
Chapter 2.  BEING A GOOD PERSON: Suggested answers

2.1 Exercises:

1. Formulate a definition for each of the following and repeat the definition aloud to help you remember it: (a) virtue, (b) vice, (c) derivative virtues, and (d) human flourishing.
 
(a) Virtues are aspects of a person's character that stay roughly the same over a long period of time that count towards the moral goodness of a person.

(b) Vices are aspects of a person's character that stay roughly the same over a long period of time that count towards the moral badness of a person.

(c) Derivative virtues are character traits that are virtues not only because they give a person a good character, but also because they tend to make the person act in a way that some moral theory says that a person should act.

(d) Human flourishing occurs when a person's life can be said to be going well as judged from an objective standpoint.

2. Give three examples, different from those in the text, of (a) virtues and (b) vices.
 
(a) Virtues: compassion, respect, humility

(b) Vices: laziness, ingratitude, rudeness

3. Summarize, in your own words, why a virtuous person requires practical wisdom.
 
It takes practical wisdom in most situations to know how to apply a virtue to it. What counts as courageous, generous, or just might not always be obvious in many situations and requires practical wisdom to determine.

4. Summarize, in your own words, the distinction between the natural and social circumstances of a flourishing life.
 
The social circumstances of a flourishing life will be anything that has to do directly with our actions and the actions of those in the society around us. The natural circumstances of a flourishing life will be the other circumstances that are part of how the world is, such as the availability of nourishing food and comfortable shelter.

2.2 Exercises:

[bookmark: _Hlk5294324421]1. Summarize, in your own words, how virtuous people can avoid the dilemmas of cooperation.
 
Virtuous people have a strong desire to cooperate with other people even when faced with a Prisoner's Dilemma type situation. So, if two virtuous people find themselves in such a situation and each can see that they are dealing with another virtuous person, then they will be able to get the best possible result for both of them and avoid the dilemmas of cooperation.

2. What would be the results of an Ultimatum Game played between two virtuous people? Why?
 
Two virtuous people playing the Ultimatum Game would offer a 50/50 split of the money and would accept the offer. A 50/50 split is the fairest division of the money, so the virtue of fairness would recommend that outcome. A greedy person might claim that offering a 90/10 split is generous (“I offered 10 when I only had to offer 1”) and an excessive person might offer 90 to the other person, only keeping 10 herself, and think that is the generous offer. But generosity, understood as a mean, would lead a person to decide that a 50/50 split is fair.

3. Summarize, in your own words, how virtues sustain a community and a community sustains virtue.
 
The previous two answers show how virtuous people end up getting better results for everyone, and produce an outcome where people are more likely to be happy than non-virtuous people would be. This means that a community of virtuous people will be more closely bonded. The closeness of that community in turn encourages people to continue to act virtuously towards each other.

4. Summarize, in your own words, why virtuous community members have obligations to which they have not explicitly consented.
 
People are not born in isolation from other people. We are raised in and benefit from the communities to which we belong. Insofar as those communities have virtuous people from whom we have benefited, then we have obligations to them in return (gratitude, for example) even though we did not specifically ask for or consent to getting the benefits we have received.

2.3 Exercises:

1. Summarize, in your own words, why inculcating the virtue of critical thinking is necessary for societies to avoid cultural conservatism.
 
Looking at the examples of many different cultures, we can see that there can be differences is what are counted as virtues and vices and how much those virtues and vices are emphasized. Without critical thinking, those assessments can never come under examination and so are unlikely to face revision, even if there is good reason to question their appropriateness.

2. Summarize, in your own words, the main liberal criticism of virtue ethics and community standards for virtue.
 
Liberals worry that individual freedom can become threatened or sacrificed if virtues that place restrictions on how we should act are too strongly reinforced in a society.

3. Give an example, different from the one in the text, of a society that inculcates character traits that you think are vices.

Mafia culture places a paramount importance on the virtue of personal and family loyalty to an extreme where the interests and needs of other people do not count at all.
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2.4 Exercises:

[bookmark: _Hlk5294331141]1. Summarize, in your own words, how care ethics differs from a traditional ethical theory such as utilitarianism.
 
Care ethics emphasizes personal relationships, the responsibilities they create, and the value of maintaining them. This differs from looking at morality as being about abstractions such as rules or about individuals and their character traits.

2. Summarize, in your own words, the three aspects of ethical decision-making that are emphasized by care ethics.
 
(1) Care ethics emphasizes attentiveness to the specific circumstances and needs of specific people as opposed to abstracting and generalizing. (2) The nature of our relationships to others is central for care ethics and our actions are seen in the light of how they respond to and reinforce those relationships. (3) Moral consideration is grounded in the personal relationships we have with others so is not impartial in how it weighs our obligations.

3. Give an example of a case where care-ethics considerations appear to conflict with the impartiality of justice.
 
In Charles Dickens's novel Bleak House, Mrs. Jellyby is a woman who spends so much time worrying about ways she can help with charitable causes in Africa that she neglects the care of her own children. A social justice view might say that the children of Africa are equally deserving of her assistance while a care ethics would consider her personal relationship to her own children as giving her a greater responsibility to attend to them.

4. Summarize, in your own words, why it is difficult for care ethics to aid decision-making about our generation’s obligations to unborn members of future generations.
 
Since these people are unborn, we don't really have any kind of personal relationship to them and so it is difficult to know on what basis we can be said to have obligations of care to them.

2.5 Exercises:

1. Summarize, in your own words, the Cultural-Relativity problem for thinking of justice as reward to virtue.
 
Since different cultures classify different characteristics as virtues or vices, rewarding people for their virtues and punishing them for their vices will have different results in different cultures.

2. Summarize, in your own words, the Selective-Reward problem for accepting the distribution of rewards in a society as being fair.
 
Not all virtues in a society are rewarded equally. The inequality of reward can be based on the particular interests of people who are dominant in the culture. We should therefore be cautious about seeing the way rewards are distributed as being fair.

3. Summarize, in your own words, the Proportionality problem for distributing rewards according to a member’s contribution to a society.
 
It can be very difficult, if not impossible, to measure the value of an individual's contribution to a result that was achieved through the collective action of many people, making it difficult, if not impossible, to know what proportion of rewards should be distributed to each person.

4. Summarize, in your own words, why it may not be necessary for a society to distribute all of its gains from cooperation as rewards to virtue.
 
If the goal of distributing the gains from social cooperation is to encourage people to continue to be socially cooperative for the benefit of all, and if the total amount of gain is large enough, then it is probably not necessary to distribute all gains to achieve that result. 




