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ETHICS

· Stems from the Greek word Ethikos which means "what should we do?"
· Two theories of ethics
· Consequentialism and Deontology
· Deontology
· Duty bound follows a strict code of right or wrong
· Kant 18th Century German referred to this as Kantian Ethics
· Come up with notions such as rights and principles that people have to follow
· Reason based system
· Kantian didn't want a system based on wants and gave the notion of rights
· Universal
· Consequentialism
· What do you do with consequences
· The end justifies the means
· Business focuses on the goals
· Utilitarianism
· The greatest happiness principle: focus on the goal that results in the most happiness
· Plato (4 BC)
· Popular theories that were around during Plato's time
· Do not steal, keep your word
· Virtue Ethics theory: sometimes it's right to do the wrong thing (i.e. Axe example)
· Emotion based system
 

Facts and Values

 

· Fact is when you say what the world IS (Is/ ought fallacy)
· Ethics and values is saying  even if things are this way, it could be better
· Hume 18th Century Scottish
· Aesthetics: art, beauty
 

Amoral VS Immoral

 

· People believe business is Amoral
 

· Ethics and Law are not the same
· Golden rule: treat others as you would like to be treated
· Problems with this rule: Eye for an Eye, treating other people nicely does not mean you will be treated the same way, feelings are involved (rooted in fear)
· Ethics isn't about whether you can or can't do something, but whether you should or should not do
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Two Ethical Theories

 

· Consequentialism
· The belief that it is the consequences of an action that matter; believes in WANTS; the end justifies the means
· Business tends to be consequentialist
 

· John S. Mill Reading (wrote the book "Utilitarianism")
· Said that if you had the choice, you'd rather be an unhappy human than a happy pig
· Said that we have some pleasures that are more important than the base animal; quality is more important than quantity; Human Dignity
· Ex. The ability to reason
· You are to be a benevolent（仁慈的） observer: try and create the greatest number of happiness, even if you have to suffer for it
· Self-interest is not the same as selfishness; Mill is talking about selflessness
· Referred to as an Act Utilitarian
· It is all based on action, the goal is happiness and the end justifies the means (i.e. Robin Hood)
 

· Epicurus 3th BC, Greek
· What is life all about?
· Decided that there is something good in life. He believes that happiness is the reason for living, something we strive for. "Removal of pain"
· Based on a notion of self-interest
· There are 3 things to be happy: 
· Friends

· Only what you need

· The ability to think

· Was the first hippie
 

Hedonism: seek the basic pleasures in life

 

· Jeremy Benjamin 18th Century, English
· Pain/ Pleasure Principle: All living things seek pleasure, and try to avoid pain
· Utilitarian Principle: the good is the greatest happiness for the greatest number; democratic element (only deal with the majority)
 

· Adam Smith
· The greatest good comes when everyone is seeking their own self-interest
· Empiricist: down to earth; happiness is NOT an abstract concept
· Pg. 97 Whatever makes you happy is good in itself; happiness is an end in itself; all types of happiness are all equally good unless it conflicts with the utilitarian principle
 

· Dosteovsky
· Crime and punishment
· There is one rich miser in a poverty filled area. Is it right to kill the miser and spread the wealth? Does the end justify the means?
· Rascalnokov
 

· John Rawls 20th century American
· Non-utilitarian
· Ruler Utilitarianism: must take into account the unwritten rules (morals) before taking an action that creates the greatest number of good for the greatest number of people (i.e. Do not kill people)
· Punishment theory
· Justice - when the punishment occurs
· Utilitarian - not punishing because it is for the better of the majority of society
 

· Peter Singer 20th-21st Century, American
· Argues that we have certain obligations to others; 
· Consider the absolute poor as well as those with an excess of wealth; if you have an excess, then you are obligated to give whatever excess you have to the poor
· So long as we are not compromising anything with moral significance, we should do it
· Implications: sometimes it is not possible to help everyone
 

Triage - help the people that need the help before those who will live and those who are going to die regardless

 

RIGHTS

 

· Exist whether you want them or not
 

· Immanuel Kant 18th Century, German
· Hated consequentialism; does not believe that sometimes its good to do evil
· What does it mean to be moral?
· Morality can only exist when reason (which allows us to think about what we are going to do) and free will (the ability to be able to carry them out) work together. The result is Good will
· When you form an ethical decision, it must be true EVERYWHERE and not just for you; like a mathematical equation
· Imperative is a command; two types
· Hypothetical - and inductive word; only based on probabilities; consequentialism
· Categorical - a logic word used in deduction;
· Act on those personal decisions (maxims) as if they could become universal laws; 
· It is the means and the goal at the same time; 
· All people must be seen as ends in themselves, never as means
· Not about good, but about GOOD and EVIL
· Implication: doing the RIGHT thing is not always the best thing (ex. Lying is wrong, if someone is hiding from a murderer and the murderer asks you where the person is, according to Kant, you have to say where they are)
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Egoism

Self interest/selfishness

Psychological egoism; Human beings are had wired to seek our own self interest

Ethical egoism; should seek self interest regardless of your personality

Plato 4th C BC Greek
Socrates- The Republic book 2

Ultimate argument for selfishness/evil-The myth of Gyges

Three people involved; Socrates, Glaucon and Ademantus both students of Socrates

The myth of gyges-A guy who finds a ring and can become invisible, if you could make yourself invisible you would do anything you wanted. No fear of punishment.

Remove the fear of punishment and people will do whatever they want.

Given a ring to a good person they eventually become evil because they have no consequences.

Ademantus- it’s better for an evil man to appear good then a good man to appear evil. 

The only reason we are good is because we want to appear that way.

Innate goodness and the appearance of goodness

Best life is to secretly be evil but appear to be good

Dont we secretly admire the bad person who got away with something instead of the good person who is suffering?

You have a choice between being a good person who is unsuccessful or the bad person who is successful?

We don’t know that there is a god

Only the frightened and weak decide to be good

Argument for selfishness

Socretes says: that this idea is wrong

Both the individual and society should be just

Naturalism ethics; a dog will be friendly to who it knows and unfriendly to those who it doesn’t

We are naturally nice to those who are close to us

Enlightenment
Scotland didn’t have anything to give to the world and watched as France and England were making money through trade.

So Scotland decided to take over the panama canal to charge ships going thru a tariff so they bankrupted their country to move over there but once they got there they all died due to diseases and natives.

Many philosophers from Scotland came from this such as David Hume, Adam Smith and Francis Hutchinson. They wondered what went wrong that we lost our country; there must be something wrong with our Country and their moral or mentality since they failed. 

They decided people need a strong hand, fear the government, fear god, etc.

Humans have a natural sympathy

People are nice because of this natural sympathy, some think this should be empathy but that’s a hazy discretion

This sympathy has limits, space and time

We behave nice to the things we are closest to us 

We should be just because we work better that way in a just society, this is countered though because of all that is accomplished in countries experiencing chaos, and this is the same for business

James Rachels 20th C American

Argues that just because you are doing something for somebody it doesn’t mean you’re doing it for self interest

No one holds us to promises it is in others interest that we keep them therefore we are not all about self interest 

There is a distinction between self interest and selfishness, people sometimes help people and they want to feel good about themselves but that’s not the reason they help out that is just an added benefit. Therefore self egoism is flawed

Also people mix up self interest and seeking pleasure

For ethical egoism he believes there is no argument against it, you can’t logically tell people to care about others.  The only way you can convince someone to care about others is to instil laws or psychiatric help. But the true ethical egoists don’t really exist, everyone cares about a select amount of people, those who do not are not truly human.

Virtue Ethics

Not about the right way to act but being a good person

Plato and Socrates Four Chief Virtues

Wisdom-all I know is I know nothing, a wise person understands knowledge is a process 

Justice- when the individual and the state have the other 3 virtues working together

Fortitude-moral courage, know what’s right to do and face tough things to do it 

Temperaments- tolerance

Aristotle 4th C BC Greek

Consequentialist- the only reason you should be a good person is because there is a goal

Human Flourishing; human good is thru virtuous activity, you can only have this if you are a virtuous person

Describes the virtues you should have in two ways;

Intellectual virtues-which include wisdom, they can be taught 

Moral Virtues- cannot be taught, can only be learned thru life experience

Ex. An artist becomes an artist thru practice, moral virtues are the same in which they have to be practiced.

Golden Mean- always seeking the middle ground between two vices (ex.  Being a coward and being courageous, you want to be right in the middle)

Robert Loudon 20th C American

Argument against virtue ethics

Only thinks about long term

No real rules, just be virtuous

People are not perfect

We don’t know if people are truly good or bad, if they are virtuous

Virtue ethics portray a utopian world where everyone believes in the same virtues across all cultures everywhere

No guarantee that by doing the most virtuous thing you will do the right thing

Final exam/essay

Take home final essay exam

11 ethical business situations- just one of them

6 pages- double spaced, 12 point font

No footnotes or bibliography just refer to writings

Given title page, must be handed in with essay

Worth 60%

Consequentialism: The belief that it’s the consequences of an action that matter.

John S. Mill 19th C English – Utilitarianism

Self interest is not the same thing as selfishness

Selflessness

Empiricist- down to earth, knowledge comes from world experience

Happiness is not an abstract concept

If something makes you happy then you are already there

Whatever makes you happy is good in itself (the love of money, fame, power,) 

Only time this becomes a problem is if it conflicts the greatest good for the greatest number.

Act utilitarian- utilitarian based on action, who believes anything can be done to achieve the greatest good, by any means necessary.

Epicurus 3rd C BC Greek. 

The meaning of life is happiness......Removal of pain

There must be something in life that makes us happy. 

Self Interest

Three ways to be happy

1Friends

2Only what you need 

3The ability to think

Lived in the “garden” with his friends

Hedonism-Purely seeking pleasures of life. Not what Epicurus stood for.

Jeremy Bentham 18th C English.

Basis of life/ethics is the pain pleasure principle.

All living things seek pleasure and avoid pain.

Utilitarian Principle, if the good is happiness what is the greatest happiness? The good is the greatest happiness for the greatest number.

Democratic, looks for what will make the most people happy.

Believes animals feel the same way as humans. 

Criticized by Mill for demoting humans to animals and those who choose to see it this way have no human dignity. 

Create as much happiness even if that means causing pain for you.

Adam Smith

The greatest good comes when everyone seeks their own self interest.

The end justifies the means.-Criticism of utilitarianism because by this justification anything can be done to ensure that the greatest number of people is happy.

No such thing as individual right.

John Rawls 20th C American

Argued type of utilitarianism that could do something

Rule utilitarian-someone who believes that when people act in a society they can’t do that unless a majority hasn’t already made a set of rules 

Ex. Promises under act utilitarianism they have no meaning because as long as your doing the greatest good it doesn’t matter so a rule utilitarian wants to say they can only have meaning if there’s already a set of rules in place.

Peter Singer 21st C American 

If you let the poor to die of hunger isn’t that the same as murdering them?

What obligations do we have? 

As someone with excess things we should give it away to the absolute poor based on the theory of consequentialism to create the greatest good

As long as we aren’t compromising anything of moral significance there’s no reason not to give to the poor.

Help those who help themselves.

Rights: things that exist whether you want them or not

Immanuel Kant 18th C German

Hated consequencialism because he believed you could do whatever you wanted to achieve the greatest good without regard to right or wrong.

Morality, reason and free will

Without reason we would be animals, with no values of right and wrong

We have a duty based on reason and free will to act in a certain way-Good Will

Morality comes thru reason

Rules of logic, a universally true formula for everyone everywhere, logic based on universal principles

Imperatives, a command to behave in a certain way, hypothetical and categorical

Categorical is deductive, conclusion based on truth of premises

Hypothetical is inductive, essentially consequentialism, not what he believed in

Categorical imperatives; act on your on your own personal decisions as if they could become universal laws, logically speaking

All people must be seen as ends in themselves, never as means.

By following the categorical imperative you will always do the right thing 

Problem with Kant is that by his logic you must do what is right at all times, aka can’t lie to a killer looking for a victim if he asks you where the victim is.

October 12, 2010
Ethical Relativism

Divine Command Theory

· You get your morals from origins, such as the bible or other religious theory. God’s word.

· Plato Euthyphoe– what is the good? What do we mean when we say something is good.

· If the good is just what god said it is, then it could be evil and god just switched it up.

· Might is Right
· If good is a quality, and that why god says it’s good. That makes him/it better.

· Both Plato and Socrates believed in their gods, they just put philosophy first.

· Moral dilemma, is either reason comes first or faith in God
· Kant – was very religious, but he didn’t like divine command theory. 

· Goes back to Spinoza (17th century, Dutch) – said reason came first

· Prophets –speak direct word of god, have the correct skills to bring about the message god wants. Spinoza did not agree, god does not make puppets.

· Skill = mind, use of reason and imagination.

· Spinoza said no matter what there’s some translation, messenger to the prophet. Hermes in Olympus days spoke to those for the gods.

· Spinoza just wanted you to think about what they say, use your own mind. 

· Kant – morality, free will, these are how you will come to understand god.

Justice

· Fair

· Equality

· Everyone deserves their dues, get what they deserve.

· If they do not, that’s injustice. But how can you tell what people do deserve?

· Aristotle- consequentualist and virtue ethics. People get what they deserve for their function. 

· Saw society as needing a king and slaves, and when done in balance. They are equal in their differences

· Karl Marx – “From each to his ability, to each his need”

· Egalitarianism – did not say people were equal.

· Equal value – ignore the differences, that’s where you get equal value

· Lady justice – sword in left, scale in right. Blindfold, people are treated equal
· Rawls 21st century american – “the veil of ignorance” if we have a real concept such as ‘fairness’ then it must be done in the most just and fair environment. 

· “Baby in heaven” you would create or be born into a world that is equal and fair.

· Counter-argument – risk. Humans might take risk and create less and more fortunate areas. Not only in rights but in distribution of goods.

· Rawls would say if there was a position with more power, than it would be needed for society to function.

· Robert Nozuk (spelling?) – right of entitlement

· How can you have a just society if people cannot have what they do/create. One works hard, other does not. IF they screw it up, that’s on them. You can choose to give to charity, but do not force equal distribution of goods.

· In-egalitarianism – look at the facts, people are different, and therefore deserve different lives.

· James Dwyer – all members of society, even those illegal, should receive the benefits of society. 

· Only reason they are here is because we support them (poorer jobs)

· If you fix society they would not be there because there would be no spot.

Ethical Moral Relativism

· There is no single true morality, rather a wide spectrum of possible moralities

· IS there such a thing as right and wrong everywhere? An absolute right/wrong

· William summone (get it) he’s an anthropologist 19 century American 
· People form standards/traditions and they exist because they work.

· This becomes the issue of right and wrong

· There can’t be universal right/wrong, it all depends on the place. Depending on the place, they’re all good. Just because of the fact that they work.

· He just looks at people and how they interact, he simply talks about the facts.

· Ethics to him is an illusion, based on our desire to have a right/wrong

· Universal standard is what sought in ethics, a relativist denies this.

· William Shaw

· 3 things against relativism

· Naturalism – we all naturally feel pain/pleasure, so there must be universal standards

· Is/ought problem, talking about facts not feelings. 

· Intuitionism – there’s no theory, you just have intuition to whats right/wrong.

· Emotiuism  (don’t know if this is correct spelling)– based on feelings, no moral judgement is taking place.
· Relativists would like it because you don’t judge
· Goes to Kant’s argument
· Agree with rational principles, certain things are wrongs, certain things are right.
· Look for reasons for our actions
· Morals are based on social interactions, are through them we conform to a universal standard
· Joseph Fins 
· Bioethics
· The right to die argument
· It’s not ethical to hold someone terminally ill to a standard of how they should die, they are their own person and should be able to make their own choice. Disregarding our moral standards
· Robort Dovorbin
-Paradox 

-All cultures have a right to their own ethical outlook ( no moral universals)
Egoism

· Whether people should have self interest or selfishness

· Kant is definitely into selfishness

· James Racheles sepereates self-interest from selfishness really well

· Psychological Egoist – you believe humans by nature are selfish, way you are

· Ethical Egoist - Doesn’t matter what you’re psychologically like, you should do it anyways, way you should be

· Plato – 4th BC Greek

· Socrates is always the star of his writing, he was the teacher of Plato.

· Republic book #2 – ultimate argument for selfishness, the myth of Gyges.

· 3 ppl involved, Socrates, Glaucom, Ademantus. Both students of Socrates. Socrates likes justice, and the two others give him a challenge.

· If you believe in justice, we think; a guy discovers a ring that can make him invisible. If you could make yourself invisible, you would do anything you wanted because you had no fear (of punishment). Even the gods cannot see you.

· People are only good due to fear of punishment

· Suppose both the good and bad person get the ring, eventually the good person will turn “bad”

· Ademantus – it’s better for an evil man to appear good than it is for a good person to appear evil.

· Do evil, but appear to be good.

· Innate Goodness, and the appearance of goodness.

· Best life is to be secretly evil, but appear to be good.

· We admire those who can bend the rules and succeed. Secretly we wish we were more like them.

· They argue selfishness

· But won’t god punish me? Ade says well we don’t know there is a god.

· It’s still the good thing to do though.

· Only the frightened and the weak stay good.

· So what does Socrates do? What will he say?

· Why take advantage of society? Whats best is for everybody.

· WHAT HE SAID

· You are sooooo wrong

· Justice is an innate thing that one should have for themselves

· Both the individual and society should be just.

· Social Contract – get together for mutual benefit, we have laws or rules in which you must  live by to be in society

· Do not kill

· Do not steal

· Etc...Justice.

· Naturalism in Ethics – a dog will be friendly and be angry to who he doesn’t know. This isn’t about punishment, we behave based on familiarity, we’re naturally nice. It’s just what you know and what you don’t. You fear what you don’t know.

· Enlightenment
· Scots yeah scottland

· They didn’t have much during this age, and they saw the world making so much, they were ticked and wanted to get theirs.

· they decided to take over the central of the world bottom of North and top of south America. Thought itd be a good idea so people had to come through their land to travel less. Too bad they bankrupted during this plan

· they died by natives and tropical disease, this forced them to join the English world, and no longer are independent.

· David hume, Adam smith two notable scot philosophers. What the hell went wrong? We lost our country. Must be something fundamentally wrong with Scottish moral or mentality since they failed. Also franis hitchmen? Look that fucking name up. 

· Decided people need a strong hand, fear the government, fear god, what was wrong is people had no free will.

· Humans have a natural sympathy, mothers love their babies.

· People are nice because of this natural sympathy, some think this should be empathy, but that’s a hazy discretion.

· This sympathy has limits, this limit is space and time.
· we behave nice to those things we are closest to.
· Movie Clip

· Why kill people? Because its a random life, if i offered you 100 000 dollas to kill one little dot (a person) would you?

· James Rachels 20th century American
· Just because you do something for someone, not for sure self interest

· Maybe the reason we won’t make a promise, is because we don’t want to break it

· Self interest/selfishness

· Someone does a good deed because it makes you feel good, but that proves it’s not selfishness, that’s just partial self interest.

· You save that drowning child not to feel good, but rather to save their life.
· Self interest = self pleasure. SMOKING actually they don’t equal.
· ALL Psychological egoism
· Now ethical egoism – you should be selfish, no logical argument against it.
· If you’re truly that person that does not care, all we can do is make laws to prevent it. If the true ethical egoist exists, it has to be rare as fuck. It doesn’t really exist. Very few people that cares for no one, would you kill yo momma for 5 bucks? NOPE...well, ok no.
