Victoria jones 1404041 essay 1
In this essay I will attempt to answer the question “can a virtue ethics with the guidance on how we act?”
Firstly look at issues raised by virtual ethics and I will look at Aristotle’s ways and I will finish off with my conclusion.

[bookmark: _GoBack]There are many issues that could rise with virtue ethics. There is a guidance of how to act. The first is Aristotle guidance can be very helpful on how we as humans should act.Ultilitararism do tell us the principle of happiness. A lot of philosopher’s think Aristotle doctrine of the mean and that we should function in a similar way. But it can lead to problems of too little or too much are not qualities of a single scale. There could be a list of “right time, right object, right person, right motive, and right way”. This list shows that it can be complicated. This does not give us an understanding of how angry, should we get. But anything could be “in the mean “if the circumstances were to be right we can argue that Aristotle did not or never intended the doctrine of the mean to be helpful in this particular way. We as everyday people cannot figure out what is right to do by applying a rule of the mean. So we must have the practical wisdom. Life is complicated, so practical wisdom would not be to apply an easy set of rules it is about seeing what to do of what a virtuous person would with a lot of experience would say/do.
Aristotle of partial wisdom would not provide us with any kind of guidance of what to do either. It would know what to do, but if I was to have a particular guidance, what would happen then? If I was to think of what was the right action is to what a virtuous would do it does not help me as I would not know what a virtuous person would do! Aristotle says that practical wisdom requires virtue. Without a good character I would therefore not see or understand what is good, so for me knowledge of good is not in everyone’s reach.so maybe Aristotle practical no guide to any person who is not a virtuous because we are rational to understand what is right from wrong.so in thinking if a bad action can be voluntary we see that knowledge of good can come in degrees, and therefore we can improve our ability to know what is good by the kind of character we become on to develop. But some people do have a completely deprived character so then they really would not know the difference between good and bad. But to my seeing of people and experience do have enough understanding of good to make a good moral judgement.so to me people can improve their knowledge of how to become a virtual or a more virtuous person. There is an issue with Aristotle with virtue ethics regarding justice and mercy. Or do we have to choose between the both.
Aristotle’s theory is similar to kants.They deny that there is conflict between virtue. You need to have particular wisdom to understand what each virtue does require you to do in a particular situation. With understanding you can go on a path of action which would satisfy the demands of each virtue that would be relevant to that particular situation.so if you thought that mercy requires injustice, or that justice demands mercies, then that would mean you have misunderstood of what justice or mercy does actually mean in this situation for example, maybe we are motivated towards mercy to rectify on injustice for when someone appeals to difficult circumstances one maybe ignorance to the effects of what they did.so such factors are directly are directly relevant to judge the injustice of the act, so therefore they are relevant to what justice has in reflection of what is required of us, Aristotle rejects the claim that morality involves absolute or universal rules.so in my conclusion in this I would say.it is all a matter of context and judgment.it makes it easier to resolve any parental conflicts, even if the theory is convincing in all cases we can only judge by looking at counter.so could loyalty to a friend ever require you to ever be dishonest? 
