
GRE Issue Essay Sample 2

Prompt: Critical judgment of work in any given field has little value unless it comes from 

someone who is an expert in that field.

Write a response in which you discuss the extent to which you agree or disagree with the 

statement and explain your reasoning for the position you take. In developing and supporting 

your position, you should consider ways in which the statement might or might not hold true 

and explain how these considerations shape your position.

Essay Response - Score 6

Paragraph 1: Introduction

The assertion that critical judgment of work in any field lacks value unless it originates from 
an expert within that domain presupposes a hierarchical view of expertise and undermines 
the broader context of knowledge dissemination and critique. While expert opinion holds 
weight, the democratization of information and diverse perspectives challenge the exclusivity 
of expertise as the sole arbiter of value in intellectual discourse.

Paragraph 2: Argument

While expertise offers specialized knowledge and insight, critical judgment benefits from 
diverse viewpoints and interdisciplinary perspectives. Fields such as philosophy and art 
critique thrive on interpretations that transcend disciplinary boundaries, enriching discourse 
and fostering innovative insights. For example, groundbreaking critiques of scientific theories 
often emerge from interdisciplinary collaborations that integrate diverse methodologies and 
perspectives, challenging entrenched paradigms and advancing knowledge.

Paragraph 3: Counterargument

However, critics contend that non-expert critique risks oversimplification or misunderstanding 
of complex nuances within specialized fields. In disciplines requiring technical proficiency, 
such as medicine or engineering, uninformed critiques may propagate misinformation or 
undermine rigorous standards of practice. Therefore, expertise remains integral to 
maintaining rigor and accuracy in specialized domains.

Paragraph 4: Example

Yet, historical precedents like the democratization of knowledge through the Enlightenment 
challenge the notion that critical judgment is confined to experts alone. Intellectual 
movements that democratized access to education and information, such as the 
Reformation's impact on religious critique or the proliferation of open-access journals in 



academia, highlight the transformative power of inclusive critique beyond traditional expert 
domains.

Paragraph 5: Conclusion

In conclusion, while expertise provides depth and authority in evaluating specialized work, 
critical judgment gains potency from diverse perspectives and interdisciplinary dialogue. The 
democratization of knowledge facilitates a dynamic exchange of ideas that enriches 
intellectual discourse and challenges conventional wisdom. Thus, while expert opinion merits 
respect, the value of critical judgment transcends disciplinary boundaries, fostering 
innovation and advancing collective understanding across diverse fields of inquiry.

Essay Response - Score 5

Paragraph 1: Introduction

The assertion that critical judgment of work in any field lacks significance without expertise 
raises pertinent questions about the role of specialized knowledge in evaluating intellectual 
contributions. While expertise confers authority, the democratization of knowledge and the 
value of diverse perspectives complicate the notion that only experts can offer meaningful 
critique.

Paragraph 2: Argument

Expertise undoubtedly provides depth and rigor in evaluating specialized work, ensuring 
adherence to disciplinary standards and nuanced understanding. Fields such as law and 
scientific research rely on expert scrutiny to uphold accuracy and reliability, safeguarding 
against misinformation and maintaining credibility. Thus, in domains where technical 
proficiency and specialized knowledge are paramount, expert critique holds indispensable 
value.

Paragraph 3: Counterargument

However, expertise-centric views risk overlooking the transformative potential of 
interdisciplinary dialogue and diverse critique. Innovations in fields like technology and social 
sciences often emerge from cross-disciplinary collaborations that challenge entrenched 
paradigms and introduce novel perspectives. For instance, ethical considerations in artificial 
intelligence development benefit from inputs beyond technical experts, incorporating societal 
values and broader implications into critical evaluations.

Paragraph 4: Example

Historical contexts like the Renaissance and the Age of Enlightenment underscore the 
evolution of critical judgment beyond narrow expert domains. Intellectual movements that 
challenged orthodoxies in philosophy, art, and governance reshaped societal norms and 
expanded intellectual horizons, emphasizing the role of inclusive critique in advancing 
knowledge and fostering societal progress.



Paragraph 5: Conclusion

In conclusion, while expertise enhances the depth and precision of critical judgment within 
specialized fields, the value of diverse perspectives and interdisciplinary dialogue enriches 
intellectual discourse and fosters innovation. The democratization of knowledge empowers 
individuals to contribute meaningfully to critique and evaluation, transcending traditional 
hierarchies of expertise and promoting a more inclusive and dynamic intellectual 
environment.

Essay Response - Score 4

Paragraph 1: Introduction

The assertion that critical judgment in any field holds little value without expertise prompts 
reflection on the roles of specialized knowledge and diverse perspectives in evaluating 
intellectual contributions. While expertise lends authority and depth to critique, the 
accessibility of information and the democratization of knowledge challenge the exclusivity of 
expert-driven evaluation.

Paragraph 2: Argument

Expertise undoubtedly ensures rigor and precision in evaluating specialized work, 
particularly in disciplines requiring technical proficiency and nuanced understanding. Fields 
such as medicine and engineering rely on expert scrutiny to uphold standards of practice 
and mitigate potential risks, emphasizing the pivotal role of specialized knowledge in critical 
evaluation.

Paragraph 3: Counterargument

However, expertise-centric perspectives risk marginalizing the contributions of non-experts 
and interdisciplinary insights. Innovations in fields like environmental sustainability and public 
policy often stem from collaborative efforts that integrate diverse perspectives and challenge 
conventional wisdom. For instance, community-driven initiatives in urban planning benefit 
from local knowledge and grassroots perspectives, complementing technical expertise with 
contextual understanding.

Paragraph 4: Example

Historical movements like the Industrial Revolution and the rise of social sciences illustrate 
the transformative impact of inclusive critique beyond narrow expert domains. Intellectual 
revolutions that challenged established norms in economics, sociology, and governance 
reshaped societal paradigms, underscoring the role of diverse perspectives in advancing 
knowledge and fostering societal progress.

Paragraph 5: Conclusion

In conclusion, while expertise enriches critical judgment within specialized fields, the 
democratization of knowledge and the value of diverse perspectives contribute to a more 



dynamic and inclusive intellectual discourse. The intersection of specialized knowledge and 
interdisciplinary dialogue fosters innovation and resilience in confronting complex 
challenges, highlighting the complementary roles of expertise and diverse critique in 
advancing collective understanding and societal welfare.

Essay Response Score 3:

Paragraph 1: Introduction

The statement positing that critical judgment of work lacks value without expertise implies a 
hierarchical view of intellectual evaluation that discounts the potential contributions of 
diverse perspectives and interdisciplinary dialogue. While expertise offers depth, the 
democratization of information challenges the notion that meaningful critique must 
exclusively originate from within a specialized field.

Paragraph 2: Argument

Expertise provides specialized knowledge and rigor in evaluating technical complexities 
within disciplines like law and medicine. In fields requiring precision and adherence to 
established standards, expert scrutiny ensures accuracy and reliability, safeguarding against 
misinformation and maintaining credibility.

Paragraph 3: Counterargument

However, the emphasis on expertise risks excluding valuable insights from non-specialists 
and interdisciplinary approaches. Innovations in fields such as environmental sustainability 
and public policy often emerge from collaborations that integrate diverse viewpoints and 
challenge entrenched paradigms. Local knowledge and community perspectives, for 
example, play crucial roles in urban planning initiatives that address complex societal 
challenges.

Paragraph 4: Example

Historical movements like the Renaissance and the Enlightenment demonstrate the 
transformative power of inclusive critique and interdisciplinary dialogue. Intellectual 
revolutions that challenged conventional wisdom in philosophy, art, and governance 
reshaped societal norms, highlighting the role of diverse perspectives in advancing 
knowledge and fostering societal progress.

Paragraph 5: Conclusion

In conclusion, while expertise contributes to rigorous evaluation within specialized fields, the 
democratization of knowledge and the value of diverse perspectives enrich intellectual 
discourse and foster innovation. The intersection of specialized knowledge and 
interdisciplinary dialogue expands intellectual horizons, promoting a dynamic and inclusive 
approach to critical judgment that transcends traditional boundaries of expertise.


