Potential questions for Eduqas Ethics
Theme 1
	
	a/ b
	Question
	

	1A
	A
	Explain how, according to the Divine Command Theory, morality originates from God.
	20

	1A
	A
	Explain how Robert Adams has modified Divine Command Theory
	20

	1A
	A
	Explain three challenges to Divine Command Theory
	20

	1A
	A
	Examine challenges to Divine Command Theory
	20

	1A
	B
	‘Good is what God commands is good’
	30

	1A
	B
	‘The Euthyphro dilemma shows that Divine Command Theory does not work’.
	30

	1A
	B
	‘ Divine Command theory makes morality arbitrary’
	30

	1A
	B
	‘The Pluralism Objection is no barrier to Divine Command Theory’
	30

	1B
	B
	‘Divine Command is a superior ethical theory to either Virtue Ethics or Ethical egoism.’
	30

	1B
	A
	Examine the basis of Aristotle’s Virtue Theory as a character based rather than an agent centred ethic
	20

	1B
	A
	Explain Aristotle’s doctrine of the mean
	20

	1B
	A
	Compare the virtues as understood by Aristotle and as taught by Jesus
	20

	1B
	A
	 Explain the main challenges to Virtue Theory
	20

	1B
	B
	‘Being a good person is more than just doing Good Deeds’
	30

	1B
	B
	‘Virtue Theory is impractical when faced with a moral dilemma’
	30

	1B
	B
	‘Virtue Theory is the most useful approach to dealing with moral dilemmas’
	30

	1B
	B
	‘Virtue Ethics is a superior ethical theory to either Divine Command or Ethical Egoism’
	30

	1C
	A
	Examine the key principles of Ethical Egoism, including the contribution of Max Stirner.
	20

	1C
	A
	Explain the challenges to Ethical Egoism
	20

	1C
	B
	‘Ethical egoism inevitably leads to moral evil’.
	30

	1C
	B
	‘All moral actions are motivated by self- interest’
	30

	1C
	B
	‘A truly ethical action is motivated by altruism not egoism’
	30

	1C
	B
	‘The challenges to Ethical Egoism clearly illustrate it is not a good ethical system’ 
	30

	1C
	B
	‘Ethical Egoism is a superior moral theory to either Divine Command Theory or Virtue Theory.’.
	30

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the difference between normative ethical theories  and meta-ethical approaches
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the meta-ethical approach of Naturalism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain Ethical Naturalism with reference to F H Bradley
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the key challenges to Naturalism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the meta-ethical approach of Intuitionism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain  Intuitionism with reference to HA Prichard
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the key challenges to Intuitionism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the meta-ethical approach of Emotivism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain Ayer’s views about the meaning of ethical language
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Explain the key challenges to Emotivism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Compare the meta-ethical approaches of Naturalism and Intuitionism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Compare the meta-ethical approaches of Intuitionism and Emotivism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Compare the meta-ethical approaches of Naturalism and Emotivism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Compare Ethical Naturalism with Ethical Non-Naturalism
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Compare two meta-ethical approaches which assert that there are objective moral laws
	20

	1D-F
	A
	Examine the key issues raised in meta-ethical approaches
	20

	1D-F
	B
	‘Ethical statements express propositions which can be verified’ 
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘Hume and Moore showed that ethical and non-ethical statements are not the same’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘The Naturalistic Fallacy illustrates that ethical language can never be objective.’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘We cannot prove what we ought to do, but we can know what we ought to do’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘Ethical statements are non-cognitivist’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘Claiming X is wrong is only the same as saying “Down with X”’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘Naturalism is the best way to understand moral language’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘Intuitionism is the best way to understand moral language’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘Emotivism is the best way to understand moral language’
	30

	1D-F
	B
	‘No meta-ethical approach really makes moral debate possible’
	30


Theme 2     (** Not sure if they could ask this one as it crosses two themes)
	
	a/ b
	Question
	

	2A-C
	A
	Explain the key elements of Aquinas’ Natural law theory.
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Explain what makes Aquinas’ Natural Law theory, absolutist, deontological and with a teleological aspect.
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Explain how Natural Law is different from the other laws identified within Aquinas’ four levels of law.
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Examine the Five Primary Precepts as the basis of Aquinas’ moral theory.
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Examine the precepts and goods within Aquinas’ Natural Law.
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Examine the role of virtues and goods in supporting moral behavior according to Aquinas.
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Explain with examples what Aquinas meant by a) ‘real’ and ‘apparent’ goods, and b) ‘interior’ and exterior acts’
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Apply Aquinas’ Natural Law to the ethical issue of abortion
	20

	2A-C
	A
	Apply Aquinas’ Natural Law to the ethical issue of voluntary euthanasia.
	20

	2A-C
	B
	‘Applying Natural Law to moral issues leads to unfairness and injustice’
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘Aquinas’ Natural Law has too many disadvantages to be a strong moral theory’.
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘Human Law systems should reflect Natural Moral Law which is divine’. 
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘Aquinas’ Natural Law provides a practical basis for judging for judging moral issues’. 
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘There is an answer for every ethical dilemma to be found in Aquinas’ Natural Law system of morality’. 
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘Following Aquinas’ Natural Law is not compatible with living in modern societies. 
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘Natural Law’s deontological nature makes it irrelevant in contemporary society.’ 
	30

	2A-C
	B
	‘Aquinas’ Natural Law can only be followed by theists.’ 
	30

	2D
	A
	Explain John Finnis’ development of Aquinas’ Natural Law.
	20

	2D
	A
	Compare Finnis’ updated Natural Law with Aquinas’ Natural Law theory
	20

	2D
	A
	Compare Finnis’  basic human goods with Aquinas’ Primary precepts
	20

	2D
	A
	Compare Finnis’ requirements of practical reason with Aquinas view of the role of virtues and goods in supporting moral behaviour
	20

	2D
	A
	Examine the importance of the ‘Common Good’ and the role of authority in Finnis’ updated Natural law theory
	20

	2D
	B
	‘Finnis’ updated Natural Law theory is more acceptable in contemporary society than Aquinas Natural Law theory’ 
	30

	2D
	B
	‘Finnis’ version of  Natural L aw  is unacceptable to religious believers’
	30

	2 D
	B
	‘Finnis’ Natural Law does not  provide an effective way of making moral decisions’
	30

	2D
	B
	'The strengths of Finnis’ Natural Law outweigh its weaknesses.'
	30

	2E
	A
	Explain Hoose’s Proportionalism
	20

	2E
	A
	Examine the deontological and teleological aspects of Hoose’s Proportionalism
	20

	2E
	A
	Explain how ethical decisions are to be made using Hoose’s Proportionalism
	20

	2E
	A
	Explain with examples what Hoose means by (i) pre-moral ontic evil and (ii) how he distinguishes between ‘good’acts and ‘right’ acts
	20

	2E
	A
	Explain and exemplify what Hoose’s maxim means for moral decision making
	20

	2E
	A
	Compare Hoose’s Proportionalism with Fletcher’s Situation Ethics**
	20

	2E
	A
	Examine the role of agape in Hoose’s Proportionalism
	20

	2E
	B
	Following Hoose’s Proportionalism will lead to immoral behaviour’
	30

	2E
	B
	Hoose’s Proportionalism provides a basis for moral decision making for believers and non-believers alike.’
	30

	2E
	B
	‘Hoose’s Proportionalism is a weak ethical theory’  
	30

	2E
	B
	‘Hoose’s Proportionalism provides an effective way of making moral decisions’
	30

	2F
	A
	Apply Finnis’ Natural law to the ethical issue of immigration
	20

	2F
	A
	Apply Finnis’ Natural law to the ethical issue of capital punishment
	20

	2F
	A
	Apply Hoose’s Proportionalism to the ethical issue of immigration
	20

	2F
	A
	Apply Finnis’ Proportionalism to the ethical issue of capital punishment
	20

	2F
	B
	‘Applying Finnis’ Natural Law does not help us to know the right ethical decisions to make over immigration issues
	30

	2F
	B
	‘Finnis’ theory makes it clear what decisions to make about capital punishment’
	30

	2F
	B
	‘Immigration policy is easy to decide if we use Hoose’s Proportionalism’
	30

	2F
	B
	‘It is still unclear what decisions to make about Capital Punishment even if we follow Hoose’s Proportionalism’
	30

	2D-F
	B
	‘Finnis provides a better approach to ethics than Hoose does’
	30

	2D-F
	B
	‘Hoose provides a better approach to ethics than Finnis does’
	30


Theme 3
	
	a/ b
	Question
	

	3A-C
	A
	Explain what makes Situation Ethics a relativist, consequentialist and teleological theory of ethics
	20

	3A-C
	A
	Explain Fletcher’s rationale for accepting agape as the basis for Situation Ethics and rejecting other approaches to Ethics
	20

	3A-C
	A
	Examine the Biblical evidence used to support  the theory of Situation Ethics
	20

	3A-C
	A
	Examine the four working principles of Situation Ethics
	20

	3A-C
	A
	Examine the six fundamental  principles of Situation Ethics
	20

	3A-C
	A
	Apply Fletcher’s Situation Ethics to the issue of polyamorous relationships
	20

	3A-C
	A
	Apply Fletcher’s Situation Ethics to the issue of homosexual relationships
	20

	3A-C
	B
	‘Agape provides a fair approach to ethics’
	30

	3A-C
	B
	‘Situation Ethics encourages unethical behaviour’
	30

	3A-C
	B
	‘Agape is not the only intrinsic good’
	30

	3A-C
	B
	‘Following Situation Ethics produces a just society’
	30

	3A-C
	B
	‘Situation Ethics is the only effective way of making practical moral decision’
	30

	3A-C
	B
	‘When considering how to act ethically Situation Ethics should replace the Ten Commandments’
	30

	3A-C
	B
	‘Religious believers must reject Situation Ethics as a basis for making moral decisions’
	30

	3D-F
	A
	Explain what makes Bentham’s Utilitarianisma relativist, consequentialist and teleological theory of ethics
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Explain Bentham’s hedonic calculus as a means of measuring pleasure
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Examine Bentham’s version of Utilitarianism
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Explain  how ethical decisions can be made using Act Utilitarianism
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Explain what makes Mill’s version of Utilitarianism  a teleological /deontological hybrid
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Examine JS Mill’s version of Utilitarianism
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Explain how Mill addressed the weaknesses he perceived in Bentham’s version of Utilitarianism
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Explain how ethical decisions can be made using Rule Utilitarianism
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Compare Act and Rule Utilitarianism
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Apply Utilitarianism to the ethical issue of animal experimentation for medical research
	20

	3D-F
	A
	Apply Utilitarianism to the ethical issue of nuclear weapons as a deterrent
	20

	3D-F
	B
	‘Pleasure is the only intrinsic good’
	30

	3D-F
	B
	‘Act Utilitarianism is not relevant in modern society’
	30

	3D-F
	B
	‘Rule Utilitarianism works better than Act Utilitarianism’
	30

	3D-F
	B
	‘Utilitarianism promotes immoral behaviour’
	30

	3D
	B
	‘Utilitarianism leads to unfair decisions’
	30

	3D
	B
	‘Utilitarianism is a sound basis for moral decision making for religious believers and non believers alike’
	30


(Theme 4 on the next page)

Theme 4 (** These questions provide extra opportunities to link to other aspects of the Ethics course or to Philosophy of Religion or to Christianity)
	4A
	a/ b
	Question
	

	4A
	A
	Explain Augustine’s and Calvin’s views on predestination  
	20

	4A
	A
	Compare Augustine’s and Calvin’s understandings of predestination
	20

	4A
	A
	Examine Augustine’s Doctrine of Original Sin
	20

	4A
	A
	Examine Calvin’s Doctrine of Election
	20

	4A
	B
	‘Religious believers should not accept predestination'
	30

	4A
	B
	‘God fully predestines humanity’
	30

	4B
	A
	Explain Locke’s Philosophical Hard Determinism
	20

	4B
	A
	Explain Philosophical Soft Determinism as understood by Hobbes and/or Ayer
	20

	4B
	A
	Compare Philosophical Hard and Soft determinism
	20

	4B
	A
	Explain what is meant by biological determinism
	20

	4B
	A
	Explain why some Psychologists believe in behavioural determinism
	20

	4B
	A
	Examine scientific and psychological concepts of determinism
	20

	4C
	B
	‘Philosophical, scientific and/or psychological determinism prove that humanity has no free will.’
	30

	4C
	B
	‘Philosophical soft determinism provides a better explanation of the human condition than hard determinism does’
	30

	4C
	A
	Explain why determinism challenges the idea that we can blame or praise human beings for their actions
	20

	4C
	A
	Explain why determinism calls into question the value of following a normative ethic.
	20

	4C
	A
	Examine the implications of hard and soft determinism for moral responsibility
	20

	4C
	A
	Explain how believing in predestination affects other beliefs about God
	30

	4C
	A
	Explain how believing in predestination may affect or challenge a person’s other religious beliefs and practices **
	20

	4C
	A
	Explain some implications of predestination for theology about the divine attributes.
	20

	4C
	A
	Explain implications for belief in the value of prayer and the idea of miracles if religious predestination is accepted **
	20

	4C
	A
	Examine implications of religious determinism/predestination on religious belief
	20

	4C
	B
	‘Moral responsibility is merely an illusion’
	30

	4C
	B
	‘People can be genuinely praised or blamed for their actions’
	30

	4C
	B
	‘It is right to punish people for their wrong actions’ **
	30

	4C
	B
	‘A God who predestines us cannot be omnibenevolent’
	30

	4C
	B
	‘God has to predestine humankind other wise God is not omnipotent’ 
	30

	4C
	B
	‘The understanding a person has of God’s nature is completely influenced by whether or not they believe in predestination.’ **
	30

	4C
	B
	‘Most believers decide whether or not to believe in predestination by first considering what it is that they believe about God’s nature’ **
	30

	4C
	B
	‘It makes no sense to worship God,  believe in miracles or value supplicatory prayer if you believe in predestination’
	30

	4C
	B
	‘Belief in predestination ultimately is an admittance that God is the author of evil’ **
	30

	4D
	A
	Explain Pelagius’ view on religious freewill
	20

	4D
	A
	Explain Arminus’ view on religious free will
	20

	4D
	A
	Compare Pelagius’ and Arminius’ views on religious freewill
	20

	4D/A
	A
	Examine the debate between Augustine and Pelagius over predestination and free will
	20

	4D/A
	A
	Compare the views of Calvin and Arminius on the issues of predestination and free will
	20

	4D
	B
	‘Neither Pelagius nor Arminius are successful in arguing that humankind has free will’
	30

	4D
	B
	‘Religious defences of free will are convincing’
	30

	4D
	B
	‘The religious arguments for freewill are not as strong as those for predestination’
	30

	4D
	B
	‘God has made people completely free to choose how they act and they must live by the consequences of this’
	30

	AD
	B
	‘We only think we are free to choose how we act but in reality God has determined all our actions in this life and our destination in the next’
	30

	4E
	A
	Explain Satre’s view that ‘man is not free not to be free
	20

	4E
	A
	Explain Rogers’ psychological determinism
	20

	4E/B
	A
	Examine scientific arguments for determinism and libertarianism
	20

	4E/B
	A
	Compare Pavlov and Rogers on their views about how human behaviour is determined or free
	20

	4E/B
	A
	Compare Locke and Sartre on their philosophical views about determinism and libertarianism
	20

	4E
	B
	‘The philosophical, scientific and psychological case for arguing that human beings are free is  most convincing’
	30

	4E
	B
	‘When you weigh up the philosophical, scientific and psychological arguments for Libertarianism, it seems more likely that we are determined’
	30

	4F
	A
	Explain what Libertarianism implies about the value of blaming and praising human beings for their actions.
	20

	4F
	A
	Explain what views Libertarian thinkers might hold about the usefulness of normative ethics and why 
	20

	4F
	A
	Examine human concepts of rightness and wrongness in the light of Libertarian thought
	20

	4F
	A
	Explain what it means for the issue of moral responsibility if human beings do actually have freedom to choose their actions
	20


	4F
	A 
	Explain how believing in religious free will links to what a believer might think about the nature of God
	20

	4F
	A
	Explain implications for belief in the value of prayer and the idea of miracles if religious free will is accepted
	20

	4F/C
	A
	Compare religious free will and predestination on their implications for the divine attributes
	20

	4F/C
	A
	Compare religious free will and predestination on their implications for the relationship between God and Evil
	20

	4F/C
	A
	Compare religious free will and predestination on their implications for the use of prayer and the existence of miracles
	20



	4F
	B
	‘There is no point in praying if God has given us any  free will at all’
	30

	4F
	B
	‘The only circumstances in which prayer makes sense is if  God has given human beings no free will
	30

	4F
	B
	‘Prayer can only be effective if  we have some free will’
	30

	4F
	B
	‘You can believe in either predestination or free will but not both’
	30

	4F
	B
	‘It is possible believe in both free will and  predestination at the same time’
	30

	4F
	B 
	‘Augustine and Pelagius cannot both be right, nor can both Calvin and Arminius’
	30

	4F
	B 
	‘In the religious debates between free will and predestination there is some compatibility in accepting view from each side’
	


