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I Write 70-100 words about how you plan to spend your free time in 2021.
This task will be graded on both content and the accuracy of the English language
used. (20 /3)
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Scientists often complain that people are irrational in their opposition to
technologies such as nuclear power and genetically engineered {GE) crops. From a
statistical perspective, these are very safe, and so (it is argued) people’s fear can be
explained only by emotion, based on ignorance. Electricity from nuclear power has led
to far fewer direct deaths than that from coal power, yet many people are afraid of it,
and hardly anyone is afraid of coal power. Similar arguments can be made about GE
crops, which studies have shown are generally safe for most people to eat.

Lack of scientific knowledge may be part of the problem. Most of us are afraid of
things we don’t understand, and studies have shown that scientists tend to be more
accepting of possibly risky technologies than ordinary people. This suggests that when
people know a lot about such technologies, they usually feel good about those
technologies.

But there’s more to the issue. It is true that many of us fear the unknown, but it is
also true that we can be careless about routine things. Pari of the explanation is
overconfidence: we tend not to fear the familiar, and thus familiarity can lead us to
think those technologies are safe. The committee that reviewed the Deepwater Horizon
blowout and oil spill* coneluded that overconfidence—among executives, engineers
and government officials—was a major cause of that disaster. So the fact that experts
are unworried about a threat is not necessarily reassuring.

Scientists also make a mistake when they assume that public concerns are wholly or
even mostly about safety. Pope Francis, for example, rejects genetic engineering of

organisms in part because he views it as an inappropriate interference in God's affairs;
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this is a religious position that cannot be rejected by scientific data. Some people ohject

to GE crops such as Roundup Ready corn and soy* because they promote the increased

use of pesticides®. (UC)thers‘; point io a problem with the social impacts thal switching

to GE organisms can have on fraditional farming communities or with the political

effects of leaving a large share of the food supply in the hands of a few corporations,

Geoengineering® to lessen the impacts of climate change is another example. Some
concerns about geoengineering have more Lo do with regulation and control than with
safety. Who will decide whether this is a good way to deal with climate change? (3)1{

we undertake the project of deciding the global lemperature by condrolling how much

sunlight reaches the Earvih's surface, who will be included in_that “we” . and by what

process will the “risht” global temperature be chosen?

Such considerations may help explain the results of a classic study of perceptions of
health risks from a polluted environment. That study showed that white women, as well
as nen-white men and women, were much more worried about these risks than white
men. Because scientists are for the most part less worried about risks than ordinary
people, we might conclude that the unworried white men are right and the others are
unnecessarily troubled.

Of course, the majority of scientists are white men, so it's not entirely surprising that
their views match those of the demographic® group to which they belong. And there is a
more important point here: risks are not equally distributed. Women and people of
color are more likely to be the victims when things go wrong, so it makes sense that
they tend to be more worried. Moreover, women and people of color have historically

been exciuded from important decision-making processes, not just in science and

technology but in general. cgy H¥ AT RHREBEDL G ST B O Thiud, #
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Il Write approximately 120 words according to the following instructions.
Argue for or against having non-scientists on decision-making committees for
scientific issues,

This task will be graded on both content and the accuracy of the English language
used.
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