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WJEC/Eduqas mapping table


The content of the Ethics specification does not differ between WJEC and Eduqas although the codes for each unit are different. The structure of examination papers does differ slightly and so the following chart indicates the significant similarities and differences.






	WJEC

	Eduqas






	AS

	AS






	One paper for an Introduction to Religion and Ethics and an Introduction to the Philosophy of Religion

	Two separate papers for an Introduction to Religion and Ethics and an Introduction to the Philosophy of Religion






	Each paper takes 1 hour 45 minutes

	Each paper takes 1 hour 30 minutes






	The whole paper is split into two halves

	The whole paper is split into two halves






	Section A tests Ethics and Section B tests Philosophy. Each has two questions

	Section A has two questions and Section B has three questions






	You must answer one question from each section

	You must answer one question from each section






	Each question is split into part A (AO1) and part B (AO2)

	Each question is split into part A (AO1) and part B (AO2)






	Each part is worth 30 marks

	Each part is worth 25 marks






	Part A (AO1) tests knowledge and understanding, part B (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation

	Part A (AO1) tests knowledge and understanding, part B (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation






	 

	 






	A Level

	A Level






	Two separate papers for Religion and Ethics and Philosophy of Religion

	Two separate papers for Religion and Ethics and Philosophy of Religion






	Each paper takes 1 hour 30 minutes

	Each paper takes 2 hours






	The whole paper is split into two halves

	The whole paper is split into two halves






	Section A has two questions and Section B has four questions

	Section A has two questions and Section B has three questions






	You must answer one question from Section A and two from Section B

	You must answer one question from each section






	The questions are not split into parts

	Each question is split into part A (AO1) and part B (AO2)






	Each question is worth 30 marks

	Part A is worth 20 marks and part B is worth 30 marks






	Section A (AO1) of the paper tests knowledge and understanding, Section B (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation

	Part A (AO1) tests knowledge and understanding, part B (AO2) tests analysis and evaluation










Theme 1 Ethical thought



The word ‘ethics’ comes from the Greek ‘ethike’, which means habit or behaviour. The study of ethics is the consideration of guiding principles that direct our actions. There are four ways of studying ethics.






	Meta-ethics

	Literally: beyond ethics. This branch of ethics studies the meaning of ethical language and the foundations and scope of ethical knowledge.






	Normative ethics

	Comes up with the systems and procedures for judging moral acts as right or wrong and for regulating moral action.






	Descriptive ethics

	Passes no judgement but recounts the ethical behaviour of communities or individuals.






	Applied ethics

	Puts normative theories into practice in real-life situations.
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Typical mistake


Don’t muddle meta-ethics (how we understand the meaning of ethical words) with normative ethics (how we should act ethically).
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1A Divine Command Theory


Divine Command Theory (Theological Voluntarism) says it is our duty to obey rules that are commanded by God. Any acts that are forbidden by God are necessarily bad or wrong.


Meta-ethical theory – God as the origin and regulator of morality


This theory claims that moral knowledge is possible and objective. We can understand clearly what is right and wrong with reference to what God commands. So, ethics is not relative to the preferences of culture. It is absolute.


It is dependent upon the theistic claim that there is one God who is:






	Omnibenevolent

	All-loving and compassionate






	Omnipotent

	All-powerful






	Omniscient

	All-knowing






	Omnipresent

	Present everywhere







God has created all things, including the law. In Genesis, it claims that everything God made was good.
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‘God saw everything that he had made, and indeed, it was very good.’


Genesis 1:31 (NRSV)
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God also has issued his law through the scriptures, which clearly declare the moral code that is to be followed.
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‘All scripture is inspired by God and is useful for teaching, for reproof, for correction and for training in righteousness, so that everyone who belongs to God may be proficient, equipped for every good work.’


2 Timothy 3:16–17 (NRSV)
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Right or wrong as objective truths based on God’s will/command


God’s commands are a standard for moral behaviour. Right is right only because God has commanded it and wrong is wrong only because it is forbidden by God. Moral actions are defined by God’s will. These rules apply universally, regardless of time and culture. This objective standard originates from God rather than being something external to him.


Moral goodness is achieved by complying with divine command


A moral agent must obey the commands laid out by God, by following the commandments in scripture or church teaching. In normative terms, such a theory is deontological since it becomes the duty of the moral agent to obey God’s commands. Our relationship with God is vital for ethical behaviour because those in fellowship with God can better understand his will.
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Now test yourself





1  What four qualities do theists claim God has?



2  How can I know what is good according to Divine Command Theory?



3  What is the meaning of the words deontological and universal?



4  How can I find out what God commands?
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Divine command as a requirement of God’s omnipotence


If God is truly all-powerful, it is vital that he is not controlled or subject to the power of morality. If God’s goodness was because of his obedience to law, then the rules would be a higher authority than God. To understand God as truly omnipotent, we must comprehend him to be the origin of both goodness and commands.


Divine command as an objective meta-physical foundation for morality


Biblical writers viewed morality theologically. This means that they saw the origin of morality not as from us but from within the nature and activity of God. The definition of the word right is simply ‘commanded by God’ and wrong is ‘forbidden by God’. Such rules are the foundation for all ethical behaviour. No circumstances or good intentions can make acts that are forbidden by God right.
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Who is Robert Adams?


Robert Adams (1937–present day) is an American philosopher who has taught at UCLA, Yale and the University of Oxford as professor of moral philosophy and meta-physics. Among his works is an essay entitled ‘A Modified Divine Command Theory of Ethical Wrongness’ (1981).
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Robert Adams’ Modified Divine Command Theory


Adams says that the following statements are the same:





1  It is wrong to steal.



2  Stealing is against God’s commands.





Morality is not simply based on a command from God. It is intrinsic to his unchanging omnibenevolent nature. Moral goodness is not arbitrary or cruel because God’s nature is intrinsically, unfailingly benevolent. To command anything that is not good would be a violation of God’s nature and essence. While it is not logically impossible for a loving God to command cruelty, it is unthinkable given God’s nature. Since morality is an essential characteristic of God, anything moral will always reflect God’s character.




[image: ]


Revision activity


Make some ‘Flappable Flashcards’. Fold an index card in half widthways. On the front, write three ‘test yourself’ style questions and write the answers inside. Get a revision buddy to test you, or test yourself.
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Now test yourself





1  Who developed the Modified Divine Command Theory?



2  What does arbitrary mean?



3  Why can’t God command anything arbitrary?
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Challenges


The Euthyphro dilemma


The Euthyphro dilemma is a challenge to the Divine Command Theory that dates back to Plato’s work The Last Days of Socrates, in which is found a dialogue entitled Euthyphro. Euthyphro and Socrates discuss how we know what holiness is. Here, Socrates states the dilemma:






	Is the holy approved by the gods because it is holy?

	Is the holy holy because it is approved by the gods?






	The gods are only good because they live up to an independent standard. They are no longer the ultimate moral authority. For example, God sees that truthfulness is right, but he doesn’t make it right. Why should we obey God then?

	The gods can approve of and command anything they like, and it would be good because it is approved of by them. They could call lying good and it would be. This doesn’t sound like a god worth worshipping.







Robert Adams’ Modified Divine Command Theory attempts to resolve this problem by understanding goodness as being at the heart of God’s nature rather than external to him (extrinsic) or arbitrary.


Arbitrariness problem


The second ‘horn’ of the Euthyphro dilemma is sometimes called the arbitrariness problem. If the definition of good is that it is approved of by God, he can command something random and declare it good. This means that whatever God declares good does not have to have any special quality that allows it to be judged this way. The goodness of such an act is purely because God has decreed it.


Robert Adams attempts to resolve this by understanding that God cannot command a random thing as good since it would be against his intrinsically and supremely good nature to do so.


Pluralism objection


There are many ethical systems around the globe that claim authority with reference to God, or gods. Some of these systems conflict. How do we know which system is right? Such systems have some features in common, but they have differences too. Even if we could establish one clear ethic, there are different interpretations of how laws are meant or applied. For example, Christian teaching forbids divorce in Matthew 5:32, yet allows it in Deuteronomy 24.
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Apply your knowledge


Look at the following commandments from the Bible.





•  ‘You shall not profit by the blood of your neighbour’ – Leviticus 19:16



•  ‘You shall not sow your field with two kinds of seed’ – Leviticus 19:19



•  ‘(He must not) return the people to Egypt to acquire more horses’ – Deuteronomy 17:16





What could such commands imply about the qualities of God and what it means to be good?
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Exam checklist


Can you:





•  define meta-ethics, omnipotent, omnibenevolence and Theological Voluntarism



•  explain the definition of ‘good’ and ‘bad’ according to Divine Command Theory



•  explain the challenges of Euthyphro, arbitrariness and pluralism



•  state how Adams’ Modified Divine Command Theory is different



•  define and use terms like objective, absolute, intrinsic, universal and arbitrary in your work?
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Revision activity


Try making a timeline of scholars as you work through this revision guide. It will help you remember who’s who. Don’t forget to include which theory they contribute to.
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Typical mistake


Some students answer the question they want rather than the one in front of them. Check the question carefully. Don’t write all you know about Divine Command Theory if the question asks for challenges.
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1B Virtue Theory


Ethical system based on defining the personal qualities that make a person moral


Virtue Ethics is a normative theory that takes a different approach to other normative theories. While most will ask the question ‘How should I behave?’, Virtue Ethics asks: ‘What kind of person should I be?’ Virtue Theory is an assessment of the kinds of personal qualities that contribute to making a good person, rather than a system of rules and laws.
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Who was Aristotle?


Aristotle (384–322BCE) was an ancient Greek philosopher, a student of Plato, who was responsible for the foundations of modern western thought. As an empiricist, he valued reason as applied to the physical world. He is known in ethics for his work Nichomachean Ethics (350BCE).
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The focus on a person’s character rather than their specific actions


Virtue Theory is based on the Greek word for virtue: arete. Virtue Theory is teleological in that it considers the purpose of ethics being to achieve a good character by considering our mental state rather than the acts we perform. Virtue is achieved by mimicking or following the example of other ethical people in order to develop the same desirable character traits.


Some people will naturally find it easier than others to develop a virtuous character. Aristotle talks of three kinds of people:






	The Sophron

	The Enkrates

	The Akrates






	Finds it easy to be moderate with little effort

	Must work hard but can achieve virtue

	Very weak-willed and cannot overcome temptation







Aristotle’s moral virtues


We always act for a purpose. According to Aristotle, this purpose is to achieve Eudaemonia. This word is best translated as well-being or flourishing but is sometimes called happiness. It is the only thing that we want for its own sake. When we desire things for other reasons, eventually they all lead back to the fact that we want to be happy.


According to Aristotle, there are three kinds of happiness, all of which are needed to achieve Eudaemonia:





1  Happiness as an individual



2  Happiness as a member of a community



3  Happiness as a philosopher





To achieve Eudaemonia, it is necessary to develop qualities of character that will help you to be content and live in harmony with others. These character traits are known as virtues and there are two different kinds: intellectual and moral. The moral virtues are non-rational and are virtues of character. The intellectual virtues are rational and contribute most to the good life; some relate to theoretical reasoning (What happened in the past? What will happen next?), others to practical reasoning (What should I do?).


Intellectual virtues





1  Scientific knowledge



2  Art or technical skill



3  Prudence or practical wisdom



4  Intelligence or intuition



5  Wisdom





Aristotle also explores other areas of intellectual virtue such as resourcefulness, understanding and judgement.


The moral virtues


These 12 virtues each fall between two vices of excess and deficiency. The virtues are known as the Golden Mean. This is the middle path between two vices that is the way of moderation.






	Vice of deficiency

	Virtue (the Golden Mean)

	Vice of excess






	Cowardice

	Courage

	Rashness






	Insensibility (no awareness or concern)

	Temperance (moderation)

	Licentiousness (uncontrolled, especially sexually)






	Illiberality (gathers money but doesn’t spend)

	Liberality (generosity in small amounts of money)

	Prodigality (over-spends and under-receives)






	Parsimony (miserliness)

	Munificence (generosity in large amounts of money)

	Vulgarity (flamboyant with money)






	Pusillanimity (afraid to stand up for themselves)

	Magnanimity (generous in forgiving)

	Vainglorious (vanity)






	Want of ambition

	Right ambition (in small honours)

	Over-ambition






	Spiritlessness (unconcerned)

	Good temper (patience)

	Irascibility (easily angered)






	Surliness (understatement)

	Friendliness

	Obsequiousness (overly flattering)






	Ironical depreciation (undervaluing)

	Sincerity (truthfulness)

	Boastfulness






	Boorishness (bad-mannered/coarse)

	Wittiness

	Buffoonery (ridiculous)






	Shamelessness

	Modesty

	Bashfulness






	Callousness (malicious enjoyment)

	Just resentment (righteous indignation)

	Spitefulness (envy)







We learn these moral virtues through developing them as habits. The best learning is through doing. We are what we repeatedly do and so we become courageous by performing courageous acts.
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Revision tip


Imagine the 12 virtues as memes. Create your own meme to represent each characteristic.
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Typical mistake


Don’t confuse the Golden Mean (the middle list of virtues between two sets of vices) with the Golden Rule (from Christian Ethics – do to others as you would have them do to you).
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Now test yourself





1  How does Virtue Ethics differ from other normative theories?



2  What is the purpose of human action?



3  How will we learn how to be virtuous?



4  Name and define three virtues and their vices.



5  What is the Golden Mean?
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Jesus’ teachings on virtues


In the New Testament, Matthew presents Jesus giving a long speech that has become known as The Sermon on the Mount. In Matthew 5:3–12, Jesus lists eight moral virtues. These have become known as the beatitudes.


Each virtue begins with the word ‘blessed’ and each virtue is promised a reward.






	 

	Virtue

	Reward






	1

	
Poor in spirit (humbleness)

	Kingdom of Heaven






	2

	
Mourn (sadness due to separation or loss)

	Comfort






	3

	
Meek (submissive/gentle)

	The earth






	4

	
Hunger and thirst for righteousness (seeking justice)

	Will be filled






	5

	
Merciful (compassionate or forgiving)

	Shown mercy






	6

	
Pure in heart (sincere intentions)

	Will see God






	7

	
Peacemakers (bringing reconciliation)

	Called the children of God






	8

	
Persecuted for being righteous (suffer for standing by their principles)

	Kingdom of Heaven







This is not the only mention of virtue in the Bible:
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1 Corinthians 13:13 St Paul prioritises the virtues of faith, hope and love, claiming that they are superior to any other actions and giving primacy to love.


Galatians 5:22–23 St Paul lists love, joy, peace, patience, kindness, goodness, faithfulness, gentleness and self-control as virtues or fruits of the spirit.


Micah 6:8 in the Old Testament tells us that God requires us to live justly, love mercy and walk humbly with God.
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Revision activity


Compare the lists from Aristotle and Jesus. There are some similarities and some differences. Create a chart that shows where they converge or differ. (Note: Would any of Jesus’ virtues seem like vices to Aristotle?)
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Typical mistake


Aristotle and Jesus lived 300 years apart. Avoid talking about them as though they knew each other or were contemporaries.
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Now test yourself





1  List three virtues from Matthew and their respective rewards.



2  Give the scriptural reference where the beatitudes can be found.
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Challenges


Virtues are not a practical guide to moral behaviour





•  There are no instructions regarding how to behave in specific situations.



•  We have no way of knowing whether we have achieved virtue or are still exhibiting vice.



•  These virtues are old-fashioned and do not help with modern dilemmas.



•  They are romantic and idealistic rather than practical. How do we legislate for this?



•  Circular idea: to be virtuous you should do good things; to do good things you should be virtuous.





Issue of cultural relativism





•  The list of virtues might differ according to culture or ages (Aristotle recognised this).



•  What is moderate in one culture might not seem moderate in another.



•  Aristotle’s virtues and Christ’s list of virtues contradict each other in places.



•  Virtue doesn’t condemn any act, so it may force us to tolerate terrible acts.



•  There is no clear method to decide who is more virtuous.





Virtues can be used for immoral acts





•  Virtue could consider it courageous to kill another person, yet killing is wrong in most systems.



•  Immoral acts could be performed due to difference of opinion or misuse of virtues.



•  Virtue leads to subjugation of women by teaching them ‘feminine’ virtues that benefit men.



•  It focuses on style (the way we are moral) over substance (what is moral).



•  Virtue prioritises the needs of humans and ignores the needs of animals or the environment.
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Apply your knowledge





1  Amelia and Bryony are best friends. It is Amelia’s birthday and Bryony finds Amelia’s boyfriend cheating on her with another girl at her birthday party. What is the virtuous thing for Bryony to do?



2  What problems did you discover when making this moral decision according to Virtue Theory?
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Exam checklist


Can you:





•  define virtue



•  explain how this normative theory differs from other theories



•  explain the purpose of moral action



•  list Aristotle’s moral virtues and vices



•  list his intellectual virtues



•  explain the Golden Mean



•  state the location of Jesus’ speech on virtues



•  list and define the eight virtues from Jesus



•  explain the similarities and differences between Aristotle’s and Jesus’ lists



•  explain each of the three types of challenges to virtue?
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1C Ethical Egoism


Normative agent focused ethic based on self-interest as opposed to altruism


As a normative ethic, egoism is teleological, with the goal of achieving one’s own self-interest. This contrasts with altruism, which has the good of others as its goal. Egoism says that the only duty a moral agent has is to themselves.
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In the TV show Friends (Season 5, Episode 4), Phoebe and Joey argue about whether there can be a selfless good deed. Joey says there cannot, so Phoebe decides to prove him wrong. She rakes a neighbour’s leaves, allows a bee to sting her and donates money to a charity she dislikes. Each time, her true motive was to advance her own concerns (to prove Joey wrong). In so doing, she proves Joey right.
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Ethical theory that matches the moral agent’s psychological state


Psychological Egoism differs from Ethical Egoism. Psychological Egoism reinterprets our motives so that any apparent altruism is understood as egoism in disguise. We may not even realise that we are acting out of self-interest. Ethical Egoism says that what we ought to do is the same as what we actually do – which is to act according to our own concerns.






	Psychological Egoism

	Ethical Egoism






	We do act in our own self-interest, motivated by our own concerns.

	We ought to act only according to our own concerns and to further our own cause.






	A description of reality.

	A normative, prescriptive theory.






	There is no such thing as altruism.

	Altruistic-type acts should be avoided unless they are in our own interests.






	We are not free to act any other way.

	We act wrongly when we act against our own interests.







Concentration on long-term self-interests rather than short-term interests


Self-interested actions are not always concerned with immediate gratification. A seemingly selfless act can have a self-interested long-term goal. A business may help someone by giving them a free product, but this provides the organisation with positive advertising and business.


Ayn Rand argued that selfless behaviour is short-sighted, creating a society that treats individuals as disposable, by ‘honouring’ their self-sacrifice for the benefit of manipulative rulers.


Long-term self-interest means that we can create a society where individuals satisfy their own best interests. You can still help people in need. If you want to, nothing will stop you.
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In the TV show The Good Place (Season 1), Eleanor wants to learn to be a good person. With Chidi’s help, she learns to perform actions that help others. Initially, Eleanor finds these acts frustrating because they interfere with her short-term interests (like learning to fly). However, she learns to focus not on altruism but on her long-term interest, which is to belong in ‘The Good Place’.
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Revision activity


Watch any episode of The Good Place (available on Netflix at time of publishing). Make a chart of the main character’s actions in the episode. Have one column that lists that character’s short-term interests and one that lists their long-term interests.
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Now test yourself





1  Give an example of a good deed that appears to be altruistic.



2  What reinterpretation could this act be given to show self-interested motives?



3  Why is Ethical Egoism described as a teleological ethic?
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Self-interest as the root cause of every human action even if it appears altruistic


Egoism claims that actions that seem altruistic are done out of self-interest. The Golden Rule in Christianity is a good example: ‘Do to others as you would have them do to you’ is the claim that if you treat others well, they will treat you well when you need it. Altruism is ultimately egoistic.
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Who was Max Stirner?


Max Stirner (1806–1856) was a German philosopher and teacher who influenced the development of existentialism, nihilism and individual anarchism. His most influential work was The Ego and Its Own (1844).
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Psychological Egoism says that self-interest is the root cause of human action even when it appears to be altruistic.


In contrast, Stirner claimed:





•  We think we are acting out of self-interest, but we are not.



•  We are slaves to other interests like duty, guilt or conscience.



•  We are deceived into thinking it is in our self-interest to obey those interests.





Acts are neither altruistic nor self-interested. Instead, they are controlled by a sense of duty to some other value. For example:
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Suzanne Spaak, a wealthy French mother and housewife, put herself at risk by working to hide Jews during the Second World War, particularly the sick and children. She was arrested and killed by the Nazis for her work.
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	Self-interested motive

	Controlling motive






	Suzanne wanted to fight against Nazism in France.

	Suzanne is controlled by loyalty to France.






	She valued ideals such as equality.

	Religious moral norms control her.






	She was searching for fulfilment.

	Responsibility to others controls her.







The root cause is not the self, but obligation. These hidden controls remove our freedom to choose our own best interest. Even when we think we have thrown off these shackles, they remain, ghost-like, behind our motives.
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Revision tip


Inventing examples of your own can help you grasp the main principles of Stirner’s argument.
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Stirner argued:





1  The ego (Einzige) is a slave to obligations.



2  Freedom comes when I recognise my ownness (Eigenheit) or authority over myself.



3  Ownness is realised by understanding that our uniqueness (Einzig) gives us power to make our own decisions.





Rejection of egoism for material gain


One obligation we feel is to our physical desires. What is in my self-interest may not even be bound by these desires. My uniqueness gives me power over my physical desires. This means I need not be materialistic to be an egoist.





•  How the agent behaves depends upon their own unique nature.



•  No one has any obligation to anyone else.



•  Each ego operates according to self-interest.



•  There is no benefit to an ego to be greedy or anti-social.



•  There is benefit to an ego to co-operate with other egos to some extent.
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Now test yourself





1  What does Stirner mean when he says we are slaves to obligations?



2  Why wouldn’t people become greedy if they followed egoism?



3  What does the term Einzige mean?
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Union of egoists


There is no obligation to other egos, but it is practical to find unprincipled ways of recognising that other unique egos are operating around us. Stirner did not advocate a system of laws. But egos can co-operate to preserve their own identity. He called this the union of egoists. Egos can forge temporary connections with other egos for their own benefit, while remaining independent and self-determining.
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Typical mistake


Make sure you can confidently use and define the key words from the text correctly and in context in your essay responses. Many students forget these under pressure of the examination.
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Challenges


Destruction of a community ethos


Laws benefit the majority and guard against exploitation. Stirner appears to advocate anarchy. There is no obligation to overthrow the state, but he does seem to think it will collapse if egoism is realised. The union of egoists cannot replace this idea of community because it would simply be replacing one set of obligations with another. Ethical Egoism cannot provide solutions to a community when there are inevitable conflicts of interest.


Social injustices could occur as individuals put their own interests first


When all egos pursue their own interests, they come into conflict with others. For example, it is in my self-interest to park my car outside my friend’s house when I visit. If someone else comes and parks there, it conflicts with my interests. Everyone serving their own interests leads to quarrelling and conflict. Ethical Egoism gives no fair way of resolving such issues.


A form of bigotry


Moral theories that decree deontological laws are often accused of bigotry. In the same way, if we pursue only our own self-interest then it leaves us open to judging other egos with different self-interests than our own. Egoism divides the world into two categories: ourselves and everyone else, the interests of ourselves being more important. But this is an arbitrary divide. It is the same kind of division that racists make when dividing between black and white or sexists dividing men from women and saying it is justified because one is more important than the other.
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