
Arguments about Wilderness
Note: both of the cases below are based on reality. The names of species has been changed to protect their identity.
Case 1
The Western Spiky-tailed Possum was once a critically threatened species, but with a number of conservation programs – and a complete ban on the killing of the species – it has recovered somewhat to be now considered only rare.

A local aboriginal tribe – looking to return to some of their old ways, in an attempt to rebuild their culture – is seeking permission to hunt the Possum for food.

Case 2

The Great Eastern Blue Kangaroo – a protected species in Australia – has become a pest species to many local farms and orchards. Its population has increased dramatically and is starting to also impact on the vegetation and habitat of the nearby Wimbledon State Park. 
A local hat maker has put forward a proposal to harvest the kangaroos and use their skin for their new Bush Hat – which they intend to market to international tourists and overseas hat stores.

Each of the above cases has two clear sides that could argue for and against both proposals.

In case 1, you could argue for the Aboriginal tribe or against them (and for complete conservation of the Possum species.)

In case 2, you could argue for the hat maker or against them (and for complete conservation of the Kangaroo species.)

Your task is to write a brief argument for each case.

You should choose to argue one way for one case, and the other way for the other case.

For example, if you argued for the Aboriginal tribe in case 1, then you would argue against the hat maker in case 2.

Each case may share similar arguments – or they may not.

Each one of your arguments should be at most 100 words in length but may be shorter. However long it is, you should justify your argument with supporting evidence or ideas.
