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1. Some bad responses from faculty.

(a.)  “This is taking us off the topic.”

(b.)  “This is a big issue; we’ll have to come back to it later.”

(c.)   Insincere smiles or sincere grimaces.

2. Some unhelpful ideas, from either students or faculty.

(a)  Egoism:

“In the end, people are out for themselves.”

“All’s fair in love and war.”

“In the real world, it’s dog eat dog; kill or be killed.”

“Why should I do the right thing [when it hurts]?”

(b.)  Relativism:

“Different strokes for different folks.”

“When in Rome, do as the Romans do.”

“What’s right in one society (culture, nation, time period) is wrong in another.”

(c.)  Subjectivism:

“In the end, it all comes down to attitudes [emotions, point of view].”

“You can’t prove anything in ethics.”

“This is just not an area of rational discourse.”

 3. Purging bad ideas.

(a) The three bad theories are inconsistent with each other.

(b) Psychological egoism is tautologous.

      Ethical egoism is self-defeating.

(c) Relativism confuses facts with beliefs about facts

(d) Subjectivism ignores that moral attitudes invoke testable beliefs.

     Subjectivism ignores that all proofs involve assumptions.

4. Three Helpful Responses.

(a) ask for the facts: “what details about X led you to condemn X?”

(b) ask for the principle of judgment, then demand consistency

(c) provide a checklist of morally relevant factors

(d) replace abstract moral terms with concrete moral vocabulary

