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OCR AS/A2 Critical Thinking

6 Identifying problems in ethical reasoning

1
According to document 1, war should be defined as large-scale armed conflict between nations or large factions. Document 2 uses the word instead to describe a prolonged period of hostility and preparation for conflict, as the Cold War did not entail fighting between the USA and USSR, only the stockpiling of weapons and proxy wars between other nations supported by the superpowers. Document 1 undermines the usage in document 2, stating: ‘The conflict of arms must be actual, and not merely latent, for it to count as war.’

Document 3 implies a third meaning: organised opposition to a particular threat, as in the wars against drugs and poverty. This usage is also found in document 1, which refers to the ‘war against terrorism’. 

Problems arise because of inconsistency of use between the three sources, the first predominantly using the word literally and the second and third using it figuratively to describe situations that resemble war in terms of a long struggle against a perceived enemy.

The term is used in a precise and neutral way in the philosophy text (document 1) whereas the other two sources reflect the emotional attitudes to threats felt at the times the phrases evolved.

2
In document 6, ‘obesity’ is never defined and the word is used interchangeably with ‘being overweight’, yet according to document 4, those who are over ‘ideal weight’ but by less than 20% are not considered even ‘mildly obese’ by some scientists, so the 
two documents are incompatible. ‘Obesity’ and ‘being overweight’ are conflated in document 6.

Document 6 mentions the controversial issue of child protection, implying that children might be taken into care and their parents punished for child neglect for ‘overfeeding 
a child under 12’. Clearly it would be impossible to enforce this policy if there was disagreement between authorities about the definition of ‘overfeeding’, which would relate to definitions of obesity.

Document 7 is more precise, referring to obesity and overweight separately and giving figures specifically for obesity, though both conditions are viewed as problems. This holds out more hope of clear policies. 

It admits that ‘behaviour change is difficult and takes time’ but that ‘the whole community’ needs to be engaged. This can be the case only if there is a consensus, so that, for example, those in charge of schools and workplaces can spread a consistent message about the need for change. Likewise ‘partnerships…across government’ will be achieved only if all agree on the scale of the problem and therefore make it a priority, as tackling 
it will reduce the resources available for other areas of need.

3
One relevant factor could be whether people have personal experience of obesity. 
In document 5 the National Association to Advance Fat Acceptance suggests that many such people are happy with their weight, except for the stigma, whereas health professionals take an outsider’s view, biased in favour of thinness.

Another factor could be information or lack of it. Document 6 describes parents who overfeed their children through ignorance, whereas paediatricians understand the causes of obesity and may regard it as a form of abuse.

A third factor could be economic. Document 5 suggests some parties may exaggerate the extent and seriousness of obesity to make money from slimming products and treatments. Document 7 predicts that obesity could ‘result in a huge financial burden for government, the NHS and society as a whole’, implying that taxpayers may soon show more concern. 
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