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Vice-Chancellor's Message

The Distance Learning Centre is building on a sthdlition of over two decades of service
the provision of External Studies Programme and Bastance Learning Education Nigeria
and beyond. The Distance Learning mode to whichargecommitted is providing access
many deserving Nigerians in having access to higlercation especially those who by
nature of their engagement do not have the luxdryuth time educalon. Recently, it is
contributing in no small measure to providing pader teeming Nigerian youths who for ¢
reason or the other could not get admission irdactimventional universitie

These course materials have been written by wripegially rained in ODL course deliver
The writers have made great efforts to provideaigéte information, knowledge and skills
the different disciplines and ensure that the nieteare usefriendly.

In addition to provision of course materials innprand eformat, a lot of Informatiol
Technology input has also gone into the deploynoémourse materials. Most of them can
downloaded from the DLC website and are availableaudio format which you can al
download into your mobile phones, IPod, Mamong other devices to allow you listen to
audio study sessions. Some of the study sessioerialathave been scripted and are b
broadcast on the university’s Diamond Radio FM 1pWhile others have been delivered
captured in audieisual farmat in a classroom environment for use by ouresttal Detaile
information on availability and access is available the website. We will continue in ¢
efforts to provide and review course materialsoiar course:

However, for you to take advant: of these formats, you will need to improve on yar.
skills and develop requisite distance learning @aelt It is well known that, for efficient ai
effective provision of Distance learning educati@vailability of appropriate and releve
course materials is sine qua no. So also, is the availability of multiple plat forfor the
convenience of our students. It is in fulfillmerittbis, that series of course materials are b
written to enable our students study at their oacepand conveniee.

It is our hope that you will put these course matsito the best us

Prof. Isaac Adewole

Vice-Chancellor



Foreword

As part of its vision of providing education ftiiberty and Development” for Nigerians and
the International Community, the University of llaag Distance Learning Centre has recently
embarked on a vigorous repositioning agenda whiote@d at embracing a holistic and all
encompassing approach to the delivery of its Opistance Learning (ODL) programmes.
Thus we are committed to global best practicesigtadce learning provision. Apart from
providing an efficient administrative and acadesupport for our students, we are committed
to providing educational resource materials forake of our students. We are convinced that,
without an up-to-date, learner-friendly and diswtgarning compliant course materials, there
cannot be any basis to lay claim to being a provafedistance learning education. Indeed,
availability of appropriate course materials in tipé formats is the hub of any distance
learning provision worldwide.

In view of the above, we are vigorously pursuingaasnatter of priority, the provision of
credible, learner-friendly and interactive courssenals for all our courses. We commissioned
the authoring of, and review of course materialte@ams of experts and their outputs were
subjected to rigorous peer review to ensure standBhe approach not only emphasizes
cognitive knowledge, but also skills and humane@salwhich are at the core of education, even
in an ICT age.

The development of the materials which is on-gaatgp had input from experienced editors
and illustrators who have ensured that they arerate, current and learner-friendly. They are
specially written with distance learners in minchisl is very important because, distance
learning involves non-residential students who coften feel isolated from the community of
learners.

It is important to note that, for a distance learimeexcel there is the need to source and read
relevant materials apart from this course matefiberefore, adequate supplementary reading
materials as well as other information sourcesaggested in the course materials.

Apart from the responsibility for you to read tlusurse material with others, you are also
advised to seek assistance from your course foilid especially academic advisors during
your study even before the interactive session lwrhidoy design for revision. Your academic
advisors will assist you using convenient technglowluding Google Hang Out, You Tube,
Talk Fusion, etc. but you have to take advantagth@de. It is also going to be of immense
advantage if you complete assignments as at whersduwas to have necessary feedbacks as a
guide.

The implication of the above is that, a distarezher has a responsibility to develop requisite
distance learning culture which includes diligent alisciplined self-study, seeking available
administrative and academic support and acquisitibbasic information technology skills.
This is why you are encouraged to develop your edewpskills by availing yourself the
opportunity of training that the Centre’s providelgut these into use.



In conclusion, it is envisaged that the course nmatewould also be useful for the regular
students of tertiary institutions in Nigeria whe daced with a dearth of high quality textbooks.
We are therefore, delighted to present these titldmoth our distance learning students and the
university’s regular students. We are confideat the materials will be an invaluable resource
to all.

We would like to thank all our authors, reviewersl roduction staff for the high quality of
work.

Best wishes.

@A—mﬁi

Professor Bayo Okunade
Director
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About this course manual

About this course manual

Introduction to Ethics PHI203 has been producetdbiyersity of Ibadan
Distance Learning Centre. All course manuals predury University of
Ibadan Distance Learning Centreare structuredarsétme way, as
outlined below.

How this course manual is

structured

The course overview

The course overview gives you a general introduactio the course.
Information contained in the course overview wélhyou determine:

= If the course is suitable for you.

* What you will already need to know.

» What you can expect from the course.

= How much time you will need to invest to complédte tourse.
The overview also provides guidance on:

= Study skills.

= Where to get help.

= Course assignments and assessments.

= Margin icons.

We strongly recommend that you read the overveanefully before
starting your study.

The course content

The course is broken down into Study Sessions. E3iddy Session
comprises:

= An introduction to the Study Session content.

= Study Session outcomes.

= Core content of the Study Session with a varietyafning activities.
» A Study Session summary.

= Assignments and/or assessments, as applicable.

= Bibliography
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Your comments

After completing Introduction to Ethics we wouldpsgeciate it if you
would take a few moments to give us your feedbackmy aspect of this

course. Your feedback might include comments on:

Your constructive feedback will help us to improaed enhance this

Course content and structure.

Course reading materials and resources.

Course assignments.

Course assessments.

Course duration.

Course support (assigned tutors, technical hetp), et

course.



Course Overview

Course Overview

Welcome to Introduction to
Ethics PHI203

Traditionally,ethicsusually asks questions about good and bad conc
about rightness and wrongness of actions and dismug a virtuous or
bad person. In recenmes, however, the scope of ethics has |
broadened. Ethics now raises questions about otal mbligations to th
environment; whether what is moral is viewed thmeavay by men an
women; the right way to act in businesses and psifes; what shou
be our way of relating with those who are termindl] how we shoulc
handle the social-different ones like lesbians and gays; and so r
other questions about our contemporary wc

Course outcomes

Upon completion olntroduction to Ethics PHI20§0u will be able tc

= explain the meaning of the word “ethics”.
= justify the need to be morally upright.
= analyse meta-ethical concepts.
= analyse feminist moral theory.
Outcomes = justify the importance of ethical utilitarianism.

Timeframe

This is a 15 week course. It requires a formalystiude of 45 hours. Th
formal study times are scheduled around onlineudisions / chats wit
your course facilitator / academic advito facilitate your learning
Kindly see course calendar on your course websitedheduled date
You will still require independent/personal studwye particularly ir
studying your course materiz

How long?
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How to be successful in this

course

As an operand distance learner your approach to learningbei
different to that from your school days, where yxaual onsite educatio
You will now choose what you want to study, youl\wdve profession:
and/or personal motivation for doing so and you mibs likely be
fitting your study activities around other professl or domesti
responsibilities

Essentially you will be taking control of your le@trg environment. As
consequence, you will need to consider performastes related 1
time managemer goal setting, stress management, etc. Perhaps ijilc
also need to reacquaint yourself in areas sucBsagy/gplanning, copin
with exams and using the web as a learning rest

We recommend that you take time —before starting your se
study—to faniliarize yourself with these issues. There are miper of
excellent resources on the web. A few suggestéd hine

= http://www.dlc.ui.edu.ng/resources/studyskill.

This is a resource ofe UIDLC pilot course module. You will fin
sections on building study skills, time schedulibgsic concentratic
techniques, control of the study environment, nakéng, how to rea
essays for analysis and memory skills (“remembéyi

= http://www.ivywise.com/newsletter marchl3 how tdf study.htn

This site provides how to master «studying, with bias to emergir
technologies

= http://www.howtostudy.org/resources.|

Another “How to study” web site with useful links time
management, efficient reading, questioning/listgfehserving skills
getting the most out of doing (“hds-on” learning), memory building
tips for staying motivated, developing a learnitay

The above links are our suggestions to start yoyooin way. At the time
of writing these web links were active. If you wantiook for more, go t

www.google.cor and type “self-study basics”, “sadfudy tips”, “self-
study skills” or similar phrase
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Need help?

&

Help

As earlier noted, this course manual complemerdssapplement
PHI20%at Ul Mobile Class as an online course, which isdded at
www.dlc.ui.edu.ng/m

You may contact any of the following units for infieation, learning
resources and library servic

Distance LearningCentre (DLC) Head Office

University of Ibadan, Niger Morohundiya Complexibadan-

Tel: (+234) 08077593551 — 55 llorin Expresswa, Idi-Ose,

(Student Support Officer: Ibadan.

Email: ssu@dlc.ui.edu.ng

Information Centre Lagos Office

20 Awolowo Road, Bodiji Speedwriting House, No. !

Ibadan Ajanaku Street, Off Salvatic
Bus Stop, Awuse Estate, Ope
Ikeja, Lagos

For technical issues (computer problems, web acaesisetcetera
please visitwww.learnersupport.dic.ui.edu.mar live support; or sen
mail to webmaster@dlc.ui.edu.

Academic Support

N\

Help

A course facilitator is commissioned for this caurgou have also bet
assigned an iademic advisor to provide learning support. Thetaas of
your course facilitator and academic advisor fig tourse are availab
at the course website: www.dlc.ui.edu.ng

Activities

Activities

This manual features “Activities,” which mayresent material that
NOT extensively covered in the Study Sessidvhen completing the:
activities, you will demonstrate your understandifidpasic material (b
answering questions) bae you learn more advanced cons. You will
be provided wittanswers to every activity question. Therefore, \
emphasis when waing the activities should be on understanding
answers. It is more important that you understahg every answer i
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correct

Assignment

This manual also comes with tutor marked assignments AJT
Assignments are expected to be tu-in on course website. You m
also riceive TMAs as part of online class activiti€sedbacks to TMAs
will be provided by your tutorin not more than -week expected

duratior.

Assignment - . L
Schedule dates for submitting assignments and ergagcourse / clas
activities is available on the course wite. Kindly visit your coursi
website often for update

Assessments
There are two basic forms (self assessment in this coursin-text
’ questions (ITQs) anself assessment questions (SAQs). Feedbacks

ITQs are placed immediately after the questiondlenthe feedbacks 1
SAQs are at tF back of manual.

Assessments

Bibliography

. For those interested in learning r on this subjectwe provide you witt
I a list of additional resourctat the end of thisourse manu; these may
be books, articles or websit

Reading
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Getting around this course manual

Margin icons

While working through thiscourse manual you Winotice the frequent
use ofmargin icons. These icons serve'sgnpost” a particular piece «
text, a new task or change in activity; they hagerbincluded to help yc
to find your way around thicourse manual.

A complete icon set is shown low. We suggest that you familiari
yourself with the icons and their meaning befoegtstg your stud

=

Activity Assessment Assignment Case study
Discussion Group Activity Help Outcomes
L I
Note Reflection Reading Study skills
i, Q
Summary Terminology Time Tip




Study Session 1 What is Ethics?

Study Session 1

What is Ethics?

Introduction

In this Study Sessiowe will explore the meaning ethics, as an aspect
of philosoph. We will also discuss the sulivisions of ethic; and the
views of earlyphilosophers on ethics.

Learning Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldlegeta:

1.1 define anduse correctly the term “ethics”.
1.2discuss the views of Socrates, Plaaod Aristotle on ethics.

Outcomes

1.1 The Subject Matter of Ethics

Whenever we are worried or concerned with providingausible reasc
rather than just any basis for our moral decisiaves,are doing ethic:
although in a rudimentary way. Put simply, therefathics is the brant
of philosophy that studies t nature, origin, structure and justification
moral conduct:

Ethics concerns itself Ethics or moral philosophy concerns systematic, criticalnscious an
rigorous reflections on the moral values that pedple by. Issues ar
events of everyday life require that people makeatecisions and pa
moral judgments on people’s actions, as well as tven conducts fron
time to time. For example, it is on said that “he was not supposec
behave that way”; “it is wrong to tell lie”; “it igood to help the needy
“abortion is evil”, and so on. When we try to jdgtour preference fc
these and other rules that steer the way or mahaepeople beha\ we
are doing an ethics of some sort, although thatotsall we mean b
ethics.

systematic, critical,
conscious and rigorous
reflections on the moral

values that people live by

As human beings, we cannot ignore the issue of lihof@ecause wi
cannot but live in societies. Peaceful and harmsiac-existence,
however, demands that our actions guided by some codes of cond
which are not necessarily coercive. Those codesmfucts are what w
refer to as morality. The subject matter of etligcenorality. And it is ir
this respect that it is different from other mairanches of philosopr
like epistemology, metaphysics and lo

Ethics, however, like other branches of philosommploys the tools ¢
philosophy like conceptual analysis (an explanatioh the idea)
comparative analysis (a comparison of different amdilar ideas) an
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Hint

critical analysis (an evaluation of the idea atdjaio study the origin,
nature, types, structures, principles of judgmertt the justifications of
the codes of conducts that guide our moral dedsiand judgments.
Hence, while ethics differs from other main brarxcbéphilosophy in its
subject matter, it is similar to them in terms & tmethods of enquiry
which it uses.

On the other hand, it is very important to studg ttature of morality
because people can easily become emotional ab®ussbe of morality
to the tragic extent of maiming or killing thoseyhconsider immoral. An
example is the various instances of massacre imahidern part of the
country in recent times.

ITQ

Question
0 What are the tools of philosophy that ethics employ

Feedback
» Ethics employ philosophical tools such as critit@hking or
analysis, conceptual clarification or analysis, aodnparative
analysis.

Basically, ethics can be divided into three maianiches. The three
branches are:meta-ethics normative ethics and applied ethics
However, recent studies of ethics adopt some qtbespectives to the
study of the subject. Among the more recent vieWsthics we have
professional ethics, business ethics, environmeattats, psychological
approach to ethics, and so on.

We will discuss the branches of ethics in Study Session Three.

Generally, ethics involves a critical evaluation thfe standards of
morality that we hold. Ethics condemns standardat thre life-
threatening, or when they endanger or make diffibulman well-being
or human existence. On the other hand, ethics eages those actions or
codes of conduct that promote virtues of patriotisairness, honesty,
kindness and other virtues which uphold human-ixeithg.

In a bid to understand ethics which is our subjeatter in the whole of

this course properly, it is important to see whame of the past
philosophers have said about what is morally rigid what is morally
wrong. Different philosophers for ages have vievegdics in different
ways. Therefore, we will take a look at some oftsphilosophers in
order to have better understand what ethics really

ITQ

Question
o Match the branches of ethics with their respectigénitions in
the table below:
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The study of ethical action
A branch of analytic philosophy that
explores the status, foundations, and
scope of moral values, properties, and
words.
The branch of ethics which consists |of
Il the analysis of specific, controversjal
moral issues

Feedback
I. normative ethics, meta-ethics, and applied sthic

1.2 Socrates, Plato and Aristotle on Ethics

Eudemonism An ethical
doctrine that
characterizes the value of

life in terms of happiness

Socrates was an ancient philosopher who lived e dity of Athens
around 469-399 BC. He has the reputation of bropgihilosophy down
to the earth from heaven. The reason for this iglypdahat other
philosophers that lived before Socrates were owlycerned with the
nature of the physical world or the universe. Sesawas the first
philosopher to have concerned himself with the tioe®f living a good
life.

Socrates lived at a time when a group of philosoph@own as the
sophists were teaching the Athenian youths cettaigs which did not
promote the course of morality. Socrates came @amdbat this time and
helped to correct the wrong teachings of the Séph&ocrates claimed
that all he knew was that he knew nothing, but tikat his mother, he
was a mid-wife who could help people give birththe knowledge in
them. He did this through a method known as thé&edia method, by
which he asked questions until he helped his redgmus arrive at true
knowledge.

Plato was also another ancient philosopher. He wwas/ounger
contemporary as well as the disciple of SocrateseSSocrates left no
writing, and since Plato, in all his writings knowas Plato’s dialogues,
used Socrates as his spokesman, it is difficuladwally know where
Socrates’ ideas end and where Plato’s begin. W wikethe foregoing, it
is difficult to separate the ethical ideas of Stesaand Plato.

Meanwhile, both Socrates and Plato hold that thexists an affinity
between self-knowledge and virtue or the good IHence, there is a
popular saying of Socrates that “man, know thyseFor the two
philosophers, therefore, it is impossible to bevideolgeable and still do
wrong at the same time. In other words, both Sesrahd Plato are of the
opinion that at the basis of every form of wrongdpis ignorance.

The opinion of Socrates and Plato that knowledgedeo virtue is also
closely related to the theory of morality known esdemonism
According to eudemonism, which is from the Greekdv@udemonia’
(happiness), a good action is that which bringgphmegss. Going by this
idea, Socrates and Plato are of the opinion thigtarirtuous person can

11
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be truly happy.

It is important however to point out that contréoythe position if both
Socrates and Plato, vice does not always resuts fgnorance. Put
differently, one can easily criticize Socrates #tdto’s ethical idea by
pointing out that there are so many people who ktt@atwhat they do is
wrong and yet still go ahead to perform such aimacDoes it mean that
a murderer does not know that it is wrong to lélfen when he himself
does not want to die? The answer of Socrates atd Rl this, going by
their second idea, is that if a wrongdoer knew thatdoing wrong he
would not be trulyhappy, he would not do wrong. In essence, Socrates
and Plato see good moral conduct or a good aatidgerims of an action
that stems from knowledge or self-realization antheasured in terms of
true happiness.

Socrates displayed an example of what he beliemedni so many
occasions in his life. In the first place, as adsol he exhibited bravery
and courage. Also, he showed tenacity and commitnrerrigorous

thinking, which enabled him to attain such a lewélimportance in

philosophy. Lastly, when he was advised to escapa Athens, when he
was about to be executed for the offence of immety inciting the youth
against the Athenian society of his times Socratfased to do so
because that was clearly against his philosophy.

Aristotle was also another ancient philosopher. Wa&s a younger
contemporary and a pupil of Plato in his school vnoas ‘The
Academy’. However, many of his ideas are distimotrf Plato’s, and his
ethics is one of such important distinct ideassttie’s renowned work
on ethics is known as thidichomachean Ethicd his work was named
after Nicomachus, who was Avristotle’'s father, heseaof the influence
of medicine which was his father’ profession andiamwhich Aristotle
was brought up and, which is evident in the ethidah discussed by
Aristotle.

Aristotle agrees with his master, Plato, that & Idf virtue brings
happiness. Happiness, in Aristotle’s view, is thvich is sought as an
end in itself and not as a means to another endhifRg happiness is the
ultimate good for man. It is that towards which ather intermediate
ends are directed. However, to become a personirtafey Aristotle

propounded his theory of the golden mean.

Aristotle’s aim in his work on the golden meandsaork out his idea of
moral virtue or excellence of character. Excelleméecharacter, for
Avristotle, is a choice which lies in a mean.

Aristotle explains that of emotions, feelings arddians, there are two
extremes, which are both bad and evil. On the amel lis excess, and on
the other hand is defect or deficiency, while somene between the two
lies the mean. The other two are vices, while, dméymean is a virtue.

Aristotle gives various examples of emotions antioas in relation to
their excesses, defects and the mean. An examplgisofs confidence.
According to him, rashness or foolhardiness isakeess; cowardice is
the defect, while courage is the mean. For anofben of action,

12
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prodigality is in the excess; meanness is a defauad, generosity is tt
mean

Aristotle also links his moral philosophy to his tagghyscal idea of
potentiality and actuality when he posits that@lih man is potentiall
virtuous, he does not automatically become virtuoRsther, mai
actually becomes virtuous by his constant choiceirdfious acts, whic
overtime makes it become hisbit. This, therefore, means that if c
constantly chooses the mean of every action andiemne is moving
towards the state of being virtuol

Lastly, it is important to note that Aristotle doast recommend th
same mean for everyone. Just like one eats in pfiopdo one’ size an
the nature of work one does to stay healthy, itigortant to determin
the mean of an action going by theculiarities of the action. |
Aristotle’s view, this although, is not discoverdmlough some ha-and-
fast mathematical rules, yet it is knowable all Hane. For Aristotle
therefore, we should as individuals, choose thenmelative to us

Study Session Summary

o7

In this Study Sessit, you learnt that ethics ithe aspect of philosopl
which studies morality. It attempts to mull ovee treasons behind tl
actions we consider morally good and reasons whioleg some actior
to be morally bad. Ethics does this by making uséhe methods c

Summary enquiry which are mployed in philosophy. Waoted thethree main
branchesof Ethicswhich are meta ethics, normative ethics and ap|
ethics.

Assessment
SAQ 1.1 (tests Learning Outcome 1.
e What is the concern of ethic
AQL.2 (tests L ing Out 1.
Assessment SAQ1.2 (tests Learning Outcome

Discuss the views of Socrates, Plato, and Aristmilethics

13
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Study Session 2

Introduction

Morality

In this Study Session, wwill look at what makes an issue a moral is¢
We will also look at some of the reasons why one needs to bal, and
problems with some of those reas.

Learning Outcomes

Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta

2.1describe moral issues
2.2 justify reasons to act morally.

2.1 Definition of Moral Issues

Moral Issues the
suggestion that we are
duty bound, expected,
obliged or required to do
what is morally good or
morally praiseworthy in
order to be acceptable to

other people:

Case

Study

14

The way we talk aboumoral issue! usually suggestshat we are duty
bound, expected, obliged or required to do whamaally good ol
morally praiseworthy in order to be acceptable tioep people. Apal
from the fact that we have been told to be mogditrfrom when we wer
growing up, many of us do ndbother to ask ourselves the import
ethical question of why we should be moral. A retiten on this questio
will require that we look at what makes an issueaal one, and in tF
same vein, this will also enable us to look at som@ortant reasonshy
we need to be mor

In the first place, it is necessary to determinatwhakes an action rigt
what makes an action wrong, and what makes annattidoe neithe
right nor wrong

Task: Consider the case below. What is your judgment on the issue and why
the reasons for holding such a view?

Teniola and Chinwe have been dating for a little more than four years now.
Teniola suddenly has just made it known to Chinwe that he is no longer
interested in the relationship. "It is difficult”, as confessed by Teniola, but it is
just what he has to do for reasons he is not willing to disclose to Bala, Ola,
Chukwura and Bako, who are all friends to Chinwe and Teniola. The problem
between the two began recently when Teniola started “behaving differently”,
according to Chinwe. However, after knowing the details behind the jilting, the
four friends do not seem to agree on whom to blame. Chinwe confesses that
Teniola started “behaving funny” after aborting the last pregnancy. According
to her, that was the fifth time he asked her to abort a pregnancy he was
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responsible. Meanwhile, luck was not on their side on this occasion, as the
doctor who helped to get rid of the pregnancy for which told them she would
never need an abortion again because she would never be able conceive. On his
part, Teniola tells them that as the only child of his parents, he cannot afford to
marry a woman who cannot have children. After the friends listened to the two
of them, this is what they have to say:

Bala: How on earth could Teniola be so mean and callous? Didn't he
know he was the only child of his parents when he got the lady
impregnated and told her to abort the pregnancy? Infact, | hate

him for that.

Ola: Well, as for me, | blame the two of them. They are both adults, and
therefore, should be held responsible for whatever decision they
take.

Chukwura: | think society is to blame for what has happened to Teniola and
Chinwe. The reason is because as undergraduate in a Nigerian
university, they are supposed to live more comfortably. If the
economic condition of society has not been so harsh, they would
have been able to support themselves and their unborn children.
Even if they opted for abortion, they would have been able to
afford a much better means of getting rid of the pregnancy.

Bako: I'm of the opinion that the girl and her parents are to blame for this
whole mess. She was supposed to object either to being slept with,
or to aborting the pregnancy. And as for her parents, they were
supposed to bring her up more properly, so that she can distinguish
between what is good for her and what is likely to harm her.

Remarks

The story above shows that a moral issue can generate a variety of reactions
and opinions from different people. The reason has to do with the unique
features of moral issues.

2.1.1 What makes an Issue a Moral Issue?

An issue is amoral issue if the reason why peoj@e vt differently is a
function of what they believe rather than what tpegfer. In considering
a moral issue, belief rather than preference daménd his is the reason
why even if two persons hold opposing views abtgt issue at hand,
their point of disagreement usually stems from rthieieconcilable
beliefs. For example, at a point in history, theogle of Calabar in
Nigeria were killing their twin children. They wemot doing this all
because they wanted to, felt like they should efgred to do it, but just
because of their belief that twins were evil. Windary Slessor came to
Africa and saw the people killing their twins, st@rected them from the
standpoint of her own belief and was successfidddressing the issue
because she corrected their beliefs.

An issue is a moral issue if the issue brings albowenerates a special
kind of feelings. Moral issues are those that etieitain kinds of feelings
and reactions from people. Such feelings and @astre different from,
but in some respects, similar to those elicitedstiyne other experiences
like religions, aesthetics, cognition, learning akmbwledge. In other

15
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words, moral issues are those that are capablersrgting such feelings
as feelings of justification, satisfaction and coemuation, or feelings of
shame, regrets, remorse and guilt.

Furthermore, a moral issue is that which invollespany cases, actions
that affect other people. In the course of ourratgons with people

around us, and now with the help of devises likebilrophones and
computers, even with people in far places, we apeaed to behave in
certain ways. The reason for this is that we negégdive in societies

and cannot live alone. Put differently, since husnare by nature, social
animals, certain issues necessarily come up asudt ref their social

interactions, which are moral issues

Lastly, moral issues are those that can potentmligven actually help or
hurt other people as well as ourselves. In otherdgomoral issues are
those issues that are not only capable of hurtaaple physically but can
also hurt them emotionally. For example, even audsthat seems to
concern only one person, take suicide as an exansfile ends up
affecting other people because family members aedds of someone
will mourn if the person takes her life.

Having examined the various features of moral issues important at
this point to look at the reasons why it is impotte be moral.

ITQ

Question
o Which of the following is a moral issue?
a) A man decides not to take his life seriously.
b) A man decides to steal from his neighbour.

Feedback

* The first is not a moral issue because it doessatisfy the
conditions for an issue to be called a moral isaide the
second is because it satisfies these conditionssel bonditions
are that the issue must generate a special kinfkading, it
affects others or can even hurt them in any wag,ibagenerates
different positions as regards it. These conditiar@snot met by
the first issue.

2.2 Why should | be Moral?

16

There are many reasons usually given why one nigetle moral. The
reasons include:

The Divine Command Reason

One important reason commonly given why we needdwomorally is
that which argues that in order for us to please,Gee must do what
God commands. Meanwhile, for many adherents of plisition, it is
held that what God commands is that we shouldrasuch a way that
other human beings are shown kindness and nottiomatly hurt or
destroyed. Furthermore, it is stated, as a meansupporting this
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position, that God will reward those who act ineliwith his directives
and that he will punish those who go against wieatdmmands.

However, as it is important to point out that intespf the fact that the
Divine Command Reason seems so persuasive, ittisvilloout some
problems. First, a supporter of this reason willeh#o prove it that there
is actually God and that he is powerful enough tmigh or reward
people. Also, since this reason, in most casdsased on a premise that
assumes immortality, someone who holds this reasdh also be
confronted with the problem of proving the ideattimaan actually
survives death.

Benefits of Morality to the Moral Agent Reason

Another reason that is widespread, especially incAf is that which
holds that eventually, the nature of this worldsigch that good things
will come or happen to a moral person, while evill wappen to an
immoral person. Among Yoruba people in south-westdigeria, for
instance, it is a popular saying that “ika a ke&kanrere a beni rere”. This
Yoruba saying translates as “evil will come upom thicked, while
goodness will come to some that is good”. In theesaein, among some
Asian people, there is a notion known as the lavkasfna. This is a
universal law that is believed to make sure thatrysne reaps what she
SOWS.

Just like we have seen in our consideration of Dinéne Command

Reason, the view that what one does will eventuadlgpen to one also
has some problems. Experiences have shown, sothe tifnes that bad
things sometimes happen to good people. Meanwditesponse to this
objection is that eventually, some who does godbstiil see that it pays
to be good because in the meantime, she will bepeasated for

whatever misfortune she has suffered.

Fairness or Common Interest Reason

This reason holds that since human beings livedng, called societies,
it is in our mutual interest to be moral. It is aeg that for us to live
meaningfully, we must live together in peace andrimmy. However,

living in peace and harmony will be unattainablécas we resolve to live
morally. It is explained that if you act the wayuwylike, even if what you
like is immoral, and | do the same, how and whékel it, then survival

will be unbearable, if not totally impossible.

This seems to be a very remarkable reason why we teeact morally.

This is because; there is hardly anybody, in tghtrmind, who will not

want to live meaningfully and peacefully. Even thagho do evil still

desire a level of adherence to moral rules fronerogeople; like Yoruba
people say: “abenilori ki if e ki a mu ida koja il@”, which means,

someone whose duty it is to behead, cannot evew alsword to pass
near his head in all, the fairness reason seerbe tine most plausible
reason of the reasons that we have examined so far.

17
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Morality is Right Reason (Based on Synthetic a Priori)

This is a reason for morality that follows a lineasgument similar t
that put up by Immanuel Kant in arguing for hisecatrical imperative
According to this line of reasoning, in order foomality to retain its
meaning, we have to act morally. What this meanthas if we keef
acting against standards of good moral conductsaliowill soon lose
its meaning. An implication of this is that at thpsint, it will become
self-contradictory to use the wa morality. This is because nobody v
take anybody serious again whenever the word isl.uBat simply
therefore, this reason posits that good senseresgthiat we act morall’
and that acting immorally implies that one goesraiahe stipulationof
good sense. For example, if a moral rule thats‘igood to be kind” i
repeatedly violated; it will get to a time that twerd, kindness, will n
longer be meaningful because nobody will believeagfain, whei
someone talks about

A critical evaluation of morality is right reason shows that it is a good reason

oo’ for being moral. An important question, however, is that “are men always
rational?”
Reflection
Study Session Summary

/o7

Summary

In this Study Sessiorwe examined the basic features moral issues.
The first feature of moral isst is that moral issues are thc which

involve a difference of belief and not a mattepodference. Also, mor:

issues are those which involve a specific kind xgdegience. The thir

feature of moral issu is that moral issues are those which invol

specific kind of situation, i.e., such acts as ¢éhtiwat affect other peopl

We identified, in the course of this Study Sessiont tleasons to b

moral include the fact that God demands that weulshde moral.

Finally, it is argued that we need to be moral hseamorality is right, i

pays a moral agent and that it is needed for tihegse of fairnes

Assessment

Q.

Assessment

SAQ2.1 (testsLearning Outcome 2.1)
What are moral issue

SAQ2.2 (testsLearning Outcome 2.2)
Why do you act morally
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Study Session 3

Introduction

Branches of Ethics

In this Study Session, we will examine the bragecbf ethics, which are
mete-ethics, normative ethics and applied ethics.

Learning Outcomes

Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta

3.1describe the following branches of ethics:
* meta-ethics
* normative ethics
» applied ethics

3.1 Meta-Ethics

Meta
Beyond, transcending and

or encompassing

Meta-ethics The branch
of ethics which inquire
into the meaning, nature,
type, justification and
source or origin of moral

norms or moral standards

Going by its etymology, the worameta means beside, after, behir
beyond, transcending or above. Therefore, we céinedeneti-ethics as
the branch of ethics which inquire into the meanimgture, type
justification and source or origin of moral normsroral standards. |
other words, retaethics seeks to find out the explanations behindt
the base of moral normMeta-ethics does not pass moral judgments
stating which actions are morally right or whicke anorally wrong. |
rather merely tries to raise questions about thening, nature and
source of a moral standard. M-ethics is also concerned with the nai
of moral judgements and whether they are objegtitrele or no

In the twentieth century, it was believed in anabitphilosophy that th
whole content of ethics is meethics. This stems from a distincti
identified between fact and value or between is @amght in this schoc
of thought. Fact refers to a descion of a state of affairs, while value
believed to involve the ideal and a prescriptionhait ideal. In analytic:
philosophy, it is held that that philosophy is abstaact intellectue
enquiry and so does not have any business withevdut diffeently,
philosophy is held to be val-neutral. In other words, analytic
philosophy relies on this distinction to reach @@nclusion that th
whole of ethics is me-ethics.

On the other hand, it is indeed held that r-ethics could in fact b
value-neutral. It is explained that an analysis of theuraatof morality
does not entitle or force on to make moral judgment mora
conclusions. This mean, in essence, that only atysis of morality is
expected of me-ethics, it needs not reach concluss or take a position.

19
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Meta-Ethics as an Analysis of the Meaning of

Morality

¢In the first place, meta-ethics raises questions about the meaning
of moral standards. Put differently, it offers explanations about
what we mean when we make moral statements. For example,
what we really mean when we say “stealing is morally bad”, “it is
good to take care of the sick”, and so on. Meta-ethical theories
like emotivism, subjectivism and prescriptivism are some of the
meta-ethical theories in this regard.

eFurthermore, meta-ethics asks questions about the nature of
morality or moral guidelines. In this respect, meta-ethics attempts
to distinguish the types of sanctions that can be referred to as
moral standards from sanctions or standards of other types. In the
same vein, it also asks whether moral judgments are capable of
being true or false; or whether they are universal or not in their
application. Examples of ethical theories in this category include:
moral scepticism, moral realism, moral universalism, moral
relativism and so on.

Meta-Ethics as an Attempt to Explain the Origins

of Moral Standards

*Meta-ethics asks questions about the origins of moral codes. In
addition, it also examines the justification of an origin or source of
moral standards. For example, the Divine Command Theory of
morality offers a religious basis of moral codes. According to the
Divine Command Theory of morality, our moral codes originate
from God or the gods. In other words, theists favour this form of
moral explanation that since God is respected and revered by all,
he is also known to be a valid source of moral standards. Another
theory which attempts to explain an origin of moral code is the
social contract moral theory. For the social contract moral theory,
morality emerged from people’s consent and agreement to live in
a particular way, by encouraging actions that enhance socio-
political well-being and prohibiting or discouraging actions that
work against this.

3.2 Normative Ethics

Normative ethics The
aspect of ethics that
takes care of questions
that has to do with
making the right choice
or assessing our choices
when it comes to moral

issues:

Normative ethics is the branch of ethics that is concerned withirsg
the criteria or standards of good moral conduce Jtandards that peoy
hold about what is good or bad, right or wrong &edeficial or evil
affect almost all other things that they do. Inadlempt to avoid what i
morally bad or encourage what is morally good, peaopfer to mora
standards. Those moral standards are given by tigemathics ir
accordance with three main approaches to moralrideoThe thre
approaches are: teleological consequentialist theories, deontolog
theories and virtue ethics. Normative ethics, heisckasically concerne
with the standards of good moral conducts; howrtivea at those goo
standards; and justifications of good moral statisl Normative ethics
therefore, helps in making right moral choices mfjudging our mora

20



Teleological The doctrine
that attempts to explain
the universe in terms of

ends or final causes--

Hedonism

The philosophical doctrine
that holds that pleasure
is the highest good or
the source of moral

values

Eudemonism The ethical
doctrine that
characterizes the value of

life in terms of happiness

Study Session 3 Branches of Ethics

decisions through certain ethical theories.
3.2.1 Teleological Ethical Theories

Teleological or consequentialist theories are those ethicalribe that
see the goodness or badness of moral actions mmstesf the
consequences or the result that they bring abdwgty Judge an action to
be morally right if the result it generates is Haial, and consider it bad
if its result is evil, painful or harmful. For exahe, a type of
consequentialist theories known lasdonism the consequences of any
particular action is measured in terms of the plemasr pain it generates.
In other words, for a hedonist, an action is com®d to be morally good
only if it is able to bring about a greater balant@leasure over pain. In
like manner, if an action brings about or is likedybring about more pain
than pleasure, then such an action is consideredetanorally bad.
Basically, we have three main types of hedonisme Tirst is
psychological hedonism which holds that all thatnhn beings pursue is
pleasure. Or put differently, that humans, beingowthey are, are
constantly in pursuit of pleasure, while tryingaoid pain. The other is
evaluative hedonism, which holds that what we sthqulrsue or try to
maximize is pleasure and strive towards an avoiafcpain. Ethical
hedonism is a form of evaluative hedonism. Lasthg, have reflective
hedonism, which is of the view that the only thifligt gives value to
anything is pleasure. Examples of hedonists inclig®@curus, Jeremy
Bentham and John Stuart Mill.

Epicureanism, a school of philosophy founded in the Hellenig@riod
by the ancient philosopher, Epicurus, is a form lédonistic
consequentialist theory. The theory holds thatquleais the only good
thing that should be sought for it. On the othamdhgain is the only evil
which man innately desire to avoid, and should \d®ed because it is
evil all through and through. Nevertheless, itrigportant to note that
Epicurus does not encourage sensual pleasure. rRatheaates mental
pleasure very high.

Apart from hedonism, we also have another type aisequentialist
theory which advocates that the goodness or badifiess action is to be
measured according to the happiness or unhappites®nsequences
produce. This is known audemonism For a eudemonist, an action is a
morally good action if the consequences of theoadtiring about or can
bring about a greater balance of happiness oveappihess, and a bad
action is an action that brings greater unhappittess happiness.

An example of a consequentialist ethical theorgthical utilitarianism.

Ethical utilitarianism is a consequentialist theaspich holds that a
morally good action is that which brings about eager amount of good
than evil for the majority of people. And, on thther hand, an action
which brings about a greater balance of evil fograater number of
people, or which only brings about a greater badasfggood over evil for
fewer people.

Another example of a consequentialist theory iscatregoism. This is a
type of ethical consequentialist theory that po#iigt a morally good
action is that which generates a greater goodHerself or the moral
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Deontological theories
Philosophical theories
that state that the
moral content of an
action is not wholly
dependent on its

consequences

22

agent, while an action is morally bad if it doe$ fawour the moral agent
or the self.

ITQ

Question
o What is hedonism?
Feedback

* Hedonism is the ethical position that an actiomdagally right if
it brings higher pleasure above pain.

3.2.2 Deontological Ethical Theories

Deontological theories are the ethical theories which do not rely on
consequences or results to determine the rightoesgongness of an
action. Deontological theories, in other words,u®on certain qualities
of the moral standard to weigh the moral status aof action.
Deontological theories appeal to such things assyuight, duty, logical
consistency and obligation to determine the mdedlus of an action. An
example of a deontological theory is Immanuel Kantategorical
imperative. According to the categorical imperatiga action is morally
right if and only if the moral agent can wish itde made a universal rule
without being involved in self-contradiction. Fuetimore, Kant's
categorical imperative also holds to be morallytign action that treats
human beings as an end in themselves rather thameasans to another
an end. Like every other deontological theory, wdllinotice that Kant's
theory does not appeal to the fact that the outcofa® action chosen in
line with the rules given is anything to considechoosing the action.

Another deontological theory is the Divine Commainelory of morality,
which holds that what is morally right is what Gopermits and
commends and that what is morally wrong is what Garbids, not
minding the consequences involved.

3.3.3 Virtue Ethics

Virtue ethics is the type of normative ethics whathces emphasis on the
moral status of a moral agent rather than merelya anoral action. Of
vital importance to virtue ethics are issues likaracter and good life.
Socrates, for example, sees a link between theagiee of a moral agent
and wrongdoing. Aristotle also, in hidicomachean ethicencourages
that one should develop oneself into a moral pebemause only a moral
person can do what is morally good. To be a moeabsgn, Aristotle
holds that such a person should regularly choos#tahat is morally
good, in line with the mean. Among questions thdtig ethics raises are
“what is the good life?”, “how should one live?what type of person
should one be?” and so on.

ITQ

Question
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0 Supply correct terminologies to the definitionsdvel
l. theory holds that an action is morally gaothe

consequences holds a higher degree of happiness ove

unhappiness.

Il. theory holds that pleasure is the utmost ghat
should be sought while pain is the utmost evil 8taiuld be
avoided.

Feedback

I. Eudemonism
Il. Epicureanism

3.3 Applied Ethics

Applied Ethics The
branch of ethics which
examines the moral
status of concrete social

issues+

Applied ethics refers to the branch of ethics which examinesntioeal
status of concrete social issues. It does this digguethical theories
which we have in normative ethics to assess paldgsues of everyday
life. When faced with making moral decision on g@yticular or definite
moral issue, more often than not, we usually desir&now what the
moral status of such an issue generally is. Fomple, we ask whether it
is always wrong to kill, cheat, lie, go for an afomm, assist with
euthanasia, use up the environment, and so on, Wisaisually desire to
know whether some of those practical moral issues accasionally
justifiable or not.

Some Fundamental Issues in Applied or Practical Ethics

Applied ethics deals with different social and podl moral issues which
for the purpose of convenience have been put inggoTlhe groups have
been so constituted to deal with issues of sinutarcerns. Some of the
groups include: bioethics, gender ethics, sexuat®tjournalism ethics,
info-ethics, professional ethics, business ethickenvironmental ethics.

» Bioethics medical ethicsandgeneticsdeal with the morality of
issues like abortion, euthanasia, allocation ofcgaiesources in
the health sector, human experiments, genetic ngesand
screening, cloning and so on. In this sense, questihat are of
interest include whether it is morally good to abamn unwanted
pregnancy; whether end of life decisions are withim power of a
doctor or his hopelessly sick patient, or whettese are beyond
the bounds of their determination; or whether it nsrally
permissible to use humans, or even animals, for icakd
experiments and researches, and so on.

* Environmental ethics is the aspect of applied ethics which raises
guestions about the moral and appropriate wayslafing with the
physical environment. For example, one of the curcencerns of
environmental ethics is the issue of global warmamgl the way
we cause the ozone layer to deplete. Also, it ks aghether it is
moral for us to use up the environment withoutipgtthe interest
of future generations into consideration, or whethie have some
moral obligation toward the environment.
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* Sexual ethicsis that which looks at issues like prostituti
homosexuality, lesbianism, zoophilipedophilia, polygamy, et
For example, it interests sexual ethics to know thdre it is
morally right to condemn homosexuals, and whethestjiution
can be morally justified based on some reasonssauah

* Business ethicss interested in the moralityr otherwise of certai
business and professional practices. For exampldeiissue o
whether the loyalty of a whistlelower (a person who expos
wrongdoing within an organisation) is supposed ® tb his
employer or to the public.

» Gender ethicsis the aspect of applied ethics which is about
unequal treatment between men and women on théname anc
an application of the standards of morality of themale gender t
practical moral issues, on the other hand. For glkant promote:
love, relatonship and partiality in dealing with practical mab
problem, in opposition to men’s way of judging teassues, whic
emphasises justice and objectivity.

Study Session Summary

3y

Summary

In this Study Sessiorwe discussedhe branches of ethi, these are
mete-ethics, normative ethics and applied ethit®e defined meta-ethics
asthe branch of ethics which studies the often neégteor overlooke:
aspects of morality which enquire into the naturenorality, as well a
the meaning and sources of m codes. We stad that normative ethic
deals with setting of moral sidards through ethical theories; wk
applied ethics deals with concrete or practicalah@sues. Such issu
can be sockpolitical, socio-economic or socimsltural in nature, an
they can be concrete moral issues about interpalrselations

Assessment

L Q)

Assessment

SAQ 3.1 (tests Learning Outcome 3.1)

Mention and explain the branches of ethics that lyave learnt in thi
study sessio



Study Session 4 Ethical Relativism

Study Session 4

Introduction

Ethical Relativism

In this Study Sessi(, we will examine theoncept olethical relativism.
We will also discusthe two strands of the ethical the«

Learning Outcomes

Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta:

4.1 explain ethical relativism.
4.2 discuss the two strands of ethical theory.

4.1 Concept of Ethical Relativism

Ethical Relativism The
ethical position that
holds that the
correctness or otherwise
of any moral standard
does not go beyond the
confines of the culture or
society of those who hold

Sometimes, we notice some differences between thelnstandard
upheld by us and those valued by some other peBpleexample, it i
possible to see sceone who does not attach so much importance t
kind of value, say, “always respect anyone oldantlyou”, which we
have been taught at home and which we also praetizdarly. When w
come across someone like this, who does not valone standardwhich
we were brought up to respect, it is usually aghohsurprise to us. Th
also happens in morality. Different people somesirheld different, an
even opposing, moral standar

However, wondering this way shows that we are askol know the
ideal, the good standard or the normal and acceptaiteof behaviour
Adherents of relativism, or simply relativists, athe opinion that th
rightness or wrongness of a moral action is detgechiby the more
standard upheld within the moral agenculture or society. In thi
lecture, we want to take a look at this positionr@gtivists, see whi
their reasons for holding this view are and seetwhablems can conr
from acting in accordance with this vie

Ethical relativism is a view in ethics which concerns itself with
differences observable in the moral standards fiérdnt cultures o
societies. Simply put, ethical relativism is th&ieal position that hold
that the correctness or otherwise of any moral dstahdoes not go
beyond the confines of the culture or society afsthwho hold such
standard. Ethical relativism comes in two formsah be a view in me-
ethics or a position in normative ethics. Eitherywiéls basically abou
the differences that whave in the way in which different societies
cultures approach moral issu
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such a standard

4.2 The Two Strands of the Ethical Theory

Descriptive relativism
The type of ethical
relativism that shows
that different cultures or
societies do in fact
practice different ethical
codes or that different
societies adopt different
and even at times

opposing, moral norms:-

26

Put differently, we have two types of ethical reigin. These are:
descriptive relativism and normative relativism.

4.2.1 Descriptive Relativism

Descriptive relativism is the type of ethical relativism that shows that
different cultures or societies do in fact pracui#erent ethical codes or
that different societies adopt different and evetinaes opposing, moral
norms.

For example, among some Indians who practice sudewidow is

required to be burnt or cremated with her dead dmgbTo people of
some other cultures, however, this practice is roegh as nothing but
sheer wickedness. Among the Yoruba people in Nigalso, a widow is
asked to marry her dead husband’s younger brottes. is frowned at,
however, in some other cultures, where a widowisrgthe freedom to
marry whoever she chooses to marry after the dddthr husband.

Another example of variations in ethical standards be found among
the Eskimos who live in the polar region, an exegntold area of the
world. The Eskimos are said to have a practice alhethey leave their
old people in the snow to die of cold. A persoranbther tribe, where it
is believed that the aged should be taken careadfrespected until they
die naturally; will definitely be horrified by hdag that some people
practice such a thing as that. The person will icemnsthis wicked and
immoral.

Meanwhile, what is important in dealing with theus of differences in
ethical standards of different cultures is the @ssfithe meaning of the
moral value to those practicing the norm. In otlerds, there are times
when the same moral value takes different and eeemingly opposing
forms in different cultures. For example, in cask the Eskimos
mentioned earlier, it is reported that the peoglele that the state of a
person’s body at the time of death will affect tate of the body in the
world of the dead. This is the reason why the pealow their old
people to die when they are still strong, beforrtbodies are damaged
by old-age. This means the Eskimos also belieke, dither peoples, in
taking care of their aged people and showing themdness; but their
practice will be condemned by someone who doekmaoiv the reason
behind their practice.

ITQ

Question
o How will you define descriptive relativism?
Feedback

» This is the strand of ethical relativism that shahat different
ethical standards are practiced by different simseir cultures.



Normative relativism The
type of ethical relativism
which holds that if one
wants to determine
whether an action is right
or wrong, one should look
at what the code of
conduct of one’s culture

says about the issue
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4.2.2 Normative Relativism

Normative Relativism is the type of ethical relativism which holds that
if one wants to determine whether an action istraghwrong, one should
look at what the code of conduct of one’s cultuagssabout the issue.
This means, therefore, that what is good for sorma@smwhat his culture
approves of and what is wrong is what his cultorbifis.

There are reasons why relativists hold this pasitin the first place, it is
argued that there are no “culture neutral standandwereby one can
judge standards held by the different culturessTieans if someone
condemns a moral standard held by another cultuie,because she is
doing this from the perspective of her own cultumaking her culture the
yardstick for measuring the other culture. Thigsaading to relativists is

unacceptable. Therefore, relativists call for tatere when we are
confronted, especially with what we are not conablt with, in other

people’s cultures.

On the other hand, relativists are of the opinibattsince we learn
morality from people within our societies from atibod, we need not go
outside the confines of our culture to determinatw moral or immoral.
In other words, relativists are of the view thahest people also learnt
about morality the way we did — that is from adutistheir societies
while growing up like us. In the light of this, theit is posited that we
cannot say that the other people’s view of moraditigetter or more valid
than the one we have been brought up with.

Lastly, relativists have argued that when we aco#imr people’s beliefs
about morality, it shows that we are displayingetahce. This
encouraged, however because it is believed thetaiote is a virtue
needed to have peace that the world as a wholesneed

Normative ethical relativism, however, has soméoserproblems which
guestion its being a good ethical theory. To statt, it is argued that
since no society can exist in isolation, withouteracting with other
societies, certain practices of some cultures dabedeft unquestioned
all because of tolerance. A good example of thithi of slave trade
practiced by white men in earlier centuries.

In essence, it is argued against relativists thablgective standard that
can successfully assess all cultures’ moral staisdarthat a good moral
standard must promote human well-being. And thatennmportantly, it
must not be life-threatening or life-destroyingid'means, therefore, that
any moral standard that lacks the two qualities traead cannot be
accepted as a good moral standard all because mdavshow tolerance.
For example, can practices like slave trade, seibmmbing, ritual killing
and human trafficking ever be justified, all becwge don’'t want to
seem as if we are condemning other people’s waysfeoffrom the
standpoint of our culture?

Finally, however, it is important to note that ewbe argument of those
against relativism, stated in the previous pardgraiso has its own
problems. What this means is that there are sommalnssues that either
way are neither life-threatening nor life-suppagtivand still, different
societies or cultures have different perspectivegerwit comes to such
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issues. An example of this is polygamy. While sométures se
polygamy a moral, some other cultures see it as immoral. Nbetrss
polygamy in itself is neither harmful nor helpfakpecially if the woma
is not forced into the marriage. This shows, trenefthat when dealir
with the issue of morality, we sometimes nto look beyond cultures 1
determine what is good or b

ITQ

Questior
o What is normative relativism?
Feedbacl

* This is the strand of relativism that holds thati@termining the
moral value of an action, we have to look at wieg éthica
standard of one’s society is.

Study Session Summary

ey,

Summary

In this Study Sessionwe defined ethical relativism ¢ the ethical
position that holds that the correctness or otheswdf any more
standard does not go beyond the confines of thiireubr society o
those who hold such a stanc. Relativists have put forwa reasons
why they hold this position and the most importahtheir reasons i
that there is no cultu-neutral standard to assess the different clain
the different cultures that we have. ativism has, however, be
criticized that what is good cannot be what destrtife. We also
discussed the two strands of ethical relativismcvlare: descriptive ar
normative relativisr.

Assessment

Q)

Assessment
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SAQ 4.1 (tests Learning Outcomes 4.1 and 4.2)
Ethical relativism is an ethical theory that has strands to it. Discus
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Study Session 5

Ethical Absolutism

Introduction

In the previous Study Session, we discussed ethétativism. In this
Study Sessic, we will examine ethical absolutisran opposite theory
ethical relativisr. We will look at what ethical absolutism refersawod
also examine some of the ethical theories which examples o
absolutism

Learning Outcomes

When you have studied this session, should be able t
5.1discuss the claims of ethical absolutism.
5.2 state other ethical positions that are related to ethateiolutism

Outcomes

5.1 Ethical Absolutism

When a thing is said to babsolutg it means such a thing

unguestionable, unequivocal, definite, unchangeaigiel or final. Going
by the word “absolute”, therefore, absolutism, whis the root word c
the ethical idea that is our focus in this Studgsgm, is a position i
ethics that holds that morality has certain rigid, ungioggtble anc
unchangeable codes which are necessarily true wahethnot peopl
follow them.

While passing ethical judgements, we do not usuask/ whether peop
are from our society or not before wraise or condemn their actions.
other words, it's our general belief that moralgynot culture or socie-
bound. We therefore, most of the times, view ma@ins as applicab
to all people everywhere and which cannot be chdudggpending on tF
issue at hand, the likely consequence of the actiot,s® on. This idea |
ethics is referred to as ethical absoluti

In most cases, deontological theories are absbhhigpries, so also a
certain religious moral rules. For example, Kantsegorial imperative,
which is an example of deontological theory, does give room fol
exceptions when considering moral issues. Similadgherents ¢
Christianity hold that it is always wrong to steakespective of th
purpose or the reason behind tht.
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5.2 Ethical Positions in Relation Absolutism

Ethical universalism The
idea in ethics which posits
that the same moral code
applies to all people

everywhere

30

Absolutism can be a form of another position inathknown asthical
objectivism. In this sense, correct moral standards are helide be
independent of people’s beliefs, cultures, soedied periods of time. It
is held that moral code has a life of its own &mat this has nothing to do
with whether or not people know and follow it.

On another note, ethical absolutism can also berm fof ethical
universalism. Ethical universalism is an idea in ethics whidsifs that
the same moral code applies to all people everyavhelis argued that
although different people sometimes follow diffarethical codes, it is
only those who follow the correct moral code theg gght. Therefore
those who follow some other ethical codes aparhftiee correct one are
wrong. Universalists sometimes write as though sueechect moral codes
can be discovered, even though they don't alwaysvshs how to
discover such correct moral code or codes. Meaewbidme of the
positions in absolutism will, henceforth, be exaaain

5.2.1 The Divine Command Theory of Morality

The Divine Command Theory holds that an actionghty if and only if,
God commands it; and that an action is wrong if Gotbids it.
Therefore, the question of what is moral and wizatimmoral is a
function of what asks us to do and what God commarsinot to do.
When God allows a thing, according to the Divinem@mand Theory,
then such a thing or act is morally acceptablethen same vein, when
God commands a form of action or behaviour, sudegarded as being
obligatory. Adherents of this position hold thatdzloas the authority to
determine what is morally acceptable and what isathyoforbidden for
us because we humans are his creatures and aldHate to enjoy come
from him.

On the other hand, it is argued that since humargbdave a component
called the soul, he does not cease to exist afjgereencing the bodily
death. Man will therefore return to God after dyinghis world and so,
he will be rewarded if he has acted in obediend8dd’'s commands, but
will be punished, if he has acted against God'sroamds. Importantly,
however, it is argued that God requires that hirirctions be strictly
adhered to, therefore, it is held that God’s conusaere absolute and so
do not admit exceptions.

There are certain objections that can be raisethsigtihe claims of the
Divine Command Theory of morality and these inctude

Although, morality has to do with everyone as weehaeen in the
second lecture, yet it is evident that some pedpl@&ot believe in God.
In other words, there are atheists, who hold thad Goes not exist, and
there are agnostics, who doubt that God exista.dituation whereby we
tie morality to God, how do we prove to such pedpkt God actually
exists, especially when we cannot see God?

Another objection to the Divine Command Theoryhiattit is difficult to
know which religion has the authentic instructiasfsGod. There are



Natural Law Moral

Theory The form of
moral absolutist theory
which holds that just like
we have natural physical
laws, we also have natural

moral laws-
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many religions and they all claim to have the toenmands of God. As
observable from the different religions, what eaehgion upholds is
sometimes contradictory with what another religlorids. To take the
number of wives that a man is allowed to marry mse@ample, while
Islam permits a man to marry up to four wives, €imnity does not
allow a man to marry more than one wife. Meanwhdach of these
religions claim to emanate from God and to hold @admmands.

ITQ

Question

o Ethical objectivism is the ethical position that nalostandards
are independent of people’s opinions, culture ame.tTrue /
false?

Feedback

* In fact, the position of ethical objectivism maiima that moral
standards cannot be relative as our culture oogeri existence
does not matter.

Lastly, Socrates raised an important objectionh@ Plato’s dialogue,
Euthyphro.According to this objection, it can be asked whettmse
actions commanded by God are right simply becausé émmands
them, or whether God commands them because theyigire If one
affirms the first part of this dilemma, then a icrican argue that that
means that God’'s commands are arbitrary and tigtrtiplies that even
heinous acts like torture, rape and murder couldrigat if God
commanded them. If one agrees, however, that Gogdnamds those
actions because they are right, tteenritic will argue that, in that case,
we do not need God to discover which actions agit rand which are
wrong. Meanwhile, an answer to this objection iatthlthough, those
actions are right objectively, it however takesupes intelligence like
God’s to discover and command them.

5.2.2 The Natural Law Moral Theory

The Natural Law Moral Theory is a form of moral absolutist theory
which holds that just like we have natural physieavs, we also have
natural moral laws. For example, it is a physial lof nature that
whatever is thrown up, falls and comes down. Evhis taw of
gravitation is known in Africa; which explains whgver before their
contact with the West, Yoruba people have beemgdyaala to lo s'oke,
ile lo mbo” (meaning, however high a thing goes mill eventually
come down). In essence, Natural Moral Law Thesrse of the view
that there are natural moral laws, which apply wergone, everywhere
and those laws are immutable and incorrigible.

Epictetus, a member of a school of philosophy feehdy Zeno around
300 B.C, is an important natural moral law theoti#¢ was a stoic who
advocated a form of conformation to nature. Hetpdsihat just like we
are
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Thomas Aquinas is also another remarkable theoftist advocated that
what is morally good is that which is natural. Amgs was a philosopher
in the medieval period of philosophy. He was a ChuFather and a
notable philosopher. According to Aquinas, there rmaitural moral laws
and such laws are discoverable, and they are fomumber. For him,

these are:

a) Preservation of life According to Aquinas, any action whose
purpose is to save or preserve life, rather thastralgng it is a
morally good action.

b) Marriage, Procreation and Family. Any form of action or
behaviour which promotes the institution of mareagnd
encourages giving birth to children is, in Aquinasw an action
which is in agreement with the nature of man, andlso morally
good.

c) Pursuits of Knowledge For Aquinas, the third natural moral law
is that any action which is for the purpose ofiaitey knowledge
cannot be morally wrong, especially if this is diedl towards the
knowledge of God.

5.2.3 Establishment and Maintenance of Good Social
Order

Lastly, Aquinas holds that any action, whose aénmoi bring about an
orderly society, or to maintain order in sociesyaimorally good action.

For Aquinas, therefore, for a moral action to bght it has to follow
those natural moral laws, which he identified tofdser in number. Any
moral action which is, however, contrary to anyhaf natural moral laws
is in Aquinas view, immoral. In other words, anyi@e which promotes
the natural good identified by Aquinas is, for himght, while, any action
that is destructive of them is wrong. It is on tlhigsis that Aquinas
condemns suicide.

Aquinas identifies actions with double effects. Whias mean is that
even Aquinas recognises that it is possible tordest form of good in an
attempt to promote another good. He agrees tolihiscautions that this
is permitted only on the ground that one does nandre than is actually
necessary to protect the other good, and also emgttbund that is not
intentionally out to destroy the good. It is onstbiasis that killing in self
defence is morally justified. It will be noted thafuinas’ idea is
supposed to be a form of absolutism, however, #oe that he admits
exceptions shows that he is not a thorough goisglatst.

A contemporary philosopher, John Finnis, is alsoadmocate of the
natural law moral theory. However, instead of therflaws identified by
Aquinas, Finnis identifies seven natural moral lawkich, according to
him, are the basic forms of good. He gives hisaislof his version of
the natural moral law theory in his booMatural Law and Natural
Rights.The seven moral laws of Finnis are:

I. Life
ii. Knowledge
iii. Play
iv. Aesthetic experience
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v. Friendship
vi. Practical reasonableness
vii. Religion

5.2.4 Categorical Imperative of Inmanuel Kant

Immanuel Kant's categorical imperative is a formadfsolutist theor
that posits that a form of action or a moral bebawis right only if the
maxim or principle that guides it could be willeg the moral agent to k
universalised, without the agenting selfcontradictory. What Kar
implies by this is that a morally right action istmight because of son
gualifications, consequences, or conditions attédabat. In his opinion
an action is, rather, right if it follows a maxim guideline that cnforms
to duty

On the final note, in addition to the various ab#ets account
examined, one problem that confronts an absoligishat of how it is
possible to discover such moral code. That is, hgrethere is a cultui
free or a peric-neutralstandard by which we can determine whethe
ethical code is absolutely correct or absolutelprwgr Another probler
with ethical absolutism is to ask ourselves whetwer can sincerel
overlook the consequences of our actions and foholes blindly. for
example, if a hired assassin asks a woman wheréustrand is, can
ever be appropriate for her to tell him the trutid eget her husbar
killed? This is an example of questions that aligikicannot afford t
ignore. This is because either waye woman is in a fi— it is either she
lies or she ends up being an accomplice to murdenther words
although moral relativism has some problems, malablutism also he
certain problems with its claims as w

ITQ

Questior
o What is ethical universalism?
Feedbacl

» Ethical universalism is the ethical position tHa¢ same mor:
standards apply to everyone in every pl

Study Session Summary

o7

Summary

In this Study Session, we Iced at an ethical position that is differe
from ethical relativism. Ethical absolutism, likeewnentioned in th
Study Session, is a position in ethics that holdg actions are eith
totally and always wrong or right. For ethical dnem the rightnes or
wrongness of an action goes beyond the actiorf.iffbis accounts fc
the reason why a bad action can never be said tpbe or acceptab
simply because it is known to have a good consempen effect. Also
according to ethical absolutism, tsituation surrounding an action dc
not matter. Therefore, ethical absolutist theotisgally follow rules tc
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‘ determine the rightness or wrongness of moral as

Assessment

SAQ 5.1 (tests Learning Outcome 5.1)
’ What is ethical absolutis all about?
SAQS5.2 (testsLearning Outcome 5.2)
Assessment Discuss two ethical positions that are relatedhical absolutisn
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Study Session 6

Moral Responsibility and Determination

Introduction

In this Study Sessit(, we will discussthe issue of moral responsibil.
We will also examin the implications of the idea of determinism
moral responsibility.

Learning Outcomes

Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta
6.1explain moral responsibility.
6.2 explain the word “Moral Excusability”.
6.3 discuss types of determinism.

6.1 Moral Responsibility

Sometimes, while making moral judgments, we artuémiced or eve
compelled to judge one way or the other, basedusrunderstanding ¢
the circumstances surroundithe issue at hand. For example, we bl
people for a misdeed, when we clearly understaatl tthey could di
otherwise. However on the ot-hand, we overlook people’s faults, wt
we understand that they were compelled to do wiet did, or that the
were not totally in control of their choice at theé

6.1.1 The Idea of Moral Responsibility

When a person is taken responsible for somethingpeans that the a
was performed by the person, or that the persanssierable for the ac
Generally, resonsibility can be in two forms. These gprospective
responsibility andretrospective responsibility.

Prospectiviresponsibility involves things that are up to ooattend to o
roles that one is expected to perform. Examples pofspective
responsitlity are the responsibilities of a mother towaras kon or th
responsibilitie of a teacher towards his students. It is, therefol&ious
from the foregoing explanation, that moral respbitigy is not a form of
prospective responsibilit

Retrospetive responsibility, on the other hand, is that ethinvolves
what we have done as well as the effects engend®renur actions
errors and oversights. This is the type of respmlityi under which mora
responsibility is. Responsibility is a very imtant concept to the who
idea of morality because of its important implicag for accountabilit
and punishmen
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6.2 Moral Excusability

Moral Excusability The
idea that given certain
conditions, people cannot
be held responsible for
wrong decisions or
conduct- In other words,
under certain
circumstances, we tend to
overlook holding people
responsible for wrong

moral actions

36

Moral excusability refers to the idea that given certain conditions,
people cannot be held responsible for wrong dewssior conduct. In
other words, under certain circumstances, we tendverlook holding
people responsible for wrong moral actions. In heotrespect, moral
excusability is a means of explaining a fault oroffience away, with the
purpose of making people understand the reasonnehyid what we did
wrong or the reason why we could not do the rightg expected of us.

Moral excusability is closely related to the issfanoral responsibility,
and a look at it will enhance our understandingnairal responsibility.
Reasons why people can be excused are four, angdamisome ethicists.
These reasons include:

6.2.1 Ignorance of an Action’s Consequences

It has been observed that the first reason why xeeise people when
they do wrong is if they are not aware of the gasstonsequences of
their moral actions. If people are not knowledgeaddbout the negative
consequences which their actions are likely to doabout, we do not
usually hold them responsible because we cannacexpem in such a
circumstance to prevent such consequences thatteegnorant of. For
example, in the past,

6.2.2 Presence of Constraints

On another note, we excuse people when we are aahe fact that

there were certain constraints which prevented tffem doing the right

thing. In case we know that people cannot help eyt have done, we
excuse them and do not hold them responsible fat wiey have done
wrong. Constraints can be internal or externalekl constraints are
those restraints that come from outside forceaactofs. For example, if a
gateman leads assassins to his master's bedrooaudgedhe latter
threaten to kill him if he refuses to do so, we Imignot blame the
gateman for helping the assassins locate the madtswever, if the

gateman freely chooses to help his mater’s killard him, then we

cannot excuse his action.

Internal constraints, on the other hand, refer tmmpulsion that comes
from within a person, rather than from someone.&seh constraints are
usually in forms of cravings, intense desires, ebsms and inclinations
to do what is wrong. This shows that the persoguestion is helpless in
the face of the control which compels her to do twéleae does. For
example, if we know that someone is a pyromaniacamot hold the
person responsible for setting a field on fire.sTisi because we have the
understanding that although what compels the parsores from within,
yet she cannot help the act or do otherwise. Bhilifierent from the case
of someone who planned everything well before ragtti place on fire
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ITQ

Question
Fill the blank spaces up with respective formsasfonsibilities.
l. are those actions or role which oegpected to
take up or perform.
Il. involve the actions or effects oféattons

which one has undertaken.

Feedback
I.  Prospective responsibilities

I. Retrospective responsibilities

6.2.3 Presence of Uncontrollable Circumstances

Another reason for excusability in morality is thatich involves events
or circumstances that are beyond a person’s corivel might not be
justified in holding people responsible for a wrdoing, if we are aware
that the events leading to their action are beytmr control. An
example is if someone is involved in an automohdeident, has been ill
or is restrained by some unforeseen circumstaf@gdnstance, if Ada is
not able to pay her debt because robbers strutleraplace the night
before the day she promised to pay back the moReg, however, is
different from a case of someone who deliberatefyses to pay back the
money she owes as at when she promised to pay.

6.2.4 Absence of Alternatives

If we are aware of the fact that people do not hireeopportunity, the
skill or the ability to do the right thing, we uslyaexcuse their wrong
actions. Put differently, if we know that doing whae consider to be
morally right requires certain special skills arliies, which someone
lacks, we cannot blame the person for her not dthegight thing. For
example, if a sick child suddenly begins to coneus faint, while only
her younger sister is around, we might not be fjastiif we blame the
girl for not reviving the sick sister. The obviotsason for the lack of
justification for blaming the little girl is thathe lacks the skill or the
competence to revive the sister. This is, howedifferent from the case
of a medical expert, who refuses to do anythinigetip the dying child.

6.3 Determinism and Morality

Determinism Philosophical

doctrine holding that
every event, mental as
well as physical, has a
cause, and that, the

cause being given, the

event follows invariably-

Determinism is an idea in philosophy, which holds that evanghn the

universe is controlled by causal laws or laws ofura From this

position, we can, therefore, infer that every evienthe world can be
predicted, if only one knows the prior conditionstbe antecedents of
such an event. Put differently, we can infer fréma tdea of determinism
that every event including human cognition, decisend action are
causally determined by certain universal laws. Whiat idea suggests is
that human beings cannot but act in a particular, wathat they cannot
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This theory denies the
element of chance- It is
opposed to indeterminism,
which maintains that in
phenomena of the human
will, preceding events do
not definitely determine

subsequent ones-

Hard determinism

The view that everything
in the universe is being
controlled by certain
natural laws and that
this does not give room
for a free choice of moral

actions

38
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decide to do other than what they have been comneiti to do.

This idea, however, has very serious implicatiamsthe idea of moral

responsibility and moral agency in ethics. An irogtion of this view is

that we are not justified in praising people forlaudable act, or

condemning people for a wrong moral action, whibhytdo. This is

because when we hold people responsible eithea fgood action or a
bad one, we do so from a general assumption thelt sun action

emanated entirely from them. Moral responsibiligncbe seen to be
incompatible with determinism. Many people beli¢hat in the absence
of the constraints that we have discussed, any atidear reason behind
a person’s action cannot be reckoned with.

Determinists are of the idea, however, that ourroom belief in freewill

is false and illusory. For ethical deterministsstjlike we are not in
control of physical natural events like earthquakesnamis, hurricanes
and typhoons, we are not likewise in control wheradmes to moral
decisions and actions. They hold further that thet that we do not
always admit this fact emanates from our desirdwasans to always
want to believe we are in control of situationsheat than being
controlled.

In an attempt to consider moral responsibility etation to determinism,
three positions emerged to explain the likely fefatbetween the two
ideas. The three positions are: hard determinisft, determinism and
compatibilism.

6.3.1 Hard Determinism

Hard determinism is the view that everything in the universe isnpei
controlled by certain natural laws and that thisgaot give room for a
free choice of moral actions. According to hardedeinists the reason
why we think we are free to make choices is becauseare ignorant;
because we cannot predict what happens next, wk We can actually
make things happen. For hard determinists, thetfiattwe think this way
does not make it correct that we can really makegthhappen. If we can
study nature more closely, we will understand hbirngs work in nature
and we will, thereby be able to make accurate ptiedis of events and
moral actions.

Hard determinists explain that rather than choeesnating from our
free will or volition, such things as our genetithéritance and our
society or environment compel us to act the waydeeFor them, this
line of reasoning is correct because there is narary evidence to
disprove it.

Hard determinism as a position in ethics raisesraber of problems. In

the first place, hard determinism tolerates crinagg] this, to any right

thinking person, is absurd. How can we say a rqbderassassin or a
terrorist has done something wrong if we are awétbe fact that he has
on carried out the bidding of some natural lawschtie cannot possibly
disobey?



Compatibilism seeks to
reconcile determinism
with freedom and moral

responsibility-
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On the other hand, hard determinism, if true, shtha&s humans are not
more intelligent than robots, automatons or animdder example,
consider this conversation:

You bastard, you left all the windows and doorsnof
house open and tipped off Jimmy Nightstick thatak w
away. Now all my stuff's been nicked!"

"That sounds likemoral determinism to me. Do you
believe that Jimmy Nightstick is not an autonomoosal
agent, but a mere automaton whose actions are the
inevitable, unconscious consequences of mine? iMgdiy
think he's such an idiot | suggest you tell him $&re he
comes now. By the way, | told him you shagged ifés"w

6.3.2 Soft Determinism

Soft determinism is the opposite of hard determinism. Soft deteisnin
agrees with hard determinism that events in natare causally
determined by certain laws of nature which makexiremely difficult
for things to happen other than they have happemedther than they
have been determined to happen, its claims areevewdifferent from
hard determinism’s in that it holds that humans restincluded in this
determinism. It is of the view that although alhet things in nature are
affected by the natural causal laws, humans argeber, an exception to
the rigid causation that takes place in nature.

This means that for an adherent of soft determinfmmans are entirely
responsible for their moral actions, as they atemany way affected by
the causation in nature. In other words, when, amams, we are
confronted with a good action and a bad actionfrtteedom to choose to
do either of the two reside entirely with us, ahdréfore, whatever we
choose to do is a product of our freewill.

6.3.3 Compatibilism

While both hard determinism and soft determinismydany form of

harmony between determinism and freewill, complidini holds a

possibility of this. Advocates ofcompatibilism seek to reconcile
determinism with freedom and moral responsibiliiccording to

compatibilism, it is a fact that people are preduieed to act in a
particular way, howbeit by their individual persboharacter, but that it
is also a fact that people are free to act withibet presence of any
external physical restraints. In this sense, adogrdo compatibilism,

people are both free and determined; and therdbotl, determinism and
moral responsibility are correct.

In this way, going by the view of compatibilismjegy action is caused
by our desires, expectations, ambitions, habits dexlres, rather than
some external factors outside of us. Hence, it diebed that

compatibilism is an improvement on hard determinisvhich denies
responsibility and also an improvement on soft wmhet@sm, which

denies that actions are caused.
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Study Session Summary

ey

Summary

In this Study Session, we focuson responsibility and determinatior
We stated that the issue of moral responsibis the issue of whether
we can be justified in praising or blaming sometorea moral action i
interconnected with the idea of whether or notgleson freely chose
act the way she has acted. The foregoing is thie bascern of more
responsibility ad determinism. We said thakcusabilityas a concept in
moral responsibility holds that given certain coaisits, we cannot hol
people responsible for wrongdoings. Hard determinis soft
determinism and compatibilism, which are the ddfdr forms o
determinism, hold different ideas about the relat@ndeterminism tc
moral responsibility

Assessment

Assessment

SAQ 6.1 (tests Learning Outcome 6.1)
What do you understand by moral responsibi

SAQ 6.2 (tests Learning Outcome 6.2)
On what conditios would an individual be excused of moral culp&p
of an action he commit

SAQ 6.3 (tests Learning Outcome 6.3)
Differentiate between hard determinism, soft deteism, anc
compatibilism
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Study Session 7

Ethical Utilitarianism

Introduction

In this Study Session, we will take a look at apdmtant consequentialist
theory, ethical utilitarianism. We will the typekathical utilitarianism.

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta:

7.1 discuss ethical utilitarianisms
7.2identify types of ethical utilitarianism

7.1 Ethical Utilitarianism

Hint

Ethical and political doctrine known as utilitarianism was formulated by
the British philosopher Jeremy Bentham toward the end of the 18th
century and later expounded by the British philosopher James Mill and
his son, John Stuart Mill- In his Introduction to the Principles of
Morals and Legislation (1789), Bentham explained the principle of
utility as a means of augmenting the happiness of the community- He
believed that all human actions are motivated by a desire to obtain
pleasure and avoid pain- Because utilitarianism is a universal hedonism,
not an eqoistic hedonism like Epicureanism, its highest good is the

greatest happiness of the greatest number of people-

Utilitarianism is a consequential ethical theory which sees ntpra
terms of the number of people affected by a coafsaction. This moral
theory posits that the moral status of an actioméasurable by the
amount of non-moral consequences it brings abauhfuse it affects. In
other words, utilitarianism holds that only suchi@ts which promote
human greatest well-being are morally good and Ishba pursued by
people. In essence, ethical utilitarianism advceateat moral agents
should be neutral when considering the consequethetsan action is
likely to bring about. In this sense, thereforeatvimake an action right is
its effects or consequences on the overall numbpeaple, it affects or
which it will affect, rather than the effects oretimoral agent or some
other persons, considered alone.

The idea of seeing moral rightness in terms utiigs been viewed in
different ways by different philosophers. Hences tluestion of what is
the utility or the favourable consequence that @dgaction is expected to
have has been answered by utilitarian, alludinth&likes of pleasure,
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happiness, knowledge, self-realisation, beautysanoh.

Bentham and Mill are hedonists who hold that whatkes an action
morally right is if it has a greater balance of gdere over pain.
According to Bentham, pain and pleasure are the‘saeereign masters”
that nature has placed men under. They are asil, the measurements
for good and bad moral actions.

One important challenge that utilitarian have fabad been the issue of
the yardstick which can be used in measuring wtilit response to this
challenge, Bentham formulated theeedonistic calculus a means
whereby utility or pleasure and pain can be meaksureaddition to the
hedonistic calculus of Bentham, Mill also added timtions of quality
and quantity to the assessment of pleasure and pain

7.1.1 The Hedonistic Calculus

Jeremy Bentham identified seven criteria traditign&nown as the
hedonistic calculus. The hedonistic calculus isduse measuring or
calculating pleasure and pain, in order to deteemirhether pleasure
outweighs pain or not in which case the outcome séyether or not the
action is morally right or wrong. The criteria indke:

Intensity

This criterion deals with a view on how powerful deep the pleasure
that an action is likely to generate is. To thiteex therefore, whether an
action is morally or wrong is a function of whethibe pleasure is more
intense than the pain or the pain is more intenae the pleasure, which
the action generates or is likely to generate.

Duration

This condition for measuring utility is that whicholds that in

determining the moral status of an action, in refato the pleasure or
pain it generates, we should consider the periotinoé in which the

pleasure will be enjoyed or which the pain willlli@ne. In other words,
whether the action is morally right will then beokwn as a result of
looking at the period of time involved.

Certainty

This refers to an instance whereby it is considémgubrtant to examine
the dependability of the pleasure that an actioithvis considered to be
morally good is expected to bring about. Put défdly, then, if the

favourable outcome of an action, in the form ofaglere is certain then,
the action is morally right but is wrong, if theénet way round.

Propinquity

Propinquity is the condition which states that vileetan action is
morally right or wrong has to do with the how nearhow remote the
pleasure is. As a result, if the pleasure that &iora is likely to bring
about is near, then it is a good moral action,ibitad if the pleasure is
remote.
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Fecundity

This particular condition in the hedonistic calaulus that which
maintains that for an action to be considered agglbmorally good, then
its consequence in the form of pleasure must bén fscis able to
generate further pleasures. Put succinctly, a goacl action it is whose
favourable consequence is likely to produce moreagqirable
occurrences.

Purity

In this sense, it is held that a morally good actmust be that whose
conseqguence in the form of pleasure is undilutdds Teans that such
pleasure must not be the kind that is mixed witihe@ain.

Extent

On the final note, Bentham avers that for an actmrbe considered
morally good, then the scope or degree of the pleathat the action
generates or is likely to generate must be consitler

Apart from Bentham and Mill, some other recent adwes of
utilitarianism include David Hume, Henry SidgwidR, M. Hare, Peter
Singer and Hastings Rashdall. There are three nigpes of
utilitarianism. These areact utilitarianism, rule utilitarianism and
general utilitarianism.

ITQ

Question
0o How will you describe hedonistic calculus?
Feedback

e Itis a means through which we can measure utlitgf pain of
an action. This means was developed by Jeremy Benth

7.2 Types of Ethical Utilitarianism

Art utilitarianism

The type of utilitarianism
which holds that
whenever we are faced
with a moral decision, we
should consider the moral
action at hand in relation
to the consequences it is

likely to bring about

7.2.1 Act Utilitarianism

Act Utilitarianism is the type of utilitarianism wdh holds that whenever
we are faced with a moral decision, we should cmrsihe moral action
at hand in relation to the consequences it isylikelbring about. In other
words, Act Utilitarianism avers that all that we need in determining
whether an action can be deemed morally good orisntd determine
whether the action in particular, and the momertinre will generate a
greater balance of good over evil. If the answén ithe affirmative, then
the action is morally good, but if this is not tbase, then the action is
morally bad.
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Rule utilitarianism holds
that instead of calculating

A
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For example, going by act utilitarianism, in cadbeki wants to decide
whether it is morally right to abort an unwantedgrancy, all she has to
do is to ask herself what the consequences ig/ltkebe, that is, how it is
likely to affect all the people concerned. In thése, for example, Alheri
might have to consider the likely consequence®lation to herself, the
foetus, the man who impregnated her, and so oshdfrealises that the
likely consequences of the abortion will bring abmore good than evil
for more of the people involved, then accordingA Utilitarianism,
abortion is morally right for Alheri to go for.

Criticisms of Act Utilitarianism

Although, one important thing about Act Utilitariam is that it
acknowledges that every act is unique and distiacind so it gives
room for flexibility according to the demands oétissue at hand, yet Act
utilitarianism is beset by a number of problemse phoblems include:

1. It does not help in making quick decisions. Themwe tanes that
we are faced with moral issues that need to bentlygeesponded
to. At such times, the kind of time that we needptd into
calculating the likely consequences of the paréicaktion is not
always available.

2. Also we bring children up by giving them rules ceming what
to do or not to do, and concerning the type ofvialtlials that we
expect them to be. Act Utilitarianism is on thigenoot relevant
to children as they generally lack the skills neetiedo all the
considerations for each action per time.

3. Another problem with Act Utilitarianism is that libses sight of
the fact the entire consequences of an action atealways
immediately evident. Going back to the example tfeii cited
earlier, part of the short term consequences nbghthat if she
aborts the pregnancy, she will be free to go backadhool in
order to complete her degree programme. Howevezmmte or
long-term consequence might be that if anythingukhayo
wrong, she might not be able to become pregnanhagathe
future after getting married. In other words, omeportant
problem with Act Utilitarianism is that since hunsamare not
omniscient, it is difficult to know all the conseances of an
action.

4. Lastly, on the criticisms of Act Utilitarianism, ére is a serious
problem of sincerity involved. This means that ¢hare times
that people, in spite of seeing beforehand theaction is likely
to benefit just a few numbers of people; they giillahead with
it. The question to ask ourselves is that in theeabe of rules,
can people be trusted to be reliably objective ghdo do what
will not benefit them, but which will benefit a gier number of
people?

7.2.2 Rule Utilitarianism

In an attempt to remedy the shortcomings of Aclitdtianism, utilitarian
identified another type of utilitarianisnRule utilitarianism holds that
instead of calculating the good and evils thatlizedy to result from each



the good and evils that
are likely to result from
each particular moral
action, we should rather
appeal to rules that are
likely to bring more good
than evil, each time we
need to make a moral

decision

General Utilitarianism
The type of utilitarianism
which posits that instead

Study Session 7 Ethical Utilitarianism

particular moral action, we should rather appeautes that are likely to

bring more good than evil, each time we need toaraknoral decision.

In other words, rule utilitarianism is of the vielat whenever we need to
make moral decision, we only need to do so basedeotain general

rules which have overtime been known to help uddimg what always

brings more good than evil to the generality of aflected by such

actions.

This type of utilitarianism is better than act itditianism in that it is
easier in teaching morality to children. Put didietly, children who
cannot calculate the likely outcomes of each malon can easily
remember rules earlier given them by adults withard to making moral
decisions. On the other hand, it saves time bedaiseasy to remember
a rule like “thou shall not kill", while it is noparticularly easy to
calculate the likely consequences of an action gashwe urgently need
to make a moral decision. Nevertheless, in spitétofstrong points,
especially in comparison to act utilitarianism,eruitilitarianism also has
a number of faults which include:

0 Rules that do not admit exceptions do not alwaygehgood
consequences. If a moral rule does not give roanefeeptions,
there are times that the rigidity of such a ruld fing about an
undesirable effect. Consider for example, if a wonsaould be
aware of a rule that “thou shall not lie”, and stehrown into a
dilemma in which case she has to choose betweeg fyid saving
her husband’s life when an assassin asks her whieghehusband
is at home. Issues like the example cited do netyd occur.
However, it is very true they happen at one timéherother and it
is obvious from our analysis of rule utilitarianighat it overlooks
such issues with weighty consequences.

0 Rules are made from our observation of actual iddsl
occurrences. Rules do not just emerge. More oftan hot, when
we make rules like “Do not commit adultery”, ithecause of the
ill consequences of individual cases of adultest the have seen
in the past. In this case therefore, we cannotyrealy that rule
utilitarianism is successfully immune from all theoblems that act
utilitarianism has. In the same vein, if our foration of moral
rules is based on what we have observed in the fhese is no
assurance that future occurrences will never negatell always
conform to what past occurrences suggest. This islesirongly
believed by Yoruba people who have a saying thatriBse ri ola
le ma ri bee ni mu babalawo d’ifa oroorun” (thisans: tomorrow
might not be like today, and that is why a priexjuire fromifa
deity every five days).

7.2.3 General Utilitarianism

General utilitarianism is the type of utilitarianism which posits that
instead of calculating the likely outcomes of eaubral action, or
looking for a rule whose consequences with regarebth action will be
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of calculating the likely
outcomes of each moral
action, or looking for a
rule whose consequences
with regard to each
action will be favourable,
we should rather look at
what the consequences
will be like if everyone
acts one way or the
other in relation to the

issue at hand

Introduction to Ethics

favourable, we should rather look at what the cqueaces will be like i
everyone acts one way or the other in relatiorhissue « hand. This
means that for a general utilitarian, what to coesiwhen dealing with

moral issue is whether the consequences will bel godad if everyon
should decide to carry out or refrain from carryitige action out
However, the problem still sists that how are we to know what

consequences will be if everyone should do a pdaticthing, when ir
actuality, everyone has not and cannot do theyasaidn.

ITQ
Questior
0 How does J. S. Mill measure utility and pe

Feedbacl

e Mill introduced the notion of quality and quantity as\@ns o
measuring pain and utility.

Study Session Summary

o7

Summary

In this Study Sesion,we considered the ethical theory known as etl
utilitarianism. Generally, utilitarianism is a caugientialethical theory
which lays emphasis on the outcome of a moral manodetermining
the moral status of such action. Specifically meateywe looled at act
utilitarianism which holds that the consequencegaifh action is whi
needs to be considered kre the action can be said to be good or
Also, we examined rule utilitarianism which purmothat rules whos
consequences produce more good than evil shouldppéed to ir
making moral decisions. Lastly, we looked at gehnetiitarianism as
the last of the types of utilitarianism examined.

Assessment

Q)

Assessment
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SAQ 7.1 (tests Learning Outcomes 7.1 and 7.2)

Discuss the different types of utilitarianism tlyatu have learnt in thi
study sessio
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Study Session &

Psychological Egoism and Moral Egoism
Introduction

In this Study Sessionwe will examine the various types
consequentialist theories which are: psychologegbism and mor:
egoism

Learning Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta

8.1 discuss the following types of consequentigtisbry
» ethical egoism; and
*  psychological egoism.

Outcomes

8.1. Types of Consequentialist Theory.
8.1.1 Psychological Egoism

Psychological egoist is the argument that has often been used as a
for the ethical theory of egoism. Adherents of thisition hold that w
are so constituted or naturally made up to seegergonal interests ov
and above the other people’s interests. The arguntherefore, is
believed to follow from human nature. Psychologiegbism is of thi
view that whatever we do, we do it because of tiaevor the advantag
that it holds for us, or which we hope to derivenirit.

In fact, it is argued that no matterw much benefit other people ¢
likely to derive from an action, the moral agenhmat do it unless st
stands to gain one thing or the other from its oute. Some adherents
this idea even posit that it is absolutely impoesitor someone to d
somehing for other people if he does not have anythifatsoever ti
derive as benefit from i

It is usual to object to this line of reasoning diting various acts ¢
kindness, which we have seen or heard about atiroeeor the other. Fc
example, we might have heard of an instance whexaghgn jumped int
a house on fire just to save a chilhose parents he hardly knew. We
likely to point out that can anybody have anythinggain from such a
act of pure benevolenc

Furthermore, we might point out that when someawesga beggar she
not likely to meet again in her lifetime money, such ever emanate
from seltinterest? Or in the case of a philanthropist, wivegfood anc
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clothing to refugees and the destitute, how canhénee-nots that she’s
helping ever repay her for her generosity?

In response to these instances that seem to despitoer claims of
psychological egoism, a psychological egoist ugusipeals to intention.
In other words, a psychological egoist usually poiout that whether a
not an action emanates from self-love or self ggers a function of the
aim of the person who performs the action. He ofteyues further that at
the basis of some seemingly altruistic acts arequeal gains that the doer
of the action hopes to get. For example, it is fainout that people
render help, most of the times because of theiatlg reasons, and other
reasons like them.

It is argued that a reason might be that the pensoris to be helped too,
if he, in the future, has a similar problem or taface a similar situation.
Also, it is pointed out that some help in ordebtorewarded by God or a
deity that they are devoted to. In addition, it@tended that some help
the needy in order to be respected by many peapleira order to be
known as a good person. Another reason given issthimeone might
help someone else in a bid to satisfy her conseiendo have peace in
her heart.

For a psychological egoist, these reasons, whichave mentioned, and
other reasons like them, constitute the reasons pelople actually help
or perform the so-called benevolent acts. Put wdiffdy, a psychological
egoist might agree that it is true that we do thifgr people or render
help to them. However, her contention is that oun & really to be

happy or satisfied and that we have only used #lp hs a means of
getting our aim.

If that is the case, therefore, goes the argunmdple cannot really be
said to be capable of being truly altruistic. Inhet words, a

psychological egoist is of the view that if the Wiois actually the way

she has described it, then it will be both unréalisnd unreasonable not
to pursue their self-interests. This, therefore, tiee basis that

psychological egoists have found for ethical egoism

Thomas Hobbes is an outstanding psychological edaes posits in his
theory that right from the pre-civil society periathen humans were still
in the natural state called the state of naturepleehad been selfish, and
that all they pursued was what would benefit théomex Hobbes holds
further that even in spite of forming a civil sdgiethey must be put in
checks, and their conducts regulated by a very fowaovereign,
because of their selfish nature.

Criticisms of Psychological Egoism

An objection to psychological egoism can be raisedelation to its
being used as the basis for ethical egoism. Inittggance, the idea is
self-contradictory. What this means is that if stnimg is natural for
someone, it is not reasonable to ask the fellowrbdo that thing again.
For example, it is natural for bats to hold trearnahes with their feet and
turn their heads down. In the light of this, itvidat the animal does
without waiting to be told to do so. In the saméyé is not plausible to



Ethical egoism The
consequentialist normative
theory that holds that
the moral status of an
action is to be
determined by its
outcome in relation to

the moral agent
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prescribe that people should do what is in thdiriegerest, if it is true
that it is actually in the nature to be incapalfldang otherwise.

Another problem with the descriptive idea of psyolgaal egoism is that
what it appeals to in a bid to prove its point, evhis intention, is not as
observable as it portrays it. Intentions are pevetperiences. Therefore
if intention is used to prove a point, it cannotdeen or measured, and as
a result, the issue at hand cannot be proved qoradied. Such
inconclusive evidence, therefore, is not helpfullag a controversial
issue to rest.

ITQ

Question
o Who among the following is an example of an outditag
psychological egoist?
a) J.S. Mill
b) Jeremy Bentham
c) Thomas Hobbes
d) Aristotle

Feedback
* The right option in this question is not optionsaAd B. J. S.
Mill and Bentham are utilitarians and not egoistle/ristotle
also does not qualify as an egoist. The right opteoThomas
Hobbes with his theorization on the nature of nmathe state of
nature.

8.1.2 Ethical Egoism

Ethical egoism is a consequentialist normative tyhéloat holds that the
moral status of an action is to be determined ®pittcome in relation to
the moral agent. Going by the foregoing, therefireés held that a
morally good action is what generates a greatemioal of good over evil
for the moral agent.

As a result, if a moral agent wants to judge theainstatus of an action,
she must consider whether the action is likely timgpabout a greater
balance of good over evil for her. If that is these, then the action is a
good action, but if this is not the case, then dhton is considered a
morally bad action, according &thical egoism On the other hand, if
someone is called upon to judge a moral actiordjudicate between two
people having a moral conflict, ethical egoism kottiat the person
called upon to pass the moral judgment must doasiny, as a matter of
priority, his interest in focus.

It might be asked an ethical egoist whether what releans is that it is
wrong to help other people. For an ethical egdfisg is not wrong in
itself, as long as its long term effect will evegity be in the interest of
the moral agent.

Talking about the interests of a moral agent, ¢galse not seem to agree
on what these interests are in particular. For goisé who is also a
hedonist, the interest that should be soughpléasure For another
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egoist, however, this interest lmppiness In another egoist’s view the
interest that should be soughpimwer. For another, it is in the interest of
a moral agent to sednowledge On the final note, however, for some
ethical egoists, the moral agent’s self interestb& sought isself-
realisation.

Criticisms of Ethical Egoism

Ethical egoism, as laudable as it seems, posesnderuof problems. In
the first place, the problem of conflict of inteisesomes up. This means
if everyone is encouraged to pursue him/herselrasts, even at the
expense of other people’s interests, then therecaiistantly be clashes
of interests. For example, if it is in the interefa lender to collect twice
as much as the original sum from a borrower; amslaiso in the interest
of a borrower to repay half as much as the origioah, or not even repay
at all, how can our lives be free of constant dotsfland unending chaos?
This rule is found to be in operation mostly amamjmals, as humans,
however, can we hope to live meaningfully if weeliy this rule.

In another respect, if one goes by the idea ofcathegoism on giving
moral counsel, one is bound to give conflicting ambnsistent counsel
to different people seeking counsel on the sameahigsue. For example,
if two children should come to an adult to ask ew they should handle
a moral problem, if the adult should go by the gipte of ethical egoism,
then the children will definitely be more confugbdn before seeking the
counsel. To illustrate this point, let us take aklaat the following
hypothesis:

Tayo: Uncle, please | need your advice. | borrowedesamney from

Bitrus.  Although, | promised to repay and | have someneyowith
which | can pay, | just realised that | will not béle to buy
some things which | so much love to buy, if | giken the
money.

Uncle.  Your duties and obligations are first to youfsdb what is in
your best interest.

Bitrus:  Uncle, | lent Tayo some money but | want tdexdilthe money
before the time that he promised to repay.

Uncle:  Your duties and obligations are first to youfsdb what is in
your best interest.

If one considers the advice of Uncle to Tayo anmuBj one will see the
inconsistencies involved, if the two should follthe advice of the uncle.
The implication of the advice is that Tayo is miyrabliged to do all he
can to evade the repayment, and Bitrus is equatlyally required to
collect the money before the date earlier agreeolyahe two.

The third objection to the theory of ethical egoisnthat, the other side
of it in relation to giving moral judgments shovmt it weakens the ideal
or the appropriate moral point of view. What thigplies is that if one

goes by the idea of ethical egoism that a morajg¢ushould look out for

her own interest, rather than the interest of tteramagents, then it
becomes obvious that the whole essence of morgejudnt becomes
ineffective. The reason for this is that moral jedgent requires that an
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ideal observer or judge be objective and impartial.an instance
however, when a judge cannot keep this simple rem&nt of mora
judgment, her activities become meaningle

Lastly, ethical egoism as a moral theory frustrates purpose c
morality. One of the cardinal purposes of morality is thieee peace ar
order in the society. Since a society is made upmofe than on
individual, morality presupposes that each persamifices a little of he
interests in order to have a peaceful andrly society. This is, howeve
contrary to the theory of ethical egoism. This sbowherefore, the
ethical egoism is not in line with a very importa@ason for moralit.

ITQ

Questior
o For the ethical egoist, man should do that whiclsBas his
interests. What are these interests?

Feedbacl
* There are variant positions on what these interasts Som«
opine that the interest that should be sought mpin&ss; fo
some, it is power; for some, it is pleasure; fomeoothers, th
interests that should be sought is knowledge; wdolae other
it is self-realization.

Study Session Summary

o7

Summary

In this Study Session, wdiscussed psychologic egoism and moral
egoism. We stated that psychological egoism is scriggive theory
which claims that humans have been observed tovbdhaa jarticular
way. According to psychological egoism, human bgiage naturall
selfish and se-seeking. Ethical egoism, dhe other hand, is a thec
that prescribes how human beirshouldbehave. According to ethic
egoism, an action is morally goodit brings about a greater balance
good over evil for the moral agent, fan actions morally bad iiit does
not generate this positive result for the moralrdg@n objection whict
critics have raised against the two theories is itha self contadictory
to infer that people should always seek their gatiérest from the
premise that people naturally seek their self est

Assessment

Q)

Assessment

SAQ 8.1 (tests Learning Outcome 8.1)
Differentiate between psychological egoism andcailegoism.
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Study Session 9

Introduction

Feminist Ethics

In this Study Sessi(, we will take a look at the differences in relatic
that gave rise to the various feminist movementsidaologiesWe will
alsa examine the idea of feminist ethics.

Learning Outcomes

Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta
9.1discuss feminism.
9.2 explain the feminist moral theory.

9.1 The Concept of Feminism

Feminism
The commitment to
eliminating the

subordination of women

52

Feminism can be an ideology or a form of s-political or socio-
economic movement. Als feminism has recently been seen as a \
difficult concept to define because of the varioasd often, ven
different strands of theories and ideologies thet s&isplayed as
feminism. However, in spite of these differencedisén Jaggar he
defined feminism as a commitment to eliminating shdordination o
women. This commitment to showing, contending aisdussing the fac
that women are not inferior to mer, in Jaggar’'s view, what unifies tl
diverse strands of feminist theorie

Feminism began as a movement when it was obsehatdvomen wer
been put through certain unpleasant experienceishwhostly stemme
from the fact that women were regardis being only a little bit better,
even in some extreme cases not better off, tharrhuman animals.
These have been observed from the way women haretbeated dow
the history.

For example, in some cultures, women are not alfiotweown property
Therefore if a woman has any property at all, itohgk to either he
father or her husband. Also, in some countries, @oare not allowed |
vote or hold public offices. Another example isttkame cultures allo
men to marry as many women as they but a woman is not permitte
to marry more than one man at the same t

In the same vein, in some societies, women earrhrass than men fc
similar jobs that they do, in spite of the factttbhe is not usually beir
pain for the domestic works tt she does. Also, in a culture, whel
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woman gets married, she is believed to have mathie@ntire family and
so even a year old child in the family is beliewedbe older than the
woman, and therefore, she required to honour asygents the child the
same way she honours and respect her husbandrésuly also, when
her husband dies, she is asked to marry a youngénds to the dead
husband, who might not even care about her. Findily height of this
issue is observable in trsaitteeismpracticed by some people of Indian
origin whereby, a woman is burnt or cremated weh dead husband.

All these and many other ways whereby women hatfersa gave rise
to some feminism movements, whose main objectivereio fight for
equal treatments of men and women. Today, howewach of feminism
is being done by scholars and this has given osegatious types of
feminism. For example, we have liberal feminism, rkist feminism,
radical feminism, cultural feminism, lesbian fensim and libertarian
feminism, among others.

Apart from dividing up to several stands, feminissind feminist

ideologies have also influenced many branches ofdmuknowledge in
no small way. In most cases, the approach of fexstsirias been critical
of the way most of the disciplines have been gaibgut their activities.
Ethics has been one of such ideas, which has btecateal by the

emergence of feminism.

ITQ

Question
o Define feminism.

Feedback
» |t is a reaction to the continued subordination smbjugation of
the feminine folk. Feminism aims at eliminating sthi
subordination that cuts across most, if not alltweks and
religion.

9.2 The Feminist Moral Theory

Before Carol Gilligan’s seminal work,In a Different Voice:

Psychological Theory and Women’s Development982, feminists (for

example, Mary Wollstonecraft) had been working vigsly to argue

that there is basically no fundamental differeneéMeen a man and a
woman. Gilligan’s work, however, altered the trasfdhe discussion as
she tried to prove that there are actually somierdifices between men
and women, as she discovered through her researehpsychologist.

Feminist ethics is an outcome of this idea of mahel female being
different in the ways they approach moral issues.

Gilligan made use of two children as her researdbjests. She gave
them different moral problems and discovered thetytresponded
differently. Her reason for using children was iscdver the natural way
either of the sexes would handle issues, befong ¢baditioned to think
or react in a particular way by society.
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Gilligan gave the research subjects a thought é@xeet in which a
man’s wife is said to be sick and the man not hgwioney to buy drugs
for his dying wife. The city pharmacist, howeveadithe drugs that could
cure the sick woman but was neither willing to gikie man nor willing
to sell on credit. Gilligan asked whether it wolle appropriate for the
man to steal the drugs. In the responses of hearels subjects, she
noted that the boy appealed to rules, while thedigplayed a kind of
involvement of feelings and emotions. Also, it wasted noticed that
significantly, the male took the approach of justizhile the female took
the approach of care.

The idea of the differences between the ways ircivinhien and women
approach moral issues have been examined from tuiferest
perspectives. From the research of Gilligan, itolsvious that her
argument rests on the assumption that this diftexés a natural one.
However, another perspective views this differeasethat which men
have imposed on women. This line of thought stétes because men
have confined women to the home front and, therétrged domestic
duties, otherwise called the private spheres, amthwomen have
developed a pattern of thought in accordance wiih tit is explained
further that men, on the other hand, designed thigig sphere for
themselves and have also, consequently, develdpsid thought and
language in that direction.

Nevertheless, it is pointed out that while masailways of moral
reasoning culturally emphasise rules, universajitgtice, independence
and impartiality, feminine ways of moral reasonimgturally emphasise
relationships, particularity, empathy, care, inggr@ndence and partiality.
Going back, therefore, to Gilligan’s story, the enwill not just appeal
to universal and impartial rules like: “Do no stedSave your wife's
life”, and so on. Rather, she will consider, amatiger things, how the
man might feel if he helplessly watch his wife di¢.the same time, it
will interest her to consider how the pharmacistikely to feel if his
drugs are stolen. Also, she will deem it relevantconsider how the
woman, after being cured, is likely to feel, if sdescovers that her
husband stole, as well as many other questiongHie.

The feminist, Alison Jaggar, has contended that t@¥esTraditional
Ethics fails considerably because of the followshgrtcomings:

o It shows little concern for women’s as opposed &nim interests
and rights.

o It dismisses as morally uninteresting the proble¢hat arise in so-
called private world, the realm in which women coclkean and care
for the young, the old and the sick.

0 It suggests that on the average, women are nobeallyndeveloped
as women.

o It overvalues culturally masculine traits like ipgmdence,
autonomy, separation, mind, reason, culture, temdence, war, and
death, and wundervalues culturally feminine traitdke |
interdependence, community, connection, body, emgpthature,
immanence, peace, and life.



Study Session 9 Feminist Ethics

Based on the foregoing reasons, Jaggar condenditamal ethics, an
advocates that feminist ethics is a better ethibgory in that i
emphasises all the important points that traditietaics overlook.

Study Session Summary

feminism emerged from the milieu of the various reggive experience
and the various forms of maltreatment that womere lsuffered in th:
history of mal.. We also examined thkeory of feminisn

@ In this Study Session, we focussed on feministcethWe noted th:

Summary

Assessment

SAQ 9.1 (tests Learning Outcome 9.1)
e What is feminism

SAQ 9.2 ( tests Learning Outcome 9.2)
Assessment Discuss the feminist ethical thec
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Importance of Ethics to Good Social
Relations and Good Governance

Introduction

In this Study Session, wwill examine another very important practi
aspect of ethics which will take a look at the #igance of ethics as
subject to everyday concerns of people as inteopals rdations,
governance and leadership, and even the economygaintry

Learning Outcomes

Outcomes

When you have studied this session, you shouldleeta

10.1 highlight the practical usefulness of ethics adiscuss the
significance of ethics to human social existe

10.1 Practical Usefulness of Ethics

There is a somewhat general belief that philosoghyan abstrac
discipline that has very little relevance, if amgr real life experience:
Ethics, however, an aspect of philosophy that is not affected bg
viewpoint. This is because ethics, as we have eaitler in previou:
Study Session, immensely deals with a lot of ref@ issues. Thi:
accounts for the reason why this Study Session skxuon suc
immensely practical aspects of human existenceoaiglsrelations, a
well as governance, leadership and the ecor

10.1.1 Ethics and Good Social Relations

Human beings cannot but interact since they livgetioer in societie:
The interactions make necessary that they be guided by certain c
that can ensure harmony among persons in sociagh 8odes that c
not necessarily require enforcement and sanctioes embedded i
ethics. Ethics, in addition to definitions giverrlga, can also be dened
as a system of moral values or guidelines for bielias. This means the
that ethics cannot be overlooked when it comes¢dkind of behaviol
expected or needed for society to properly func

Going back to normative ethical theories, it will observed that most
the ethical theories discussed focus, in one wap@iother, on the ide
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Good Governance

A system of leadership
that practices positive
and admirable moral

values

of putting other people into consideration whenidiag on the course of
action to take, when faced with amoral decisionilitAtianism, for

instance, advocates that the general wellbeing lbfcancerned be
considered when choosing a moral action. In theesa@mn, when there
are different opinions about what is right or wromg a particular
situation, ethics helps to arrive at what is olijety or actually right

when the philosophical tool of critical analysiseisployed in screening
the options at hand.

There cannot but be tension, strife and conflicthie society, unless the
value of right relation or putting other peopleointonsideration before
embarking on, or in the course of carrying out arahaction, is
inculcated into people in any society. Right relafihowever, requires
that relationships be based on the principles usttrrespect for people
and their beliefs, safety, tolerance, mutualitypofver, and protection of
those who are weak or vulnerable.

The purpose of the ethic of good social relatiotbibave a society that is
peaceful, and that which encourages progress athasg in society and
safety of their lives and properties. However, \arot have this type of
society unless we are able to imbibe as well asl@gate in other people,
the ethical values mentioned above. In essends,iibportant for us to

note that ethics is a vital ingredient that cartmetignored if we want to
have good social relations in society.

ITQ

Question
0 What is the aim of the ethics of good social relad?

Feedback
 The aim is to build a peaceful society and ensuogrness as
well as the safety of the citizens and their progsr

10.1.2 Ethics and Good Governance

Good governancerefers to a system of leadership that practicegtipge
and admirable moral values. In other words, befegecan say a country
has good governance, those managing or contralie@ffairs of such a
country must be persons of positive moral valuas ranst also be such
as are producing results. The reason why the t{ypeaple in charge of a
country’s political affair matters a lot is becaubere cannot be any
meaningful achievement unless these people chantperprocess of
bringing progress about.

However, one serious obstacle to development in aoyntry is
corruption. In Nigeria, for example, corruption rifasts in the following
forms:

1) Nepotism (popularly referred to as “man-knows-maiithin the
society Nigerian society).

2) Denial of required services.

3) Taking and giving bribes, especially before corttare awarded
or services rendered.
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4) Abuse of office in its various forms.

5) Poor time keeping.

6) Misappropriation of public funds by those in cohtod the rein
of power.

7) Electoral malpractice.

In order to overcome these obstacles to developmemtever, it is
important to implant moral values in our politicgystem in Nigeris
Among the most needed ethical values are accolityabintegrity,
transparency in handling public issues, honestth on the part of those
in government and on the part of the citizens girthelations to issue
about governance), responsiveness to the needsspidcitions of th
citizens, and the freedom to choose leaders tt@tl@avant through th
instrument of fee and fair periodic elections.

An adequate consideration of the moral values merat above stre:
the importance of ethics in the issue of good goamece, as well ¢
maintaining a corruption free society. Ethics, #fiere, is a condition fc
having god governance in any society.

Study Session Summary

/o7

Summary

In this Study Session, we discussed the signifieasfcethics to goo
social relations and good governanWe pointed out, for instance, th
corrupt practices like bribery, misappropriationpoblic funds, elector:
misconduct and so on, are obstacles to good gaveenand sustainab
developmentWe identified some moral values and id¢ as a way out
of the froblems associated with corruption, as well as ropteblems
that make good governance diffic. These values include integri
accountability, transparency, and so

Assessment

Q)

Assessment

SAQ10.1 (testsLearning Outcome 10.1)
How relevant isethics to good social relations and good goverrf
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Notes on Self Assessment Questions

(5AQs)

SAQ 1.1

In attempting this question, you are not just expecto give the
definition of what ethics and stop there. No! Yoe &xpected to go
further than that.

You are expected to recognize the fact that wauasans, cannot live on
our own in this world. In fact, it is important thae live in a society.
What then happens if you live in a society? It nsediat you would have
to relate with people and that would mean thatetheould be need to
have rules. Imagine if you were the only one in Wuald, the idea of
morality will not come in. In this light, it is comon for you to hear
statements such as, ‘what you did was wrong’, ‘gaue no moral right
to do that’, ‘That was an immoral act’, etc. Aliee expressions point to
the fact that morality plays a major role in owirlg together as humans.
It also should make you realize that we do only enekaluation of moral
situations but we also pass moral judgments on Insadteations.

You can then go ahead to define what ethics. I gefinition of ethics,
we would expect to take into consideration the fhaat ethics involves a
critical, thorough, and systematic evaluation aeasment of the moral
values of our society. In other words, the conadrethics is morality.

SAQ 1.2

When attempting a question as this, you are exgetediscuss the
position of each of the philosophers on ethics. phiosophers in this
case are Socrates, Plato, and Aristotle.

As you have learnt in this study session, Socratesthe teacher of Plato
and was personality that Plato used in his dialsg(@ have you
forgotten that you were told that Socrates didhaate any writings of his
own but it was Plato who used him in his writinds a result, it is
difficult to say which is Plato’s idea and which ocrates’. This
nevertheless, you learnt that both believe thatethie a close link
between virtue and knowledge. The claim ‘Virtue kisowledge’ is
traceable to them. By this they are saying thata wmill only engage in a
vice because he is ignorant. It is important that peint out here that
knowledge here refers to self-knowledge or selfrawass. This is why
Socrates said, ‘Man, know thyself and that ‘An xamined life is not
worth living'. In other words, we need to searchiselves deep to come
to that level of self-knowledge. When we attairstbélf-knowledge, for
the two of them, we cannot engage in vices. Platihnér holds that a life
of virtue brings about happiness.

You may decide to criticize the position of the dworaising fears about
whether it is always the case that people comroitssiout of ignorance.
Are there no times that people are self-aware ab@rygage in vices.
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On his own part, Aristotle, a student of Platoeggrwith Plato that virtue
leads to happiness but Aristotle goes a step furtbesay that this
happiness is an end in itself and not a means dathanend. How then
does one become a man of virtue. For Aristotlet kiea in the golden
mean — choosing the mean between the two extrefm@saions which
are bad. For example, Aristotle holds that gengrdgiiving out money
in the right proportion and for the right purpode)a golden mean
between two extremes, miserliness (not giving oohey at all) and
extravagance (giving out money anyhow). This méanpt the same in
all situations as you have to find it out yourdelfthat moral situation.
You can also add that Aristotle believes that algfoman has the innate
ability to be virtuous, it is his constant practiocechoosing the golden
mean that makes him virtuous.

SAQ 2.1

Let me ask you this question: Have you ever comstievhat a moral
issue is? | know a smile just dropped off your rhobecause you have
rarely given it a thought. Anyway, from what youvedearnt from this
study session, you can point out at least fourtpdimt makes an issue a
moral issue. You can even illustrate these pomtsugh the use of a case
study.

The first point is that a moral issue raises défgrperpectives and this is
because people hold different beliefs.

The second point is that a moral issue generaspeeial kind of feeling
such as feelings of condemnation, praise, shamethase feelings are
due to the religious disposition, knowledge-base, @ each person.

The third point is that what makes an issue a miegale is the fact that
such issues affect other people. This is not unectedl to the fact that
we live with people in the society and so our awiaffect others as well.

Fourthly, these actions do not just affect otheus ddso helps or hurts
these people as well. This could be both physisalell as emotional.

SAQ 2.2

From what you have learnt in this study sessiom, gan give different
reasons to explain why you act morally and | baidwe following will
suffice in your reasons.

The first is the Divine Command Reason. This isdlam that you act
morally because God has commanded that you shatldcharally. So,
engaging in vices is tantamount to going againstv@dod has said. You
can criticize this position as you would have tovar the existence of
God for you to validate your claim in this regafdhis is because if you
cannot prove that there is a God, then the arguroérthe Divine
Command is faulted.

Another reason which is common is that you act thotzecause you
have been trained to believe that if you act viuslg, good things will

come to you and if you engage in vices, bad thimtjscome to you. This

position can also be criticized because we have sesances where
good people suffer and bad people live well. Youm @unter this

criticism that the compensation may take time bwkiuld surely come.
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You can also hold that another reason why you axtlly is because it
is in the mutual interests of the society. Whenaosemorally, it benefits
us as well because our society is the better faanid we can live
peacefully and meaningfully too.

You can also give the Immanuel Kant position thadratty is right
reason. What this means is that we should act igdrale want morality
to retain its meaning. If we continue acting imnfigtamorality will
eventually lose its sense and meaning and th iadpdic will be terrible
for all of us humans.

SAQ 3.1

As you have learnt in this study session, ethiecslmadivided into three
broad branches which are metaethics, normativesthind descriptive
ethics.

In your discussion of metaethics, you must take tunsideration the
fact that metaethics refers to that branch of sthiat is not concerned
about setting a standard or an ‘ought’ conditioathRr, metaethics is
concerned with understanding ethical propertiesestents, origin and
judgments or standards. Metaethics does not reacbnelusion on a
moral issue but rather analyzes such issue.

In discussing normative ethics, you must point that normative ethics
is concerned about the ‘ought’ position. In oth@rds, normative ethics
sets a standard which is expected to be meanterBift theories are
thrown up in setting these standards. All thesécaththeories derive
from the three approaches that normative ethicsl@m@hese three
approaches include the teleological or consequestigheories,
deontological theories, and virtue ethics.

The teleological or consequentialist theories hiblat the rightness or
wrongness of an action will depend on the conserpgemf such an
action. You will do well by using case studies ouy explanation of this
approach. Examples of consequentialist theoriegthieal utilitarianism
and ethical egoism. You are expected to discusst whah of these
theories cited entails.

The deontological theories hold that an actionitisee right or wrong in
itself. They do not subscribe to looking up to tensequences of an
action in determining its rightness or wrongnessomological theories
appeal to rules, duties, obligations, or logicatgistency in determining
the moral value of an action. Examples of deontokigheories are the
divine command theory and Kant's categorical impeea You are
expected to explain what each of these these #®egdu mentioned as
example entails.

Virtue ethics is an approach in normative ethicemtemphasis is placed
on the moral status of the moral agent in detemgithe moral value of
an action. This is traceable to Aristotle in hi€dinachean Ethics.

The third branch of ethics that we would expect t@discuss is applied
ethics. It involves the examination of the moratststatus of practical
social issues. It entails the application of tHécetl theories in normative
ethics to the analyses of these social issues. bt issues involved
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in applied ethics include bioethics, gender ethéesual ethics, business
ethics, and environmental ethics.

SAQ 4.1

Have you ever wondered why you feel dazed whenhgar that a man
offers his wife to his guest as entertainment? Haue even questioned
the rationality of such an action? These differaricethe positions of our
cultures explain the focus of ethical relativismdashould guide you
when answering this question.

Ethical relativism is an ethical position that tightness or wrongness of
a moral standard will and can only be determinesetlaon what the

society or culture. In other words, you cannot @nd a man who gives
his wife out as entertainment to his guest. The tfzet your own culture

considers it disgusting does not make it wrong tineo climes. So to

judge that action, we must make recourse to thereuthat exhibits such.
There are two strands to ethical relativism.

The first strand is descriptive relativism. Whaststrand is saying is that
indeed there are variances in our societal andirallpractices which
come to play in whatever our societies hold asrtk#iical codes or
standards. Given the example that was cited eayloer cannot condemn
such an action just on the ground that it doescnaform to the ethical
standards of your people. Another example is sanatin some cultures
where when a guest is served a meal, he is expezfadshed the food
and even lick the dish or calabash with his torgsi¢his is a sign that he
enjoyed the meal. An action as this consideredtagiytin some other
cultures. What is of importance in this regardhe meaning that each
culture attaches to these cultural practices. Ambeg<oma people who
offer their wives as entertainment, it is a sigatttihe guest is welcome as
well as an indication that the host hides nothirgmf the guest and so
shares his priceless jewel.

Normative relativism is the second strand. It hottat for one to

determine the rightness or wrongness of an actinoe,must look within

by assessing what one’s culture says about suctiggs. Hence, it is the
culture that guides us in determining what is rightl what is wrong.

Normative relativists give three grounds for theasition. The first is

that allowing for the position of others from otleerdtural background is
an indication of cultural tolerance which is a reszey tool for co-

existence and development. Two, they hold thatetla@e no universal
standards that we can use to judge other peoplétisres. There are no
culture neutral standards and so our assessmerief people’s culture
will be biased and will reflect our own perspectiV@e third point is that
our training allows that certain values which angreduct of our society
to be instilled in us. From cradle till we matumhat we are told and
trained with creates for us a box from which weggethers. Hence, we
cannot have an objective analysis of the valuedhar cultures.

SAQ 5.1

From what you have studied in this session, we evexpect that your
definition of ethical absolutism will cover the fdatis an ethical position
that morality is imbued with certain codes or staxd which are true and
do not change or falter whether or not people Wllthem. Most
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deontological theories are absolutist in natureexanples are the divine
command theory and the Kantian Categorical impezati

SAQ 5.2

In the course of this study session, three of shebries that are related
to ethical absolutism are discussed. So, | am yomeare discussing any
two of divine command theory, natural law theorpdathe Kantian
Categorical Imperative. So which two would you likepick. We would
be picking the divine command theory and the Kant@ategorical
Imperative.

The divine command theory is the ethical positibat tthe rightness or
wrongness of an action is a function of what Gogssé other words, if
God forbids an action, then it is morally wrong add allows it, it is
morally right. The strength of this argument liasthie claim that man is
expected to do the will of the creator since ha tseature of that creator
and he is meant to abide by all the creator satsla8ly, since man has a
soul, this soul will go and give reckoning aftee timan dies and so man
should save his soul from damnation by doing tHeokthe creator.

You are expected to point out the problems thatsigent in this ethical
position. Chief among these problems is the questiavhether there is a
God anywhere. Even if there is a God, what happetisose who do not
believe in the existence of the God/ will they als® bound by the
dictates of this God?

Another problem is the question of which religicastthe valid position
on God given the fact that there is a multiplioitfy religion with each
claiming to be the best of others. Another problesnthat raised by
Socrates that are these commands right becauseaided them or that
God raised them because they are right.

The second version of ethical absolutism to beudises is Kant's
Categorical Imperative. This categorical imperatbas be divided into
two which are the Universal Law Application and tRespect for
persons. What Immanuel Kant is saying with thesstjoms is that an
action is only right if and only if the moral agec&n desire that the
maxim guiding his action be universalized withouhtbecoming self-
contradictory. For example, if | want to steal, Kamould ask that | first
make stealing a universal law — that everyone envorld is allowed to
steal. Without doubt, | would not want someoneteaisfrom me, hence,
that rule has become self-contradictory and sdlitbe deemed by Kant
to be morally wrong.

SAQ 6.1

When a teacher punishes a student for what theestudid or aided in
doing, why do you think the teacher punishes sucbtugent? It is
because the teacher believes that the studensvgeaable for that action
in question. This is where moral responsibility @smin. Moral
responsibility is a form of retrospective respoiigib That is, it is a
responsibility for an action that has been perfatniMoral responsibility
refers to that situation in which the moral agertetd accountable or
answerable for an action carried out. You will dallwby giving
examples to buttress your point.
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SAQ 6.2

What this question raises is for you to identifg tonditions under which
someone will not be held responsible for an adtiercommitted or aided.
In that wise, whatever the answer you supply, webe the following
should be among:

i. when the person is ignorant of the consequencégdction. It
is possible that someone will carry out an actidgthvanother
consequence in mind while what will turn out wid different;

ii. when the person is faced with constraints. Suclstcaimts may
be internal or external.

iil. When the person in question is left with no altéueain that
instance. For instance, a person who cannot swiddesuy
discovers that someone is drowning in his pool tose is no
one around nor a means of reaching for help. Ydunat expect
him to jump in the pool.

iv. When the person faces uncontrollable circumstandes.
example, | cannot hold you for infidelity (not kéegp your
promise) if you took ill a day before you were miesm fulfill
that promise.

SAQ 6.3

This question concerns the realm of freewill anterinism. This idea
is that if we do not have a hand in how things Wippen, if regardless of
our efforts what will be will be, then it will beub of place to hold us
responsible for our actions. This is because otliorac are determined by
someone other than us. This is where hard detesmijrgoft determinism,
and compatibilism come in.

Hard determinism is the position that all eventshia world have been
determined to happen by the activities of somerahforces. Thus, we
cannot make things happen and we do not even yualibe referred to

as moral agents because we lack that freewill tkenwhoices. In fact,

when we are making choices, we chose what we chesause these
forces have decided that that is what we will cleodshe implication of

this is that we cannot be held morally respons#itece none of our
actions is a product of our freewill. Unfortunatetllgis promotes vices as
all you need to do is to say that forces have detexd that that is what
you will do.

Soft determinism is a little bit different from liadeterminism. Soft
determinism agrees with hard determinism that evémtnature have
been determined to happen the way they happen. Wowwesoft

determinism holds that humans ado not fall withiis trealm of being
determined. For them, humans have their freewitthtoose their actions
and are not caused in any way to act the way tbey a

Compatibilism, on its own, tries to create a hargbetween freewill and
determinism. Compatibilism holds that while it ist Wleniable that people
are predetermined to act the way they act, ilsis aot deniable that man
has the ability to make a choice which also puspeasibility for his
actions on him.

SAQ 7.1
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What are the types of utilitarianism you learnthis study session? How
many did you mention? Yes! They are three and they Act
Utilitarianism, Rule Utilitarianism and Generallitéirianism. | hope you
still remember what each entails and how they Jemyn one another.
Good! But before you go into talking about the typé utilitarianism, it
is important you tell us what you understand bijtatianism.

Utilitarianism is the ethical principle that holtisat the rightness of an
action is measured based on whether it gives mappihess than pain or
it affects the highest number of person posititlgn those it affects
otherwise. In measuring this level of happinessvalymain, we can use
the standards of the hedonistic calculus which uge$ intensity,
duration, certainty, propinquity, fecundity, purignd essence. The major
proponents of this theory are Jeremy Bentham aridl WRoss.

Act utilitarianism says that when we are faced vatimoral dilemma, we
should consider the moral action at hand in refatmthe consequences
that the action may possibly bring. So for thataact want to carry out,
if its consequences will favour the highest gobéntl can go ahead with
it because such is morally good and if otherwisés morally bad. Act
utilitarianism has been criticized on various grdsin

The first is that it is not applicable in real lifielost times when we are
faced with a moral dilemma, we have to make quiegisions and so do
not have that luxury of time to be assessing whaicbnsequences of our
action will turn out. Another criticism against thimlea of act
utilitarianism is that it is not applicable to arnén. This is because when
we raise children, we raise them by giving theneswdnd so the notion of
act utilitarianism will not come up as regards @réh. A third criticism
against act utilitarianism is that it is not alway®e case that it is the
consequence that we envisage that eventually tuhso be the actual
consequence. In other words, it is possible for tmehink that the
consequence of my action will be A while it turnst o be B. a fourth
criticism against the notion of act of utilitariam is that there is the
problem of sincerity. For instance, people know twtha consequence of
their action will be and yet go ahead with such.

On its own, rule utilitarianism says that we shoulot bother about
thinking of what the consequences of our actiorl ba& but rather we
should subscribe to the rule that is likely to proel more good above
evil. In other words, the likelihood of the ruleopiucing more good than
evil would be the determinant for the action we ldoundertake. Just
like act utilitarianism, rule utilitarianism is natithout its criticism.

One major criticism against rule utilitarianismtiet it is rigid and rules
that are rigid rarely have good consequences. Rii@rianism does not
allow for exceptions and in the light of that, @e$ not create room for
situations where the rule will have to be bent. #eo criticism of rule

utilitarianism is that it does not escape itsetinfirthe criticisms that act
utilitarianism is affected by. You know that rulese built from our

observations in particular situations and so thesrwill reflect the faults

in act utilitarianism.

The third type of utilitarianism is the Generallitarianism. General
utilitarianism holds that what we should consider riot what act
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utilitarianism and rule utilitarianism suggestsr fwe general utilitarian,
an action will be morally right if and only if it W be pleasant that
everyone begins to engage in it and an actionbeilmorally wrong if it
will not be pleasant that everyone begins to engagie In other words,
the consequences of an action were everyone tan begido it will
determine the moral value of the action.

SAQ 8.1

Psychological egoism is a position that has bedgh e people to prove
the fact that men humans naturally are self-seekirig the position that
it is quite natural for humans to seek that whidh satisfy their own
interest. What this means is that in all that lyou do, you and | will
always seek to satisfy our own interests firstml sure you are nodding
your head in agreement. This position is what reentiaken to be what
leads us to the idea of ethical egoism. One questimwvever readily
comes to mind — how would you now regard the astiaof
philanthropists or people who love to help peoplé®se who are in
support of psychological egoism will react to thisestion by saying that
even philanthropists do what they do because thpga something in
return or because of something. It may be becaosen@ndated them to
do so or that they are expecting blessings for gldivat, or because it
makes them feel good, or because they love thelatz® they get, or
because they have ambitions in the future, etcs Whil thus show that
self-interest is central to man’s consideration$isractions.

Ethical egoism on its own is the ethical positibattwe must always seek
or do that which satisfies our self-interests. Hgror the ethical egoist,
an action will be morally right if it holds more go above evil for the
moral agent while an action will be morally wrorigiich an action holds
more evil for the moral agent. In other words, theral value of an
action will be a function of the range of benefitkich the moral agent
has to get. So if the benefits are less compardbdetgain or liabilities,
such an action is morally wrong and if the bendhest the action holds
are more, such an action is morally right.

SAQ 9.1

Defining feminism will be a little bit problematlmecause there are many
other ideologies that lay claim to feminism justlasre are many strands
or varieties of it. Feminism is an ideology or &iseeconomic or socio-
political position. Whichever way it is construefEminism can be
described as an effort towards removing the subatdin of women
within the society. There is n doubting the facittbur societies are male
chauvinistic (they place men on a higher level thamen). In fact, our
religions are not anyway better because of the wasen are treated.
The place of women in religion is always margirtdilstory too has not
been fair on women. Now think of examples from ysaociety (both past
and present) and religion to buttress this point.

Feminism is thus a reaction to the social relegagiod subordination that
women are made to face within the society.

SAQ 9.2
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In attempting this question, we would expect yolbtimg to bear those
things that you learnt in the second section of #tudy session. We
would expect you to make reference to names sudBaasl Gilligan,
Mary Wollstonecraft, and Alison Jagar as well as ieas that each of
these feminist personalities represented.

If you take a sample of all the ethical theoriest thhe have looked at or
mentioned so far in the course of this course, widludiscover that they
are universal in nature (they believe that theseries are applicable in
all places, in all situations, and at all timesjl anake appeal to justice
and independence. These theories fall within tladnreof what we call
traditional ethics and it is the rigid position taditional ethics that
Alison Jagar criticizes. For her, feminist ethisgpreferable to traditional
ethics because it takes into consideration theljagity of each situation
and condition. Her position builds from the semimadrk of Carol
Gilligan.

It must be mentioned that prior to Gilligan, fersisi such as Mary
Wollstonecraft have been engaging in researchewigahat there is
actually no difference between the male folk arel fémale folk and so
there is no basis for the social discriminationngstn them. Interestingly,
Gilligan's work brought a new perspective to thiscdurse as she
established through her research that there isalbcta difference
between the way men and women think. She proveduging a boy and
a girl. Gilligan’s choice of children is due t tfact that she believed that
young kids have not yet been affected by the ateont of the society
and so their thought will still be natural.

Gilligan posed a situation before the young lads man’s wife is lying

critically ill in the hospital and this sicknessght resort to death. The
man has been told to go to the pharmacist who leagitug which the
woman needs but unfortunately the man does not ey to buy the
drug and here the pharmacists too is not readgltdhe drug on credit.
Would it be right for the man to steal the drugs?

In the response of the lads, the boy made recdarsdes and was rigid
in his judgment but the girl put a lot of thinggdrconsideration — how
would the man feel if his wife dies as a resulh@f inability to get her
the drugs, how would the pharmacists feel if hddiout that the drug has
been stolen, how would the wife feel when she,rajtting well, feel
when she discovers that her husband had stoledrtiys. This sure sets
it that women are not rigid in their moral evaloatcompared to men.

SAQ 10.1

This question is all about applying all that yowdaearnt in this course
as well as PHI 103 (Philosophy of Value) to thecpcal happenings of
life around you. Hence, what we expect you to ddoispply all the
theories to the question of good social relatiom$ good governance. If
we may quickly ask — why do we even need ethics?ybDo still
remember what you learnt in Study Session 2?

You would agree with me that moral codes, unlikbssantive laws are
not enforceable. However, they still play a roleragulating human
behavior. They help promoting peace and tranquiitpur societies. In
fact, all the theories that you have learnt in #tosirse are targeted at
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regulating human behavior with a view to promotimgrmony and co-
operation in our society. We expect you to useast two of the theories
that you have learnt in this course as a referpoog. Whatever theories
you may use, you will find out that by regulatingr doehavior, we would
definitely have no choice than to live in peacehvather people around
us, thereby promoting and ensuring good sociatiogls.

Ethics also has its fundamental roles to play irsueng good

governance. You will agree with us that good goaaoe can only come
when each person that finds himself at the corrmfopower put other
people into consideration before carrying out antioa. This is what

ethics enjoins us to do. We expect you to citeast two ethical theories
and relate how they can be of help in ensuring ggmeernance or how
they advocate good governance. Whatever theoriasaye using, you
will agree that ethics condemns such acts as gndech is always a
fundamental enemy of good governance. Ethics maisesake other
people into consideration in all that we want to do

Therefore, by promoting good social relations, athis also promoting
good governance. After all, do you view bad leadeedl? So, ethics
advocates good governance as well.
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