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RE: A Question?  Prof Vincent   3/8/2011 10:34:18 AM 
Well made point Ed - How about democratic republic? - The main problem I see is that the mere fact the majority is prepared to act in a certain way (according to their belief) is no evidence of the rightfulness of that belief. This "mob mentality" shows we can't appeal to the view of the majority of a population to tell us what is morally right. Mob mentality is a case in which reason and judgment is abandoned--we certainly don't want to follow such people in deciding what is right and wrong.


RE: A Question?  Edward Jackson   3/8/2011 8:41:34 PM 
Mob mentality, I didn't even think of that concept.  But you're right...we should steer away from mob mentality as much as possible.  A democratic republic sounds good to me.

--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 


RE: DQ #2 -   Edward Jackson   3/7/2011 8:06:10 PM 
 I'm not close to my family, but I tend to agree with you that they also follow the "individual ethical egoism".  I'm finding it pretty hard to find people who aren't neck deep in self-interest, including myself.  I wonder why it's this way...and if it's this way everywhere.  What do you think?  Is it only Americans infected with self-interest?  Or is more of a human trait?
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 
 
A Question?  Prof Vincent   3/7/2011 4:27:31 PM 
QUESTION: We live in a democracy. Why don't we determine moral right and wrong by seeing what the majority of people believe? That is, why don't we use prevailing social opinion?

RE: A Question?  Edward Jackson   3/7/2011 7:59:52 PM 
"I pledge allegiance to my Flag and the Republic for which it stands…". 
I could be wrong, but I believe we live in a republic not a democracy. The difference is every single person has rights that are afforded to them by the United States Constitution, and those rights are not divisible by what the majority says, if fact it's just the opposite. In a democracy, 51 percent determines the rights of the other 49 percent, which is not the case in America.
If we were to use prevailing social opinion as our system to determine morality, it wouldn’t take very long before the minority, whoever they may be, would be severely oppressed by a system that does not provide equality to everyone at all times. Don’t get me wrong, our government actually does try to be "democratic" on certain issues, and we all know where that ends up (usually in a filibuster or somewhere in a gray area). :-) 
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student




QUESTION: Both "rights" theories (nonconsequentialist) and Utilitarianism (consequentialist) will have to deal with conflicts between individuals. We see this all the time in our society, where the rights of one person can be protected only at the price of violating the rights of another. Utilitarianism shows us how to resolve conflicts. We note which action produces the most happiness (or minimizes unhappiness).

How will rights theories deal with conflicts between rights?

RE: A Question?  Edward Jackson   3/7/2011 7:20:54 PM 
That is a great question. I did a little research, consequentialist is based on the consequences the actions has and non-consequentialist is based upon the properties on the action itself, and not the consequences.
Of course this doesn’t answer your question. It definitely gives us options or positions we can take, as well as pros and cons on each side. But does this necessarily deal with the conflicts? That is hard to say. We as humans love to debate and we love diversity. I sometimes think we would rather discuss possible solutions rather than implementing solutions.
Holsinger, Kent. (11/27/2009). Consequentialist vs. non-consequentialist theories of ethics. Retrieved (03/07/2011), from http://darwin.eeb.uconn.edu/eeb310/lecture-notes/value-ethics/node3.html
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 
 
QUESTION: I find it interesting to think of children and ethical decision making. I have two daughters and am currently trying to teach them right from wrong and it goes from sharing and being nice to 'treating others how you want to be treated' and then accepting that you can't control other people. As you grow older you become more and more aware of the world around you and often times that changes your perspective on how you've thought about things. Bringing in life experiences to reinforce our beliefs helps make them stronger as they move into adulthood. Thoughts on that process from the class?

RE: Children and Ethics?  Edward Jackson   3/6/2011 10:41:20 PM 
Raising children is tough, and finding adequate parents in this day and age is even tougher.  Parents are so busy with their own lives, that it is easy to allow friends, television, schools, internet, and video games raise their children.  I think good parents should set aside time every day, at least an hour, where they give that hour to their children.  Whether it’s helping them with their homework or playing ball outside, it is necessary time they should be spending with them.  
Children require an exponential amount of interpersonal skills in the world of today (way more than even you and I needed when we were kids), and it seems like they are getting less and less training and attention.  So they are left to find the answers for themselves, which would explain a lot of what’s going on in the news; it’s not good.
If parents really want to help children be better and do better, they have to be open and honest and speak plainly about topics they may not be comfortable speaking about; topics like drugs, sex, and violence are affecting children in elementary schools.  Parents that shield their children from the world are doing them more harm than good.  Children need “ethical” knowledge that will not only make them a better person, but also protect them from those that aren’t good people.
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student


Ethical Approach  Edward Jackson   3/6/2011 10:14:23 PM
QUESTION: To what extent do you believe that members of your family or your friends use utilitarianism, ethical egoism, or ethics of care? Describe how these approaches work or don’t work for them.
I have never really met anyone other than egoistic people.  Meaning, I have never known anyone that their actions were not that of self-interest; and I know a lot of people.  I know they must exist, perhaps the Amish would be a good example of utilitarianism, however, even they are only concerned with their circle of members, and no one outside their agrarian societies are given a second thought; so the “everyone” moves into the gray area of ethical egoism.
I am not close to my family, so it is hard for me to assess them.  But if I had to make a general statement about egoism, utilitarianism, and care ethics, I would say parents should act in a utilitarian way, doing what is best for the family as a whole, mother acting in care ethics, where she is the glue of the family structure, and father in care ethics, where he enforces the rules of the family.  Egoism should have no place in a family that wants to maintain harmony, close relationships, and happiness; self-interest could lead to the deconstruction of a nuclear family.
Thiroux, J, & Krasemann, K. (2009). Ethics: theory and practice. Upper Saddle River,NJ: Prentice Hall.
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 



RE: A Question?  Edward Jackson   3/6/2011 9:20:48 PM 
 
QUESTION: Suppose you have a roommate. Your roommate has to leave town suddenly. Once she is gone, you find she has left her diary in the kitchen, forgetting to pack it. If you decide to read it, she will never know. She will not be hurt by it. And let's say you are not the sort of person to feel guilty (that is, be hurt) by reading another's diary.
Would it be wrong to read the diary? Why? No one is hurt, and there is no intent to hurt anyone.

Would it be wrong to read the diary? 

Yes it would be wrong.
Why? 
It's wrong because it's an invasion of privacy and even if she never found out, you would know that you did something you weren't supposed to do.  The diary nor the information contained within it belongs to no one else but the writer.
Diaries are known to contain material that can be easily misunderstood by anyone other than the author themselves.  Just by reading it, it could potentially alter your relationship with your roommate and negatively impact your living conditions.
No one is hurt, and there is no intent to hurt anyone.
The intention to hurt someone and guilt may be missing from the equation, but there are many other negative feelings that could possibly affect you, like being:  offended, insulted, humiliated, rejected, lied to, ignored, or just plain embarrassment.  The "ethical" thing to do would be to return it to her room, unopened and unread.

--------------------------------------------------------------

Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 



RE: What is ethics?  Edward Jackson   3/5/2011 1:05:07 PM 
I agree with you that as long as there are so many cultures that ethics will mean different things to different people. I just got done watching a movie called “The Corporation”, I learned a lot about ethics and how it applies to Corporate America (it was a real eye-opener).  Corporations seem like they are an entity all on their own; they are considered almost a human entity.
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 



Ethics 1 of 2  Edward Jackson   3/5/2011 12:53:16 PM 
What is ethics? 
Ethics as it pertains to our book is interchangeable with morality.  
What ethics means to me is doing the right thing at the right time.
Why is the study of ethics important to you?
The study of ethics is VERY important to me because I believe it has a cornerstone of ideology that is relative to philosophy as a whole; my degree has an emphasis in philosophy.  I really am tailoring my degree around humanities to obtain a better understanding of the world I live in, and ethics is a great start.
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 


Hi to all  Edward Jackson   3/2/2011 10:57:04 AM 

Hi, my name is Eddie Jackson.  I am an IT Professional of 17+ years; http://eddiejackson.net.  I work for the Kaplan University IT Department as a developer; my job is software development, packaging, automation and desktop engineering.  I am taking this online class to broaden my horizon and learn more about the world I live in.  What I hope to gain is just an overall better understanding of humanities.
--------------------------------------------------------------
Eddie Jackson
GOK - Liberal Studies/Philosophy student
 





