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Normative ethics is a branch of ethical philosophy or ethics that pertains to the
standards of right and wrong in ethics. It includes the formulation of ethical laws,
the direct effects of which are on human actions, organizations, and ways of life,
determining how they should be. Fundamentally, there are two renowned schools
of thought within normative ethics: Virtue Ethics and Conduct Ethics. Virtue
Ethics is a theory of ethics based on certain virtues. If a person possesses these
virtues, then all their actions will be considered ethical. The proponents of this
theory are three famous philosophers: Plato, Aristotle, and Socrates. According to
Plato, there are four virtues or qualities: wisdom, justice, courage, and
temperance. Aristotle advocates adopting the middle path. Conduct Ethics further
divides into two types: Teleological Ethics and Deontological Ethics. Teleological
Ethics also subdivides into three forms: Egoism, Hedonism, and Utilitarianism.
Details of these will be mentioned further. In the following paragraphs, an
examination of the validity of the arguments of these renowned schools of thought
is being undertaken.

Keywords: Normative ethics, Ethical philosophy, Virtue Ethics, Conduct
Ethics
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“Normative ethics, that branch of moral philosophy, or ethics, concerned
with criteria of what is morally right and wrong. It includes the
formulation of moral rules that have direct implications for what human
actions, institutions, and ways of life should be like.”
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“Virtue ethics is an approach emphasizing the centrality of the role of
character traits (virtues), the possession of which is needed for persons to
be good and live well. ™"
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"Virtue ethics, Approach to ethics that takes the notion of virtue as
fundamental. Virtue ethics is primarily concerned with traits of character
that are essential to human flourishing, not with the enumeration of
duties. "
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“Virtue ethics began with Socrates, and was subsequently developed
further by Plato, Aristotle, and the Stoics. "
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“Virtue ethics is currently one of two major approaches in Normative
ethics. It may, initially, be identified as the one that emphasizes the
virtues, or moral character.”
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Virtue ethics establishes humans as moral agents who are capable of and
responsible for ethical behavior. Externalizing ethical decision-making
and ethical awareness is a problem with rule-based ethics. Many ethical
concerns are quite complex in practice, and they cannot be reduced to
basic rules and concepts. They necessitate the application of one's entire
moral knowledge and creativity, which is something that only people can
perform. Rule-following ethics, on the other hand, "dumbs down" the
intellectual portion of ethical action. Virtue, as a general quality of an
individual, is a component of reputation, encourages trust in interpersonal
relationships, and empowers the formation of various social groupings
and businesses. Self-cultivation is a discipline in virtue ethics that
provides various benefits for the practitioner. Being virtuous (whatever
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you define it) has its own set of benefits, including increased self-esteem
and a reduction in stress from problematic (i.e. unethical) relationships.*
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“Teleological ethics is the ethics of ends or purposes of actions (telos =
end). What we ought to do (the right) is based on the goodness of the end
we aim for (the good). The motive for our action, the idea of law or duty
so important to deontological ethics are things irrelevant to the idea of
goodness. What matters is what we desire as the end. These theories are
theories of the pursuit of rational desire - the ends that reasonable people
really want.”™"
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“The term “teleology” and “deontology” were first paired and contrasted
in 1930 By C.D Broad, according to Broad, deontological Theories hold
that it would always be right (or wrong) no matter its consequence might
be.XIII
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“Teleological Theories, on the Contrary, “hold that the rightness or
wrongness of an action is always determined by its tendency to produce
certain Consequences which are intrinsically good or bad.”™"
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“A theory of ethics according to which the rightness of an act is
determined by its end.”™
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The Cyrenaics” is the name of the ancient school of philosophy that
first advocated the philosophy of hedonism. The name is derived from the
birthplace of their founder, Aristippus of Cyrene, a North African Greek
town in what is now Libya. The Cyrenaics held that pleasure, and pleasure
only, is universally recognized by all human beings to be desirable.
Conversely, pain is a natural evil just in the sense that it is acknowledged
the world over as undesirable. Consequently, commending a life that has
as much pleasure and as little pain as possible in it as the best life kind of
life one can lead appeals to values that human beings of all cultures and
periods can appreciate. This is the force of saying that pleasure is a
natural rather than a conventional good, and pain is a natural evil. In this
respect, pleasure and pain differ markedly from such things as honor and
disgrace.”™"'
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“Hedonism is the theory that goodness is pleasantness or an exclusive
attribute of pleasantness, and that magnitude of goodness is magnitude of
pleasantness or of an exclusive attribute of pleasantness which varies
proportionally with the pleasantness.”™"
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“Normal human beings are said to have desire for what is best for
themselves. This is called “self-Love”. Hedonist holds that the “best” in
question can be defined in terms of pleasure and pain. The objective of
self-Love, Henry Sidgwick says, is just “the greatest attainable surplus of
pleasure over pain”™"
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“One scientific naturalist argument for hedonism is that we should be
scientific naturalists in our techniques of inquiry in the value domain;
hedonism is the best alternative in terms of scientific naturalism; hence,
we should be hedonists in the value domain. One argument for hedonism
is that autonomy, achievement, companionship, honesty, and other
positive traits are all associated with pleasure.. ™
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“Ethical egoism claims I morally ought to perform some action if and only
if, and because, performing that action maximizes my self-interest. "
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“As a result, a key question is whether it is possible to come up with a
definition of egoism that captures a distinct ethical viewpoint while still
acknowledging such restrictions. To be properly classified as egoistic,
such a definition must meet three conditions: (a) it must emphasis the
pursuit of self-interest; (b) it must not require such pursuit to be exclusive
or only end of action, nor that one perform all actions that might be in
one's interest (satisfaction of this condition would make possible the
introduction of Constraints against conduct harmful to others and (c) it
must deny that positive activity for the good of others is morally required;
this criterion distinguishes egoism from other ethical theories that allow
self-interested action but require action for the good of others.”
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“Several definitions of egoism meet conditions ‘a’ and ‘b’ Sidgwick, for
example, describes egoism as requiring “The adoption of his own greatest
happiness as the ultimate end of each individual’s actions.” And here he is
followed by Moore: “Egoism is the doctrine which holds that each of us
ought to pursue our own greatest happiness or our ultimate end.”™"
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“On the other hand, there are concepts that satisfy c, such as "Ethical
egoism is the belief that one should never, in general, sacrifice one's own
benefit for the good of others.” "Ethical egoism is the perspective that
holds both that one should pursue one's well-being and happiness, and
that one has no unchosen moral obligation or duty to serve the interests of
others," I suggest as a definition that meets all three characteristics. ™"
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“Some arguments begin with the fact that self-interest is strong in most
everyone and conclude with claim that if everyone takes care of his or her
own interest exclusively, then we would all be better off.Another argument
is presented by Ayn Rand, “Ethical egoism is the only moral theory that
takes seriously that value of the human individual.” The argument says “If
we value the life of the individual, that is, if the individual has worth, then
we must agree that this life is of supreme importance.” The argument
runs: “If you are morally required to do something, then you have a good
reason to do it. If there is a good reason to do something, then doing it
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must advance your interests. Therefore, if you are morally required to do
something, then it must advance your interests. "
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“Utilitarianism is an attempt to provide a practical answer to the
question, "What should a person do?" The solution is that one should act
in such a way that maximizes happiness or pleasure while minimizing
misery or suffering. ™
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'Utilitarianism, as a Normative ethical theory, proposes that we can
determine what is morally right or wrong by assessing which of our future
probable acts promotes such goodness in our lives and in the lives of
others, ™
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‘Rule utilitarian such as Mill argue that some rules are necessary to
protect our security and welfare, rules such as the right to a fair trial, or
freedom of speech. Rather than focus on an individual action, rule
utilitarian place the stress on rules that generally promote happiness. ™"
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“The easiest way to define Kant's ethical theory is to call it a
deontological theory. Duties, obligations, and rights are the emphasis of
deontological ethics. The utilitarian philosopher Jeremy Bentham
developed the term deontological, which he defined as "knowledge of what
is good or proper."*"
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“Deontological theories prioritize the right over the good, which means
that they highlight right actions and right intents while downplaying the
value of the goods or benefits that these activities bring. ™"
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“Kant believed that an act is morally valuable only if it is performed with
the correct purpose or motive. According to Kant, the only thing that is
always good is a good will. Everything else requires a strong will to
succeed. Intelligence, wit, and emotional control may all be wicked and
utilized for evil ends if they are not employed with the best of
intentions. """
Fl Saaieh G maia sy a0 (S o D) sa ol Gl (S Jlee) S g Jld S Qils
oSSy el sk bssde e s G Sl e S ST culs . s s
¢ S G SE o G s SoG Sa b S Sl ) S s B
S aalie o sl un s A L e S B8y Al ) Jie il
-k ‘f”\&u}:ﬂ Jlaxia
Do e JIs 3 padal(4
- Bl LS oy sl S aa S consequentialism s s a5 sl S o "
bl bmaa )i A& o Jua K (consequentialist) oy S 3A) s
NG Y il oy WS AS oy iy ol Jlaand) S
D ow J1ohad ) (s e ity Gl Uity IS0iLs)(S
Obe S DS S dlee) ) ) Gasd o B S aSl a sead ks (BDA) o ae il
= ol S 0g0S Ls) (558 s “Deon” Ldl Sl sy #aal SDeontology - g «talss
x| g JPLA
Do e e Sl sl sl 3 BAN(6
“Deontology is derived from the Greek words Deon (obligation) and
science (or study) of duty (logos). Deontology is a type of normative
theory in contemporary moral philosophy that deals with which choices
are morally needed, banned, or acceptable. In other words, deontology is
a moral theory that guides and evaluates our decisions about what we
should do.”™
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“A morally excellent action is regarded morally good in deontological
ethics because of some attribute of the activity itself, not because the
action's output is morally good. According to deontological ethics, at least
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some actions are ethically required regardless of the consequences for
human flourishing. ™™ “Immanuel Kant, the 18th-century German pioneer
of critical philosophy, was the first prominent philosopher to formulate
deontological principles. Nothing is good without qualification, according
to Kant, except a good will, which is defined as a will to act in accordance
with the moral law and out of respect for that law rather than out of
natural inclinations.”™™
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The First Formulation of the Imperative:d s Sux(1
“Act only according to that maxim whereby you can at the same time will that it
should become a universal law without contradiction.”
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The Second Formulation of the Imperative:d sl | 532
“Act in such a way that you treat humanity, whether in your own person or in the
person of any other, never merely as a means to an end.”
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The Third Formulation of the Imperatived sl .5(3
“Therefore, every rational being must so act as if he were through his maxim
always a legislating member in the universal kingdom of ends.”
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“Kant's aim is to establish the supreme moral principle. He begins with
the concept of "obligation,” which, while an archaic term, has a familiar
ring to it. Consider this scenario: your friend informs you that she is
expecting a child, but she asks you to agree to keep her pregnancy a
secret. This juicy morsel of gossip is on the tip of your tongue for the next
few weeks, but you keep it to yourself because of your vow. There are
certain tasks that we recognise as being demanded of us, regardless of
what we (really) want to accomplish. This is what Kant means when he
talks about obligation. However, this begs the question. What motivates us
to do the right thing if not desires (even very strong desires)? Why, in our
case, do we maintain our word despite our overwhelming temptation to
gossip? "The good will," Kant responds "
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“The good will is described in the following way by Kant. It is anything
that is beneficial regardless of its consequences: "A good will is excellent
not because of what it causes or accomplishes — because of its suitability
for achieving some desired end: it is good simply because it is willing —
that is, good in itself.” It's good even if you don't have any qualifications.
"With the exception of a good will, it is hard to think of anything in the
world, or even out of it, that can be considered as good without
qualification.” What exactly does Kant imply? So, think of something you
like that you think may make an action good — for example, happiness,
pleasure, or courage — and see if you can think of any scenarios when an
action with those qualities would be beneficial.. Imagine someone who
enjoys kicking a kitten, or someone who enjoys torturing, or a serial Killer
who has the confidence to kidnap children in broad daylight. In such
instances, enjoyment, pleasure, and bravery exacerbate the behaviours.
Kant believes that we can apply this line of reasoning to anything and
everything except the good will.”>""
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