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Elements of Moral Philosophy and Applications
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Date 

1. Aristotle’s Golden Mean Doctrine
a) Illustrate the Golden Mean by example of a virtuous person or a virtuous act from your own life experience. Explain why you think this person or act is virtuous.
According to Aristotle, golden mean describes the moderate position between two extremes- at one end is excess, and the other end is deficiency (Willis III, 2013). An example of Golden Mean would be an executive at a big company who does not file for counter charges against a lowly taxi driver after an accident where the taxi driver blamed the Executive’s chauffer for the incident. During the proceedings, the executive proves to the court that the taxi driver did cause the accident but understands the frustration behind the cab driver who had hoped to win based on public opinion of rich versus poor. The Executives, after winning the case approaches the taxi driver to make a deal where the cab driver would only pay the court mandated fees but seeks no compensation for his loss, and the Executive also does not demand pay for his lawyer. He does this in consideration of the lowly wage of the cab driver and the frustrations accompanied with losing the case. The Executive shows leniency towards the driver so as not to squeeze him dry from his little hard earned cash but also leaves the driver with some bills to pay which is necessary to learn not to take advantage.
b) Add to the list at least three additional virtues including their deficiency and excess
A courageous soldier, though afraid of certain death will bottle up his fear in a bid not to cause panic to his comrades, but at the same time exercise restraint with protective gear and protective positions in a bid to stay alive. A parent of a son who just slipped away from home to go clubbing but then gets arrested will bottle up his anger and disappointment at the police station while bailing his son out but have a seat down or a disciplinary session with the child once they get at home. The golden mean applied is the timing that is most effective for showing emotions. Disciplining the child at the station would be rash and forgetting the whole incident would be too lenient. A friend can demonstrate Golden Mean by confronting you when in the wrong and showing you where exactly you went wrong as opposed to flattery by supporting your every decision be it right or wrong, or quarrelsomeness where every decision applied has no merit. 
2. A “Ticking Bomb”
a) What would a Utilitarian say?
A Utilitarian holds the firm belief that the best moral action is one that maximized the well-being of sentient entities. The Utilitarian Theory approves any action that would lead to the happiness of a multitude (Cohen & Ahn, 2016). In the case of ‘ticking bomb’, this approach would allow for the torture of the suspect if analysis showed that torture would be beneficial to a lot of people. The torturer can use the concept the need of many outweigh the needs of a few to justify the torture necessary to gather information from a suspect if the information is presumed to important in safeguarding a lot of people. 
b) What would a Kantian say?
	A Kantian would be totally against torture since it is morally wrong. Kantian theory claims that intention of carrying out a specific action outweigh the consequences (Ewing, 2013). The intentions, in this case, should be acted upon in a manner such that if such an act was perceived as a universal law, it would not result in moral contradiction. Under a ‘ticking bomb’ perception, torture is immoral since it uses human beings (the suspect) as a means to an end. A Kantian view the suspect as a human being and in such worthy of being protected from torture.
c) What would a Virtue Theorist say?
	A Virtue Theorist would perceive the moral integrity of the person carrying out the action as opposed to the ethical duties or the consequences of a particular action. They are interested in the good ill of a person not the morally correctness or wrong nature of the act in question. A virtue theorist would argue that torturing the suspect is morally wrong but so is condemning people to death, thus there is no ethically right action. Torture to a Virtue Theorist would present a morally wrong concept and hence would not be adopted. The theorist would opt for other options which would maintain their social integrity claiming that assumptions made were not facts.
d) If you were a government agent interrogating a ‘ticking bomb’, would you use torture? Use the above theories or any other ethical principles.
As an agent of the government I would permit the allocation of torture to the suspect. Agreeing to torture requires me to have faith in the intelligence linking the suspect to the ‘ticking bomb’ event (O'Donohue, et al., 2014). The Utilitarian would support my actions claiming that torture may lead to acquiring information that would lead to the benefit of a much larger number of people in comparison to the one or more suspect being tortured. Another theory that supports torture is Ethical Egoism which seeks a person to act in a manner that promotes self-interests. As a government agent, torture would be a ‘means to an end’ in stopping an attack which would boost my credentials and even earn me awards which supports the theory. Another theory applicable would be The Social Contract Theory. This theory approves of behaviours that any rational, self-interested persons would engage in for mutual benefit. This theory takes into account my actions in comparison to those of another agent of the same higher ranking. The theory supports torture since any other agent would opt for the same action in seeking the information necessary to stop the imminent attack.
3. Give an example, from your own life experience, when you have acted as a care ethicist. What were your moral motivations?
While in high school I volunteered to help in an elderly home shelter. The roles handed to me were reading to the elderly, participating in stories and games, arranging their personal effects in their designated areas of living and assisting them while taking walks in the garden mostly in the afternoons. I momentarily gained sage advice from some of them but the presence of a young face interacting with them was psychologically meant to boost their optimism and hope. The elderly shelter was very close to home but I was driven to volunteer since my grandmother was institutionalized there and it provided me a chance to spend time with her. Though physically healthy, she suffered from early onset of dementia and thus her memory had its good days and bad making it impossible to care for herself. None of her children could take care of her fulltime and grandfather had long been dead. With two working parents, I had a lot of time on me so this provided me a chance to help out and at the same time manage to see her on a frequent basis. I felt morally obligated to make a smile on each of the elderly showing special treatment to each one of them but no bias.
4. Ethics of care 
a) Explain the two options of looking at the ethics of care outlined by Rachels in this section.
Caring for people generally across the globe. In this case, Ethics of Care focuses on a small scale personal based relationship and hence caring requires the caregivers and the care receivers can interact in an effort to show gratefulness. Care giving in this aspect is obligated in situations where the care recipient can acknowledge and receive the care personally in a one-to-one encounter so that it can form a completeness of care giving. Ethics of care illuminates a close contact caring relationship but totally ignores the benevolent concern for people generally (Mackenzie, Rogers, & Dodds, 2014). 
Emphasis on love and care over duty. We all have a moral duty (ethical principle) to be impartial as a disinterested and benevolent spectator and treat everyone equally from a sense of duty. Ethics of care on the other hand have the opinion that does not require promoting the interests of everyone alike but rather insists on providing priority and special treatment to family and friends. Moral life in care ethics is viewed as a primary inspiration consisting of a network of relationships with special people by caring for them, attending to their needs, and maintaining their trusts. 
b) The care ethicist may choose a third way of looking at things, namely, the care values should always get priority over the principles such as impartiality and rationality, which then become secondary in moral decision making. Do you think that makes sense? Explain and use examples.
This third principle represents an option that merges the ethics of care and the ethical principle which when adapted would be largely influential and serve in bridging the gap between the two, thus I am of the opinion that it is largely applicable. For an ethical solution in this prospect, the weight of the decision would rely upon the hefty nature of the ethical solution and would be beneficial in balancing ethics of care with its principles. Any decision applied would have to manage the comparisons between the care ethics and ethical principles to value which serves the most significance.
When making a moral decision on whether to donate money, food and clothing to a poor country that has been struck by earthquake, the principle would provide differing opinions. Care ethics limits care to circumstances where the care giver and the care recipient interact on a one-to-one basis and hence this endeavor wouldn’t be allowed. Ethical principle demands, as a human right, the obligation to assist any other human in need. A decision of this magnitude using the third principle would fall in favor of ethical principles even though it is a secondary consideration.


References
Cohen, D. J., & Ahn, M. (2016). A subjective utilitarian theory of moral judgment. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General 145, 1359.
Ewing, A. C. (2013). The Morality of Punishment (Routledge Revivals): With Some Suggestions for a General Theory of Ethics. Abingdon-on-Thames: Routledge.
Mackenzie, C., Rogers, W., & Dodds, S. (2014). Vulnerability: New essays in ethics and feminist philosophy. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
O'Donohue, W., Snipes, C., Dalto, G., Soto, C., Maragakis, A., & Im, S. (2014). The ethics of enhanced interrogations and torture: A reappraisal of the argument. Ethics & Behavior 24, 109-125.
Willis III, J. E. (2013). Ethics, Big Data, and Analytics: A Model for Application. Education Review Online.



