CJC GP 2011 JC2 Prelim Essay Answer Scheme

LIST OF QUESTIONS
1. Should a challenge always be embraced?

2. How important is it to pay attention to where our food comes from?
3. Should play have more of a place in modern society?
4. How far can our leaders be trusted to do what is right?
5. To what extent is the individual responsible for his own health?
6. Is self-expression the primary purpose of art in today’s world?
7. ‘The needs of the many always outweigh the needs of the few.’ How true is this of your society?
8. Do disasters really bring out the best in people?
9. ‘Medical science overpromises and underdelivers.’ How far do you agree?

10. Can green efforts be anything more than token gestures?
11. To what extent do celebrities deserve the media attention they receive?
12. ‘Originality is dead.’ Comment.
	1. Should a challenge always be embraced? 

	Requirements to Pass
1. Appreciation of the concept of ‘challenge’ and why it should be ‘embraced’

- Candidates must be able to define what a challenge/obstacle is, i.e. a difficulty in an undertaking, and explain whether a challenge should be received gladly, eagerly or willingly
- The focus is on giving REASONS why challenge should be embraced . 
2. Appreciation of key words in the question

- The absolute term ‘always’ invites candidates to challenge the premise;  does it depend on the type of challenge? What about an individual’s nature/character and whether the challenges fall in line with their goals?
3. Provide arguments that tend to key words

- Claims must be relevant to both keywords, ‘should’ and ‘always’, assessing whether a challenge need necessarily be welcomed.

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1.  Candidates could show that individuals need to negotiate between their personal vision/goals and embracing challenges such that the overall path taken is something that benefits or determines himself/herself.  

2. Candidates could provide a mature insight on the topic, recognising the value of the challenge in bringing the person to his/her goal, be it planned or unplanned. 

	Weak Scripts
1. Scripts may be example-driven, focusing on the different challenges that one needs to manoeuvre rather than the importance of welcoming a challenge.

2. Scripts might take a very narrow interpretation of a challenge to mean that someone has called for a contest of sorts 

	Possible areas for discussion 
1. Embrace challenges: Makes us more conscious about our weaknesses and strengths when we dare to tackle challenges. It tests our capability and hones our skills. The idea of ‘steel forged through fire’. 

- Opportunities for growth. - Difficulties can rouse the human spirit and in the process, people grow strong by conflict by going through challenges. 

2. Embrace challenges: make us look for new ways to do things/ seen as opportunities where we could land in a place higher than where you were before                                               
- Challenges and difficulties may sometimes stop us in our tracks and keep us from moving forward. If you want something bad enough and you hit a brick wall you can’t let that stop you. There is always more than one way to accomplish something. This could be the start of something innovative.
3. Embrace challenges: Hone/ stretch one’s already present talent/skills/abilities 

3. Avoid challenges:  Dangerous, fraught with tangible/bodily risks. Poses harm to potential relationships etc? 
4. Avoid challenges: falls far outside of decided path/ambition, are mere distractions

5. Avoid challenges: Depends on the nature of the individual – is he already stretched beyond capacity? Struggling with current duties/tasks/goals? 


	2. How important is it to pay attention to where our food comes from?

	Requirements to Pass
1. Recognition of perspective that we need be mindful of where/how our food is obtained

- Candidates should set the context of this issue considering some of the issues that we have regarding the food that eat (e.g. environmental considerations, production methods, food ethics, food handling/quality control and how food technologies might affect the quality of our foods etc...)
2. Appreciation of keywords ‘how important’ 

- Evaluative. Candidates must assess the level of importance of taking note of the origins of our food source and consider the implications. Possible stances that can be taken - very important, somewhat important, not important at all. 

- Candidates need to present a balanced view to pass (i.e. suggest that it is very important or somewhat important vs not very important or not important at all)

3. Provide reasons why consideration needs to be taken of where and how our food has been obtained

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1. Candidates will consistently evaluate the significance of paying attention to where our food is sourced from in today’s world

2. Candidates may look beyond the immediate problems that our food sources might bring and address the long term implications of society (e.g. food industry/poachers/farmers being given free reign to exploit the environment/animals from where they obtain our foods & not be penalised for their actions or the long term consequences to our environment/ the bigger issue of food security/shortage). 

	Weak Scripts
1. Candidates may comment broadly on why we need to take note of where our food has been obtained without evaluating how much importance is needed to be placed on this.

2. Candidates may merely show how food is obtained. FOCUS  MUST BE ON REASONS WHY IT IS IMPORTANT TO TAKE NOTE! 

	Possible areas for discussion
Students should assess the level of importance of the areas listed below  

Very Important/Somewhat Important

1. Advent of food technology

- There is a fear that foods might pose as a health risk to society as processed foods/ foods chemically modified in some way (in extreme cases even adulterated, leading to major health scares), to make it last longer or to enhance flavour (e.g. GM foods processed/junk foods, hormone injected farm animals, pesticide coated plants) 

2. Pressing concerns regarding the environment 

- Some species are in danger of becoming extinct (e.g. salmon, cod, or turtles) and we need to protect the biodiversity and be responsible to the environment

- With global warming as a pressing issue, we need to check that we do not needlessly contribute to the carbon footprint as transporting food over great distances instead of using locally-sourced products adds markedly to global warming. 

- There has been an increase in animal borne diseases such as Mad Cow Disease & Bird Flu which pose a danger us

3. Need to be ethically responsible with the foods that we select and consume

- Need to consider if the people who produced the ingredients have not been exploited and paid a fair wage for their labours  (e.g. coffee industry in Brazil)

- That the foods we eat have been obtained/ raised in an morally reprehensible manner (e.g. shark’s fin, tiger’s whip, elephant tusks, animals kept in overcrowded conditions, overfed/forcefed & genetically modified such as turkeys)

Not important/Not as important

4. Food serving its basic purpose of providing energy for our daily needs

- It matters not what where our food comes from as we have other pressing concerns in life. 
Everyone will die one day, so we should live for the moment and enjoy our foods
- One should not worry about where our food comes from or how it might affect us as our time on earth is predestined/we will all die one day. We should there for enjoy what our foods/nature has to offer while we can.

5. Improved checks on food – new FDA/AVA guidelines

Compuslory labeling, import embargoes on specific GM foods, stringent checks stepped up in the wake of increased contamination issues
6. Improvements in food preparation processes

- With improved hygiene, labelling of food products (you know what you are eating, very important in allergy cases), healthier ingredients (fortified with vitamins and minerals), etc, we need not worry about falling ill

7. The individual should be responsible for his own eating habits and not be overly concerned about food sources

- While some of the food sources are to be blamed for many diseases, it is one’s unhealthy lifestyle – lack of exercise, stress – which may well be the worse culprit. Eating has always been risky, but we perceive it to be riskier just because we have more knowledge about food. This risk can be reduced by leading a healthy lifestyles and taking note of what we eat rather than where it comes from

8. Our trust in medical advancements and technology to provide the solution

- The advancements made in the area of science and technology has proven itself time and again to address our problems and hence whatever illnesses that we might contract from what we eat and the problems that we face with our environment can similarly be addressed by these.


	3. Should play have more of a place in modern society? 

	Requirements to pass
1. Show an understanding of key term: “place” that is the role, function, purpose of play

2. Consider the term “should”

This calls for a value judgement – students are expected to give their opinion on whether it should (i.e. would they argue for more play?), rather than merely assess the current situation . 
3. Show an understanding of key term: “more”

This calls for an assessment of the current place of play (how much importance is being placed on its role currently) in society, and a value judgement of whether this is or isn’t sufficient. Students can adopt any of the following approaches:

· (1) Play should not have more of a place because its current place is significant enough
· (2) Play should not have more of a place because its current place is unnecessarily large
· (3) Play should have more of a place because its current place is insufficient


	Good scripts
1. Recognise that the value of play (which then influences whether it should or should not have a place) depends on the nature of play (e.g. obsessive gaming vs a game of soccer)

2. Consider play across various age groups, cultures

	Weak scripts
1. Might be limited to discussing play and children

2. A DISCUSSION ON THE BENEFITS/ PROS AND CONS of play without linking to NECESSITY for greater or less place in society

	Areas for discussion – LINKS to CONTEXT FIRST WITH THE REASON FOR INCREASED/DECREASED ROLE
YES

1. Play should have more of a place because its current place is insufficient

· Modern society is hectic, fast-paced, busy. We need to more forms of play more to relieve stress

· Modern society is not happy/great discontentment. Play can rectify this -  explain how/through what means ( play should definitely have more of a place

· Increasing disabilities/health issues demand a greater therapeutic and practical purpose for play - in medicine (therapy), in education (learning through play). 

· Considering digital addicts, waning creativity among children and obesity - outdoor play (sports, fitness); indoor play (creativity). 

· Increasing social distance among the young/families – play as bonding 

· Grey tide - Mental stimulation for the elderly

NO

2. Students might prove that there should not be more of a place because

(a) current place is sufficient

· There are no real problems with society today - the status quo is fine, why change it?

(b) current place is too large / unneceasarily large

· Play is overrated; there are better alternatives 

· Current version of play in electronic forms do more harm than good, and do not benefit/meet the needs of current society. 


	4. How far can our leaders be trusted to do what is right?

	Requirements to Pass
1. An understanding of the multi faceted nature of leadership and what this entails especially with regard to what is socially considered to be “right”.

- Candidates must be able to define what kind of leadership they are considering for the purpose of the essay.  It is implicit that we are considering political leadership but the essay can be answered by considering other forms of leadership at a variety of levels (eg at corporate or institutional levels)

- Candidates must also consider whether leadership is always dependent upon trust (such as in a democratic setting) or whether there are circumstances in which the concept of trust may be less relevant.

It is therefore possible to accept a variety of interpretations of the question depending on the quality of argument.

2. Appreciation of key words in the question

- The rather innocent terms “trust” and “right” can be problematic.  Good candidates should at least give a sense of scope and context for these terms.  [see below] 
Right – for whom?  A decision could be right for certain individuals but not for society at large. 

Right – what is morally correct? Meets needs of others? Beneficial? All of the above? 

Right – for the long term or short term? 

3. Provide arguments that tend to key words

- Arguments need to be written consistently in relation to how much trust can be invested in leaders.  There are two conceptual approaches. 1 is based on the ideas that leaders should be pragmatists and that trust may be secondary to ‘getting the job done’. 2 is the concept that people holding high office should be beyond reproach due to the office they bear (classic Idealism vs Pragmatism) 

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1.  An engaging script is likely to utilise numerous credible examples of leadership and the qualities associated with it 

2. Stronger candidates are more likely to bring mature insight on the topic and will be aware that context will make a significant difference to the public’s demand upon leaders (eg in times of war/conflict)

	Weak Scripts
1. These are very likely to be cliched and generic 
2. Such scripts are also likely to use few or hypothetical examples that offer little or no ability to engage with the debate.

	Possible AREAS for discussion 
1. Trust depends on the quality of leaders: 

- by looking at their accountability, capability, integrity, track record 
- Should be reliable and work within parameters laid down for them ( opposing illustrations are relatively easy to find - eg UK expenses scandal affecting large numbers of MPs and cabinet ministers

2. Recognition that doing what is ‘right’ may not coincide with what one personally demands or expects of a leader. Moral and ethical ‘rightness’ can be seen quite differently to political ‘rightness’ for the country.
3. Trust depends on intentions of leaders – for the good of  the nation/people versus political party/individual leader and popularity? 
- populist decisions in some democracies

4. Depends on nature of political system  

- Elected leaders in democracies – a need to put some level of trust in their decisions in order for the country to move ahead?  

- how decisions may be good for the majority and hence, even though we may not directly benefit, we continue to trust the system (and therefore, the leaders) 

- whether the system has in-built checks and balances e.g. independent judiciary systems, clear delineation of power (military versus parliamentary) 

5. Trust could be seen as relative to the type of post held by the leader 

Are religious leaders expected to be more trustworthy in their role to promote spiritual formation/teach/not violate certain moral codes? 


	5. To what extent is the individual responsible for his own health? 

	Requirements to Pass

1. There are two main approaches to the question;

- One’s health is something which is prone to a number of influences.  Some of these are unavoidable (environment/social conditions argument) and some are influenced directly by one’s actions (lifestyle argument)
- That one’s health can be maintained by the individual to some degree but that the state and other agencies have a burden of responsibility to provide facilities etc. (such as the building/funding of hospitals and medical training/medical research/welfare systems and subsidies).

2. Appreciation of key words in the question

- Key concept in the question is the phrase “to what extent” which immediately demands a sense of balance.  
- The word “responsible” can be justifiably understood to include ‘accountability’ especially when applied to individuals who may do harm to their own health because of lifestyle choices.

3. Provide arguments that tend to key words

- Arguments taking the concept of lifestyle must consider how numerous external factors affect an individual’s health (such as food, climate, environment etc.) and that many of these are not reasonably within the individual’s control.

- Arguments considering the specific responsibility of the state should take into account the idea that there is more than one way to see the relationship between individual and state provision. In particular is the concept that these are not mutually exclusive concepts. Therefore, argument can be made to assert that BOTH individual and state bear responsibility.

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1.  For lifestyle-based arguments, good scripts would consider such concepts as the growing impact upon health of modernisation and urbanisation such as the prevalence of processed/convenience foods which are highly processed and contain numerous additives.  In addition, arguments can be made to assert that modern life has become more sedentary, more experimental/risk taking etc.  These concepts would be well-illustrated and justified.

2. For arguments around the role of the state, a useful approach would be to consider how individual responsibility can COMPLEMENT state provision.  In the modern context, the person who plans for healthcare provision (through insurance policies etc) is likely to be less of a burden to the state (thus allowing government provision to ‘go further’)

 Stronger candidates would be more inclined to avoid absolutes in their judgement and would be able to compare health provision across a number of countries/contexts as well as how lifestyle choices may be influenced by external forces.

	Weak Scripts
- These are almost certain to be example driven by poor or unsupported evidence. They are more likely to be scripts that go on about health as if it can be maintained by diet and exercise alone.
- In particular, there is unlikely to be any grasp of issues related to pre-existing health issues and if they do show such awareness, it will be grossly generalized or involve stating the obvious (e.g. “handicapped people, babies,  young children, elderly… cannot be held accountable for their own health”)

- A prediction: many will develop only one point with numerous sub-points (e.g. lifestyle affects individual health – para 1 diet, para 2 exercise, irresponsible behaviour) 

THIS IS NOT THE SAME Q AS THE LIFESTYLE VERSUS MEDICINE QUESTION (Where lifestyle is obviously the focus!)

	Possible AREAS for discussion
1.  Individual responsibility: the lifestyle concept – that everyone is a ‘steward’ for their own body and that ultimately the upkeep of one’s health is related to responsible ‘healthy’ behaviour such as exercising regularly and avoiding harmful substances.

Financially, this implies that one sets aside money etc for one’s own health needs and that over and above this one would be expected to take good care of one’s own health (through abstaining from gluttony/drinking/smoking/promiscuous behaviour etc.)

2. Beyond the individual’s scope of concern: 

The State needs to bear some responsibility. Social welfare concept
Based on the idea that everyone has the right to live have access to readily available medical care and be given the opportunity to pursue a life free of disease or major sickness (UN declaration of Human Rights).  This can be counterbalanced by issues of cost and philosophical concepts such as the importance of one’s right to choose what level of healthcare one receives.

In the developed world, healthcare is both a money maker (eg for huge pharmeceutical companies) but also a massive burden on the public coffers.  Answers should show sound abilities in balancing these concerns effectively.

3. Geopolitics

> Environmental factors which can have a drastic impact on health (famines, natural disaster, epidemics and third world conditions) are often beyond the ability of the individual to change/control or shield himself from.
4. Having personal responsibility for health care is ultimately a developed world luxury: 
In the poorer developing nations, basic healthcare is still very much a dream rather than a reality.


	6. Is self-expression the primary purpose of art in today’s world?

	Requirements to pass
1. A clear understanding of ‘self-expression’ - to communicate one’s emotions / ideas for one’s own satisfaction. Potentially implies an element of self-indulgence, and also possibly a lack of concern for craftsmanship and quality.

2. Assess whether self-expression is the main purpose of art in today’s world. MUST COMPARE IT WITH OTHER MOTIVATIONS, eg: to educate audience, communicate a message, to create beauty, to push artistic boundaries, to make a political statement, to explore ideas, document history, to shock, to entertain...

3. Students should situate their discussion in the context of ‘today’s world’. Relevant features that may shift the emphasis of art towards self-expression - increased individualism,  an emphasis on subjective experience over objective standards / truth, a loss of faith in the power of art to contribute meaningfully to the world / effect meaningful change. These factors may contribute an artistic retreat from public/audience engagement and a focus on self-expression.

4. Scope of discussion: ‘art’ may refer more narrowly to the visual arts (painting, sculpture, installation art), or more broadly to the arts in general - the visual arts, literature, dance, drama, music, photography, film. 

5. Use of examples: references to specific named artworks are essential for a meaningful discussion of this question.

	Characteristics of good scripts
1. Will take a consistently comparative approach in assessing the place of self-expression in the hierarchy of artistic priorities for contemporary artists.

2. Will be illustrated by a good range of references to contemporary art. 
3. Will take a nuanced approach, avoiding simplistic “either/or” arguments that fail to see how artistic priorities are often mixed and difficult to categorise with precise clarity

	Weak scripts
1. May focus only on how art is about ‘self-expression’, ignoring the contemporary context and failing to take other artistic priorities into account.

2. May show little knowledge of the topic, relying instead on a few well-worn examples (used repeatedly) to make its points.

3. May be example-based, no broader argument to anchor the discussion.

	Possible areas for discussion
1. Although there has always been an element of self-expression in art (otherwise it would arguably not be art), contemporary art may be more open to prioritising self-expression over other artistic objectives than art from other eras. 

Possible reasons:

- modern insistence on the value of personal/subjective experience; linked to

- increasing individualism, especially in developed countries;

- the increased number of platforms for artists to showcase / sell their work - the Internet in particular allows artists to post their work and find an audience without having to depend on conventional avenues for marketing / publicity. Overnight youtube sensations have encouraged the idea of art as a means to have a voice. 
- cynicism / loss of faith in the power of art to effect meaningful change in the public sphere - hence a retreat into the narrower enterprise of self-expression
2. However, art that is only / excessively concerned with self-expression  

- is likely to alienate others and lose support/popularity if it is too obscure / self-absorbed; 

- is unlikely to find an audience or be economically viable for the artist. 

- Aesthetic quality may be compromised if an artist insists on the artistic validity of his work simply because it is an expression of his/her ‘self’.

3. Not necessarily mutually exclusive. 
In practice, most (professional) artists nowadays work on a combination of self-expression and other priorities.  Many artists continue to use their work for other purposes - social critique, aesthetic experimentation, philosophical reflection, the creation of beauty. Often, these other objectives work in tandem with self-expression as artistic priorities. (eg. Social critique is a kind of self-expression.)


	7. ‘The needs of the many always outweigh the needs of the few.’ How true is this of your society? 

	Requirements to pass
Appreciation of the key words. 
1. Define “needs”: Candidates should make the distinction between needs and wants. (e.g. this essay is NOT about the need for basic housing VS the desire for luxury landed property, or the need for public transport VS the desire for a privately-owned car.). 
What the essay IS about - the needs of the majority VS the needs of the minority (eg. the need for special schools for the intellectually disabled/special programmes for gifted learners vs focusing funding in mainstream schools) 
2. “Always” - an absolute term that should be questioned. 

3. “Outweigh” - take precedence over, override, are seen as more important than. Requires a consistently comparative/evaluative approach. 

4. Context - resource-scarce Singapore (unless otherwise specified). (It would be interesting to read responses by students from resource-rich countries, eg. China...)

	Characteristics of good scripts
1) Will take a consistently evaluative / comparative approach, assessing the relative value placed on meeting the needs of the majority / minority in Singapore (or elsewhere). 

2) Will show a sensitivity to the wider social/political/economic context that frames the policy choices available in Singapore. 

3) Will be illustrated and evaluated using a wide range of CURRENT Singapore-based examples. (enough about the racial riots.....)

	Weak scripts
1) May be example-based

2) May LIST the needs of the many and the few and how they are met without comparing/evaluating.

3) May take a very absolute, black-and-white approach to the question, ignoring the invitation to question the absolute nature of the word ‘always’. 

	Possible areas for discussion: 
Needs of many outweigh the few because… 
1) In resource-scarce Singapore, the utilitarian dictum of “the greatest benefit for the greatest number” often guides public policy. Especially pertinent in the earlier years of nation-building: putting in place infrastructure and systems to benefit the masses. Evidence: subsidies/preferential loans offered on HDB housing, public education, public healthcare. 

2) There is a need for pragmatic, politically-expedient decisions in a democracy - political leaders have to cater to the concerns of the majority/‘heartlanders’/middle class in order to secure their votes (seen in policies regarding homosexual laws) 
The exception to this general rule exists –
3) Due to the sensitivities involved and the fragility of our social fabric, the needs of our ethnic and religious minorities have always been carefully taken into account. (Eg. education subsidies for the Malays, strict surveillance of potentially inflammatory comments / behaviour towards minority ethnic / religious groups, etc). However, one might also note that in some areas, the majority continues to be prioritised (eg. SAP schools for students studying Chinese as a first language - no equivalent schools for students of other ethnicities).

4) Now that Singapore has attained a high level of economic development and the basic needs of the majority have been met, we are more willing and able to pay attention to the needs of minority groups eg. the disabled (more funding for special education, handicapped-friendly facilities in public buildings). 

5) The government has also found it necessary to listen to the voices of the “vocal minority” - well-educated and often critical of government policy in order to secure continuous support (post GE 2011)


Possible conclusion 
However, on the whole, public policy in Singapore continues to be guided by a highly pragmatic and conservative value system that a) prioritises the majority, and b) seeks to maintain the status quo. Minority groups that seek to have their needs addressed must first ensure that these needs are in line with the national agenda / value system. In other words, the needs of the minority will be taken care of if doing so furthers our progress as a nation politically/socially/ economically.


	8. Do disasters really bring out the best in people?

	Requirements to Pass

1. Accurate interpretation of key words
- ‘Bring out the best’ suggests the altruistic/better side of human nature such as qualities of human generosity and kindness. Do not allow for listing of positive outcomes. 
- ‘Disasters’ suggests events that have an impact of large and severe magnitude, involving significant destruction to life, property etc

- ‘People’ suggests different groups/communities who are involved/affected by the disasters as well as the people who provide aid/help etc
2.   Provide arguments that tend to key words

Candidates should provide reasons for claims and at the very least, address the various responses that people have in/to disasters

Should address the extent of agreement with the question and whether it brings out the best/the worst/mere indifference
Address the cynicism in the tone of the question or attempt to prove the applicability of their case e.g. through some sense of comparison with RESPONSE under normal circumstances or showing universality of the qualities arising in disasters 

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1. Should look at a range of disasters 
2. Should look at a range of different groups of people e.g. governments, NGOs, people directly affected by the disasters, various aid providers and charitable organisations, the international community etc
3. Should consistently recognize that ‘really’ invites candidates to challenge the common perception/premise that disasters bring out the best in people and address the sceptical tone of the question
4. May recognize the superlative quality of ‘best’ and show evidence of extraordinary behaviour

	Weak Scripts
1. May simply describe certain disasters
2.   May lack concrete evidence to substantiate claims
3. Bring out the best – lists positive outcomes not related to human character.  

	Possible areas for discussion
Doesn’t bring out the best in people

1. The indifferent: Continual exposure to media reports and images of disasters has resulted in many people being desensitized to the plights of the suffering

- Greater exposure to many disasters taking place all around the world through a multitude of media sources and due to advanced communications technology 

- This results in feelings of apathy in the general public who are either content to live in such a state or adopt an attitude of indifference as a coping mechanism

2. The tired: Aid providers may suffer from donor fatigue especially when there are too many events to deal with

- As seen in the example of 2005 which was an exceptional year for global disasters and the response to the Pakistan floods after the Haiti earthquake

3. The downright dirty: Emergence of scammers and conmen who capitalize on people’s generosity

- Opportunists pose as altruistic organisations and misdirect people’s genuine charity to serve their own personal needs

- May also result in greater cynicism in the general public who will be less inclined to contribute to relief funds

4. The desperate: Antisocial behaviour like violence and looting exhibited due to shortages and panic

Seen particularly in Haiti which was plagued by delays and bottlenecks in aid distribution and was one of the poorest countries in the Western hemisphere

Brings out the best in people

5. Sheer extent of such tragedies pushes humanistic emotions to the fore

Individuals affected naturally band together due to the helplessness of being in the same boat and who are forced to be resilient

Sympathies evoked by the Sichuan earthquake in 2008 aided in easing strained relations between China and Japan

6. Increased global outlook that has led to a reorientation in people’s thinking

The perception of being global citizens has led to people feeling a greater sense of responsibility to act on their knowledge of disasters to aid people across the world
The increase in awareness and corresponding garnering of support through social media
Increase in intervention efforts as provided by governments and NGOs

7. Dependent also on cultural perspectives of dealing with disasters

As seen in the general order of citizens in the aftermath of the Japan earthquake

 


	9. ‘Medical science overpromises and underdelivers.’ How far do you agree?

	Requirements to pass: Clear idea of expectation/obligation vs. reality. 
1. Understanding of key term “overpromises”

 The concept of promising something that is beyond what is reasonable / possible:

· The actual “promise” must be clearly identified

· The reason why this promise is (or isn’t) overpromising

2. Understanding of key term “underdelivers”

Producing something that does not meet expectations, or not producing something that the public expects medical science to produce (a new drug / cure / treatment / answer):

· Evaluation of the actual outcome must be expressed
3. Clear evidence of comparison: overpromise vs underdeliver

The same basis for comparison must be used. In other words, for each argument that considers how medical science overpromises (or not), that same argument must be paired with an illustration of whether that promise had been underdelivered.

	Good scripts
Good content knowledge will be evident; a range of examples with scope and across time frames.  

May recognise that the people who make the promises and those who deliver them are different groups of people. Therefore, medical science can never truly be said to overpromise and underdeliver.

	Weak scripts
Overlook “medical science” and include other areas of science. 

Misunderstand degree in “overpromise” and/or “underdeliver”

Listing problems of medical science / benefits

	Areas for discussion
YES

Stand: Medical science overpromises and underdelivers

1. Long time lags between promising and delivering

e.g. Human Genome Project - genome was “completely” (some debate here) sequenced in 2003. Was presented as the answer to Alzheimer's, Parkinson’s, etc. Still no cure for these diseases. Almost a decade of repeatedly claiming that the HGP would yield answers, still hasn’t. It has underdelivered.

2. Efficacy: Limited success / research / products / outcomes of promised technologies

e.g. Pharmacogenetics - claim: will produce drugs that are specially tailored to one’s genetic make-up. Successes are limited, most of our drugs are still generic drugs.

3. Projected expectations not met, even backfire
e.g. Ganga & Jamuna, conjoined twins that died after Singapore surgeons expressed confidence in their ability to perform the surgery.
3.2 Promises to solve a problem but ends up underdelivering because it creates new problems. We expect that it solves a problem without creating new ones, but because new problems arise due to a “solution”
[IMPORTANT NOTE: The phrasing of this point is crucial. If badly phrased, this will sound like a “benefits vs detriments” essay which cannot pass / will not meet requirements (see characteristics of weak scripts above)

e.g. drugs that end up causing new medical conditions often affecting liver/thyroid functions/links with heart failure etc

e.g. selective abortion. Expected it to solve the problem of dangerous multiple-births as a result of IVF. However, ended up creating new ethical dilemmas when couples requested the use of this technology to abort one twin (carrying twins isn’t dangerous).

3.3 Expectations of upholding ethical codes/ medical oaths not truly upheld

e.g. euthanasia, abortion, human experimentation etc.

4. Availability and access still limited 

Rising cost of drugs, high prices, limited distribution, drug patents constricting broader research and application (HIV drugs, cancer identification procedures – Myriad Genetics and breast cancer gene)
Less funding and distribution of drugs for developing world diseases, more for the “rich man’s” diseases.

NO

Possible stands

(a) Neither overpromises nor underdelivers (May appear too optimistic, but ends up delivering)

 e.g. gene therapy – successful treatment of Immune System deficiency (1990; first approved case, 4-year-old Ashanti DeSilva); sickle-cell disease in mice; notable successes in treating severe combined immunodeficiency (SCID). All these were in the 1990s – early stages, yet still showed success. Promises were reasonable; 2007 – UCL conducted its first (successful) clinical trial on retinal disease; 2011 – Gero Hutter cured of HIV (debateable)
e.g. Keyhole surgery, robotic surgery – has done just what it said it would regardless of how futuristic it sounded. .

(b) appears to overpromise and underdeliver, but this cannot truly be considered underdelivering because the reasons for “underdelivering” are not the fault of medical science

The only reason why it appears to have underdelivered (no cure yet) is because of legislation which limits research – this cannot be considered as underdelivering, because the promises medical science made were under the expectations that they could conduct research in line with the needs and capabilities of medical science

(c) might actually underpromise and overdeliver

e.g. SARS, H1N1 – projected timeline for producing a treatment was underestimated. Ended up overdelivering by breakthrough discoveries in a quick (before projected) time.

(e) promises nothing, delivers more than we expect

Expect medical science to treat illnesses. Goes beyond that for partially cosmetic procedures.

e.g. Vertical banded gastroplasty (VBG) / stomach stapling, successful full-face transplant


	10. Can green efforts  be anything more than token gestures? 

	Requirements to Pass
1. Accurate interpretation of key words

- ‘token gesture’ i.e. an action or decision that is merely symbolic  or a gesture that is insignificantly small

- ‘Green efforts’ refer to the various measures and initiatives undertaken by individuals, nations, international community etc to conserve the natural environment and consume in a manner that is sustainable

- ‘Can’ refers to the ability of green efforts and suggests an understanding of the current capacity 

- ‘Anything more’ - assess the level of impact, effectiveness, sincerity 

2. Provide arguments that tend to key words

Evaluate if the measures taken have been sincerely followed through, effective, widely adopted/adapted or merely riddled with hypocrisy or a  low priority given to dealing with environmental issues

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1.       Should recognize that the phrase ‘be anything more’ suggests a skeptical tone which they should address

2.       Would look at a variety of green efforts

	Weak Scripts
1.       May misinterpret the term ‘token gesture’ or not engage with it

2.       May simply describe various green efforts without making a case as to why they are/aren’t merely symbolic

	Possible areas for discussion
No, it’s nothing more than token gestures

1. Lack of concrete action/implementation (efficacy of outcome)

- inability of countries to make concrete decisions due to conflicting interests even when they come together to discuss environmental issues on an international platform

- lack of enforcement to reach obligated targets

2. Primary purpose if profit – merely masquerading as ‘green efforts’ 

Companies jumping on the bandwagon of green efforts due to the fad of going green

- Corporations take on the green cause due to it being increasingly trendy and as green products suggest to the public that they have some ownership over environmental issues

- yet, such attempts often lack credibility and are even deceitful due to many business employing greenwashing strategies to market their products

3. Efforts taken but are cosmetic and which do not target the root cause of problems 

- Individuals making somewhat cursory gestures by buying more environmentally friendly products/follow the 3Rs but not willing to change their general consumeristic lifestyle of constant spending

NOT TOKEN GESTURES (i.e. proving the real effectiveness of the efforts or proving that it can happen by basing it on valid conditions/pre-requisites) 

4. Sustained efforts taken by individuals as a collective in the way they live their daily lives

- Seen particularly in places where recycling and using environmentally-friendly products are part of the culture and where people are committed to such actions

5. Institutional efforts that are focused on creating real change

- educational efforts to change mindsets about the severity of environmental concerns and the necessity to change lifestyles

6. Increased influence of NGOs and more sources of pressure in affecting national and international decisions 

- Specific NGOs focused on drawing attention to environmental problems and campaigning against environmental degradation

- Impact in influencing governmental decisions (who may not put environmental concerns as a priority) and causing policy changes  

- Green parties e.g. Scandinavian countries; Greens a significant part of German coalitions 


	11. To what extent do celebrities deserve the media attention they receive? 

	Requirements to Pass
1. Appreciation of the concept of ‘celebrities and ‘media attention’

- Candidates must be able to define who a celebrity is. 
- Candidates, in addition, should also engage with the concept of the amount of media attention – through print, radio, broadcast, new media- and the extent. 

2. Appreciation of key words in the question

- The term “to what extent” requires candidates to take a balanced approach and contemplate on the types and amounts of media attention that celebrities deserve.

3. Provide arguments that tend to key words

- There are two possible angles to this question: 

i) Media attention viewed as positive and thus some celebrities are not worthy of the importance and publicity that that the media provides them.

ii) Media attention viewed as negative and overly intrusive, and celebrities do not deserve the types/amounts of prying attention from the media.

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1.  Candidates would be able to make a distinction between positive and negative attention

2. Scripts in this band would also be able to appreciate that media attention is a integral part of a celebrity’s life but would evaluate the extent to which these celebrities deserve them and why

	Weak Scripts
1.  Scripts may be example-driven, focusing on different celebrities and they waves they have made in the media without engaging with the issue of deserving media attention

2.  Scripts might view media attention in a narrow way i.e. print

3. Candidates in this band may also not engage with the amount and type (extent) of media attention that celebrities deserve.

	Possible areas for discussion
Yes, celebrities should be subjected to the amount of media attention because:

1. Celebrities chose this career fully aware of the inevitable loss of privacy: With celebrity status, the loss of privacy is expected because of the public demand to learn about the lives of their favourite celebrities
2. Publicity essential for career: Celebrities have to ensure they are in the eye of the public at all times as the media is essential in furthering their careers, ensuring they remain popular and in demand
3. Some celebrities are good role models who can spread positive and reaffirming values: Celebrities like Angeline Jolie and Madonna are positive adult figures and role models that people and children can look up to. Good deeds/ charity done by celebrities may inspire others to follow suit.
eg. Vanessa Hudgens, Hannah Montana before her fall, Angelina Jolie’s persistent humanitarian efforts

4. False image constructed by celebrities need to be exposed: Some celebrities construct a false image of themselves in order to further their own careers, betraying the public’s faith and trust in them. Thus, exposing the reality through media attention ensures more integrity and responsibility on the parts of celebrities. Eg. Tiger Woods, Arnold Schwarzenegger
No, celebrities should not be subjected to the amount of media attention because:

1. Everyone, including celebrities, have a right to privacy
Private lives should remain private whether or not one is a celebrity. The primary job of actors is to act and not to be role models or fodder for the tabloids.. Media attention affects not only the celebrities but their families as well.

2. Some celebrities may be victims of the media industry’s fight for readership
Media/Broadcasting agencies leverage on and exploit celebrities and their private lives in order to increase readership. In the competition between news networks, celebrities become pawns. Again, constant media attention may be deeply upsetting for celebrities.. Eg. Britney Spear’s famous meltdown and going bald (“Get them out of my hair”)
3. Excessive media attention may lead to a risk of their lives: 
Media paparazzi often overstep boundaries in the pursuit of readership that may place the lives of celebrities at risk. Eg. Princess Diana who was purused by paparazzi

4. Bad behaviour has been exhibited by some celebrities: 
It is of little use reporting on the bad behaviour (jail time, scandals) that are of little value or impact on the lives of others

5. Others are more deserving: Some celebrities abuse their fame and court media attention. There are more pressing issues than the antics of celebrities that deserve more attention



	12. ‘Originality is dead.’ Comment. 

	Requirements to Pass
1. Accurate interpretation of ‘originality’

- Candidates must be able to interpret ‘originality” correctly as creativity, innovation and/or novel ideas.

2. Appreciation of key words in the question

- The absolute declarative ‘is dead’ invites candidates to challenge the assumption or bias of the question that original thought is completely absent in today’s world.

- ‘Dead’ also implies that creativity and innovation used to flourish but is no longer significant in today’s society.

	Characteristics of Good Scripts
1. Original responses will address the assumptions of the question, that there is value in original thought. Candidates should also provide balance by interrogating the validity of the claim that original thought is absent in today’s society, recognising the threats and opportunities posed by the unique circumstances of the modern world.

2. Candidates in this category will be able to provide a wealth of examples from all spectrum of society and would be able to recognize trends across history.

3. Candidates should also provide mature insight on the topic, evaluating conventional understanding/interpretation of creativity.

 

	Weak Scripts
1. Scripts may be example-driven, focusing on proving situations where original thought exists or does not exist

2. Candidates who provide reasons why original thought continues to be observed or is declining but who do not address the limitations of the claim i.e. that originality has ceased to exist completely will not have evaluated opposing views sufficiently and find it hard to move beyond Band 3.

	Possible areas for discussion
Proof for ‘originality is dead’ - 
1. No innovation, only modification, in many aspects of modern life

- Fashion: Repackaging of older trends, Media: Hollywood sequels/re-makes, Science: Most of the great inventions/discoveries in the realm of science have been done in the last two centuries.

- Opposing view: Innovation, especially in the last decade has focused on method or manner of presentation causing drastic changes in our lifestyle in just a decade.

e.g. blogs vs journals, cellphones vs land lines, internet vs library, digital cameras vs film cameras

This idea of mere modification will be exemplified across different societal aspects – in terms of thought, education, in science, in art etc. 
STUDENTS SHOULD DEAL WITH WHY ONE CAN CONCLUDE ORIGINAL THOUGHT IS DEAD/DYING 

CAUSES
2. Values of modern society cause our world to conform.

- Capitalism: As society and individuals become driven by profit and success, decision makers take less risk but focus on the tried and tested, sure-win formulas. Originality is not dead, it is just less profitable.
- Consumerism/materialism: Identity is based on established and common standards

 - Fear of risks/pragmatism 

3. The  increasing homogenization due to globalisation

4. The nature of the world today negates any possibility of truly original ideas or at least the verification of it.

- Thousand of years of civilisation and 6-7 billion people make it impossible to track the origins of thoughts/ ideas. This is complicated by the complexity of “originality” in the modern world, that an original idea is not just about the components of an idea but also its presentation.

- Patent lawsuits, Apple-Google: Different IT platforms creating similar experience for the consumer.

AGAINST

5. Society evolves by building new ideas on top of the ideas of others.

- To say that originality is dead in the modern world is unfair. There is no original thought and to place the burden of the death of originality on the modern world fails to recognize that “There is nothing new under the sun” (King Solomon, 10th century BC)

- Literature: Even Shakespeare borrowed from existing narratives, theory that there are essentially only 7 major storylines/”tropes” in the world

6. There is original thought, it is simple inaccessible. To say that original thought is dead is an overstatement OR simply, a matter of one’s limited perspective.

- Holloywood has more sequels, but also more films in general. Increasing Fringe festivals which increase the absolute quality of original productions but not usually accessible to mainstream markets.

7. Original thought is not dead merely stifled by the many contextual requirements.

- Education – framework, procedures, cramming and rote learning to be “exam ready”
- Truly original ideas are often not accepted because they are deemed impractical or outlandish depending on society or time frame. 

Further Evaluation of the definition of ‘originality’

8. What is so great about originality anyway?  

- Is the value/premium placed on originality and creativity overrated? Must  something be novel to be good/enjoyable? 

- Excessive expectations of creativity. In fact, combining, modifying existing ideas is creative in itself, necessary to have novel/original ideas before merit is bestowed.

- Excessive burden placed on the value of originality. Media: Star Wars, Indianna Jones are all sequels but creative and quality products in their own right. Originality is not just in form or content, but also in manner of presentation.

 


