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Ethical Theories that Apply to Formulation of the Proposed Sports Violence Act of 1980 and Ethical Leadership Needed to Pass it
Various ethical theories can be applied to the proposed Sports Violence Act of 1980. Based on the definition of excessive violence according to the Act, the ethical theories of consequentialism, deontology, and virtue ethics can be applied to support the Act. While consequentialism analyzes the ethicality of an action depending on its aftermath, deontology focuses on the relevant guidelines or laws within a particular context to determine its ethicality. Conversely, virtue ethics employs certain values that are considered ethical and justify an action as ethical if it exemplifies these values. Subsequently, to pass the act, rational, lawful and virtuous ethical leadership was needed to justify the unethicality of excessive violence based on these three ethical theories.
The theory of consequentialism argues that the repercussions of one’s actions are more crucial in evaluating its morality (Sinnott-Armstrong, 2019). Essentially, consequentialism emphasizes the outcomes more than the circumstances within which actions are made (Sinnott-Armstrong, 2019). Accordingly, an action whose beneficial outcomes overwhelm its unpleasant outcomes is considered moral (Sinnott-Armstrong, 2019). From this point of view, excessive violence in sports is unethical since its negative outcomes outweigh the positive outcomes. More precisely, the injury that an individual may incur when subjected to excessive violence is an unpleasant outcome, which overcomes any benefit that may be acquired in that situation. Additional negative outcomes may include the cost of treating such injuries, as well as resentment that the injured individual may have towards the perpetrator of excessive violence. Consequently, a consequentialist perspective can be used to define excessive violence in sports as unethical.
Conversely, deontology prioritizes the rules or guidelines surrounding a particular situation in evaluating the morality of an act (Alexander & Moore, 2020). According to deontology, an action is identified as ethical if it abides by these rules and vice versa (Alexander & Moore, 2020). As such, deontology provides a universal platform for evaluating the ethicality of an action depending on the relevant policies or guidelines for a specific context (Alexander & Moore, 2020). The lack of consent from the injured person makes excessive violence unethical from a deontological point of view. Typically, consent implies that an individual understands the implications of excessive violence and voluntarily agrees to be subjected to such violence from another individual while engaging in the sport.  According to the law, excessive violence would be legal and, therefore, ethical from a deontological perspective if the injured individual provided his consent. However, the absence of consent makes excessive violence illegal according to the law, which makes it unethical since deontology identifies an action as unethical if it ignores the relevant laws or rules in place.
On the other hand, virtue ethics is based on certain ethical attributes exhibited in an individual’s personality (Hursthouse & Pettigrove, 2018). Virtue ethics uses these attributes, which are referred to as virtues, to determine whether an action is ethical (Hursthouse & Pettigrove, 2018). As such, virtue ethics justifies the ethicality of an action based on whether the action employs virtues such as honesty, fairness, compassion, and others (Hursthouse & Pettigrove, 2018). Since excessive violence is also unreasonable, a virtue ethics standpoint can be used to justify its unethicality. A virtue ethicist can argue that being reasonable entails fairness and acting justly, which are important virtues that are neglected when an individual uses excessive violence in sports. Furthermore, injuring another individual while subjecting them to excessive violence can be considered insensitive and uncaring, which indicates the absence of virtues. As such, from a virtue ethicist point of view, the ignorance of virtues such as fairness, being sensitive, and showing care, can be used to justify the unethicality of excessive violence in sports.
To pass the Act, rational ethical leadership was needed. Rational leadership was required to objectively assess the outcomes of excessive violence in sports to determine whether it is ethical from a consequentialist point of view (Mihelic et al., 2010). A rational leader would conclude the fact that the negative outcomes of excessive violence in sports outweigh the positive outcomes, making it unethical from a consequentialist perspective. Furthermore, lawful ethical leadership would have been required. A law-abiding leader can assist in justifying the unethicality of excessive violence in sports from a deontological perspective. More precisely, lawful leadership would recognize that excessive violence in sports is illegal since the subject does not consent to it, and it does not match the relevant regulations and objectives of the sport. As such, a leader who understands and abides by the law can utilize a deontological standpoint to explain that excessive violence in sports is unethical since it does not abide by the law. Virtuous ethical leadership was also required to pass the Act. A virtuous leader practices values such as compassion and fairness, which are ethical from a virtue ethics point of view. Such ethical leadership would help identify the unfairness and lack of compassion that is exhibited by using excessive violence while engaging in sports. Consequently, a virtuous leader would assist in justifying the unethicality of excessive violence from a virtue ethics point of view.
Consequently, the ethical theories of consequentialism, deontology and virtue ethics can be applied in identifying excessive violence in sports as unreasonable and unethical. While consequentialism would argue that the negative repercussions of excessive violence in sports, such as unwanted injuries, overwhelm any positive outcomes, a deontological perspective would categorize excessive violence as immoral since it does not abide by the legal requirements for informed consent. On the other hand, a virtue ethics standpoint can be used to justify the unethicality of excessive violence in sports based on the fact that it ignores virtues such as compassion and fairness. Nonetheless, lawful, rational, and virtuous leadership was required to get the Act passed.
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