

Ethical theory 
INTRODUCTION 
Ethics: branch of philosophy that considers ideas about how humans should treat one another, and how societies should be organized
Theoretical ethics: questions about how we out to act, what responsibilities are to other people. What sort of persons we should try to become, and the arguments that can be given in support of any of the claims about these things bing made
Bioethics: branch of ethics that applies theoretical considerations to specific cases that arise in connection w/ the human body, with the practice of medicine, and technical developments that have implications for human beings and how we live
Ethical dilemma whenever make decision and none of the possible causes of action is entirely satisfactory b/c which violates a value we think important 
Purpose of ethical theory is to help is think clearly what is at issue and to make a rational decision
Help us to be conscientious moral agents by alerting us to our obligation and by providing guidance for our choices
Consistent, not arbitrary decisions and to justify them to others
THE CHALLENGE OF RELATIVISM 
Ethical theory provides guidelines for decision making 
Different cultures have different beliefs about what is right and what is wrong 
ETHICAL RELATIVISM
Ethical relativism: belief that we cannot make moral judgments about what people do when their actions are rooted in cultural practices and beliefs
Our claims about what is morally good and bad are culturally determined, therefore no universal account of morality
SUBJECTIVISM 
Reduce morality to individual preferences; each individual creates own morality 

Subjectivism and ethical relativism are inadequate approaches to morality
1. Can justify the morally unjustifiable
2. Shut down moral conversation
3. Far from providing support to the values of tolerance and respect, they can give no arguments for these principals 
Ethical Theories, Ethical Dilemmas, And The Case Study In Bioethics
Ethics subject matter—how we should live—is very complex no one theory can capture subject matter in entirety
Utilitarianism—what happens if I preform this action? directs is to consider consequences of out actions
Kantianism—is this action right/wrong, morally speaking, regardless of the consequences? 
Virtue ethics—away from actions and towards those who preform them; what kind of person should I be?
Feminist —what might female perspective add? Women are treated as full moral agents in the traditional ethical theory 
Utilitarianism: Happiness And The Greatest Good For The Greatest Number
It is egalitarian
Jeremy Bentham and John Stuart Mill
Bentham-practical tool of social reform as a means scientifically determining which action or policy is morally preferable
Sum of the pleasures and the pains
Do the thing that provides the most pleasure and least pain to the largest group of people 
Theory is radically egalitarian: everyone counts equally, even included animals
Criticized
1. His refusal to distinguish b/w sources of pleasure
2. Apparent simplicity to count pleases and pains from all sources comes at high cost to moral intuitions 
3. Is pleasure all that counts, intrinsic value, value in and of itself 
4. What units are in the calculations, how are they derived
Mills Refinement Of Utilitarian Theory
· Happiness is intended pleasure and absence of pain
· Argues that pleasures are qualitatively different, deepening on origin, some pleasures should count more heavily in calculations
· Suggests that there are things other than pleasure that are intrinsically valuable
· One is more valuable when it is most counter for by those who have experienced both pleasures

WHY UTILITARIANISM REMAINS AS IMPORTANT AS MORAL THEORY 
Utilitarianism captures important ethical insights
Sometimes consequences are important
Sometimes it is appropriate to which interests of the many over the few
Inclusion of animals
Kantianism: Is My Action Right Or Wrong
Utilitarianists only happiness has intrinsic value; for Kant only a good will does
Utilitarian the consequences of our actions are what count; Kant we preform the right action for the right reasons
Kant’s theory focuses on duty or obligation it is a deontological theory 
HOW KANT’S THEORY WORKS
THE GOOD WILL
For Kant only a good will is intrinsically good
All positive attributes are valuable when they are accompanied by a food will, without they make the possessor worse
A good will remains good even accompanied by nothing, it is good simply of itself
REASON 
What makes a good will good is its willingness to act in accordance with rules, laws, or obligations dictated by reason
Reason tells us what we ought to do
Any moral reason is both discovered by reason and absolute, admitting of no exceptions
Moral truths are objective truths, truths that exist weather we acknowledge them or nor and that everyone should come up with the same moral rules since these are discovered through the exercise of reason 
DUTIES
Kant adds the act is morally good when done for the sake of duty
Our motives affect how we will behave over time
Kant observes that acting for the sake of duty will continue to produce the morally appropriate actions while acting for other reasons will not
Inclinations not based on our rationality but on our personality traits, emotions, whims
Only duty can be counted on to ensure that we follow moral rules 
THE CATEGORICAL IMPERATIVE
Purpose of moral theory is to provide us with guidance when we need to make ethical decisions
Categorical imperative test where actions must pass before we can be certain we have done what is morally required
CATEGORICAL AND HYPOTHETICAL IMPERATIVES
Categorical imperatives tell s to do something without regard to consequences because action is morally required
Hypothetical imperatives are dependant on desires and goals and because inclinations and duties are often opposed should be overridden by the requirement of the CI
THE UNIVERSALIZATION FORMULATION
“Act only according to that maxim by which you can at the same time will that it should become a universal law”
We cannot make an exception of ourselves when doing what is morally required
Requires our actions are not self contradictory
THE MEANS-END FORMULATION 
“Act so that you treat humanity weather in your own person or in that of another always as an ends and never as a means only”
underpins claims about dignity and rights
there are absolute limits on how we may treat others: not as tools for out purposes, remember each rational creature ahs a worth and dignity equal to that of every other rational creature
limits what we cant do to others an ourselves, don’t waste talents, destroy our bodies, allow ourselves to become mere tools for pursue of others
Mutual respect in relationships
THE AUTONOMY FORMULATION 
Humans have the capacity to be autonomous beings: beings that discover for themselves what they ought to do and can determine their own ends and goals
Reason is only thing that can tell us to/not to do something 
Because autonomous we are ends in ourselves
Strengths And Weakness Of The Theory
Greatest strength of Kantianism is that encompasses what utilitarians cannot: justice and dignity
Recognize moral worth of all rational creatures which limits what we may do to others and requires that we take responsibility for our actions
Weakness, like utilitarianism, unable to encompasses everything that morality requires
Weakness falls into 2 general categories those internal to it and those external to it 
INTERNAL QUESTIONS
CONFLICTS OF DUTY
MAXIMS
· Difficult to determine which maxim is appropriate and depending on maxim used the same action in the same circumstances can pass or fail the test of universalization
· Need to know what maxims to test but can be very difficult to do 
EXTERNAL QUESTIONS
RIGIDITY
Kant believes some rules to be absolute
Kant makes moral rules absolute to have consistency across persons, moral requirements apply to you and me 
We can preserve the ethical insight without the corresponding rigidity by saying all that is required is what when we violate rule we do so for reason we would be willing everyone to accept in the position 
RATIONAL CREATURES
Kant’s theory says we must treat others as ends in themselves b/c rational creature must be treated w/ dignity and respect
What may compel us to treat such persons w/ dignity and respect are emotions and inclinations the very things that Kant wants to remove as motivating factors for ethical behaviors
DUTY
Kant believes duty to be only adequate basis for ensuring moral decisions are correct
When we act for the sake of duty we can be sure we do the right things for the right reasons
KANTIANISM AND THE MEDICAL CONTEXT
Kant’s theory is important in medical contexts
We have duties to ourselves and mist take them into account when we make decisions
This requirement follows rom our status as autonomous beings 
Virtue Ethics What Sort Of Person Should I Be?
Focus on her character not her act of rightfulness or wrongfulness
Virtue ethics takes character into primary focus
Aristotle provided
Focus on not just what we do but who we are and a result virtue ethics requires us to consider not merely discrete events but whole lives
TELEOLOGY 
Aristotle is a teleologist who believed everything that exist has a goal or purpose
Must be an ultimate goal, something valued for its own sake
HAPPINESS
Aristotle believes there is only one ting ultimately desired for itself and not as a means to anything else, that is happiness
[bookmark: _GoBack]Utilitarian’s happiness is synonymous w/ pleasure and Aristotle happiness is means of living well or doing well
Aristotle conception of happiness is also called eudemonia
Eudemonia is not a feeling rather a way of being that requires us to live fully and actively in accordance with what reason tells us is the proper purpose of human beings 
FUNCTION AND EXCELLENCE
Aristotle’s claim that everything has a purpose of function and that it is food or excellent when it preforms its function well 
Aristotle asks us to accept that humans have a purpose
Aristotle believes we can discover purpose of something by fining its essence, the things that is essential to it and distinguishes itself form other things
Function of human is to live in accordance with reason and to do this with excellence
This will make us happy
Must be virtuous b/c in that our excellence consists
Genuine happiness cannot be something that is fleeting or fragile
Not virtuous if we only act as we should on occasion and inconsistently
THE MEAN
Human excellence then consists in living in accordance with reason and doing well
We must become virtuous and doing so will make us happy
Difference b/w excellent performers is not talent but amount of deliberate practice they have had and their willingness to keep on practicing 
We learn to be virtues though practice, through observing others, and through developing the proper dispositions
Virtues are habits or dispositions—ways of doing and feeling
Being virtuous means having the right feelings at right time reference to right objects toward tight people with right motive and in right way and to act on those feeling in the right way in the right amount
In both emotion and actions aim for the mean—intermediate b/w excess and deficiency
Natural capacity for acquiring virtues we learn to be virtuous w/ practice
In case of virtues kind of back and forth movement b/w dispositions and our actions 
When we become virtuous we no longer have to think about what we are doing as we will be doing it naturally 
Virtue can be taught and other people can serve as examples to emulate
Aristotle believes that virtue lies b/w excess and deficiency-in the mean
One extreme is closed to mean than other, ex. Courage closer to rashness than cowardice
Not a mean for everything, something are just bad
For Aristotle to good and happy lie is an active life
Rationality allows is to live a food and happy life be/c it is through rationality that we discover the mean
Discovering the mean is an objective activity, one that allows us to be very sensitive to different circumstances
Strengths Of The Theory
Virtue ethics has strengths
1. Emphasis on a whole life provides actions with a context
Must continually work to be virtuous, becomes easier to act virtuous as get close to this goal
2. connects actions to character 
not merely action preformed that is important but that the action reveals something about the character and shapes how that character will develop 
3. accounts for emotion in two ways
first it gives us a reason to be virtuous: being virtuous means living well and living well makes us happy
far from inclination and moral obligation being opposed to one another, don the right thing also means doing what we want to do
no problem providing a motivation for the moral behavior and moral living 
second virtue ethics is rooted in our everyday lives; ethics is not apart from who we are and what we normally do, doesn’t only come into play on special occasion
4. useful for grounding considerations of professional ethics for getting at what is appropriate to expect of those with whom we have a special relationship
Weaknesses Of The Theory
virtue ethics has big weakness
it does not tell us what to do
says we should strive to hit the mean; still need know what to do on particular occasions
virtues change: seen as virtuous for one society at one point can seem as vice for another society 
some virtues that always hold important in any set
through discussion can articulate set of virtues that we can make a case for on rational grounds
not subjective or relative
virtue ethics is incomplete
need to connect insights of virtue theory to utilitarian and Kantian recommendations
the virtuous person who aims for the mean will be able to ascertain in particular situation which kind of action is required
Feminist Approaches To Ethics
Emerged in mid 1960s
Approach articulated by a number of theorists who say similar but not identical things
2 categories: the ethics of care and feminist ethics
Number of features: 
1. Critical stance toward standard or dominant ethical theories
2. Make place for emotions in ethical judgment
3. Endure a different model of personhood than envisioned in Kantian and utilitarian thinking, in particular in which it is assumed that humans are individualistic, freely choosing moral agents who are primarily motivated by self interest 
4.  Believe that the perspectives and experiences of women differ from those of men and that the dominant ethical theories have taken men as their model and ignored women: to the extent that women perspectives have been considered by these traditional ethical theorists, they have been designated as morally inferior 
· Ethics of care and feminist ethics differ
1. How critically they examine the sources and effects of women’s emotions as these relate to moral thinking and action
2. Distinguished on the basis of how important they believe it is to challenge, on political and social grounds, the structural arrangements that are seen to be oppressive to women and other vulnerable groups
The Ethics Of Care From Psychology To Philosophy
Origins of ethics of care are usually traced to studies psychologist carol Gilligan made in response to fellow psychologist Lawrence Kohlberg’s claims about moral development
Kohlberg, only based on men, 3 main stages of moral development
Gilligan focused on women, they approach moral conflicts differently than men: men trued find some universal and impartial principle to apply women focus on relationships of people in conflict finding solutions helped everyone
Gilligan termed ethics of care to ethics of justice
Gilligan’s account marked first time m oral theory would be based on real life or doing morality opposed to traditional approach of using theoretical morality, thinking about morally to guide conduct
Ethics of care can be understood as an approach to ethics that has moved beyond its origins in psychology
Feminist approaches to ethics more generally has advocates who believe that it can stand as an alternative to competing ethical theories 
Ethics of care features
1. Central focus the compelling moral salience of attending to and meeting the needs of particular others for whom we take responsibility
Focus on relationships, relationships b/w those who are dependent and their caregivers
2. Values emotions and sees ethical approaches that demand entirely on reason and rationalistic deductions or calculations as deficient 
3. Challenges the assumption central to Kantianism and utilitarianism that is impartiality that the moral decision maker should strive for
· Asked in these theories to determine best when the situation is viewed from perspective of an impartial spectator or rational moral agent moved by duty, personal perspectives and feeling should play no role 
· Ethics of care recommends decision maker seek to preserve or promote an actual human relation b/w themselves and particular 
4. Rejects distinction b/w public and private b/w the sphere outside the family and in the home
Women and children may be disadvantaged within the domestic sphere 	
Envisioning morality as governing relationships b/w self sufficient, independent and mutually indifferent individuals, Kantianism and utilitarianism miss moral issues that arise w/in social groups, friendships, and families
5. Particular conception of persons—of what human beings are—at its core
Unlike Kantianism and utilitarianism which see persons as self interested, rational, and autonomous or self directed
Ethics of care sees humans as interdependent with one another and formed through relationships
Held says every person starts as dependent on those providing care and remain interdependent w/ others in thoroughly fundamental ways through life
Focus on relationships b/w yourself and others, pay attention to needs of those who are dependent 
STRENGTHS OF THE THEORY
· Ethics of care draws attention to importance of considering relationships in our ethical timing
· Focuses on needs of those who are most dependent w/in relationships
· Medical field-patients dependent on caretakers
WEAKNESSES OF THE THEORY
Ethics of care criticized by number of commentators; three categories: theoretical, feminist, and practical
Theoretical level:
Simply ethics of care is an extension of virtue ethics
Aristotle emphasized relationships, emotions in ethical practice
Feminist ethicists have pointed out if society is patriarchal focused on needs and desires of men then we cannot be sure own many of the nurturing tendencies observed in women by proponents of ethics of care are genuinely in their own as opposed to coping mechanism to response of upbringing and societal expectations
Nurturing and caring at which women excel are among other things the survival skills of an oppressed group that lives in close contact w/ its oppressors
Practical: provides limited guidance
Doesn’t tell you what to do exactly
Even if we accept some of the insights of an ethics of care we need to balance them w/ ethics of justice approach
Employ Kantian and utilitarian reasoning to help make our final decision	
Feminist Ethics
Feminist ethics takes critical stance toward the assumption built into traditional ethical theory
Like care ethics, feminist ethics emphasize importance of relationships of making place for motions in ethical deliberations and listening to voices of women to discern how might differ from voices of men
Unlike ethics of care, feminist ethics asks critical questions about ways which women’s expectations, emotions, and desires may have been constructed by framework and institutions of patriarchal society
Sherwin say importance about feminist ethics s its commitment to the feminist agenda of eliminating the subordination of women—and other oppressed person—n all of its manifestations
Principal insight of feminist ethics is oppressions, however it is practiced is morally wrong
Other ethical theories tend to view ethical dilemmas in terms of conflicts b/w individuals rather than focusing on larger political, institutional, and social contexts within which these conflicts occur
STRENGTHS OF THE THEORY
Feminist ethics makes us pay attention to features of the moral landscape that we might otherwise overlook
Focus on exploitation, power, and discrimination may be particularly useful in medical situations
Abortion, genetic testing, and reproductive technologies, potential to exploit individuals as well as empower them
WEAKNESSES OF THE THEORY
Weakness if feminists approach 
Parallel to ethics of care weaknesses
1. Competing ethical theories, either understood correctly or with some modifications, are capable of accommodating the insights of feminist ethics
Virtue ethics and utilitarianism can deal with exploitation and oppression
Kantianism focus on respect and dignity can consider institutional structures and political arrangements and whether or not allow individuals to make genuinely free choices, kinds of choices required for moral accountability
2. Newness of approach and result of diversity of voices participating in conversation about what feminist ethics and what it requires there is substantial disagreement about what constitutes the feminist position on a number of issues
3. Guidance offered by feminist ethics may be unclear in particular cases
It is theoretical perspective that must be combined w. other considerations to address the magnitude of moral dilemmas that confront human beings 
Conclusion
· Ethical theories provide theoretical framework for consideration of moral issues
· Do not provide coherent or consistent approach to ethical questions
· Principles allow bioethics to share a common approach
· Adoption of principles allows make us of particular aspects of each moral theory while not requiring that a particular ethical theory be accepted and the others excluded 
· Most important theories in bioethics primarily drawn from utilitarianism and Kantianism
· Utilitarian principles are no malfeasance (also called non-maleficence) and beneficence
· Non maleficence tells us we should not do things which harmful to others
· Beneficence tells us ought to do good and promote well being
· Since drawn from utilitarianism these principles are consequentialist: they draw attention to results of our actions
· Despite utilitarian origins focus on directly benefiting others, we can also see in these principles some of the insights of the ethics of care and feminist ethics
· Kantian principles are autonomy and justice
· Autonomy requires that we respect the choices of others even when we don’t agree with them and would prefer that they choose differently
· Justice requires us to be fair in treatment of others and to treat equivalent cases in the same way, without expressing personal biases or prejudices 
· Since these are Kantian principles they reflect the Kantian value of respect for the dignity of persons

Ethical theory
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