ETHICS
“We shall all die, how then should we live?”     (Socrates).

THE PHILOSOPHICAL SCIENCE OF BEHAVIOURAL STANDARDS

Power pt #1  (Each Power Point should take approximately one hour to teach thru and discuss the issues raised)
What is the “summum bonem”?   What is the “chief end/purpose” of the life of man upon the earth. 

Ethics =  Greek word “ethika” = meaning, character, an accepted and useful (to society as a whole) custom or habit of behaviour.

From what is “good” and useful for society, (quite neutral concepts – yet significant value judgments), we move to what is “right” and “wrong” for mankind in society, and before God (very moral judgmental statements that can lead to legal judgments). 
Who defines what is “right” behaviour?  Whose authority do we utilize? 
Where does the standard apply?  Is there private and public difference in standards? Can they be separated?
What is our motive for “right” behaviour?    Is there a “noble” motive for right behaviour, or is there just “what works”?
Is it the emptying of all desire, or the fulfilment of all “good/sustainable” desire? 
 Is ethics quietism, or activism?    Is it something we are or something we do?
Biblical Studies on this subject follow
Power ppt #2

Old Testament Passage – The entire Book of Ecclesiastes – Solomon’s discussion of the futility of all the pursuits of men, with his conclusion    Eccles 12:1-14.

Power ppt #3

New Testament Passage – Paul’s debate with the Philosophers of Athens – Acts 17:16-33.

Note the biblical conclusions from these two passages - ……..

Some Central Ethical Issues

Power point #4
1.
Cosmos reality – if the world was created and then ends, and is replaced, the attitude we have to it will be influenced by these ‘realities” if we have a brain and are using it.   2 Peter 3:10-18
If this present space-time creation is a bubble in eternity and infinity, then the values here take their meaning from the larger realities from which this universe emerged and into which it will be absorbed.
Our Cosmology and Theology will establish our norms, standards and postulates.

To ask, what is of lasting value, presupposes that something is “lasting”.  The Greeks had a famous statement, “Call no man happy until he is dead”.  By it they meant that only after his life is over can you be really sure he was ‘happy” in this life, for he may have changed right at the last moment and disclosed that he had been self deceived all the time……

We all die, and so life ends and all physical things end, so what is of value is something that must survive that ending.  It must be more than star dust!  If the very universe dies then all that is valued must be placed in relationship to that fact.  Is ethics just the search of puny men to try to be more significant than we in fact are?
Power point #5
2 Peter 3:1ff
Study of this vital passage

Power point #6
Revelation 21-22    Study of this vital passage

Power point #7
2.
What is the true Source of moral thought? – Is the creature the source, the creation the source, the rational framework of the creation the source, or the creator?    
Is it the best of men (however we define “best”), or a majority vote for ethical standards that defines what is right?

Most men live distracted lives.   They do not live in light of the temporary nature of their own achievements and the temporary nature of the universe itself.  Most fail to take into account the eternal realities of this present “space-time universe”, and so are they wrong in this?  Is their foolishness culpable, or comfortable?   Are they better to be deluded and suck some little pleasure from the shifting sands of this temporary world?
3.
The Nature of Man and how we define our freedom and responsibilities will affect our ethics – Free will and the “rights” of man, and the rights/value/worth of “others” will be in balance when we think of ethics.   The “Moralities” may have different names and histories – in past centuries they may have been called - Wisdom, Justice, Temperance, Courage, Social, Religious, and State Duties.

4.
Man is not long in isolation, for we need others to meet basic needs, even if just to trade, so man and his ethics are always going to be a reflection of Mankind in Relationship with the universes, nature, and others in their extended community. Marriage, the Family, and society generally, provide circles of rights, privileges, and responsibilities – they provide a framework for ethical/moral considerations.   

Discussion quickly flows from what is ethical to what is moral and good to what is immoral and wrongful, and then what does a society do with such behaviours to “keep society safe”?   Quiet philosophical discussions can flow downhill into the formation of intelligent lynch mobs determined to root out anti-social behaviours for the safety of society at large.

5.
Man in Community.
Voluntary Societies and the State.  Are there “superior men and inferior men? (Confucius)   Who sets the rules for societies and who benefits?   Ethics is the prolegomena (Greek for “before we speak” type discussions) to discussions of social policy and social safety – for the morality of the State itself.
Lecturer and Students Note

EBCWA – relationship to the Diploma of Theology Course
This Ethics course is designed to be taught, and the topics at the end discussed as a class group only after the Certificates in Systematic and Pastoral Theology has been completed by the student.  It is preferable that the entire Diploma of Theology is done before undertaking this course.
This course looks at “Great Men Asking Great Questions” and then class discussions of the “Great Questions of Ethics”.   The first section is to be taught in lecture format. The lecturer must be familiar with all the great ethical thinkers of the past and be saturated in their arguments, in the same way that the Diploma of Theology teacher needs to be Bible saturated.  Provide these notes and even the power points to the students, and they can internet search each of the thinkers.
Students will then be asked to work in class groups, and discuss the questions of ethics as tutorial groups (best to be under ten people in each group) and come up with their own written work on what “Ethics” is for them, and what “Moral” means to them.
This is not just an academic exercise, students must be prepared to agonise and “do ethics”; they must think about these issues and come to their own thought through conclusions. 

This course is asking students to really think about their behaviours way beyond their simply obedience to the Biblical standards they uphold.  It is asking them to see deeply into the reasons why God wants us to be “moral”.   It is exploring the mind of God regarding ethical behaviours. 
Power point #8
PART 1
Great Men Asking Great Questions
GREEK ETHICS

Things come into existence and pass away – that was what occupied the minds of the Greeks, as our end/goal/role/achievements determines value and significance. 
Ethics also had to “work out” in life for the Greeks – there had to be some actions that reflected the inner reality or there was no inner reality!

Good was not abstract – it was always action orientated – all actions and choices behind them had to be goal focused.  Virtuous acts were the aim.  Virtuous acts are free will based, and rewardable they believed; by society or the gods.  They are the opposite of wicked acts that are always culpable – men choose to be wicked and kill their conscience by deliberate acts over a long time frame.
What is happiness?   Is it pleasure focused, or honour/worthy act focused.   “Pleasure was for freemen and slaves, honour for nobles”.
In politics moral acts will be characterized by Loyalty to the State Constitution, Capacity for Administrative work, Integrity of Character.   True piety = right thought!
Tranquillity of soul and certainty of action for the good of the State and Others.

“The happiest men are those who have arrived at the point of having nothing to fear from those who surround them.”

Do we measure pleasure and pain, and select things that are on balance the most pleasant, or the most “right”?

The truly pious man is not forever at prayer and sacrifice, but practises his piety in works: God does not accept a man for his reputation, or for the empty formulae he employs, but for a life in accordance with his professions.
The two key words used by the Greeks are kalos and agathos.  Kalos = beautiful and morally good to the eyes of others. Agathos = the person who you would want on your side. He has the moral attitude of one who is always focused upon the good of the group; he is not self-centred.

Socrates believed that men’s behaviours are purposive; determined by the good they think they can do, and the valuable things they think they can attain. He also believed that in some way moral behaviour was pleasing to the gods, and worthy worship by mankind.  Goodness is what is useful and positive, and bad behaviours are what are ultimately harmful to the person and to the society of mankind.

Ethics begins when you define what man is, and what his obligations are towards the power that placed him for a short time here, upon this temporary earth.  Ethics is the search for the meaningful and the permanent in the midst of the temporary.  The right definition of mankind leads to the right definition of what is “good” and “righteous”.

The debate centres around the twin-inter-related questions of the purpose of man’s existence, and whether what is good for you may conflict with what is good for others around you and for mankind generally.  Making “good” decisions involves coming to terms with your place under the creation, and your assigned role upon the earth. If we centre debate in these issues, they asked, are not courage, wisdom, temperance, justice, and piety, just five names for the same thing?
What is “good” should be pleasant, but at times what is good may involve painful actions, even self sacrifice. Pleasantness is not to be short sighted, but see to the end of any course of action.  Does it see beyond this life?   Is moral goodness also looking to eternal rewards for actions that were “good” but only benefited others in this life, but you in the next?

How do we define courage?  Courage will at times lead to actions that cause the death of the man we call “courageous”.  Can he be called happy? Is there something more important than personal pleasure in this life?   Moral concepts reach beyond the value judgments of the individual alone; the pleasure/good of the society of man is a factor in deciding what is indeed a “moral/ethical/good act.

What is “yielding to temptation”?  Does it mean that we have miscalculated the pleasure-pain continuum?  Does it mean we are self centred and have failed to look to consequences, both immediate, medium term (one year), longer term (3-5 years), and eternal?   How far do we go to weigh consequences?   How easily are we deceived as to the value of a certain pleasure?  What actions can man take to guard against deception, disappointment, and destruction?
“No amount of rational insight can be depended upon to control the secretions of the adrenal glands.” (Crombie – p 245)  Is our chemistry an excuse for anything or are we responsible to affirm, understand, select, and control our chemistry? 
Power point #9-12   (4 teaching/discussion hours)

IMMANUEL KANT

This God centred man developed a summary of ethics that he deduced by sheer logic.  He believed that the Lord God had created man with logical minds and with reason to be used and a reason behind the universe.  His conclusion regarding ethics he summarized in what he called his “categorical imperative”.
The Categorical Imperative –

“Act only on that maxim whereby thou canst at the same time will that is should become a universal law.  Act as if the maxim of thy action were to become by thy will a universal law of nature.”

Reflections upon the genius of Immanuel Kant

Are the rules of behaviour determined/identified by sheer logic?   That pre-supposes a rational universe, established by a reasonable creator.  It leads to what man “ought” to do, and is way above any thought of “practical anthropology”. 
Kant believed that the grounds for morality lie in pure reason alone, for that is the God-like quality shared by all mankind.

True reason, he believed, will always lead to sustainable behaviours – that allow society to prosper and be safer.  Our moral “duty” is to be happy in this world in our self and our society.  There is a necessity to act out of reverence for the moral law, for through and in it we have stability and safety in society.  Consequences are involved in this clearly, but they flow from the truth/reality of all choices; all actions have reactions and consequences.   The moral good, will by definition, lead to moral outcomes and consequences which are good for all except those who desire the hurt of others.


JOHN STUART MILL

The Utilitarian Principles – this man forms the natural opposite to Kant, and this great divide goes all through history – even in St Paul’s day the philosophers he meets in Athens at the Court of Areopagus were Stoics (like Kant) and Epicureans (like Mill).
Mill establishes a Hedonistic Ethics – In Summary – ‘act in such a way to maximize sustainable and lasting pleasure’.

Ideal – act in such a way as to produce the best overall condition of life for one’s self and others in community, to maximize the pursuit of happiness and deep satisfaction.

Reflections upon JOHN STUART MILL   and his philosophy of UTILITARIANISM

At its heart it is ultimate Individualism – the aim of his ethical viewpoint is egoistic self centred sustainable pleasure…..
Ultruism was he believed universal hedonism – each person focused upon their own good, and sharing that with others to increase their own satisfaction and that of the community as a whole.   Is this a realistic viewpoint?   Do we see this working out in our society where individuals focus only on their own pleasure; even if they are intelligent enough to try to make it sustainable, let alone lasting and good for others as well…..?
He spoke of the “concealed egoist” who is selfish but intelligently so – whereby his benevolence sees the pleasure of others as a thing to take pleasure in yourself.  He seeks his own pleasure, and takes pleasure in the pleasure of others….

Mill raises an important issue to consider for us all……..What do we take joy in?

Are we “led by an invisible hand to promote an end which was no part of our intention”?

All that makes existence valuable to any one depends upon the enforcement of the restraints placed on others.  We may or may not agree with the restraints, but we need them to be free to maintain our own pursuit of happiness.   Laws are required, and are to be challenged if they do not produce the “greatest good for the greatest number, or just the “greatest people” (in which we include ourselves of course). 

Is morality useful?   Useful to whom, for what?


PRAGMATISM

“Act in such a way that all the known facts and consequences of your actions are factored into the decision making.”  What works is what works!   Note how many ruthless business people adopt this approach.

DARWINISM

“Act in a way to ensure that the most fit and most able survive and prosper; so that human society grows and develops positively, without being held back by sentiment that isn’t sustainable if universally applied.”
Note that many who hate God and would prefer evolutionary ethics to godly behaviours will not follow thru in this Darwinian ethics, for if they did they would have to eliminate their social welfare and other programs and they would lose all their “good works” programs that make them feel good.


LOGICAL POSITIVISM

Beware of theological ethics that simply states our preference, or doctrinal policy statement.  Politically they may be “useful nonsense” but there is no ethics as such, only accepted norms. 


SITUATIONAL ETHICS

If all that matters is love, and it depends upon the object to be loved (to whom love is to be expressed) – then each situation will demand different standards. All that matters is what reaches your short term goals right now, for all you have is “now”. These people have met their “answer to prayer” in the New Age religions of the 70s and following decades
Note the importance of the SEVEN key questions as we debate all these issues
WHEN

WHO

WHICH

WHAT

WHERE

HOW

WHY

Power point #13-20   (6-7 lecture/discussion hours)
PART 2
Coming to Our Own Ethical Framework
On the basis of our study of others, let us explore our own values in light of the thoughts of great thinkers, and the revelation of God’s Policy in Scripture.

The “Big” questions

1.
Is there an absolute standard for behaviour?

Where/Who can it come from?

What is its source?

What will it cover?

When would it be revealed to mankind?   Before that time what was the standard?  

If it has changed, how is that possible?

Discuss/debate these things in your groups for 2 hours
-
gather together and relate your answers to the other groups.
Reflect upon the other groups answers.

Debate them and as a group answer the questions on the shared whyte board. (Another hour allowed for debate and final conclusions – depending on size of overall group.)
2.
What are the aspects of human life covered by Ethics?  
(What is the scope of ethics – free will, marriage, family, nation, international……)

Where does it start?

What are the first considerations?

Discuss/debate these things in your groups for one (1) hours
-
gather together and relate your answers to the other groups.
Reflect upon the other groups answers.


Debate them and as a group answer the questions on the shared whyte board. (Another half hour allowed for debate and final conclusions)

3.
Is Ethics based upon fear of consequences?

What impact does the reality of judgment have for ethics?

When are the consequences felt?   Is it in time or in eternity? 

Paul was clear in his opinions on this – 1 Corinthians 15:16-22.  Also the Revelation of the Lord to John, Revelation 20:10-15.
Paul and John clearly believed that even if the rewards/consequences of behaviours were not seen in time, then there were standards that must be kept.

Discuss/debate these things in your groups for 1-2 hours
-
gather together and relate your answers to the other groups.
Reflect upon the other groups answers.


Debate them and as a group answer the questions on the shared whyte board. (another half hour allowed for debate and final conclusions)

4.
What is the motivation to do “right”, to act ethically?

What barriers exist within people that stop men from behaving in an ethical way?
Is it laziness, business, distractedness, or nastiness that hinders people from behaving morally and ethically?
Paul was clear, as are all the writers of scripture – it is the “godly fear of the Lord”.   Our hope of eternal life is a “purifying hope”. 

God sets the standards and man is challenged to respond to them – in light of the consequences of eternal judgments.   Read Malachi 3:5-7 together and discuss.
With ethical behaviours the believer lives in the “love of God” and so is beyond any fear at all of eternity. 1 John 4:18

Discuss/debate these things in your groups for 1-2 hours
-
gather together and relate your answers to the other groups.
Reflect upon the other groups answers.


Debate them and as a group answer the questions on the shared whyte board. (another half hour allowed for debate and final conclusions)

5.
Ethics within uncertainty


We live in an uncertain world, with only speculation or revelation to carry us beyond the grave.

What is certain?
God’s existence, God’s Character, God’s Plan, God’s call upon our life, and our response to that call in godly living.

Is Ethics simply godly living?

Discuss/debate these things in your groups for 1 - 2 hours
-
gather together and relate your answers to the other groups.
Reflect upon the other groups answers.


Debate them and as a group answer the questions on the shared whyte board. (Another half hour allowed for debate and final conclusions)

6.
Is Biblical/Christian Ethics the Antithesis of Pride? 

Is the debate of ethics really a debate between Self Centeredness and God-centeredness?
7.
Is Ethics about the Value we place upon People and Things?

What can we hold onto? 

What lasts and is of lasting value?
How do we know if all men die?

Discuss/debate these last two issues in your groups for 1-2 hours
-
gather together and relate your answers to the other groups.
Reflect upon the other groups answers.


Debate them and as a group answer the questions on the shared whyte board. (Another half hour allowed for debate and final conclusions)
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