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Teleological Ethics in the Community

Introduction
Morality is a significant element that shapes the human behavior and decision-making process. Every human act is guided by choosing what is right or wrong and the reasons that precede such a decision (Rawls 262).  Remarkably, depending on the various viewpoint in ethics and morality, the social life obliges human beings to make a decision which can be deemed as wrong or right. Depending on the various viewpoints that define ethics and morality. According to Hollander (11), teleology is an ethical principle that is result oriented.  On the one hand, a person’s action is based on the anticipated consequences and effects of past experiences. The concept asserts that choices lead to desirable outcomes when individual meet the threshold of ethics that he or she considers as morally justifiable. On the contrary, immoral behaviors result in unpleasant outcomes that are limited happiness. The purpose of this write-up is to examine the teleological system of ethics to provide an insight into the decision-making process and human behavior. 
Features of Teleological Ethics

According to Selling (394), the basis for teleological ethics is egoism, and utilitarianism Moral goodness in the outcome of behavior is the basis of action in each case. Meanwhile, utilitarianism focuses on principle greatest happiness. The concept is mainly applicable in economics whereby the elements of utility depends on consequences which are valued further based on the well-being. In expanding a road network across a marketplace, the action may results in an either a good and from the construction process. The construction will demolish some of the established structures and buildings resulting at the expenses of its owner.  On the other hand, the increased accessibility due to the new road may improve inflow of good and services which ultimately surpass the adverse outcomes and contribute to the general welfare of the people. In this case, teleological ethics guide the mayors’ decision to authorize construction. Other elements of the functional attribute are the equality of happiness when making choices. 

Secondly, egoism is also an attribute that defines the teleological ethical system. The central argument involves the attempts by an individual to act according to self-interest which results in cumulative welfare. In as much as there are people who demonstrate altruism, there are normative arguments associated with the action (Hollander 1). For instance, donating money to charity may is beneficial to vulnerable persons in the society. Similarly, a person can be motivated to help others without concern for the outcomes. However, the overall motivation for our prosocial behaviors is the self-interest which can be conscious or unconscious. For instance, when we do good things to others, our actions make us feel valued in the community which explains the benefit that we receive through helping others. The focus on self-interest to produce desired results, the primary aim of teleological ethics, is essential in improving the society. In this case, every person behaves in a way that creates gains which can be psychological or physical. The long-term outcomes of self-maximizing objective satisfy moral demands (Neander n.p).

Theory of Teleological Ethics System 

The doctrine of hedonism explains the teleological ethics effectively (Selling 396). An overview of human action reveals the following concerns that will help in defining the theoretical framework of teleology. Firstly, a behavior is neither wrong nor right that is the outcome is the basis of consideration to determine whether an action is good or bad. Secondly, morality is goal-oriented in the sense that intents guide our choice of behavior. For instance, while preparing evening dinner, a parent may consider two options to groceries that is sending a ten-year-old child across a busy street to purchase the items. In as much as this may be a pleasant idea, the anticipated consequences such as accidents or getting lost inform the parent’s decision to avoid sending the young one (Sher 1). If the child is sent and one of the effects is unpleasant, the community will blame the person for immorality that is the failure to consider the moral consequences. Hedonism involves the concepts of good and evil as resulting in pleasure and pain respectively.

Hedonism theory focuses on four main aspects that are the intensity of the pain or pleasure due to human activity. According to Hollander (12), scientists use brain imaging technologies to measure the depth of pleasure and pain. In this case, specific parts of the human brain respond when specific actions create intense pleasure. Secondly, fecundity examines the probability that pleasurable act will result in positive consequences. For instance, taking wine after work may create happiness. However, overdrinking will result in throwing up which is a painful experience. The third aspect is the duration whereby the accurate measurement involves the use of a clock (Hollander 13). Scientist argues that the context of the action determines the length that pain or pleasure will last. The final assertion is the likelihood that a given act will result in adverse outcomes. The above aspects explain the reasons for choices in some of the common behaviors such as smoking and having unprotected sex among others. The continuous existence of such actions despite the apparent anticipation of negative consequences reflects the pursuit of short-term pleasures (Sher 1).

Hedonism also explains the critical tenets of teleological theories that are egoism and altruism. In this case, human beings either serve their selfish interest or sacrifice to address the pains and pleasures of other people.  Hollander (15) contends that capitalism demonstrates prescriptive egoism whereby there are cumulative benefits as a result of pursuing self-interest in the economy. On the other hand, altruism points out that the natural selfishness is not good since morality involves promoting pleasure for other and avoiding pain for others. Therefore, the hedonism theory reinstates teleological ethics system which explains moral behavior as resulting in pleasure and immoral acts as promoting pain (Rawls, 262).

Strengths and Weaknesses of Teleological Ethics

Teleological theories explain behaviors in their various contexts providing insights on particular dilemmas. For instance, smoking is associated with health risks some of which are indicated on the cigarette packets, yet the behavior is typical of many people. Without teleological ethics, the existing models cannot satisfactorily explain such social trends. Additionally, the ethics system points to a cost-benefit analysis approach to social, political, and economic behavior (Sher 1). Moral behavior varies depending on the current context that is whether the predictable consequence will be pleasurable or painful. Finally, the focus on altruism helps promote the overall welfare of personal gains which is the foundation of unity in the society.  The weakness of teleological ethics is that actions can have multiple consequences. It is not possible to accurately predict the outcome of every behavior to make a rational choice or decision (Neander n.p).

Conclusion


 Apparently, human beings make choices that aim at providing pleasures and avoiding pain regardless of the duration. Teleological ethics is essential in making ration choice since it focuses on egoism and utilitarianism as the underlying principles. Hedonism theory provides an insight into the concept of morality which relies on likelihood, fecundity, duration, and intensity of pleasure and or pain. The teleological argument is valuable in explaining the dilemmas in social life and guide human behavior based on cost-benefit analysis. Meanwhile, many consequences of the action is a weakness of the ethical system.
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