of power
across various parties run the risk of populist
politics, which may have detrimental long-
term effects on the country’s economy and
society.

Moreover, there would be a lack of equal
representation in politics, since a single party
would only be representative of their own
views. This runs the risk of leading to the
oppression of minorities and the lack of
representation of other interest groups. This
is exemplified by theocracies such as Saudi
Arabia, who often reject the rights of women
shaped by their religious views. There are
still no laws against domestic violence and
abuse even in the most liberal of the Middle
Eastern states. Additionally, Malaysia’s
bumiputera policies that serve as essentially
affirmative action for the majority,
effectively neglects the needs of the only
slightly smaller minority. Therefore, lodging
all power in one party is to reduce necessary
representation and diversity, leading to the
oppression of minorities instead.

Finally, by permanently lodging power within
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one ruling body, in the long run, this results
in a general elite-mass divide and disconnect
between the government and the proletariat.
This is disastrous because the governments
are making ill-advised decisions to address
the supposed needs of a people they do not
even know. The consolidation of power within
aristocracy in the Soviet Union led to
massive suffering and hardship amongst the
people, resulted in general unhappiness and
dissatisfaction, and subsequently the
Russian Revolution.

To conclude, while the idea of political power
as being centralised within one political party
is tempting due to its proposed efficacy and
determent of populist measures, it is in fact a
political system that teeters dangerously
close to dictatorship, which may lead to
unchecked socio-economic policy disasters
and lack of representation within the
government. As such, to lodge all power in a
single party is to ensure bad government in
terms of bad decision-making and political
representation.
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can the media ever
tell the truth?

On May 8, 2019, a fake news bill was passed in
Singapore to combat the proliferation of online
falsehoods. While this controversial bill spurred public
debates regarding the potential (ab)use of law to restrict
freedom of expression and entrench political power, it is
indicative of an underlying concern regarding the
truthfulness of both social and mass media. Media in its
varied forms has ostensibly infiltrated almost every
aspect of our lives and plays an undeniably influential
role in shaping the mindsets and perceptions of
individuals. Media indubitably involves a selective
relation, curation, and representation of information to
achieve certain purposes, and this has given rise to the
view that the media of today is utterly devoid of truth.
Nonetheless, while the media has shown itself to lacking
credibility and objectivity, it would be overly myopic to
declare that the media does not ever tell the truth.
Rather, the instances where the media has become a
tool of empowerment in its representation of often
disregarded, ignored, or public denied truths
demonstrates the potential of the media to be a truthful
and essential organ of society.

Certain critics have put forth the view that due to the
inherent nature of the media, it lacks objectivity in its
representation and communication of information. This
is due to a variety of reasons. First, the media as a
medium is merely a conduit for the communication of
inevitably interpreted information. Media reportage is
not just the representation of bare facts but necessarily
requires analysis, such as the reportage of the
motivations behind policies or the synthesis of
information. The choice of what to report or omit within
the limitations of space is also affected by human bias.
Media is therefore imbued with an inherent subjectivity
that lacks objectiveness and accuracy. For instance,

German Chancellor Angela Merkel’s economic policies in
Germany, represented as a sensible protection of
taxpayers’ interests, is given vastly different treatment
in Greece, where it is represented as a dictatorial
attempt to control sovereign policy. The fact of the
matter remains the same, what differs is its analysis.

Information in the media can also be purposefully
represented and twisted to achieve political motives. It
is well-known that various newspapers have the
propensity to be aligned with the predominant views of a
select party, whether it be government-controlled state
newspapers, or private ones with established political
views. Certain newspapers are known to embody certain
political leanings, where the New York Times is largely
democratic, while the Fox News is mainly Republican.
Government controlled censorship in China has given
rise to state media that veers towards the territory of
state propaganda. To a lesser extent, legal restrictions
are imposed on national newspapers in countries such
as Singapore. As such, information in the media can be
purposefully (mis)represented to fulfil political aims.

Media is also a heavily commercialised industry, and
information is often selected and represented towards a
view of profit maximisation. This is most evident within
the advertising industry, where the selective omission
and representation of information misleads consumers
into buying a product that is portrayed as better than it
actually is. In 2009, an Olay advertisement for its
Definity eye cream showed former model Twiggy
looking wrinkle-free and younger than her years;
however, the advertisements were retouched. This
reflects the gross misrepresentation of products.

Nonetheless, I would question the statement that the
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media never tells the truth. There is still a grain of truth
within each piece of information portrayed. Even biased
analysis is based to some degree on real-world facts
which are available for the reader to peruse. Readers
and consumers are not empty vessels blindly absorbing
media-based information; rather, they possess faculties
of reasoning and rationality that acts as a check against
the proliferation of fake news or misrepresented
information. Lies are immediately discovered; when
Sarkozy attempted to claim that he had participated in
the demolition of the Berlin Wall, but journalists and
bloggers quickly discovered that he had been in Paris at
the time, prompting a rash of mockery. Investigative
journalism in particular has the power to expose lies and
falsehoods to great effect.

In the past, the domination of a few mainstream news
outlets made it easier for a few biased viewpoints to
dominate, reducing objectivity. However, the rise of new
media makes the gathering, analysing and verifying of
information far easier, faster, and objective. The nature
of the online community as composed of members from
all over the word indicates access to a variety of sources
of information available for readers and consumers to
evaluate against one another. Now, the introduction of
the Internet and new media has enabled the
representation of a great variety of perspectives, such
as small news sites and blogs to serve niche areas
of interest or political beliefs. New media can serve as a
useful check on the established viewpoints or dominant
biases that would otherwise dominate the media, for
example, in Italy where 41% trust online news versus
24% for television news. The rapid dissemination of
information on new media forces traditional or
mainstream media to reflect more accurate and
objective information, as any untruths can be quickly
uncovered by the public through verification with the
numerous alternative sources available.

interest or political beliefs. New media can serve as a
useful check on the established viewpoints or dominant
biases that would otherwise dominate the media, for
example, in Italy where 41% trust online news versus
24% for television news. The rapid dissemination of
information on new media forces traditional or
mainstream media to reflect more accurate and
objective information, as any untruths can be quickly
uncovered by the public through verification with the
numerous alternative sources available.

To conclude, the media have never been a perfect
source of information; its various biases and
shortcomings have detracted from its ability to portray
reality in an accurate and objective manner. However,
these flaws have never been able to completely

eradicate the grain of truth present within the media. In
particular, the introduction of new media has
contributed to ensuring both the accuracy of all
information reported and the objectivity of the
reporting, vastly increasing the truthfulness and
reliability of the media today, as well as strengthening
its potential to uncover greater hidden truths and
empower consumers and readers with genuine
knowledge. Therefore, it cannot be said that the media
never tells the truth.
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