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Utilitarianism

Jeremy Bentham once said: ‘Nature has placed mankind
under the governance of two sovereign masters, pleasure
and pain’ For Bentham then, morality had to incorporate
this concept of human motivation. He therefore proposed
the teleological theory of Utilitarianism. Moral goodness
was based on creating the ‘greatest good for the greatest
number’ and this became known as the principle of utili-
ty. What is morally right can therefore vary depending of
the situation.

Jeremy Bentham wanted to create an ethical theory that
addressed the inequalities in society. He wrote it at a time
when England was experiencing an industrial revolution
and a new poor working class had been created.




Strength of Hedonism and the Hedonic Calcu-
lus

Human beings according to many philosophers

are self-interested and so it seems logical that a

system of morality takes this into consideration

and aims to satisfy happiness in a fair way.
Nietzsche would support Bentham’s view that
human beings are self-interested, indeed he went
further to claim that they are incapable of per-
forming a selfless act.

Strength of Bentham’s Act Utilitarianism

It seems right that we should want an ethical theo-
ry that is based on the principle of equality. As
William Frankena acknowledges: ‘What could be

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and
why? Answer the question
using the language of the
question.

more plausible that the right is to promote the
general balance of good over evil. ‘ Indeed, the
principle of democracy is based on this.

Strength of Utilitarianism
Because it is a teleological theory, it provides

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and
why? Answer the question
using the language of the
question.

flexibility. The moral agent has the freedom to
adapt a principle to suit the situation they are in.

Strength of John Stuart Mill’s theory
Happiness is definable and is described as more

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and
why? Answer the question
using the language of the
question.

than pleasure, suggesting that human beings can
consider happiness beyond their own pleasure.

Conclusion:

Overall judgement in relation to the question. You also want to con-
sider whether or not Mill’s Strong Rule Utilitarianism is too far re-
moved from what Utilitarianism is to be a working teleological theory

of morality. End on a quote that supports your view.

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and
why? Answer the question
using the language of the
question.




Introduction to Situation Ethics

Joseph Fletcher once said: ‘Only one thing is intrinsically good; namely love: nothing else at all’.
(Fletcher, 1966). For Fletcher then, this should be the only principle that guides our moral decision
making. His theory was written as an alternative to traditional Christian deontological ethics, par-
ticularly Divine Command Ethics. Fletcher wanted a teleological theory that could be used by
Christians and was relevant to the 20th Century and beyond. He wrote his theory at a time of great
social change and this is clearly reflected in his break-away from traditional Christian teachings.
Fletcher placed his theory between legalism—the emphasis on having absolute moral laws for
everything as seen in Divine Command Ethics and antiniomianism—the lack of existence of any
moral laws beyond personal ones. Fletcher said that only one law was needed; the law of love,
specifically the Christian concept of agapé.

Situation Ethics




Strength of Situation Ethics as a teleological theory
Provides a real alternative to the strict deontological ethics
that Christians previously had as the basis for moral decision
-making. Indeed, it allowed Christians to advocate abortion
if it was considered to be the most loving thing to do. Fletch-
er uses the example of abortion in the case of rape to illus-
trate this point.

Strength of using the principle of agapé

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and
why? Answer the question
using the language of the
question.

It seems inherently right that we ought to consider the most
loving thing to do, as it requires us to act in a selfless way.

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and why?
Answer the question using the
language of the question.

Strength of using Situation Ethics to make moral deci-
sions
Provides the moral agent with flexibility to make moral deci-
sions taking into account the specifics of the situation. Situa-
tion Ethicists would point out that this is exactly what Jesus
did and so provides a more flexible approach to Christian
morality.

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and why?
Answer the question using the
language of the question.

Strength of using Situation Ethics to make moral deci-

sions
Existing moral commands should be used and can only be
broken if doing so better serves the principle of agapé. Situa-
tion Ethics is not disregarding other Christian moral teach-
ings.

Conclusion: This is your overall judgement in relation to the question. You may want to bring in Proportionalism as a possible alternative/

compromise. You should try to end on a quote that supports your main argument and don’t forget to use the language of the question.

Judgement:

Which one is more valid, the
strength or weakness and why?
Answer the question using the
language of the question.




(i) Examine the chief characteristics of Utilitarianism. [21]
(ii) To what extent is Situation Ethics a more convincing theory than
Utilitarianism? [9]

Introduction
Jeremy Bentham once said: ‘Nature has placed mankind
under the governance of two sovereign masters; pleasure
and pain’ For Bentham then, morality had to incorporate
this concept of human motivation. He therefore proposed
the teleological theory of Utilitarianism. Moral goodness
was based on creating the ‘greatest good for the greatest
number’ and this became known as the principle of utili-
ty. What is morally right can therefore vary depending of
the situation.
Jeremy Bentham wanted to create an ethical theory that
addressed the inequalities in society. He wrote it at a time
when England was experiencing an industrial revolution
and a new poor working class had been created.




Strength of the principle of utility
It creates equality between people and ensures
that happiness is maximised: the aim of utilitari-
anism as an ethical theory is to create the greatest
possible good over evil. This is something that
William Frankena supported. Indeed, Utilitarian-
ism forms the basis of democracy.

Strength of flexibility
Creates flexible approach to moral decision-
making that allows the moral agent to decide what
is right based on the individual circumstances.
What is right, is what maximises the good and
this can change.

Protection of minority
John Stuart Mill’s Strong and Weak Rule Utilitar-
ianism provide protection for the minority against
the maximisation of happiness for the majority.

Utilitarianism is supposed to be a moral theory
that everyone can use

It is not based on following a divine example in

the way that Situation Ethics requires people to

act in the way that Jesus did and so is realistic and

usable by everyone.

Judgement:
Which one do you think is more convincing and why?

Judgement:

Which one do you think is more convincing and why?
This needs to be a decision about which you think is
clearer and easier to follow. Just because you agree with
Barclay does not mean Utilitarianism is better as Barclay
advocated absolutist ethics.

Judgement:
Which one do you think is more convincing and why?

Judgement:
Which one do you think is more convincing and why?

Judgement:
Overall, which theory do you think is the more convincing of the
two and why? End on a quote that supports your point of view.




Euthyphro’s Dilemma
Either God commands something because
it is morally God or something is morally
God if God has commanded it so. In the first
instance God affirms an existing morality, the
problem with this is that God is not the om-
nipotent creator of morality and therefore
God is not needed to be morally good and so
God becomes arbitrary. In the second part of
the statement, morality does not exist before
God and so God is the omnipotent creator of
morality, but since there is no morality out-
side of God, he has nothing to based His mo-
rality on and so His decisions are made arbi-
trarily.
This is a very effective critique of the link
between religion and morality, although at-
tempts to resolve it have been made. St
Thomas Aquinas maintained that God created
morality, but not arbitrarily, because God and
the good are intrinsically linked.

Religion leads to immorality
For some secular scholars, religion cause people to be immoral. R.A Sharpe
believes that religion causes people to consider issues that do not matter to be
moral ones, such as the issue of contraception. Nietzsche also believes that

religion creates a slave morality, which makes people do things unquestioning-
ly. For Charles Taylor: ‘The moment one loses confidence in God or immoral-

ity, one becomes more selfreliant, more courageous and the more solicitous to
aid where only human aid is possible.’

Philosophers have long debated the link be-
tween religion and morality. For some, religion
explains why we should be moral, A.G Gray-
ling comments that: ’Sin is the disobedience to
the commands of God and virtue is the obedi-
ence to them’ whereas for others religious be-
lief moves us away from what is morally right.

Divine Command Ethics
Divine Command Ethics is a
tradition religious belief that

morality should be entirely
based upon the commands of
God. There are many exam-
ples in religious scripture
where God makes com-
mands—The Decalogue in the
Bible and the Surah in the
Qur’an.

The Link between Religion and Morality

Conscience

Immanuel Kant’s Deontology

Theories that conscience is the source of morali-
ty can either be religious or secular. Joseph But-
ler believed that the conscience was the voice of
God within us all and Cardinal Henry Newman
considered the conscience to be evidence for the
existence of God. For both Butler and Newman,
Biblical scripture supported their claims. St
Paul’s accounts of the Holy Spirit and Con-
version are relevant here. For Sigmund Freud
however, the conscience was formed based on
childhood experiences and was not divine in
origin at all.

Kant was critical of Natural Moral Law, because
he said that human beings still needed to refer to
religious scripture. For Immanuel Kant, the ex-
istence of free will was not only the reason for
the existence of God, it also meant that we do
not need any other guidance apart from our own
ability to reason through what absolute moral
laws exist. Kant believed that we used ‘moral
maxims’ to establish absolute morality that he
terms ‘categorical imperatives’. These are uni-
versal laws that can be achieved through various
hypothetical imperatives.

Natural Moral Law

Philosophers such as Immanuel Kant were very critical of
DCE because it did not acknowledge that human beings
have any free will, rather they are simply to obey the will of
God in order to be moral. St Thomas Aquinas wanted to
create a religious morality that incorporated the concept of
humanity being made in God’s image and therefore having
free will. In his theory of Natural Moral Law, he explained
that human beings are innately good and aim for the purpos-
es that God created for them, which have been written into
nature. Human beings work out what these God-given pur-
poses are by using a combination of religious scripture and
reasoning.




Strength of Divine Command Ethics
It provides moral certainty, people know
what being morally good entails, because
they must simply follow God’s commands.
A.G Grayling quote.

Corresponding weakness of Divine
Command Ethics
Although it provides certainty, it does not
allow for any free will. The moral agent is
not autonomous, but must blindly obey.
This can therefore lead to what Nietzsche
described as a slave morality.

> | and why. You need to ensure that you an-

Strength of Natural Moral Law
Human beings have more free will, they
are not simply blindly obeying. People are
more autonomous

Corresponding weakness of Natural
Moral Law
Still reliant on revelation to some extent;
human beings still have to refer to reli-
gious scripture in order to be moral. Im-
manuel Kant criticised this limited view of
free will.

— strengths or the weakness is more valid

Strength of Kant’s Deontology
There is no limit to the free will that hu-
man beings. They use their free will to
reason what absolute morality is.

Corresponding weakness of Kant’s de-
ontology
His theory relies upon people all reasoning
in the same way and their reasoning being
infallible.

——)-| Strengths or the weakness is more valid

Strength of Religious views of the con-
science
Explains how human reasoning is possible
and supports the religious belief about
human beings possessing a soul and ex-
plains how atheists can be moral.

Corresponding weakness of religious
views of the conscience

The existence of a conscience need not be
as a result of something God-given. It
could simply be a product of environment
or experience or even biology. This is
something that Sigmund Freud and Charles
Darwin argued.

Evaluation
You need to explain whether you think the
strengths or the weakness is more valid

swer the question here using the language
of the question.

Evaluation
You need to explain whether you think the

and why. You need to ensure that you an-
swer the question here using the language
of the question.

Evaluation
You need to explain whether you think the

and why. You need to ensure that you an-
swer the question here using the language
of the question.

Evaluation
You need to explain whether you think the
strengths or the weakness is more valid
and why. You need to ensure that you an-
swer the question here using the language

P | of the question.

Your conclusion is your overall judgement in relation to the question
and you should end on a quote that supports your view.




Criticism 1:
Biblical teachings can contradict reli-
gious concepts of God. The stories of
Abraham and Isaac, Job and Jepthah
highlight this.

Yes it can be resolved by situation ethics
Situation Ethics does not rely on pre-existing moral
laws, it is a teleological theory with only one princi-
ple of agape, enabling a person to do something
moral based on that principle alone and not pre-
existing scripture

No it cannot be resolved by situation ethics

Whilst situation ethics does give an alterna-
tive Christian perspective, it does not change
the fact that these Biblical stories about the
nature of God exist and that they conflict with
the concept of an all-loving God.

Evaluation
Does situation ethics resolve
this or not?

Criticism 2:
Biblical scripture such as the 10
Commandments can lead to out-dated
teachings on moral behaviour such as
prohibiting abortion.

Yes it can be resolved by situation ethics
Situation Ethics allows Christians to apply the prin-
ciple of agape, rather than rely on scripture written
thousands of years ago. Indeed, Fletcher uses the
example of abortion to explain how the principle of
agape could condone it in some situations.

No it cannot be resolved by situation ethics
Barclay (1971) criticises situation ethics be-
cause it uses only extreme examples to justify
it. For Barclay, this is no basis for a moral
theory and does not make acts such as abor-
tion justifiable.

Evaluation
Does situation ethics resolve
this or not?

Criticism 3:
Religious morality leads to what Nie-
tzsche terms as a ‘slave morality’.

Yes it can be resolved by situation ethics

The moral agent has the free will in situation ethics
to make decisions about the right thing to do in any
given situation

No it cannot be resolved by situation ethics
The moral agent is still expected to think
along the lines of agape, a Christian concept,
rather than another principles such as that of
utility.

Evaluation
Does situation ethics resolve
this or not?

Conclusion
You need to comment on the extent to which you think that situation ethics resolves the problem and why you think this. You can end on a quote if you wish.
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- Sexual Ethics

[

Introduction to Sexual Ethics

Sexual relationships and sexual activity
has always been an issue that has con-
cerned some philosophers. For the An-
cient Greeks, intellectual pursuits
should overrule bodily pleasures as if
we spent too much time gratifying sex-
ual urges, our souls could become
trapped in our bodies. This idea as the
soul distinct from the physical body is
known as dualism.
In the 21st Century, attitudes to sexual-
ity are different; in the West, there is
an emphasis on free will and freedom
of choice. Sexuality is a private matter
and one that should not enter the ethi-
cal domain. Some religious scholars
believe that sexuality is an ethical mat-
ter still and maintain that the appropri-
ate place for sexual acts to take place is
within a marriage.




Counterclaim to reason 1:

Feminists claim that much of the sexual behav-
iours of people in society are disrespectful to why? Answer the question
women and exploitative of women. Religious using the language of the
scholars would argue that religion encoUrages |m——) question.

people to be respectful of a person and to re-
spect themselves. This is a product of ensuring
that sex is an expression of love.

Counterclaim to reason 2:

Not all religious scholars are opposed to divorce; John .

Robinson, a Situation Ethicist, claimed that divorce A0 PN

could son,letimes best serve the’ rinciple of agape Wil o 1w vald a}nd
. . principie ot agape. ey | Why? Answer the question

Religious people believe that marriage is an ethical :

. o . using the language of the

issue because it is about respecting a person and that question

divorce very often causes a breakdown in this respect ’

and consequently it is an ethical issue. They would

argue that divorce is so common in the 21st Century

that Christian attitudes could help to change this.

Judgement:
Which one is more valid and

Judgement:
Which one is more valid and
why? Answer the question

Judgement:

Counterclaim to reason 3:

For religious believers and for feminist scholars, por-
nography inevitably leads to exploitation, addiction
and the breakdown in meaningful relationships, be-
cause of its nature.

Counterclaim to reason 3:
Religious scholars and the Roman Catholic Church
are clear that prejudice against homosexuality is mor-
ally wrong. In addition to this, not all religious people .
=1 believe that homosexual acts are immoral. For the Wiy e lageage of i
Church of England a loving, monogamous homosexu- . (I
al relationship is a private issue not an ethical one. As
John Harris said; it is a matter of ‘etiquette’.

Which one is more valid and
why? Answer the question
using the language of the
question.

Conclusion: This is your overall judgement in relation to the question. You should try to end on a quote that supports your main argument and don’t forget to use the language
of the question.




