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4. (a) Examine the six fundamental principles of Situation Ethics  [25] 


Situation Ethics was developed by Joseph Fletcher based his theory on the promotion of 
agape. Agape is a type of love that is unselfish, it has no hope of personal gain (i.e. it 
doesn't expect to be loved in returned).  


Fletcher uses six fundamental principles to set out his understanding of Christian love. 
The first principle is "Only one thing is intrinsically good, namely love: nothing else at all".  
This suggests that the only thing that is good is love and love is good because it is good. 
This can be linked to the idea of the main Christian teaching being love and links to the 
teaching from St Paul – 1 Corinthians 13 "these three remain: faith, hope and love; and the 
greatest of these is love". Both this teaching and the first principle highlight the fact that love 
is the highest good, therefore showing that the first principle works in favour of Situation 
Ethics, as it is promoting love as a good way of making moral decisions. 


This is the second principle is "the ruling norm of Christian decision is love: nothing else".  
This is suggesting that love should be the basis of all decisions. Jesus replaced the Torah 
(Jewish Laws) with the principle of love, love replaces law.  For example, Jesus healed on the Sabbath 
(Mark 3:1-6) as it was the most loving thing to do even though it broke Jewish law. Again, 1 
Corinthians 13:4-13 supports this principle, loving actions should not be done for reward 
(e.g. experiencing a good feeling or seeking altruistic deeds in return) but should be done for 
their own sake. 


The third principle states: 'Love and justice are the same, for justice is love distributed 
nothing else'. This means that love and fairness is the same, therefore love is fair. A biblical 
teaching agreeing with this principle in Galatians 5:15 "The whole law is summed up in one 
statement/commandment: "love your neighbour as you love yourself"". The principle and 
teaching both suggest that love and fairness are the same, therefore love is fair and you 
would achieve fairness by loving your neighbour as you love yourself.  


The fourth principle states 'Love wills the neighbour's good, whether we like him or not'. This  
means that love should be unconditional for everyone, for example, even though they have 
sinned, murders should be loved. Mark 12:28-31 supports this with the teaching of "love your 
neighbour as you love yourself". As well as St Paul in Ephesians 2:13- 15 which states that 
love is powerful and you should love everyone equally. Both teachings, as well as the 
principle suggest that everyone should be loved even your enemy. Matthew 5:46 also states 
"why should God reward you if you love only the people who love you?" This suggests that 
you should love everyone as God does, everyone deserves love. 


The fifth principle states 'only the loving end justifies the means, nothing else'. This means 
that the outcome must be loving; no matter what the action is, if the outcome is love, then it 
is right. No action is 'right' or  'wrong' in itself e.g. even murder can be 'right' if the outcome 
is a loving one. Matthew 5:46 states "why should God reward you if you love only the 
people who love you?" This suggests that you should love everyone as God does, everyone 
deserves love. The suggestion that love should be unconditional for everyone supports the 
idea of love being the best way to make moral decisions. 


Fletcher's final principle "love’s decisions are made situationally, not prescriptively" means 
that as relativistic ethic, each unique situation is assessed and a loving outcome sort. There 
are no prescriptive rules to follow.  Humans have the responsibility of free will and are not 
bound by any law. With this comes the responsibility to 'do the most loving thing' in every 
situation.  












4. (a)  Examine the six fundamental principles of Situation Ethics [25] 


Situation Ethics is an ethical theory developed by Joseph Fletcher in 1966. Fletcher was 
primarily influenced by various Christian thinkers, including Bonhoeffer – who was a 
Christian pacifist who plotted against the life of Hitler in WW2. Rudolph Bultmann also 
influenced him as he claimed that Jesus had no ethical theory other than 'love thy 
neighbour'. Situation Ethics is relativistic as it will never give a definite answer – it takes the 
situation and particular circumstances into consideration. A good action (in terms of situation 
ethics) is whatever the most loving thing to do is in the circumstances; it bases a lot of its 
foundations on agape which is unconditional love and a loving attitude which in Fletcher's 
eyes is more valuable and important than an emotional response. 


The six fundamental principles of situation ethics are based and focussed around the 
religious aspects of things. The first fundamental principle is love is the only thing that is 
good in itself. This ultimately means that love isn't 'good' because of the consequences, it's 
good in its own right – it is a pure concept. From examining this principle there is an obvious 
link to St Paul's teaching of faith, hope and love, however he highlights that love is precious 
and is the greatest gift from God. 


Furthermore, the second fundamental principle is simply: love equals justice. As this 
evidently states love applies equally to everyone (sense of fairness) then it can be linked to 
Jesus' teaching of the woman taken in adultery – even though the woman carried out a 'bad' 
action, Jesus believed she deserved a second chance and treated her like everyone else. 
The third fundamental principle is the ruling norm of Christian decision making should be 
love. This is essentially the idea that Christians should be acting out of agape instead of 
being obsessed with rules. Again, St Paul's teachings hold relevance as he claims that love 
is effectively the thing that makes people good (1 Corinthians) and the idea that love will not 
hold any grudges. 


The fourth fundamental principle is 'love wills your neighbours good whether we like him or 
not'. From this it is clear that love has to be applied equally and links to the 2 Greatest 
Commandments – especially 'love your neighbour as you love yourself'. It also links to the 
parable of the Good Samaritan. Love's decisions are based on the situation rather than the 
rules and so you have got to judge the particular circumstances rather than being strict (like 
Natural Law); this is the fifth fundamental principle and again links to the woman taken in 
adultery as well as the healing on the Sabbath (Luke 6). 


The sixth and final fundamental principle is a 'loving end justifies the means' which 
essentially refers to the idea of the results of the action justifying what we did to get there. A 
loving outcome can justify what Natural Law says is a bad action – outlining some of the 
conflicts between both theories. This principle can link to the healing of the Sabbath. 
In conclusion, the six fundamental principles are obvious religious guidelines especially for 
Christians to follow as many teachings from the Bible support the main objective of each 
principle – love and agape. 
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AS Generic Band Descriptors 


 
Band Assessment Objective AO1 – Part (a) questions      25 marks 


Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of religion and belief, including: 


- religious, philosophical and/or ethical thought and teaching  


- influence of beliefs, teachings and practices on individuals, communities and societies  


- cause and significance of similarities and differences in belief, teaching and practice  


- approaches to the study of religion and belief. 


 
 
 
5 


21-25 marks 
 


 Thorough, accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.  
 An extensive and relevant response which answers the specific demands of the question set.  
 The response demonstrates extensive depth and/or breadth. Excellent use of evidence and examples. 
 Thorough and accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 
 


 
 
4 


16-20 marks 
 


 Accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.  


 A detailed, relevant response which answers the specific demands of the question set. 


 The response demonstrates depth and/or breadth. Good use of evidence and examples. 


 Accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  
 


 
 
3 


11-15 marks 
 


 Mainly accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding of religion and belief.  
 A satisfactory response, which generally answers the main demands of the question set. 
 The response demonstrates depth and/or breadth in some areas. Satisfactory use of evidence and examples. 
 Mainly accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 


 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 
 


 
 
 
2 


 


6-10 marks 
 


 Limited knowledge and understanding of religion and belief. Basic level of accuracy and relevance.  
 A basic response, addressing some of the demands of the question set. 
 The response demonstrates limited depth and/or breadth, including limited use of evidence and examples. 
 Some accurate reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


 
 
1 


1-5 marks 
 


 Very limited knowledge and understanding of religion and belief. Low level of accuracy and relevance.  
 A very limited response, with little attempt to address the question.  
 The response demonstrates very limited depth and/or breadth. Very limited  use of evidence and examples. 
 Little or no reference made to sacred texts and sources of wisdom, where appropriate. 
 Some grasp of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 
N.B.   A maximum of 2 marks should be awarded for a response that only demonstrates 
 'knowledge in isolation' 


 


0  No relevant information. 
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4.  (a) Explain the six fundamental principles of Situation Ethics. [AO1 25] 
 


Candidates could include some or all of the following, but other relevant 
points will be credited. 


 
Candidates may legitimately provide an overview of the purpose of the six 
fundamental principles, i.e. they are designed to help us understand why the 
use of love/agape is the best principle for ethics and to help us determine 
what the most loving action in any given situation would be. The six 
fundamental principles are: 


 
 Love is the only good: only one thing in the world is truly good and that is 


love. Therefore, love is the only ‘intrinsic good’ i.e. the only thing that is 
truly good in itself. Actions can only be good if they promote the most 
loving outcome.  


 Love is the ruling norm of Christianity - according to Fletcher; Jesus 
replaced Ten Commandments with love (agape).  


 Love equals justice: love and justice are the same thing - justice means 
protecting/caring for those who are suffering/weaker than ourselves. 
Justice is showing selfless love on a wider community scale.  


 Love for all: we should act in a loving way to everyone, even our enemies 
- love is unconditional, i.e. love everyone and expect nothing in return. 
This is the altruistic love Jesus refers to in his teachings. 


 Loving ends justify the means: loving consequences (ends) can justify bad 
actions (the means), i.e. one can perform any action if it achieves a loving 
outcome.    


 Love decides situationally: there are no rules about what should and 
shouldn’t be done in a particular situation, i.e. people are not ruled over by 
any ethical or human law. Humans have moral autonomy (freedom) and 
the responsibility to ‘do the most loving thing’ in every situation.   
 
Therefore, in practical terms, humans must decide ‘there and then’ what 
action will create the most loving outcome in that unique situation and not 
base our decisions on absolutist rules. 
 


This is not a checklist, please remember to credit any valid alternatives. 
 
  












4. (a) Examine the six fundamental principles of Situation Ethics  [25] 


Situation Ethics was developed by Joseph Fletcher based his theory on the promotion of 
agape. Agape is a type of love that is unselfish, it has no hope of personal gain (i.e. it 
doesn't expect to be loved in returned).  


Fletcher uses six fundamental principles to set out his understanding of Christian love. 
The first principle is "Only one thing is intrinsically good, namely love: nothing else at all".  
This suggests that the only thing that is good is love and love is good because it is good. 
This can be linked to the idea of the main Christian teaching being love and links to the 
teaching from St Paul – 1 Corinthians 13 "these three remain: faith, hope and love; and the 
greatest of these is love". Both this teaching and the first principle highlight the fact that love 
is the highest good, therefore showing that the first principle works in favour of Situation 
Ethics, as it is promoting love as a good way of making moral decisions. 


This is the second principle is "the ruling norm of Christian decision is love: nothing else".  
This is suggesting that love should be the basis of all decisions. Jesus replaced the Torah 
(Jewish Laws) with the principle of love, love replaces law.  For example, Jesus healed on the Sabbath 
(Mark 3:1-6) as it was the most loving thing to do even though it broke Jewish law. Again, 1 
Corinthians 13:4-13 supports this principle, loving actions should not be done for reward 
(e.g. experiencing a good feeling or seeking altruistic deeds in return) but should be done for 
their own sake. 


The third principle states: 'Love and justice are the same, for justice is love distributed 
nothing else'. This means that love and fairness is the same, therefore love is fair. A biblical 
teaching agreeing with this principle in Galatians 5:15 "The whole law is summed up in one 
statement/commandment: "love your neighbour as you love yourself"". The principle and 
teaching both suggest that love and fairness are the same, therefore love is fair and you 
would achieve fairness by loving your neighbour as you love yourself.  


The fourth principle states 'Love wills the neighbour's good, whether we like him or not'. This  
means that love should be unconditional for everyone, for example, even though they have 
sinned, murders should be loved. Mark 12:28-31 supports this with the teaching of "love your 
neighbour as you love yourself". As well as St Paul in Ephesians 2:13- 15 which states that 
love is powerful and you should love everyone equally. Both teachings, as well as the 
principle suggest that everyone should be loved even your enemy. Matthew 5:46 also states 
"why should God reward you if you love only the people who love you?" This suggests that 
you should love everyone as God does, everyone deserves love. 


The fifth principle states 'only the loving end justifies the means, nothing else'. This means 
that the outcome must be loving; no matter what the action is, if the outcome is love, then it 
is right. No action is 'right' or 'wrong' in itself e.g. even murder can be 'right' if the outcome 
is a loving one. Matthew 5:46 states "why should God reward you if you love only the 
people who love you?" This suggests that you should love everyone as God does, everyone 
deserves love. The suggestion that love should be unconditional for everyone supports the 
idea of love being the best way to make moral decisions. 


Fletcher's final principle "love’s decisions are made situationally, not prescriptively" means 
that as relativistic ethic, each unique situation is assessed and a loving outcome sort. There 
are no prescriptive rules to follow.  Humans have the responsibility of free will and are not 
bound by any law. With this comes the responsibility to 'do the most loving thing' in every 
situation.  



Sticky Note

Not strictly necessary, but very briefly puts the principles into context.



Sticky Note

Excellent, relevant use of biblical evidence to support the knowledge and understanding shown up to this point. Excellent use of evidence/examples from sacred texts.
Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.




Sticky Note

The example given here does not support the point being made.




Sticky Note

Band 5 25 marks

An extensive and relevant response, which while not perfect, answers the specific demands of the question.
Most of the evidence/examples used are excellent.

A clear and logical response, showing thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.













4. (a) Examine the six fundamental principles of Situation Ethics   (25)


Situation Ethics is an ethical theory developed by Joseph Fletcher in 1966. Fletcher was 
primarily influenced by various Christian thinkers, including Bonhoeffer – who was a 
Christian pacifist who plotted against the life of Hitler in WW2. Rudolph Bultmann also 
influenced him as he claimed that Jesus had no ethical theory other than 'love thy 
neighbour'. Situation Ethics is relativistic as it will never give a definite answer – it takes the 
situation and particular circumstances into consideration. A good action (in terms of situation 
ethics) is whatever the most loving thing to do is in the circumstances; it bases a lot of its 
foundations on agape which is unconditional love and a loving attitude which in Fletcher's 
eyes is more valuable and important than an emotional response. 


The six fundamental principles of situation ethics are based and focussed around the 
religious aspects of things. The first fundamental principle is love is the only thing that is 
good in itself. This ultimately means that love isn't 'good' because of the consequences, it's 
good in its own right – it is a pure concept. From examining this principle there is an obvious 
link to St Paul's teaching of faith, hope and love, however he highlights that love is precious 
and is the greatest gift from God. 


Furthermore, the second fundamental principle is simply: love equals justice. As this 
evidently states love applies equally to everyone (sense of fairness) then it can be linked to 
Jesus' teaching of the woman taken in adultery – even though the woman carried out a 'bad' 
action, Jesus believed she deserved a second chance and treated her like everyone else. 
The third fundamental principle is the ruling norm of Christian decision making should be 
love. This is essentially the idea that Christians should be acting out of agape instead of 
being obsessed with rules. Again, St Paul's teachings hold relevance as he claims that love 
is effectively the thing that makes people good (1 Corinthians) and the idea that love will not 
hold any grudges. 


The fourth fundamental principle is 'love wills your neighbours good whether we like him or 
not'. From this it is clear that love has to be applied equally and links to the 2 Greatest 
Commandments – especially 'love your neighbour as you love yourself'. It also links to the 
parable of the Good Samaritan. Love decisions are based on the situation rather than the 
rules and so you have got to judge the particular circumstances rather than being strict (like 
Natural Law); this is the fifth fundamental principle and again links to the woman taken in 
adultery as well as the healing on the Sabbath (Luke 6). 


The sixth and final fundamental principle is a 'loving end justifies the means' which 
essentially refers to the idea of the results of the action justifying what we did to get there. A 
loving outcome can justify what Natural Law says is a bad action – outlining some of the 
conflicts between both theories. This principle can link to the healing of the Sabbath. 


In conclusion, the six fundamental principles are obvious religious guidelines especially for 
Christians to follow as many teachings from the Bible support the main objective of each 
principle – love and agape.   



Sticky Note

Clear explanation of the first fundamental principle in candidate's own words.  Good use of biblical evidence to demonstrate the religious roots of the theory.



Sticky Note

Candidate again shows a good grasp of the meaning of the fundamental principle and uses a biblical example to support this.  



Sticky Note

Explanation here shows a grasp of the main ideas and is related to a biblical text.




Sticky Note

Two of the fundamental principles are identified in this paragraph, but candidate does not make the distinction completely clear.  The link between the principles and the chosen examples is not quite as clear.




Sticky Note

Concise explanation shows a clear understanding of the meaning of the principle.  Example is not developed as candidate appears to be running out of time.



Sticky Note

Final statement relates clearly to the specific demands of the question.  



Sticky Note

Band 4 - 19 marks.  

Shows accurate and relevant knowledge and understanding with good use of biblical evidence. Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context.  Candidate could make greater use of examples and some principles could be explained with greater clarity.

Time wasted on the opening paragraph as it stands.



Sticky Note

The reference to Bonhoeffer would  be better placed and developed within the paragraph on the final  principle.



Sticky Note

The candidates only has 22.5 mins to complete their answer - is all this information relevant to the question ?



Sticky Note

poor phraseology here.
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4. (a) Examine the six fundamental principles of Situation Ethics. [25] 
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4. (b) 'Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour'.
 Evaluate this view                                                                                         [25]


Situation Ethics does encourage unethical behaviour as it is only really relevant to Christians 
rather than non-religious believers. Peter Vardy's views regarding Christianity and situation 
ethics can be used to support this Peter Vardy introduced the idea that Situation Ethics will 
be of more value and use for individuals especially Christians as he said that if you're a 
Christian who has already experienced/lived a life in relationship with Jesus then this will 
allow you to resist temptation to be selfish and love in a more agapeistic way. This 
demonstrates how Situation Ethics can easily encourage non-believers to carry out immoral 
and unethical behaviour due to the fact they don't fully understand the foundation of the 
theory. 


Despite this, it can be argued that Situation Ethics rather discourages unethical behaviour as 
it is a relativist, flexible theory that allows you to respond to a specific situation. People who 
agree with this statement would put this point forward to support their opinion as situation 
ethics also has a personal approach. Euthanasia is a good example here depending on the 
circumstances of the particular situation, Situation Ethics may allow euthanasia , if the 
outcome was a loving one. This is a strong point as it demonstrates Situation Ethics 
relevance to the 21st century as it is suitable and applicable to an array of situations 
regardless of the gender/age of the person. Situation Ethics therefore focuses on agape, 
love making it less likely to encourage unethical behaviour. 


On the other hand, many would say it does encourage unethical behaviour as it has 
previously been condemned by various Popes, as a selfish and individualistic way of making 
moral decisions. Pope Benedict said in April 2005, “We are moving towards a dictatorship of 
relativism which does not recognize anything as for certain and which has as its highest goal 
one’s own ego and one’s own desires".  For example, the only person to make a decision on 
what the loving thing to do is, is you/the person in the unique situation. This would allow for 
selfish thoughts and decisions to be made out of choice despite anyone else's thoughts. 
Your decision could easily be clouded by your emotions. This is quite a compelling thought 
as if the individual doesn't consider anyone else's point of view it could ultimately not cause 
the most loving action and result in a negative way towards others. Also, the six fundamental 
principles, and the four working principles only offer hints about how to apply Situation Ethics 
– achieve the most agapestic outcome, they do not provide a clear decision.


However, Situation Ethics doesn't encourage unethical behaviour as it is a useful way to 
make decisions due to the fact it offers a person moral autonomy, by giving a method to 
choose between two good or bad courses of action. An example of where this can be 
demonstrated is the clash between Natural Law's primary precepts of living in an ordered 
society and reproducing. Both of these precepts don't always agree – too many children 
would go against living in an ordered society therefore Situation Ethics might allow the use 
contraception. This is a really powerful point because Situation Ethics clearly concentrates 
on the most loving action for the people involved– in this case reducing the population. 


In conclusion, I believe that Situation Ethics does encourage unethical behaviour as it is a 
theory based on an ambiguous concept and people may find it difficult to interpret. Situation 
Ethics is vague and because it has no fixed guidelines, it can often confuse people as to  
what is meant by "the most loving thing to do" is. Therefore some people may not fully 
understand the theory and so it may steer them towards an unethical decision. 












4. (b)  'Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour'.
 Evaluate this view. [25] 


Situation Ethics is a flexible relativist theory that responds in the most loving way to the 
specific situation you  wish to apply it to. For example, the idea of euthanasia, if someone 
was in a lot of pain dying slowly each day, it would tell you the person in the situation, to 
perform the most loving act depending on what you think. Someone may choose a very 
unloving approach, but because of Situation Ethics being lenient, they could back up their 
reason for choosing/making that decision. This could mean that unethical behaviour could be 
taken. This is a weak point as many options provided by Situation Ethics to do what is the 
most loving thing are not unethical, and could not be used to back up an unethical action 
due to the fact that you can easily distinguish a loving (ethical) action from a non-loving 
(unethical) action. 


However, Situation Ethics has been condemned by Catholic leaders as a selfish, 
individualistic and an unethical way of making moral decisions. This is why Roman Catholics 
chose not to use it. For example, the only person able to make a decision on what is the 
most loving is the person involved. They could act selfishly by not thinking about every 
aspect leading towards the most loving action. Again, if a person wanted to die due to pain, 
they could say that the most loving action is to keep them alive so that they can be with the 
decision maker (most likely a family member in this case) for longer. This is a strong point as 
you can become blind to the decision made and make unethical decisions, if emotions are 
involved. You might do what they feel is better for them or unintentionally put what you want 
first. Situation Ethics provides a means for you to choose between different courses of 
action. For example, in Natural Law, the primary precepts state that you need to reproduce 
and live in an ordered society. If someone had eleven children, they would be reproducing, 
but not living in an ordered society, as there would be too many people to care for which 
could be very chaotic. Situation Ethics would help you choose between the lesser of two 
evils by stating that you should make the most agapeistic decision possible. This shows 
that Situation Ethics can only guide you towards making ethical decisions as it is using an 
agapeistic approach that would be highly unlikely to result in unethical behaviour. This is a 
strong point as unethical behaviour can be spotted easily as well as the fact that an all loving 
approach to something (insisted by Situation ethics) can only result in all good, moral 
behaviour. 


However, Situation Ethics offers no fixed rules or guidelines about what to do, so these 
decisions (very difficult ones) would still be hard for a lot of people to make. This is useless 
and could result in unethical behaviour (most likely unintended however), as people would 
have to apply these agape to the way they live and the decisions they make. This is hard, as 
the ideas of Situation Ethics/love are subjective, and could result in unethical behaviour for 
some people. For example, stealing money/food to feed a poor family. This is loving for the 
family, but not loving for the victim, and with no fixed rules, people could end up making the 
wrong decisions. This is a strong point, as agapestic actions could be different for everyone, 
one person aiming to be loving could be seen as having unethical behaviour for another.  


I think that Situation Ethics can result in accidental unethical behaviour, as it is easy for 
someone to make an unethical decision when using Situation Ethics if they do not fully 
understand the idea of agapeistic love, or if they don't know the main idea of Situation 
Ethics, as it gives no foundations for the person to follow. 
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Band 
Assessment Objective AO2- Part (b) questions   25 marks 


Analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and belief, 


including their significance, influence and study. 


5 


21-25 marks 
 


 Confident critical analysis and perceptive evaluation of the issue. 
 A response that successfully identifies and thoroughly addresses the issues raised by the question set. 
 Thorough, sustained and clear views are given, supported by extensive, detailed reasoning and/or evidence. 
 Thorough and accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


4 


16-20 marks 
 


 Purposeful analysis and effective evaluation of the issue. 
 The main issues raised by the question are identified successfully and addressed. 
 The views given are clearly supported by detailed reasoning and/or evidence. 
 Accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


3 


11-15 marks 
 


 Satisfactory analysis and relevant evaluation of the issue. 
 Most of the issues raised by the question are identified successfully and have generally been addressed. 
 Most of the views given are satisfactorily supported by reasoning and/or evidence. 
 Mainly accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


2 


6-10 marks 
 


 Some valid analysis and inconsistent evaluation of the issue. 
 A limited number of issues raised by the question set are identified and partially addressed. 
 A basic attempt to justify the views given, but they are only partially supported with reason and/or evidence. 
 Some accurate use of specialist language and vocabulary in context. 


 


1 


1-5 marks 
 


 A basic analysis and limited evaluation of the issue. 
 An attempt has been made to identify and address the issues raised by the question set.  
 Little attempt to justify a view with reasoning or evidence. 
 Some use of basic specialist language and vocabulary. 


 
 


0  No relevant analysis or evaluation. 
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4.  (b) ‘Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour.’ 
  Evaluate this view.  [AO2 25] 
 


Candidates could include some or all of the following, but other relevant 
points will be credited. 


 
 Situation Ethics could encourage unethical behaviour because its agape 


based approach to ethics could lead to moral vagueness/chaos. Moral 
agents do not have sufficient guidance or understanding of agape to make 
a clear moral decision e.g. two people could quite easily differ about what 
they see as the most loving outcome of a particular situation.  Therefore, 
moral agents will interpret situations according to their own subjective 
point of view. This could lead to moral agents wrongly justifying unethical 
behaviour. 


 Situation Ethics could encourage unethical behaviour because it asks the 
moral agent to consider unpredictable consequences. The loving 
consequences of an action can never be guaranteed, therefore opening 
up the potential for unethical actions in the false hope of loving 
consequences.  


 Situation Ethics could encourage unethical behaviour because it is not 
universal. This is a poor basis for morality because not everyone will be 
treated the same. For example, the right to an education should be a 
universal right not just for some people depending on their circumstances.   


 Situation Ethics could encourage ethical behaviour because it is based on 
agape. Agape encourage ethical behaviour because, as Fletcher states in 
the fundamental principles, it is the only intrinsic good. 


 Situation Ethics is based on agape (selfless love).  Selfless love and 
justice, according to Fletcher, are the same thing. Therefore, Situation 
Ethics by its nature will promote justice. This can only encourage ethical 
behaviour.  


 Situation Ethics could encourage ethical behaviour because it gives 
people autonomy to decide which actions are ‘good’ based on love in 
each situation. This point is supported by Fletcher in his fundamental 
principle ‘love decides there and then’. This states that in each situation 
you decide there and then what the most loving thing to do is and not 
follow harsh rules.  


 
Overall, candidates should engage with the debate and come to a 
substantiated evaluation regarding the issue raised. 


 
 
 
  












4. (b) 'Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour'.
  Evaluate this view [25] 


Situation Ethics does encourage unethical behaviour as it is only really relevant to Christians 
rather than non-religious believers. Peter Vardy's views regarding Christianity and situation 
ethics can be used to support this Peter Vardy introduced the idea that Situation Ethics will 
be of more value and use for individuals especially Christians as he said that if you're a 
Christian who has already experienced/lived a life in relationship with Jesus then this will 
allow you to resist temptation to be selfish and love in a more agapeistic way. This 
demonstrates how Situation Ethics can easily encourage non-believers to carry out immoral 
and unethical behaviour due to the fact they don't fully understand the foundation of the 
theory. 


Despite this, it can be argued that Situation Ethics rather discourages unethical behaviour as 
it is a relativist, flexible theory that allows you to respond to a specific situation. People who 
agree with this statement would put this point forward to support their opinion as situation 
ethics also has a personal approach. Euthanasia is a good example here depending on the 
circumstances of the particular situation, Situation Ethics may allow euthanasia , if the 
outcome was a loving one. This is a strong point as it demonstrates Situation Ethics 
relevance to the 21st century as it is suitable and applicable to an array of situations 
regardless of the gender/age of the person. Situation Ethics therefore focuses on agape, 
love making it less likely to encourage unethical behaviour. 


On the other hand, many would say it does encourage unethical behaviour as it has 
previously been condemned by various Popes, as a selfish and individualistic way of making 
moral decisions. Pope Benedict said in April 2005, “We are moving towards a dictatorship of 
relativism which does not recognize anything as for certain and which has as its highest goal 
one’s own ego and one’s own desires".  For example, the only person to make a decision on 
what the loving thing to do is, is you/the person in the unique situation. This would allow for 
selfish thoughts and decisions to be made out of choice despite anyone else's thoughts. 
Your decision could easily be clouded by your emotions. This is quite a compelling thought 
as if the individual doesn't consider anyone else's point of view it could ultimately not cause 
the most loving action and result in a negative way towards others. Also, the six fundamental 
principles, and the four working principles only offer hints about how to apply Situation Ethics 
– achieve the most agapeistic outcome, they do not provide a clear decision.


However, Situation Ethics doesn't encourage unethical behaviour as it is a useful way to 
make decisions due to the fact it offers a person moral autonomy, by giving a method to 
choose between two good or bad courses of action. An example of where this can be 
demonstrated is the clash between Natural Law's primary precepts of living in an ordered 
society and reproducing. Both of these precepts don't always agree – too many children 
would go against living in an ordered society therefore Situation Ethics might allow the use 
contraception. This is a really powerful point because Situation Ethics clearly concentrates 
on the most loving action for the people involved– in this case reducing the population. 


In conclusion, I believe that Situation Ethics does encourage unethical behaviour as it is a 
theory based on an ambiguous concept and people may find it difficult to interpret. Situation 
Ethics is vague and because it has no fixed guidelines, it can often confuse people as to  
what is meant by "the most loving thing to do" is. Therefore some people may not fully 
understand the theory and so it may steer them towards an unethical decision. 



Sticky Note

Answer immediately directed as the question.  Although scholarship is not required at AS, candidate uses Vardy's views effectively to consider an issue raised by the question.





Sticky Note

Example is used effectively here as an integral part of candidate's reasoning.
.



Sticky Note

Sustained focus on the question is evident.




Sticky Note

Conclusion draws on evaluative comments made throughout the essay and therefore shows sustained reasoning.



Sticky Note

Issue based on the views of a former Pope is then supported with detailed reasoning, leading to thoughtful evaluation.




Sticky Note

Effective use of examples to support the reasoning.




Sticky Note

Band 5 - 22 marks. 
This response demonstrates confident critical analysis and some perceptive evaluation, although this could be developed further to move higher up the band. Examples are concise and used effectively to support reasoning with each issue raised being thoroughly addressed.
The conclusion shows that the reasoning has been sustained throughout the essay.




Sticky Note

why ? explain?












4. (b)  'Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour'.
 Evaluate this view. [25] 


Situation Ethics is a flexible relativist theory that responds in the most loving way to the 
specific situation you  wish to apply it to. For example, the idea of euthanasia, if someone 
was in a lot of pain dying slowly each day, it would tell you the person in the situation, to 
perform the most loving act depending on what you think. Someone may choose a very 
unloving approach, but because of Situation Ethics being lenient, they could back up their 
reason for choosing/making that decision. This could mean that unethical behaviour could be 
taken. This is a weak point as many options provided by Situation Ethics to do what is the 
most loving thing are not unethical, and could not be used to back up an unethical action 
due to the fact that you can easily distinguish a loving (ethical) action from a non-loving 
(unethical) action. 


However, Situation Ethics has been condemned by Catholic leaders as a selfish, 
individualistic and an unethical way of making moral decisions. This is why Roman Catholics 
chose not to use it. For example, the only person able to make a decision on what is the 
most loving is the person involved. They could act selfishly by not thinking about every 
aspect leading towards the most loving action. Again, if a person wanted to die due to pain, 
they could say that the most loving action is to keep them alive so that they can be with the 
decision maker (most likely a family member in this case) for longer. This is a strong point as 
you can become blind to the decision made and make unethical decisions, if emotions are 
involved. You might do what they feel is better for them or unintentionally put what you want 
first. Situation Ethics provides a means for you to choose between different courses of 
action. For example, in Natural Law, the primary precepts state that you need to reproduce 
and live in an ordered society. If someone had eleven children, they would be reproducing, 
but not living in an ordered society, as there would be too many people to care for which 
could be very chaotic. Situation Ethics would help you choose between the lesser of two 
evils by stating that you should make the most agapestic decision possible. This shows that 
Situation Ethics can only guide you towards making ethical decisions as it is using an 
agapeistic approach that would be highly unlikely to result in unethical behaviour. This is a 
strong point as unethical behaviour can be spotted easily as well as the fact that an all 
loving approach to something (insisted by Situation Ethics) can only result in all good, 
moral behaviour. 


However, Situation Ethics offers no fixed rules or guidelines about what to do, so these 
decisions (very difficult ones) would still be hard for a lot of people to make. This is useless 
and could result in unethical behaviour (most likely unintended however), as people would 
have to apply these agape to the way they live and the decisions they make. This is hard, as 
the ideas of Situation Ethics/love are subjective, and could result in unethical behaviour for 
some people. For example, stealing money/food to feed a poor family. This is loving for the 
family, but not loving for the victim, and with no fixed rules, people could end up making 
the wrong decisions. This is a strong point, as agapeistic actions could be different for 
everyone, one person aiming to be loving could be seen as having unethical behaviour for 
another.  


I think that Situation Ethics can result in accidental unethical behaviour, as it is easy for 
someone to make an unethical decision when using Situation Ethics if they do not fully 
understand the idea of agapeistic love, or if they don't know the main idea of Situation 
Ethics, as it gives no foundations for the person to follow. 



Sticky Note

Candidate spends a long time covering an example without making direct reference to the question




Sticky Note

Relevant issue is now identified and the view given is evaluated explicitly.




Sticky Note

Example of euthanasia is repeated here, demonstrating a clear link in reasoning between paragraphs. Although reasoning is not crystal clear, the candidate offers some effective evaluation.




Sticky Note

What would this be ? why ?




Sticky Note

Evaluative comment here is a little over-stated. Students should be encouraged to avoid stating their arguments in such strong terms if this does not agree with the reasoning in the rest of their essay.




Sticky Note

Issue raised and analysed here is a valid one.




Sticky Note

Conclusion follows from much of the reasoning in the essay.




Sticky Note

Band 4 - 17 marks.

The candidate successfully identifies and addresses the main issues raised by the question, supporting their reasoning with evidence and examples. Analysis and evaluation are purposeful and directly related to the question. To move up to band 5, a more sustained line of argument throughout the essay and more precise reasoning would be required.




pearca

Sticky Note

how ? based on what ?
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4. 


(b) ‘Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour.’ 
Evaluate this view. [25] 
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