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Introduction
We asked students to answer questions from the Sample 
Question Paper for H573/02 Religion and Ethics: http://
www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242925-unit-h573-02-religion-
and-ethics-sample-assessment-material.pdf

The sample answers in this resource have been 
extracted from original candidate work to maintain 
their authenticity. They are supported by examiner 
commentary. Please note that this resource is provided 
for advice and guidance only and does not in any way 
constitute an indication of grade boundaries or endorsed 
answers. Whilst a senior examiner has provided a possible 
level for each Assessment Objective when marking these 
answers, in a live series the mark a response would get 
depends on the whole process of standardisation, which 
considers the big picture of the year’s scripts. Therefore 
the level awarded here should be considered to be only 
an estimation of what would be awarded. How levels 
and marks correspond to grade boundaries depends on 
the Awarding process that happens after all/most of the 
scripts are marked and depends on a number of factors, 
including candidate performance across the board. 
Details of this process can be found here: http://ocr.org.
uk/Images/142042-marking-and-grading-assuring-ocr-s-
accuracy.pdf

http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242925-unit-h573-02-religion-and-ethics-sample-assessment-material.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242925-unit-h573-02-religion-and-ethics-sample-assessment-material.pdf
http://www.ocr.org.uk/Images/242925-unit-h573-02-religion-and-ethics-sample-assessment-material.pdf
http://ocr.org.uk/Images/142042-marking-and-grading-assuring-ocr-s-accuracy.pdf
http://ocr.org.uk/Images/142042-marking-and-grading-assuring-ocr-s-accuracy.pdf
http://ocr.org.uk/Images/142042-marking-and-grading-assuring-ocr-s-accuracy.pdf
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Assess the view that situation ethics is of no help in regards to euthanasia.   [40]

Candidate A
Gives an incomplete definition of 
euthanasia. It states that situation 
ethics can be applied but not yet 
developed. Conclusion given in 
first paragraph.

Sixth proposition quoted but not 
really unpacked. Likewise point 
about equal treatment may 
be worthwhile but isn’t clear or 
developed. 

The counterargument seems 
confused.

Understands what personalism 
is and although the examiner – if 
not familiar with the cases - has 
to put the pieces together, the 
general point on personalism is 
relevant, albeit poorly expressed.
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Point about laws needing to apply 
to everyone is well made.

Point on practical and reliable 
is stated but doesn’t seem to 
be understood. Not clear. The 
response in paragraph 7 is also 
confused.

Candidate A (cont)
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A conclusion is given which to 
some extent reflects what the 
essay has argued. 

Candidate A (cont)

Examiner commentary 
AO1 
The candidate’s response shows knowledge of some key terms relating to situation ethics and some understanding of how 
this might be applied. However there is no depth to any of these points so Level 3 is appropriate.

AO2 
A number of promising points are hinted at but not developed. Reasons supporting the conclusion are given with regard to 
personalism and laws needing to be universally applied but these are asserted and not fully justified hence Level 3 as far as 
we can go.

The exact mark the answer would get depends each summer on the whole process of standardisation, which considers the 
big picture of the year’s scripts, and the demands of the paper. 
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Assess the view that situation ethics is of no help in regards to euthanasia.   [40]

Candidate B
Mainly introductory; some 
understanding of key terms such 
as autonomy, sanctity of life and 
quality of life although these are 
not particularly developed.

Good understanding of how 
Fletcher sees situation ethics. The 
final section on the different Greek 
words for love does not really add 
anything.

Argues that the relativist nature of 
situation ethics is a good thing. A 
contrast with natural law is given 
and this is unpacked through an 
example. Although not totally 
analysing the idea, the point is 
certainly developed.

A good section of discussion 
on personalism. Although the 
specification does not require 
application of utilitarianism 
to euthanasia, the point made 
is relevant and should be 
credited. Candidate argues that 
situation has an advantage over 
utilitarianism in this regard. The 
counterargument on preference 
utilitarianism is clever and perhaps 
could have been developed even 
further – but this is very good 
given the time constraints.

The topic of euthanasia is one of the most difficult ethical issues we face in the 21st-
century. Religious believers believe that God has given life and only he should take it 
away but secular views tend to favour the autonomy of individuals to make decisions 
about their own life. This leads to a conflict between ideas of
sanctity of life and quality of life. There are a number of ethical theories that can be 
applied to the topic of euthanasia. One of these is the theory of situation ethics was put 
forward by Joseph Fletcher in the 1960s.

This theory argues that it is our Christian duty to do the most loving thing in complex 
moral dilemmas. It argues that legalism, depending on lots of rules such as in the 
Jewish Old Testament where there are over 600 commands, and antinomianism which 
means having no rules at all are not good approaches to ethics. Fletcher sees agape 
love as a middle ground between these two extremes. It is one rules or principle that 
should be applied to each situation. In Greek thought there are four words for love 
Eros is sexual love, storge is family love and philia was friendship love. Agape love is 
unconditional love for our fellow human beings. It is this agape love that would need 
to be able to be applied to euthanasia to make it a useful tool in discussing the issue.

Fletcher argues that love is the only principle that is needed to make decisions 
on moral on moral dilemmas such as euthanasia. One of his key assumptions of 
situation ethics is relativism. This means that in each situation the right outcome is 
dependent upon whatever is the most loving thing in that particular situation. This 
gives a contrast with a theory such as natural law that has fixed rules this enables us 
to make correct decisions based on the circumstances. Hence we may choose to allow 
euthanasia if someone is in severe pain and is terminally ill but we may not allow 
euthanasia if it becomes clear that someone might recover and that their request 
for euthanasia is due to temporary mental illness or in the case of non-voluntary 
euethanasia lack the capacity to make decisions. This addresses one of the key failings 
of absolutist theories of ethics which is an inability to be sensitive to individual cases 
and so situation ethics could be of help in discussing
euthanasia.

Another key principle of situation ethics is personalism. This means that the human 
being is put at the centre of the decision and concern for the persons well there is 
crucial – Fletcher believes people are more important than rules. It is also impartial; 
Fletcher says that we should will our neighbor good whether we like him or not. 
This leads on to show one way that situation ethics is better than a theory such as 
utilitarianism. Although utilitarianism is also relativist and flexible to the situation 
the guiding principle of doing whatever leads to the greater good means that a 
person’s desires and wishes may not be taken into account. A utilitarian might agree 
to euthanasia on the grounds of freeing up a hospital bed whereas in situation ethics 
it is hard to see how this could be the most loving thing. However in response to this 
it could be argued that Singer’s preference utilitarianism to some extent avoids this 
weakness. Yet overall it can be seen that situation ethics is a stronger theory because of 
its focus on the person.
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Another good paragraph which 
considers the idea of responsibility 
and expertise in moral decision 
making. This exposes a couple of 
key weaknesses in situation ethics.

The conclusion is succinct and 
nuanced. Sometimes weaker 
conclusions sit on the fence but 
here the candidate is drawing on 
the points made in the essay to 
show the difficulty in reaching a 
definite answer.

One common criticism of situation ethics is that the notion of love can be quite 
vague. Whilst we may all agree that we should love our neighbour, it may be 
unclear in terms of trying to decide exactly what are the most loving thing is in 
any situation. For instance if someone is terminally ill then it may be a matter of 
opinion whether their life should be allowed to end or whether with pain relief 
the opportunity of a few more weeks with the family may be a better option. In 
Fletcher’s book he gives the example of a patient who is offered expensive medical 
treatment to prolong his life for a few months but will cause his medical insurance 
to relapse. Fletcher seems to indicate that refusing the treatment may be the most 
loving option but the point is there is no clear way of deciding what really is the 
most loving thing. Someone else could equally justify the opposite decision. Thus it 
could be argued that situation ethics does not help in the issue of euthanasia. 

Following on from this criticism perhaps the point that Fletcher is trying to 
establish is that we are given more responsibility for the decisions that we make. We 
are asked to reason for ourselves about how love should be applied. Unlike other 
ethical theories we are being treated as grown-ups in effect rather than children 
who are given rules to obey. Whilst this might seem good in theory this relies on 
us having the relevant expertise to make a judgement about what is in the best 
interests of someone who is suffering from a severe condition and it also requires 
that we are able to make a judgement about the likely outcome. There are many 
things in situations in life, and euthanasia in its various forms maybe one of those 
situations, where actions do not always lead to obvious outcomes. We do not always 
know whether our choice of action will turn out to be the most loving. The response 
that we have to decide on the likely balance of probabilities is not totally helpful. 
However, some might argue that this makes situation ethics more realistic because
probabilities, arguably, are all we have to work with when discussing medical ethics.

Hence in conclusion although situation ethics offers some help with regard to 
euthanasia in that it frees us from religious rules and gives us a flexibility to the 
situation, it is also not totally helpful in that it assumes that there is a clear path 
forward in each situation and that it is obvious that is the most loving thing to do. 
This may require more understanding of the situation at hand than most of us may 
possess. It is of limited help with regard to euthanasia.

Candidate B (cont)

Examiner commentary 
AO1 
The knowledge shown of situation ethics is not comprehensive or complete - there are aspects of Fletcher’s thought that 
are not covered, but AO1 can be by breadth or depth. Selection is on the whole very good and the debate is between top of 
Level 5 and bottom of Level 6. As examiners in such cases we give the benefit of the doubt. Just into Level 6.

AO2 
The candidate has recognised that the bulk of the marks are for A02 and it is the argument rather than the presentation of 
information that structures the essay. Whilst paragraph 3 could be more analytical, paragraphs 4 and 5 discuss and engage 
with the points presented and reach a conclusion. All the bullet points in Level 5 are satisfied and as with the AO1 there is a 
case for edging this into Level 6. 

The exact mark the answer would get depends each summer on the whole process of standardisation, which considers the 
big picture of the year’s scripts, and the demands of the paper.
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