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	KS5 Curriculum Overview                 Year 12 Teacher 1 Philosophy and Normative Ethics  


	Unit
	Component 2 and 3: Philosophy of Religion and Ethics 

	Rationale 
	Theme 1: Arguments for the existence of God – inductive 
Theme 2: Challenges to religious belief - the problem of evil and suffering
This theme considers how the philosophy of religion has, over time, influenced and been influenced by developments in religious beliefs and practices.

This will be the first theme studied in Philosophy in year 12. It will compliment and develop the work done at GCSE on the arguments for the existence of God. Baseline assessment will be used to assess the retention of this knowledge as well as to assess the needs of external students who will have studied with a different exam board.  
Key concepts within Theme 1 Philosophy underpin much of the component as well as Christianity and Ethics. Concepts such deductive and inductive reasoning as well as the nature of objectivity and subjectivity are essential components of understanding for all parts of the A-Level. 
Students will combine a study of A followed by elements of C followed by B and the remaining elements of C so that the challenges to inductive arguments for God’s existence are looked at specifically rather than more generally. 
In practice this will mean studying A Cosmological argument: St Thomas Aquinas’ first Three Ways - (motion or change; cause and effect; contingency and necessity). Followed by C David Hume - empirical objections and critique of causes (cosmological). Similarly, they will study D followed by elements of E and then E followed by the remaining elements of F.  
This will be taught alongside Christianity theme 1 and 3. This will help form a foundation for the A-level given the parallels of theism vs secularism and the scriptural content of Christianity theme 1.  
In the Summer term Teleological ethics will be taught alongside deontological ethics to aid the students in their understanding through the contrasting normative approaches. 



	Autumn 
	Theme 1: Arguments for the existence of God – inductive and deductive
Know:
Inductive arguments – cosmological: Inductive proofs; the concept of ‘a posteriori’. Cosmological argument: St Thomas Aquinas’ first Three Ways - (motion or change; cause and effect; contingency and necessity). The Kalam cosmological argument with reference to William Lane Craig (rejection of actual infinities and concept of personal creator)
Inductive arguments – teleological: St Thomas Aquinas’ Fifth Way - concept of governance; archer and arrow analogy. William Paley’s watchmaker - analogy of complex design. F. R. Tennant’s anthropic and aesthetic arguments - the universe specifically designed for intelligent human life.
Challenges to inductive arguments: David Hume - empirical objections and critique of causes (cosmological). David Hume - problems with analogies; rejection of traditional theistic claims: designer not necessarily God of classical theism; apprentice god; plurality of gods; absent god (teleological). Alternative scientific explanations including Big Bang theory and Charles Darwin’s theory of evolution by natural selection.
Deductive arguments - origins of the ontological argument Deductive proofs; the concept of ‘a priori’. St Anselm - God as the greatest possible being (Proslogion 2). St Anselm - God has necessary existence (Proslogion 3).
Deductive arguments - developments of the ontological argument: Rene Descartes - concept of God as supremely perfect being; analogies of triangles and mountains/valleys. Norman Malcolm - God as unlimited being: God's existence as necessary rather than just possible.
Challenges to the ontological argument: Gaunilo, his reply to St Anselm; his rejection of the idea of a greatest possible being that can be thought of as having separate existence outside of our minds; his analogy of the idea of the greatest island as a ridicule of St Anselm's logic. Immanuel Kant’s objection - existence is not a determining predicate: it cannot be a property that an object can either possess or lack.


Know how to Explain with Evidence and Explain Divergence

This first term will build on the disciplinary skills of Key Stage 4- Outline, Explain, Explain with Evidence, Describe, Explain Divergence and Evaluate. 

Tasks in this first term will focus on Assessment Objective 1 Knowledge and understanding of religion and belief. Students will need to be able to Explain with Evidence from scholars and schools of thought and Explain the Divergence that exists in Christian thought.

In the second part of this term students will be introduced to Assessment Objective 2 Analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and belief, including their significance, influence and study.

Issues for analysis and evaluation will be drawn from any aspect of the content above, such as: 
· Whether inductive arguments for God’s existence are persuasive. • The extent to which the Kalam cosmological argument is convincing. • The effectiveness of the cosmological/teleological argument for God’s existence. • Whether cosmological/teleological arguments for God’s existence are persuasive in the 21st century. • The effectiveness of the challenges to the cosmological/teleological argument for God’s existence. • Whether scientific explanations are more persuasive than philosophical explanations for the universe’s existence

· The extent to which ‘a priori’ arguments for God’s existence are persuasive. • The extent to which different religious views on the nature of God impact on arguments for the existence of God. • The effectiveness of the ontological argument for God’s existence. • Whether the ontological argument is more persuasive than the cosmological/teleological arguments for God’s existence. • The effectiveness of the challenges to the ontological argument for God’s existence. • The extent to which objections to the ontological argument are persuasive



	Spring
	
Theme 2: Challenges to religious belief - the problem of evil and suffering and Religious belief as a product of the human mind

Know:
The problem of evil and suffering: The types of evil: moral (caused by free will agents) and natural (caused by nature). The logical problem of evil: classical (Epicurus) - the problem of suffering. J. L. Mackie’s modern development - the nature of the problem of evil (inconsistent triad). William Rowe (intense human and animal suffering) and Gregory S. Paul (premature deaths)
Religious responses to the problem of evil: Augustinian type theodicy: Evil as a consequence of sin: evil as a privation; the fall of human beings and creation; the Cross overcomes evil, soul-deciding; challenges to Augustinian type theodicies: validity of accounts in Genesis, Chapters 2 and 3; scientific error - biological impossibility of human descent from a single pair (therefore invalidating the ‘inheritance of Adam’s sin); moral contradictions of omnibenevolent God and existence of Hell; contradiction of perfect order becoming chaotic - geological and biological evidence suggests the contrary.
Religious responses to the problem of evil Irenaean type theodicy: Vale of soul-making: human beings created imperfect; epistemic distance; second-order goods; eschatological justification; challenges to Irenaean type theodicies: concept of universal salvation unjust; evil and suffering should not be used as a tool by an omnibenevolent God; immensity of suffering and unequal distribution of evil and suffering.
Religious belief as a product of the human mind – Sigmund Freud: Religion as an illusion and/or a neurosis with reference to collective neurosis; primal horde; Oedipus complex; wish fulfilment and reaction against helplessness. Supportive evidence including reference to redirection of guilt complexes and reference to instinctive desires deriving from evolutionary basis (Charles Darwin). Challenges including lack of anthropological evidence for primal horde; no firm psychological evidence for universal Oedipus complex; evidence basis too narrow.
Religious belief as a product of the human mind – Carl Jung: Religion necessary for personal growth with reference to: collective unconscious; individuation; archetypes; the God within. Supportive evidence including recognition of religion as a source of comfort and promotion of positive personal and social mindsets arising from religious belief. Challenges including lack of empirical evidence for Jungian concepts and reductionist views regarding religious belief arising from acceptance of Jung’s ideas.
Issues relating to rejection of religion: Atheism: Rejection of belief in deities; the difference between agnosticism and atheism; the rise of New Atheism (antitheism); its main criticisms of religion: non-thinking; infantile worldview; impedes scientific progress. Religious responses to the challenge of New Atheism: rejection by religious groups of New Atheist claims regarding incompatibility of science and religion; increase in fundamentalist religious activity relating to morality and community; increase in religious apologists in media.

Know how to Analyse and Evaluate 

Assessment Objective 2 will become a much stronger focus of this term  Analyse and evaluate aspects of, and approaches to, religion and belief, including their significance, influence and study.



Issues for analysis and evaluation will be drawn from any aspect of the content above, such as: 
· The extent to which the classical form of the problem of evil is a problem. • The degree to which modern problem of evil arguments are effective in proving God's non- existence. • Whether Augustinian type theodicies are relevant in the 21st century. • The extent to which Augustine’s theodicy succeeds as a defence of the God of Classical Theism. • Whether Irenaean type theodicies are credible in the 21st century. • The extent to which Irenaeus’s theodicy succeeds as a defence of the God of Classical Theism.

· How far religious belief can be considered a neurosis. • The adequacy of Freud’s explanation of religious belief. • The extent to which Jung was more positive than Freud about the idea of God. • The effectiveness of empirical approaches as critiques of Jungian views on religion. • The success of atheistic arguments against religious belief. • The extent to which religious responses to New Atheism have been successful

	Summer
	Ethics Theme 3: Teleological Ethics
This theme considers how the study of ethics has, over time, influenced and been influenced by developments in religious beliefs and practices and the philosophy of religion.

Know:
Classical Utilitarianism - Jeremy Bentham’s Act Utilitarianism: happiness as the basis of morality: Bentham's theory of 'utility' or 'usefulness'; ultimate aim is to pursue pleasure and avoid pain; principle of utility ('the greatest happiness for the greatest number'). The hedonic calculus as a means of measuring pleasure in each unique moral situation; by considering seven factors: intensity, duration, certainty, remoteness, fecundity, purity and extent. Act Utilitarianism as a form of moral relativism, a consequentialist and teleological theory.
John Stuart Mill's development of Utilitarianism: types of pleasure, the harm principle and the use of rules: Mill's idea that not all pleasure is the same: ‘higher pleasures’ (intellectual) are superior to ‘lower pleasures’ (basic physical pleasure); the ‘Harm Principle’: the actions of individuals should be limited to prevent harm to other individuals; not all actions need to be morally assessed as actions are morally right if they conform to a historical rule that has demonstrated that it fulfils the principle of utility (now known as ‘Rule’ Utilitarianism). Mill’s Utilitarianism as a teleological/deontological hybrid.
Bentham’s Act Utilitarianism and Mill’s Rule Utilitarianism - application of the theory: The application of Bentham’s Act Utilitarianism and Mill’s Rule Utilitarianism to both of the issues listed below: 1. animal experimentation for medical research 2. the use of nuclear weapons as a deterrent.
Joseph Fletcher’s Situation Ethics - his rejection of other forms of ethics and his acceptance of agape as the basis of morality: Fletcher’s rejection of other approaches within ethics: legalism, antinomianism and the role of conscience; Fletcher’s rationale for using the religious concept of 'agape' (selfless love) as the 'middle way' between the extremes of legalism and antinomianism; the biblical evidence used to support this approach: the teachings of Jesus (Luke 10:25:37) and St Paul (1 Corinthians 13). Situation Ethics as a form of moral relativism, a consequentialist and teleological theory.
Fletcher's Situation Ethics - the principles as a means of assessing morality: The boss principle of Situation Ethics (following the concept of agape); the four working principles (pragmatism, relativism, positivism and personalism); the six fundamental principles (love is the only good, love is the ruling norm of Christianity, love equals justice, love for all, loving ends justify the means and love decides situationally).
Fletcher’s Situation Ethics - application of theory: The application of Fletcher’s Situation Ethics to both of the issues listed below: 1. homosexual relationships 2. polyamorous relationships
[bookmark: _GoBack]Know how to Explain with Evidence, Explain Divergence, Analyse and Evaluate and Synoptic thinking. 
In this term the focus will shift to student’s ability to use their Assessment Objective 1 and Assessment Objective 2 skills in writing and in timed conditions. These assessments will help to ensure that students are prepared fully for year 13. This will include 
At this point they will also be introduced to the concept of synoptic thinking and connections in A Level Religious Studies and how it will be examined. This will be done through the contrast of teleological and deontological ethics. 


Issues for analysis and evaluation will be drawn from any aspect of the content above, such as: 
· The degree to which pleasure can be seen as the sole intrinsic good. • The extent to which Act and/or Rule Utilitarianism works in contemporary society. • The extent to which Rule Utilitarianism provides a better basis for making moral decisions than Act Utilitarianism. • Whether Utilitarianism promotes immoral behaviour. • The extent to which Utilitarianism promotes justice. • The extent to which Utilitarianism provides a practical basis for making moral decisions for both religious believers and non-believers

· The degree to which agape is the only intrinsic good. • Whether Fletchers’ Situation Ethics promotes immoral behaviour. • The extent to which Situation Ethics promotes justice. • The effectiveness of Situation Ethics in dealing with ethical issues. • Whether agape should replace religious rules. • The extent to which Situation Ethics provides a practical basis for making moral decisions for both religious believers and non-believers.
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