
That's not what's 
asked. You main 
headings must 
relate to the topic 

How does that denote saving us?

Your heading should be clear in meaning. I should not have to 
read this to get the gist. Also if you elaborate one argument then 
do so for all or none. There should be consistency in the 
structure of you outline 

Tone does not relate to can. You are saying as 
something that it's already doing 

This does not relate to saving humans. Facilitating 
someone and saving them has different connotations 
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This is counter stance don't write so many points discussing this

The topic is argumentative not 
pros and cons. Also you need to 
discuss how it cannot save 
humans not the challenges it 
faces in saving them

This supports counter stance not your stance.

Your interpretation us good but you don't answer the 
question whether science can save us or not. You have to 
mould it to the tone and demand of the topic, otherwise it 
will not work.
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Contradicts your stance
Yourtopic is not science and technology 

Pick a stance
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Don't start a sentence with "but" 

How does that 
relate to 
science?

Again the choice of words is for benefits 
and disadvantages not science saving 
us.
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This is a list of scientific 
discoveries not whether 
science can save us or 
not. There is no 
argumentation and no 
analysis.

Also this is what science has already done

The paragraph is too long 
It should be
around 120-150 words
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No consistency 
in paragraph 
length. All 
paragraphs 
should be 
approximately 
equal.

That's not saving us.
Also discusses what has
Been done
Not what science can do.

Directly address the argument in the topic sentence 

Irrelevant detail
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This is what science has 
done, not what science 
can do to save humans
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Unrelated to science 
saving humans 
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Wrong connector for a contradictory paragraph 

Argument is not wrong. 
But it does not say that 
science cannot save 
humans because it's not 
bound by ethics and 
morality to do so. You 
say science has caused 
this problem for 
humans. That's not 
what's asked.

Does not answer the
question in the topic 

You can mention 
counter point here.
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Repetitive. You've 
discussed this in 
the first paragraph 
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Unrelated to the topic 

No point in 
the 
paragraph.
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