Seminar discussion questions
Work in groups to consider the following questions:

What approach do you think you tend to take in your everyday decision-making (consequentialist, deontological or virtue-based approach)? 

What approach do you think you should take?

What approach should we take to the environment and why?

Which is the better approach, do you think? 

What, if any, problems do you see with these approaches?

Could it be argued that harm to the environment is wrong because it is unjust? 

Could it be argued that harming the natural world and its inhabitants is wrong for the very reason that it’s callous? 

What, using virtue ethics, would you say is wrong about my wasting of energy (perhaps leaving the TV and heating on when they are not needed) or my dumping of toxic materials into a water supply? Which approach best explains why these actions are wrong?

We recognise the indispensability of moral principles, don’t we?

-
Consider promise-keeping.

-
Consider why principles have firm grounding in ethics theory.

-
Is it clear that there is one moral theory that can do justice to the complexity of moral life?

Should a morality of action be distinguishable from that of character & of motive? 

Can a consequentialist account can be given for both… 

- 
morality of action

- 
morality of character & motive?     

