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INTRODUCTION

CTH 432 Applied Ethics is a two-credit unit course prepared for the
B.A. Christian Theology students of the Nationale@pJniversity of
Nigeria. This course exposes you to the rudimentsreecessary issues
in applied ethics. It defines ethics, as well as Ibhanches of ethics in
general and applied ethics in particular. This seuwill also acquaint
you with the numerous ethical challenges that @omfour world today.
You are advised to attempt the self-assessmentisgsrat the end of
every section as well as the tutor-marked assighatetme end of every
unit to benefit maximally from this course.

COURSE AIMS

The world in which we live is a complex one. It pesthical challenges
that task even the most moral person on earth. rBopeunexposed to
ethical training may act with the greatest asswrdhat a decision he or
she has taken in the face of a moral challengeeisorrect one, only to
find his or her peers, at times entire societymaahim or her for his or
her actions. Therefore, this course aims to shaypen capacity to take
right ethical decisions. Generally, it seeks to:

o provide you with a general understanding of ethics

. expose you to the fundamental principles that affeihical
decision-making

o instil in you the skills to take correct ethicakgons

o acquaint you with the prevalent ethical issuehe21st century.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

Each unit in this course has stated objectives. ¢lage attention to
those objectives for a successful understandinyetourse. However,
by the time you are through with the course costeespecially when
you have studied it with some devotion, you shdaddable to:

o apply ethical principles and theories in concréigsions
o identify the major ethical challenges of our time
o take firm decisions in situations of ethical dileeam

WORKING THROUGH THIS COURSE

There are 14 study units in this course. You apeeted to follow these
units step-by-step for effective understanding hed tssues they treat.
You will do yourself good if you consult the recomnaed texts and
other texts that are relevant for this course. €hesl help to broaden
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your knowledge of the course. The self-assessmesicises in this
course are provided to assess your level of uralaistg. Do not
hesitate to attempt them, as they will help you rgla your
understanding of this course. As occasions demamdwill from time

to time, have assignments to submit. This consstat part of your final
performance in the course.

COURSE MATERIALS

Major components of the course are listed as falow

1. Study Units

2. Textbooks

3. Assignments File

4. Presentation Schedule
STUDY UNITS

There are 14 study units structured into 3 modirebe course. They
are broken as follows:

Modulel Ethical Principlesand Right Issues

Unit 1 Introducing Applied Ethics
Unit 2 Human Rights to Life

Unit 3 Terrorism

Unit 4 War

Module2 Bioethical | ssues

Unit 1 Euthanasia

Unit 2 Suicide

Unit 3 Abortion

Unit 4 Stem Cells Research and Therapy
Unit5 Cloning

Module3 Busnessand Environmental Ethics

Unit 1 Introducing Business Ethics

Unit 2 Intellectual Property Rights

Unit 3 Whistle-blowing

Unit 4 Major Issues in Environmental Ethics

Unit 5 Animal Rights
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TEXTBOOKSAND REFERENCES

We have included a list of books that are releantevery unit. You
will build your knowledge and thereby enhancing yanderstanding of
the course if you read these books and similar ondbe topics treated.

ASSIGNMENT FILE

Your assessment in this course will be in two farthe tutor-marked
assignments (TMAs) and a written examination. TiMATcarries 30
per cent of the total marks for the course while thritten exam
constitutes the remaining 70 per cent of the conmgeks.

TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENTS (TMAS)

There is a tutor-marked assignment at the end efyeunit. You are
advised to solve the assignments and submit yduti®o to your tutor.
At the end of the course, the tutor-marked assigrsnearry 30 per cent
of the total marks of the course.

FINAL EXAMINATION AND GRADING
Your final examination, which carries 70 per cefttlee total marks,
comes at the end of the course. The exam is a tbwo-&xamination;

you will be asked questions on the issues that kaue already
encountered in the course of your study.

COURSE MARKING SCHEME

The total marks accruable to you from this coursebaoken as follows:

Assessment Marks

Assignments Four assignments of 10% each, out afhwthe bes
three are selected

Final 70% of the total course marks

Examination

Total 100% of course marks

HOW TO GET THE MOST OF THISCOURSE

In distance learning, the study units replace thigarsity lecturer. You
are therefore expected to read the course on ywaoramd at your own
time. Another aspect of this is that you do nodraaithe prompting of
your tutor. You read when you decide to do so. &there is no lecturer
for you in this course, the study unit tells youavto do at each point.

vi
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The units are arranged in a common format. Theifesn of every unit

is an introduction to the subject matter of thet anid how the particular
unit is integrated with the other units of the cmurWhat follows next is
a set of learning objectives. These objectivesalasady stated, let you
know what you should be able to do by the time lyaue completed the
unit. These learning objectives are meant to gywmle study. You are
advised to go back to the stated objectives atetiteof every unit, to

know whether you have achieved them in the courgeur learning.

The self-assessment exercises at the end of thie ar@ to help you
gauge your performance in learning the course teesss your
understanding of the units.

FACILITATION/TUTORSAND TUTORIAL

Your tutor serves as a guide for you in the coup$ethis work.
However, you are to have only 14 hours of contath Wwim or her in
the course of your study of this course. If youdawny question to ask
as regards the course, your tutor will provideahswer. He or she will
also mark your tutor-marked assignments. You shiaylcas much as
possible to attend all the tutorials.

SUMMARY

This course is meant to equip you with skills nektle take practical
ethical decisions in real life. It gives you invahle insights on the
major branches of applied ethics, and guides yooutth some of the
major contemporary issues in applied ethics.

Good luck!

vii
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MODULE 1 ETHICAL PRINCIPLES AND RIGHTS

ISSUES
Unit 1 Introduction to Applied Ethics
Unit 2 Human Rights to Life
Unit 3 Terrorism

Unit 4 War

UNIT 1 INTRODUCTION TO APPLIED ETHICS

CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1  Meaning of Ethics
3.2  Types of Ethics
3.2.1 Normative Ethics
3.2.2 Meta-Ethics
3.3.3 Applied Ethics
3.3  Major Branches of Applied Ethics
3.4  History of Applied Ethics
3.5 Some Ethical Principles and Relevant Theanespplied
Ethics
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Ethics is one of the major branches of philosopfthe history of ethics
as a major branch of philosophy stretches backdcetrliest periods in
the development of philosophy. As a field with lohgstorical past,
ethics has developed elaborate theories and plascipor the most of
the history of ethics, individual persons were eteé to apply these
ethical principles and theories in their private.liin the recent time,
ethicists have evolved applied ethics to servénastena where ethicists
will test the applicability or otherwise of theligories and principles in
concrete circumstances. A successfully appliedcathprinciple or
theory is expected to be a guide to everyone whdrtarest in fostering
good human relationship with his fellows. Therefotleis unit will
examine such issues as the meaning of ethics, tyfpethics, branches
of applied ethics, history of applied ethics andnhsocethical principles
that are applied in ethics.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

define ethics

distinguish between branches of ethics

identify the various branches of applied ethics

trace the history of applied ethics

discuss various theories and principles that arportant in
applied ethics.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Meaning of Ethics

The word “ethics” originated from the Greek waethos which means
“character.” Ethics is a branch of philosophy canmed with the study
of principles and rules of human conduct. It isc&esce of human
behaviour encompassing the discovery of the ap@atgpmanner of
conducting human actions. The ultimate ethical goes are “what is

the best possible way for us to live?” “How do wecbme good?” As
you will later know, ethics is not just about passag knowledge about
the best way to conduct your behaviour; it is about your acting in
that way. This is expressed in the famous Socsatying that: “To know

the good is to do the good.” Thus, ethics involkeswledge and action,
knowing the good way to behave and behaving in tit@ner. Ethics
does not only prescribe to you how to act, it glstges your actions.
Based on its description as “judge of human actioethics is able to
make distinction between good and bad people; gaod bad

government; good and bad behaviours, and so on.

We must note here that ethics is not concerned enry form of
human action. Ethics is only interested in whatogtts call human acts.
Human acts are voluntary acts, that is, acts dagely, willingly,
without compulsion or force. They are the ones,ciwvithe doer of the
acts could have decided to do otherwise. Humanaaetperformed after
due deliberation in which pros and cons of theoastiare weighed in
our minds. For instance, stealing neighbour’s priype a human act as
the thief could have decided not to steal it. Haadlyy deliberated over
the action in his mind before carrying it out.

Opposed to human acts are what ethicists refes twes of man. Acts of
man are involuntary acts. They are those acts adech one has no
control but which one nevertheless performs. They @& no ethical
consequence and attract neither blame nor prasemple of acts of
man is sneezing.

2
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Distinguish between human acts as subject of etmndsacts of man.
3.2 Types of Ethics

3.2.1 Normative Ethics

This type of ethics is concerned with stipulatingatvought to be done
or avoided, and establishing standard of behavidMesmay assume the
golden rule as popularised by Jesus Christ as a go@ample of
normative ethics. This is because normative ethiigailates to people
how they should behave towards one another. Novmathics seeks to
discover that quality, which an act must posseserder for it to be
classified as a good or bad act.

3.2.2 Meta-Ethics

“Meta” is a Greek word which means “beyond”, “aftedr above”.
Meta-ethics is regarded as the most philosophiadl therefore, the
most abstract type of ethics. Meta-ethics studibe® beyond specific
human conducts. It considers the nature of ethsedfi It is a sort of
philosophical questioning of ethical claims anduesl. For instance, one
of the questions which meta-ethics considers isthdrewhat we call
ethics exists in itself, independent of human beingpo are subject of
ethics. Consider the question of spirits, for ins& they exist whether
there is a human being or not. Can we say the s$himg of ethics? Put
in another way, do ethics exist because there areh beings or would
there have been something like ethics irrespedtivthe existence or
non-existence of human beings? Again, if ethicalnat existence, do
they exist eternally? Philosophers have considérede questions and
the answers they gave are contained in the vaethisal theories and
principles, some of which we shall examine latethis unit.

3.2.3 Applied Ethics

This branch of ethics applies ethical theoriesa@ples and methods of
philosophical reasoning to resolve particular ethiproblems (John
Haldane, 2003). Applied ethics examines the naitireoral challenges,
which we experience in the process of living oulydi@ases. Its concern
per seis how to take decisions based on those ethicarig® and
principles.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List three types of ethics.
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3.3 Major Branches of Applied Ethics

Applied ethics are classified into three. Thesduide bioethics, business
ethics and environmental ethics.

Bioethics This is also called the ethics of life. Bioethissa relatively

new word in ethics. It was first used in 1971 ie thritings of Van

Rensselaer Potter. Bioethics has come to meansithgl application of
ethical norms to human life issues like the practmf medicine,

healthcare, reproduction, genetics, biology, an@rsolt is a branch of
applied ethics, which considers the relationshifwben the physician
and his patient, as well as the duty of societyht® sick. Issues that
concern bioethics are issues that have to do witham life as well as
death that are consequences of modern biologicahtdogy, and the
values influenced by such technology.

Businessethics This branch of applied ethics studies the natire
ethical issues that are involved in private and memcial enterprises.
Such issues like social responsibilities of corpiores, collective
responsibility for environmental pollution, the rabty of bribery and
corruption, justifiability of whistle blowing agash one’s colleagues and
competitors are tackled by business ethics.

Environmental ethics This branch of applied ethics considers the
rightness of our relationship with the rest of th&tural world. The
concern here is how best to treat nature. Suchesssige pollution,
exploitation of natural resources, overpopulatimaatment of animals,
and the value of ecosystem are better handled \iyommental ethics.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Discuss the three types of applied ethics.
3.4 History of Applied Ethics

Philosophers, right from the beginning of philosgpanterprise were
concerned with practical utilisation of their plstphy and theories.
This is also true of ethics. Indeed, one of thdiesar philosophers,
Aristotle, regarded ethics as “a practical entsgpfi However, despite
this ancient description, the type of ethics knaagnapplied ethics is a
relatively new field in ethics. Researches show tipeto the second half
of the 20th century, the study of ethics focusedharily on what we
described above as “meta-ethics.” Then, as camdersin the famous
disagreement between Socrates and the sophistsptioern of ethics
was to argue whether moral values are permanetirésaof the world
(objective) or whether what we call values are nyei®e matter of

4
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preference, choice or usefulness (subjective). &esrfavoured the
position that moral values are permanent featuiréseoworld, while the
sophists taught that what is regarded as morakgadne merely a matter
of convenience and preference.

John Haldane (2003) lists a number of 20th centacyors that shifted
attention from meta-ethics to a new form of ethazdled “applied
ethics.” Such factors include the experience of Wwwld wars, the rise
of totalitarian system of thought, genocide, depeient and use of
weapons of mass destruction. According to Haldaneas at first, a
matter of serious embarrassment that professionelrphilosophy had
nothing to say about ethical questions raised bgdhmoral issues. This
is because prevalent mood was that the duty ofoéegsional ethicist
just like a professional chemists, was to undetsttoe nature of the
world and not to change it. The 20th century esitsceind students of
ethics, because of these factors, felt that thergtof study covered by
ethics, to say the least, is completely limitedhu§, there was urgent
need for the consideration of the ethical imploas raised by these
factors and more. Thus, applied ethics emerged fivshy as a type of
ethics, which considered civil rights, sexual ethimorality of warfare,
and bioethics.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What are the 20th century factors that gave risthéoemergence of
applied ethics in that century?

3.5 Some Ethical Principles and Relevant Theoriesni
Applied Ethics

There are certain ethical principles that are qumtportant to applied
ethics. In the course of your study, you may digcohat there is a
possibility of ethical problems arising because tbése principles.
Ethical problems arise in applied ethics when twonwre of these
ethical principles clash and one is uncertain abehich course of
action to follow. In such a matter, it is advisédttone should dialogue
with his reason before he makes his choice. Theeiszay even be more
serious when one has strong reasons in favoureofiwlo conflicting
theories. When this happens, then one who is facdmaking ethical
decision is said to be in the grip of ethical dileen Below are some of
the principles, which are encountered, in applititcs.

Egoism: Egoism is the ethical theory, which explains thedpe should
act only and only out of self-interest. One whosaatit of self-interest
does so because he hopes that by so acting he magithe personal
consequences of his actions for himself alone. Thhe simplest

5
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rendition of theory of egoism states, “Each persoght to do whatever
maximises their own self-interest regardless hos #ffects others”
(Mike Harrison, 2005). Indeed, Thomas Hobbes hdldg to act to
promote one’s interest alone is an essential natumean. However, you
may have witnessed instances where people perforsntlzat seem not
to benefit them at all, that are entirely targeted the well-being of
others. We can cite an instance of a fire fightbownters a thick smoke
to save a toddler and dies in the process aftemihg down the toddler
for people to catch. This example may seem coniplat&uistic to you,
but Hobbes would laugh it off. His argument wouichgly be that the
fire fighter did what he did because he hoped io garsonal glory and
public praise from that.

However, ethicists have noticed that there will benstant clash
between people if each person is allowed at evaryiqolar point to do
that which promotes his personal interest aloneomids Hobbes’
response to this is that people are quite intalliged they always find a
way to mask what is their interest and present themcts of altruism.
Those cases where wars and clashes exist, it g b&tause the
individuals involved were not careful enough to kgage their interest as
public interest.

Utilitarianism: This theory was developed by an English philosopher
Jeremy Bentham in the late 18th century and wasawgal upon in the
19th century by the son of Bentham'’s friend, IM8l. Utilitarianism as
an ethical principle holds that the goodness ombas of an action
depends on the consequence of the action on afleébple affected by
it. It stipulates that actions worth pursuing ane bnes that will bring
greatest happiness to greatest number of peoplee¥dr, a modern day
utilitarian would rather speak of interests. Onsthiote, Peter Singer
(1993: p.13) writes what may be a contemporary itemd of
utilitarianism when he says that one should alwag®pt the course of
action most likely to maximise the interests ofsh@ffected.” Thus, an
action that satisfies the interest of those corestris good action, one
that does otherwise is bad, and therefore shoul/brled.

Proponents of utilitarianism insist that the valfean action can be
measured on a scale of our mind to determine whekigepleasure it
brings or the interest it satisfies outweighs taeg it causes (if any) or
the interests it fails to satisfy. Actions whoseingaoutweigh the

pleasures should be avoided, and those that dsatisty the interest of
the people involved should not be performed. Ohbsé that maximise
pleasure are to be pursued. Jeremy Bentham, tled ploponent of

utilitarianism lists a variety of pleasure, whicaractions must seek to
promote. They include pleasure of the senses, ylea®f the

imagination, pleasure of wealth, pleasure of skikasure of power and
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pleasure of expectation. Now, it is not just safeemsure that an action
brings about pleasure. The utilitarian will demaidknow for how
many people taken together population the actidh ming pleasure
before permitting you to perform it. Utilitarianismsists that for an
action to be sanctioned, as worth pursuing it neasure the pleasure of
the majority of the population.

The golden rule: The golden rule is espoused by a number of leading
belief systems, and is said to be contained in sirab cultures of the
world. It is a sort of reciprocal action that irsishat one should treat
others in the same way he expects them to treaifHem were to be in
the same circumstances as they find themselves.

Cultural relativism: This ethical theory holds that moral judgements
merely describe social convention, that a good swrf action is what
the majority of a particular society socially apyes. Cultural relativists
do not ascribe universal objectivity to ethicali@es; rather morality is
viewed as a product of culture. Their positionheaf is that something
is only good in a society, which sanctions it, datl in another that
disapproves it. Cultural relativism as an ethibaiary was influenced by
the discoveries made by social anthropologists wisgovered wide
gaps in what different societies sanction as mprallong and as
morally right. Proponents insist that to call tleti@ns of a set of society
bad while labelling others as good is to judge speiety with the
yardstick provided by another. One of the majoruargnts against
cultural relativism is that it engenders conformégpd works against
personal initiative in ethical decisions.

Supernaturalism: This is an ethical principle, which sees moral
judgements as expressions of God’s will. Thus,ttiegs that we say
are good actions, whether we know it or not, agetthngs sanctioned
by God as good actions. The major criticism agasugernaturalism is
that it takes no consideration of atheists in theal that it urges.

Beneficence:The principle of beneficence simply states thatsieuld
always strive to do good to others. It holds thathave a duty to others,
to help them insofar as we are not hurt in the ggecCosmas Ekwutosi
(2008) states that “beneficence is a way of enguratiprocity in our
relations and of passing along to others the goedhave received in the
past.” Note that it does not matter whether thepfeegou are expected
to help now are the same people who have helpedhyihe past.

Non-maleficence:The principle of non-maleficence is indeed another
side of the principle of beneficence, which we hatated above. Non-
maleficence is stated in the Latin sayipgmum non nocerewhich
means “first do no harm.” The principle of non-nfaence holds that
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we should not harm others intentionally. Among tihiegs it forbids is
acting in matters where one is incompetent and¢tplecisions beyond
one’s position to take.

Justice: This principle seeks to promote fairness in thaetgclt also
states that people should be compensated for hdoms to them by
others, and that nobody should be exploited becati$és position or
status in society. Properly speaking, justice revemds that one should
be given what belongs to one.

Paternalism: The principle of paternalism suggests that indigidu
should be treated in the same way parents tre@tdhiédren. It upholds
that one can act for the good of other personsowtthihe consent of
those persons. This is exactly what parents dahfgir children and it is
always taken for granted that they will choose ¢b a&ppropriately in
every instance. Precisely, paternalism urges usagsist others in
pursuing their best interest when those othersirasapacitated from
achieving those interests themselves. Ignoranamés factor that can
incapacitate a person from achieving his own bdstest.

Informed consent: The principle of informed consent is quite impottan
to bioethics as a branch of applied ethics. Tosade extent, it is also
useful to business ethics. Informed consent is noftgposed to
paternalism. In informed consent, medical decisiaffscting a patient
are undertaken only with full knowledge of the pati No matter how
well meaning a physician’s intention may be, thng@ple of informed
consent demands that he obtains the consent ofpdlient before
administering medication on him. This entails disahg all the pros and
cons of the treatment to the patient who must ke good state of mind
to understand them. Proponents of informed coredvise that once the
patient has been duly informed of the nature oftteatment open to
him, the decision to be treated and not to bedrebelongs to him.

Autonomy: Autonomy has its root in two Greek wordauto meaning
“self” and nomosmeaning “government”Etymologically, autonomy
means self-government. The Greeks applied the termolitics and
referred to an autonomous city as one that govetseld. In the modern
time, the concept of autonomy has been adoptethiose In ethics, the
principle of autonomy gives individuals the rightdaduty to control
themselves. It holds that an individual should debis own way of
life, and organise his life without interferencerfr others even when
others feel that he is mistaken in his choices.uBkamp and Childress
(2001) list what makes an autonomous agent to dgecline ability to
choose: (1) intentionally, (2) with understandingnd (3) without
controlling influence from others. In applied ethidhe principle of
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autonomy is often invoked when people want to dtzethey alone are
responsible with what happens to their body.

However, opponents of autonomy hold that theraret@nces when the
individual lacks the ability to be autonomous, tmtrol and legislate for
himself. They cite example of the insane and cosmtihat lack the
ability to reason to dictate for themselves. Towarssuch opponents,
proponents of autonomy hold that a person’s choideday when he is
fit and able to make a choice should also be caufttehim when he is
unable and fit. This is called precedent autonomy.

Double effect: The principle of double effect stipulates that cheuld
not be held responsible for those actions whosectsffwhether good or
bad, though foreseen are not intended. It canidetlsat for the doctrine
of double effects the responsibility to which a qmr owes for
performing an action depends on his intention ferfgrming that
action. We may provide an example here with thes gzfsa pregnant
cancerous woman who undergoes a surgery. A prelifgeon who is
to operate on the woman knows that a successfgésuon the woman
will lead to the termination of the woman’s pregognwhich amounts
to abortion. To satisfy his conscience, the surgeswen though he
foresees the death of the foetus, must make satdéhdoes not will or
intend it. All his efforts should be directed tovssy the woman’s life
and not on killing the foetus.

Anne Thomson (1999) lists a number of circumstanaéere the
doctrine of double effect allows the performer ofaction from taking
responsibility arising from the action performedhey include the
following:

I. the action performed is done because it will hasmes good
effect, even though it may also have bad effects

il. one intends only the good effects and not the lffatts of the
action

iii. the bad effect is not the means by which the gofbelcteis
achieved.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Distinguish between egoism and golden rule.
4.0 CONCLUSION

Applied ethics provides one with the tools to tat@ncrete ethical
decisions in challenging ethical situations. Knadge of the ethical
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principles will always assist you in taking chaljgmy ethical decisions
whenever they arise.

5.0 SUMMARY

This unit has introduced you to the meaning ofasthit has made you
to understand the nature of actions that are @&fraést to ethics. You
were also made to understand the various divisodrethics as well as
the history of ethics. You also studied some ofr#devant theories and
principles that are applied in ethics.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

Define ethics.

To know the good is to do the good. Discuss.

Discuss the three branches of ethics.

List the three types of applied ethics and dis¢wssof them.

List and comment on five theories and principles #re applied
in ethics.

agbhownE
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INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we attempted a theoreticdind®n of ethics in
general and applied ethics in particular. We egquatldied various
ethical principles that are applied in ethics.His unit, we shall consider
the human right to life. The right to life has comeder continuous
assault in our time. Murder and other forms of abase meted out to
the human person, violating his right to life irethbrocess. This unit
considers the general implication of the right e las well as the
implication of its violation to the violator. In ¢hprocess, we shall
examine the following: meaning of human rights, ttmamcepts of the
right to life, dignity as the foundation of humaght to life, history of
the right to life, sources of human rights to ldad instances where
human right to life can be legitimately violated.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

define human right

discuss the major understandings of human righiigeto
justify the foundation upon which human rightsite rests
trace the history of human right to life

discuss the consequences of violating people’s talife.

3.1 Meaning of Human Right

The term “right” is defined as entitlements or olai On this note,
Eminet Barcalow, (1997) holds that right is “a daliegitimate or

justifiable claim.” The term “human right” is contative of entitlements
due to one simply because one is a human persomaniuights,

therefore, are those rights, which a human beirsgsivaply because he
IS a person. Human rights are necessary for theepration of the
personhood of the individual. George Khushf (2088)ds that each
individual receives his human rights at the samstaimce that he
receives his humanity.

Contemporary researches in the field of biologydtemore and more to
regard theHomo sapienss just one species of animals. Despite this
classification, not even the biologists or animahts activists have
clamoured that man be subjected to the same trea@mseanimals. The
most that has been ever demanded is that animassilijected to the
same treatment as men. Our possession of humats righkes it
possible for us not to be treated like every odm@mal. We insist that
we deserve to be treated with respect based opassession of human
rights. As a result, human rights impose obligatanduty on others
different from the right holder not to infringe bis rights. On this note,
Sam Vaknin (2005) opines, “one’s rights inform atpeople how they
must behave towards one another- not how they dhmubught to act
morally.” Indeed, some human rights do not justdbiothers from
infringing on the right of the right holder; thelsa bind the right holder
not to infringe his own rights in any way at all.

Human rights are natural in the sense that any hupeason does not
invent them. They are also said to be universaltity, we mean that
they are applied to all human beings irrespectiveage, religion,
gender, health, tribe, colour, height, wealth, ustatetc. What this
implies is that all human beings have these rightexqual measure. The
beggar in the street does not have less rightttieking in his palace.

12



CTH 432 MODULE 1

Human rights are also said to be inalienable irstirese that nobody can
deprive one of his rights, one is not even fredotfeit one’s right to
others. What this means is that human rights amsidered “too
important ever to be relinquished even by a willinght-holder”
(Almond, 1966). When this is viewed from the pedjpe of human
right to life, it implies not only that the rightolder should not give
himself out to be killed by others but also thathas not the right to kill
himself. This means that the duty, which the clainthe holder of right
to live imposes on others, is also imposed on idjat holder himself.
Thus, the injunction thou shall not kill comprehieeg/ involves, thou
shall not kill yourself or others.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the implication of saying that human riglts both universal
and inalienable.

3.2 Rightto Life

The human right to life is the most fundamentalatifhuman rights.

Indeed, other types of rights are dependent ondtcan be said to exist
to protect the right to life. We have two valid vgayf understanding the
human right to life. We call them positive and niagaconcepts of right
to life.

3.2.1 Positive Concept of Right to Life

The positive aspect of right to life stipulatestthv@ are bound to engage
in actions that will aid in the preservation of etsi lives. A holder of
the right to life may not be able to articulate ti@igations we owe him
as private individuals to help him maintain higlihowever, the society
in which he lives certainly owes him this righthelp preserve his own
life. Moralists see society as a form of socialtcact in which members
have entered individually with the whole societyhus, the society is
always bound by duty to perform actions that will & the preservation
of human right to life. For instance, if there anenours that a deadly air
borne disease is ravaging a neighbouring countdythat the Nigerian
region nearest to that country is at risk of comacthe same disease,
the society (Nigerian state) owes the inhabitahthat region the right
to find humanly possible ways to protect them fribia ravaging effects
of such disease no matter how costly it may be.

Sam Vaknin (2005: p. 50) supports the position absfien he observes
the implication of the positive right to life as thwites that “We all have
a right to sustain our lives, maintain, prolong,esen improve them at
society’s expense — no matter how major and sicanti the resources
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required. Public hospitals, state pension schearespolice forces may
be needed to fulfil society’s obligations to mmud), maintain, and
improve our lives.”

3.2.2 Negative Concept of Right to Life

The negative aspect of right to life stipulates #azery individual have

the right not to be killed by another. This meamat tyou have a claim
against all people in the world not to act in sactvay as to end your
life. This calls for some duty on your part to gédrom acts that will

threaten your life.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
List the two ways by which the right to life is amived.
3.3 Dignity as Foundation of Human Right to Life

A thing of dignity is simply defined here as thahieh has value or
worth and therefore deserves respect. The humaopées defined as a
being of dignity. Thus, ethicists argue that tlghts, which are ascribed
to man, arise simply because man has dignity. Inu@lakant is the first
philosopher to attribute the possession of humgnityi to man. Kant
(1983) writes that, “The respect | bear others bictv another can claim
from me, is the acknowledgment of the dignity obtduer man, i.e., a
worth that has no price, no equivalent for whicle tibject of value
could be exchanged. Judging something to have mthvscontempt.”
What Kant actually means is that a human beingwsh inside him
simply because he is a human being and not beczustat we can
gain from him. This is also followed by the recdgm of the fact that
human beings are irreplaceable-that is, you caexctiange one human
being with another human being or a human being warother thing
since no other human being or thing equals andtheran being. This is
different from other objects, which you like becaws the use you make
of them. Your car has worth because it is ableale tyou to your
destination. While you can speak so of your cay gannot say that
your driver has worth because he is able to drouetp your destination.
The worth of your driver simply exists because i@ ihuman being.
Again, your car can be exchanged with other itdike,money, but no
other object equals your driver as a human being) @& cannot be
exchanged with any other thing. This is what Kaetams when he says
that man, as a being of dignity, has no price. Ba&ulmasy (2008)
distinguishes two types of dignityattributed dignity and intrinsic
dignity.
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3.3.1 Attributed Dignity

This is the type of dignity, which we give to othdrecause we consider
them important people in society. Sulmasy (2008)rms that no one is
under compulsion to confer attributed dignity ohess. One decides on
his own to confer such dignity on others becausehefr status or
personal achievements. Thus, people to whom tmd kif dignity is
conferred are those whom we admire because of thbegthave done or
what they can do. This type of dignity is discriatiory and does not
apply to all and sundry. We may as well regard ksl of dignity as
man-made dignity. It evokes admiration of otherasnand the loss of it
evokes compassion for the person.

3.3.2 Intrinsic Dignity

Sulmasy (2008) defines intrinsic dignity as “théueasomething has by
virtue of being the kind of thing that it is.” limisic relates to internal, to
what is within, and not dependent on external fadgwery human being
is said to possess intrinsic dignity, not becatsg are rich or beautiful,
but because they are human beings. Here, it ddasatter whether you
regard somebody as having value or not, he hasegpective of your
recognition or not, and it is expected that youocagchim that respect
because he has dignity in himself as a human b&img.kind of dignity
is God-made and it applies to all human beings.

In essence, when we say that human rights are basdbe fact that
man is a being of dignity, we mean intrinsic dignithis type of dignity
makes man to command and demand respectful treatfren his
fellows. Sulmasy (2008) writes that intrinsic dignevokes respect of
others in us, and when someone is treated asaf Bhae lacked intrinsic
dignity, justice, in its most fundamental meanidgmands a response.
We may take the case of murder as an example. Aemer has treated
his victim as if he (the victim) lacked intrinsigégdity. Justice calls a
response that the murderer too should be killedsltrild be rewarded
in the same measure.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Explain the concept of human dignity, in your owards.

3.4  Sources of Human Right to Life

There are controversies about the source of theahunght to life.

These controversies are built on philosophers’ #ghl experts’
questioning of the foundation of what we call hunmayhts. There are

arguments that tend to suggest these rights aigaayband derived
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from nothing. For the proponents of such argumevitdating human

rights is such an amoral issue like smoking cigesetHowever, despite
such arguments as this, proponents of human righist at three

different factors that may explain the origin amdirge of human right
to life. They are God, social mores and customd,raason.

3.4.1 God

Human right to life is said to be conferred on nienGod. Man has
certain rights, which his maker- God specificalbnters on him as man,
one of which is the right to life. Proponents ofthiew see life as the
property of God or as a trust. Like in every oteadeavour, property
held in trust is known not to belong to the trudte to somebody else
who has given it out to the trustee to look aft®hat is to be done with
the property held in trust must be that instrudigdhe property owner.

It is assumed that no other person in the worldepk God owns our
lives. Our lives are “to be used for His benefitlarot to be disposed of
by anyone other than Him” (Chetwynd, 2004). Gauagelf can rightly
deprive a person of his human right to life. laiso expected that every
person have the duty to himself to preserve that tig life, which God
gave to him as a human being. No authority on daaththe power to
violate or make you violate your human right te lif

3.4.2 Social Mores and Cultures

The need for self-preservation is one of the dgvimrces of our species.
As a result, every society makes rules and lawswiiaguide its own
perpetuation. In this case, human rights (includigbt to life) are seen
as codes that are invented by societies to aidr theservation.
Proponents of this view point to the variation thaists in what counts
as human rights and their violation between cuftuta this context,
human rights are nothing more than cultural invergj which depend
on societal mores and historical contexts.

Accordingly, human right to life like all other a=mgs of human rights
arose as normative “responses to historical expesig of oppression”
(Winston, 2007). According to this tradition, humaght to life arose
as a sort of moral imperative to curb social pcasiand conditions,
which endanger human life. Thus, human right te I8 invented by
society to enhance human flourishing and presdmeedignity of the
human beings. Specifically, human right to lifesssdrom society’s own
instincts to prevent experienced cases of murdersgeution, and
torture.
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3.4.3 Reason

Many philosophers who hold that man possessesighé to life insist
that this right is such that was revealed to man hxy reason.
Philosophers allude to a type of knowledge thateofmom natural light
of reason. For such type of knowledge, what is kmalwes not depend
on any empirical foundation. It is just revealedogdnents of reason as
the origin and source of the human right to lifsish that our reason is
what informs us, as human beings, not to kill onetlaer.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List the three possible sources of right to life.
3.5 The History of Human Right to Life

The term “human right” under which our topic forsthunit, human right

to life is built, is relatively new, traceable tbet 20th century, even
though its concept is old, traceable to the andigneiece. Thus, what is
today regarded as human rights were, at one tinteeoother regarded
as civil rights, universal rights or natural right¥ou should pay
attention to the term, which conveys the concephwman right in

different historical epochs. You must also notet teaery human

society, in time, had codes that capture what \yanceas human right to
life today. However, the history, which follows, ptares the earliest
recorded human effort to respect the human righteo

During the period before Christ (ancient period)e tGreek people
(particularly Athenians) assigned themselves sagteés which we may
today regard as civil rights. They were rights thhare accorded every
Athenian citizen. Examples of such rights includpiaity before the

law and freedom of speech. However, when Athensfivaly defeated

in wars it engaged with Persia (present day Iramjeu the military

leadership of Philip and his son, Alexander the agréhere came a
period when no attention was paid to those rightsch the Greeks had
made for themselves as the conquering forces rabedrding to their

own dictates. Indeed, the Athenian city-state, Whguaranteed and
protected those civil rights, had ceased to exist.

It was during this period that some group of Grpekosophers known
as the “Stoics” reformulated the pre-existing cingihts and called them
universal rights. The Stoics were clever and expgldithat these rights
did not belong to the Greeks alone but to all hurbaimgs. For the
Stoics, the universal rights were not civil rightsither were they
derived from civil laws, but from a higher law whichuman reason
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alone could discover. Thus, our reason tells us ediately that we
should not kill another person.

Among the Romans of the Middle Age, what the Stomgarded as
universal rights was called natural rights. Theurgdtrights were said to
be derived from natural laws. The natural laws o dther hand were
derived from God, who made them for all human beitg follow. In
proper parlance, the natural law represents whgtbearegarded as the
laws made directly by God. The Ten Commandmentseas received
by Moses as recorded in the Torah is an exampletifral law. Note
immediately that “Thou Shall Not Kill” is one of ¢hinjunctions
recorded in the Ten Commandments. Therefore, weshaw that the
natural law: “Thou shall not kill” gave rise to thatural right to life.

The modern period in the history of ideas stillldaled the lead
provided by the Romans of the Middle Age. Thus,nJbbcke (1632-
1704), in his book,Two Treatises on Governmemntcognises some
rights, which he calls natural rights, as belongiogll human beings.
These include the natural right to life, libertyndaproperty. Like the
Stoics but unlike the Middle Age Romans, John Lé&ek®tural rights
were derived from reason and not from God. In 1%#A6 American
Declaration of Independenc#firmed that every human being has
self-evident and inalienable right to life, libertgnd the pursuit of
happiness. The French Declaration of the RightsMaih of 1789,
asserted the right to life, property, security, eeglstance to oppression.

Q

However, following the atrocities that were comeuttduring the World
War 1l and the unsavoury happening in the colorties,United Nations,
in 1948, formulated the Universal Declaration ofnian Rights and
enumerated the rights to life, liberty, propertguality, justice, social
security, adequate living standards, medical ceest, and leisure, as
applying to all human beings. Thus, we can say thatterm, human
rights, arose in 1948 to replace what was hithexterred to as natural
rights.

Following the United Nations’ formulation of the WWarsal Declaration
of Human Rightsevery country in the world was advised to incorpera
the dictates of the Universal Declaration of Hunféightsin its local
constitution. It was in 1963 that the Universal @Beation of Human
Rights was incorporated into the Constitution & Eederal Republic of
Nigeria as fundamental rights of Nigerians. Sughts are today found
in Chapter IV of the 1999 Nigerian Constitution. ésuld be expected,
the right to life stands as the number one ofathsiights.

From this exposition, it is clear that the rightliie, starting with the
Stoics, has remained an important constant in amgeptualisation of
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human right. Indeed, it can be said that other tsigéxist only to
safeguard the right to life.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Distinguish between the Stoics’ conceptions of whet today call
human rights from the Medieval Romans (Middle Agef)ception of it.

3.6 Instances when a Person’'s Right to Life Can Be
Legitimately Violated

So far, we have maintained that human right to ikfenalienable and
universal. As such, every human being irrespeativetatus has it. At
the same time, no man can take away another psréoman right to
life from that person as he has it simply becausaesha human being.
Despite our presentation, there are instances \aaird party without
blame can legitimately violate a person’s rightlife. Such instances
include occasions of capital punishment and sefuze.

3.6.1 Capital Punishment

Capital punishment or death penalty has attracteidiss debate in the
social arena in our contemporary world. There ar@ss arguments for
and against the practice. While some countries haatished the death
penalty, most countries, including our country, &g, still sanction it.

Given that every person has the right to life, isoaiety that supports
capital punishment not infringing on the rightspafople punished with
death penalty?

The answer is not as simple as you may suppose.etmwa good
number of ethicists render the arguments that é¢kengh deliberate
killing of a human being is bad, deliberately kilii a person under
certain circumstances are justified. St. AugustfieHippo lists such
circumstances to include killing a murderer andirigl an enemy in a
war situation. However, you must note that Augustiioes not grant
every Dick and Harry the right to kill a murderdRather, killing
anybody must be sanctioned by a competent magistéed regards
killing during war, Augustine says that one is istl in killing during
war only when the war in question is one wagedheretuthority of God.
The problem with killing during war waged on thetraarity of God
stems from our total lack of knowledge of when Guak given his
authority.

However, you should note the point that capital iplument poses a
challenge to the idea of the human right to lifeogdnents argue that
people who deserve capital punishment have foddheir right to live
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and therefore should be killed. According to Annkoihson (1999:
p.198), capital punishment is based ‘ler talionis(law of retaliation),
‘an eye for an eye and a tooth for a toothd&nce, it is argued that a
person deserving capital punishment must have ctsumimurder
against another person. Supporters of this laweatgat one who has
killed another person ought to be treated in theesway as he treated
his victim. They even point to the golden rule pijrle to justify this
argument; he (the murderer) only did to the victwmmat he (the
murderer) would wish to be done to him.

3.6.2 Self-defence

A person has the utmost duty to protect himsetfebd, the philosopher,
Thomas Hobbes, cautions that self-preservatiomeiditst law of nature.
A person being assailed by another person, thexeftas the duty to
protect himself. If, in the course of that proteantithe assailant is killed,
then that be it. He has not committed murder. Hg did the greatest
duty, which he owed himself, which incidentally uésd in the death of
the assailant. You may also want to relate theificstion of self-
defence to the doctrine of double effect we studredinit one. The
important thing is that the person defending hifndeés not wish to kill
his assailant. His real intention should be to défeimself against the
assailant. If in the course of his self-defence, dssailant dies, nobody
can mete out the capital punishment to him.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List two instances when a person’s right to lifer dae legitimately
violated.

4.0 CONCLUSION

Protecting our human rights to life and that of aerghbours is one of
the duties that we owe humanity. This involvesreasing from actions
that will endanger their lives as well as oursaléo involves doing
positive actions that will help to sustain thewels. Violating the right to
life of others carries deadly consequences anbviaya punished by all
known human society.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we discussed human right, the souofdsuman rights, the
meaning of human right to life as well as the foatimh upon which
human right to life is built. We have also tracée history of human
rights to life as well as conditions under whiclperson’s right to life
can be legitimately violated.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What is human right?

2. Discuss capital punishment and self-defence iniogldo right to
life.

3. Discuss the three sources of human right to life.

4. Distinguish between intrinsic dignity and attribalignity.
5. What factors led to the United Nations Declaratdriniversal
Human Rights.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we studied human right te Bnd the implication
of that to life. In this unit, we shall study terism as one of the
phenomena of our age that pose serious threat r@amuight to life.

Indeed, terrorism has assumed a life of its owmoday’s world. The
terrorist’'s world is a world of murder and plundéat seeks, for the
most time, to destroy even the terrorist himseHrrdrists claim that
they have their reasons for acting. However, omcem in this unit is to
examine whether terrorism, no matter the reasanrf@ms it, can ever
be justified. In the course of doing this, we sleaidmine the following:
meaning of terrorism, terms confused with terrorisauses of terrorism
and arguments against terrorism.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

state the meaning of terrorism

differentiate between forms of terrorism
differentiate between terrorism and kindred words
identify the causes of terrorism

proffer arguments against terrorism.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Meaning of Terrorism

Etymologically, the term “terrorism” is derived frothe word “terror.”
Terror itself owes its origin to the Jacobins, auyr of patriots who
championed the French Revolution of the 18th cenand provided
leadership during the revolution. The Jacobins taed terror to be a
positive word and adopted terror to deal with tbherupt public officials
who exploited the people in the previous governm&he word terror
has since acquired a negative meaning and it is ftieis negative
meaning that terrorism is derived.

Terrorism does not enjoy a generally accepted fbeéinition. The

difficulty in accepting a single definition for therm stems from the
fact that everybody defines the term from his ownspective. Virginia
Held (2008) itemises reasons why a generally aedepefinition of

terrorism is difficult. She holds that the ternofsen applied to:

Violent acts performed by those whose
positions and goals the speaker disapproves of
and fails to apply it to similar acts by those
whose positions and goals the speaker
identifies with. In addition, the term is much
more frequently applied to those who threaten
established conditions and governments than
to those using similar kinds of violence to
uphold them. There is a tendency to equate
terrorism with thellegal use of violence, but

of course the questions of who decides what is
illegal and on what grounds they do so are
often precisely those at issue.

Bearing the above statement in mind, we list sorée definitions
offered for terrorism.

23



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

1. It is “the unlawful use of force or violence against gm@rs or
property to intimidate or coerce a government, thelian
population, or any segment thereof, in furtheramicpolitical or
social objectives” (FBI, Code of Federal Regulasp

2. It is “the use of serious violence against pessor property or
the threat to use such violence, to intimidate oerce a
government, the public or any section of the puficpolitical,
religious or ideological ends” (Keeble, 2001).

3. Terrorism is an *“action, usually sudden, prably and
coercively inflicting injury upon or damage harmiagperson”
(Held, 2008).

4. “Terrorism is the use or threat of violence iagainnocent

people to elicit terror in them, or in some othesup of people,
in order to further a political objective” (Stert2005).

5. The term “terrorism” means premeditated, padity motivated
violence perpetrated against non-combatant targéts
subnational groups or clandestine agents, usualignded to
influence an audience " (CIA).

A thorough identification and analysis of the diffieces in emphasis
should be undertaken with your tutor. For instammee that definitions

(1) and (2) include property as target of terroristmereas (3), (4) and
(5) do not. Note that (1) insists that the useooté or violence must be
unlawful whereas (2) holds that it must be serig¢8},(4) and (5) do not
qualify violence. Note also that (2) and (4) inadutie threat to use force
or violence as an instance of terrorism whereas(@)and (5) do not

include it. Observe that definition (3) does novegiany reason for
terrorist actions. Indeed, a good number of actlidesplane crash, auto
accident, rape, and so on can be included into WBgtdefines as

terrorism since they are usually sudden, predigtabid coercively

inflicting injury upon or damage harming a persdfou should also

discover observe that (4) emphasises innocent eeapl targets of
terrorism whereas others do not mention it. See that (5) feels that

terrorists are motivated only by political reasotigt they target only

civilians. Number (5) also excludes government fribw@ list of people

who can engage in terrorism.

For the purpose of this course, we shall defineotesm as violent or
non-violent attack, directly or indirectly targetatiunsuspecting people
by either military or civilian personnel for persbnpolitical, social,
religious, ideological and economic reasons with ititention to either
kill or maim. Note that while other definitions leemphasised only
violent attack, our own definition has included noalent attack to take
care of all other forms of terrorism we shall studier. Note also that
while majority of terrorist actions target indivials directly, others
target them indirectly by first targeting their msaof livelihood and
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sustenance. Note also that we have included ecenamd personal
reasons as the motivations for terrorism.

Generally, terrorism always aims to kill and to maits target is often
the human beings whether they are targeted directliheir property
that is targeted. It is often indiscriminate, asddes not distinguish
between its victims. Thus, an average terroristsdo@ mind whether
his victims are children, adults, men, women, Giamns, Muslims, and
so on. The ultimate concern of the terrorists imading targets is
publicity. They are more unlikely to attack in removillages where
publicity and press coverage are few. A big madkeiffice buildings in
a big city may pose an understandable attractiom terrorist group as
such places provide chance of hitting more victianed attracting
attention that they hope will lead to society magtiheir demand.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Define terrorism.
3.2 Forms of Terrorism

We identify seven forms of terrorism. They includenventional
terrorism, bioterrorism, environmental terrorisrpnuestic terrorism,
international terrorism, state terrorism, and ntaiesterrorism.

3.2.1 Conventional Terrorism

We coined this term - “conventional terrorism” fille purpose of this
course to mean the type of terrorism where bomidsjans are weapons
of attack. The conventional terrorists directlyaakt their victims with
either bombs or guns with the sole intention tb dilkidnap them. The
2001 terrorists attack on the twin towers of therM/drrade Centre
(WTC) in the United States of America is an exampileonventional
terrorism where aeroplanes were converted to borfbsg. terrorist
attacks in the police headquarters as well as thitetd Nations Building
in Abuja in 2011 is other instances of conventiomalrorism. In
conventional terrorism, the terrorist hopes to uséence to instil fear
on people other than their targets. They hope ¢othus fear, which their
actions have generated to force the governmerteoptiblic to accede
to their demands, whatever they may be. Grant Vdard(1982)
summarises this point better by saying “Whilst frenary effect is to
create fear and alarm, the objectives may be to gamcessions, obtain
maximum publicity for a cause, provoke repressimeak down social
order, build morale in the movement or enforce adeck to it.”
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3.2.2 Bioterrorism

Bioterrorism entails the employment of living organs, toxic

biological products, and chemical plant growth itatprs by terrorists to
produce death or casualties in man, animals ortpléReid, 1969).

History is replete with instances of use of biotajiweapons during
wars. For instances, the Spartans were known @ fspoiled the
drinking water of the Athenians in order to inféehem with typhoid.

During the American civil war, soldiers often droaeimals into ponds
and streams of the enemy population and shot there hoping to have
the putrescent flesh poison the enemy’s water. ileespe age long
adoption of biological weapons in warfare, the #iirgvhich they pose in
the hands of terrorists, is new. Indeed, the fiesbrded terrorist use of
biological weapons was the 2002 mailing of lettenstaining anthrax
spores by terrorists who targeted American publioday, scientists
have experimented on bacteria, viruses, and furagi ¢an attack rice,
maize, wheat, potatoes, and indeed all sorts ofamufoods in order to
cause famine and decimate human population. ledsefl that these
viruses, bacteria, and fungi will become more tabist are lethal if
terrorists encounter them.

3.2.3 Environmental Terrorism

Environmental terrorism is an act of damaging aipaar ecosystem
upon which people depend for their survival. Envim@ntal terrorists
pollute air and water upon which people depend. &big corporations
have been accused of engaging in environmentalriem for economic
reasons, as their activities are known to pollutvirenments and
damage people’s natural resources and source coflihibod.
Governments can also engage in environmental temofor political
reasons. A good example of environmental terrortsmied out by a
government is that of Saddam Hussein of Iraq wlioKsavaiti’s oil
fields ablaze during the Gulf War in 1990.

Environmental terrorism does not target individudisectly, but its
effect has deadly consequences on individuals. Vémeironments are
weakened or destroyed, they become incapable dhisung lives,
including that of animal and plants. It is impotttémat we emphasise the
dangers of environmental terrorism, as it is thestmsubtle form of
terrorism. People who engage in it are rarely idiedtas terrorists even
though their actions have more consequence thahavhiaicide bomber
or other conventional terrorists may hope to achienvironmental
terrorism has continued with its effective destiutiof the ozone layer,
increase in earth’s atmosphere temperature, oceage,s flooding,
tsunami, earthquake, and so on that ravage oudwaudlhy.
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3.2.4 Domestic Terrorism

Terrorism is said to be domestic when all the mamloé the terrorist
group come from a country and target citizens af tountry. Domestic
terrorists attack their fellow citizens and women.

3.2.5 International Terrorism

This type of terrorism involves citizens of morarhone country, or that
is taken from one country to another. Internatidealorists collaborate
as they exchange information on victims, fundingg @argets. The al-
Qaida is a good example of an international test@ioup.

3.2.6 State Terrorism

State terrorism exists when a government of a ecpuvankrolls some
people to carry out terrorist activities on its akhAt times, people
recruited for this type of tasks are soldiers wharkvclandestinely and
without the knowledge of their superiors and ca@less. At some other
times, they are civilians who are secretly trainedunleash terror on
unsuspecting public. A state may sponsor terrovigttin its territory or
outside its territory. The government of the dedd/an leader, Gadhafi,
is reputed to have sponsored state terrorism bathinvand outside
Libyan territories.

3.2.7 Non-State Terrorism

This type of terrorism involves non-governmentalfioidls as actors.
Private individuals engage in acts of terrorismehier order to achieve
certain goals and objectives. Such issues as ggaliah, abortion,
euthanasia, religion, and so on, have had non-siEt@s challenging
their status with violence.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List the seven types of terrorism.

3.3 Terms Used Synonymously with Terrorism

There are certain terms that are confused withoism. Identifying
those terms will make it easier for you to underdtgerrorism more, and
to separate it from words that have familiar but the same meanings.

Such terms that are confused with terrorism inclsaleotage, freedom
fighting, war and crime.
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3.3.1 Sabotage

Sabotage differs from terrorism. However, therefien the tendency to
confuse the instance of one for the other. Thifuman may be due to
the tactics adopted by their proponents. Both &endbut not always)

carried out by civilians, are illegal, both operaf@andestinely, both
make use of weapons, and both are violent in nafDespite these
similarities, sabotage differs from terrorism as(sabotage) targets
technological infrastructure of society, whereasotgsm targets human
subjects with the intention to murder and maimsaibotage, attempt is
made to cripple an economy, and to stop the flowesburces from
huge investments. It is true that most acts of ssjmmay lead to death
of innocent people, it must be noted here thatsinot part of the

saboteurs’ intention to kill people. In order tonmiise or even avoid
human casualties, most acts of sabotage are patpédtat night.

Environmental activists have employed sabotage, smdon. Some
ethicists have found some moral justifications $abotage, but until
date, no justification for terrorism has been fouttd (terrorism) is

regarded as a prima facie evil.

3.3.2 Freedom Fighting

Acts of freedom fighters, in some instances, haeenblisted as
instances of terrorism. However, it must be noteat freedom fighting
Is not the same as terrorism. Both of them mayvigence, they may
target civilian or military personnel, and may eéintlae use of weapons.
Despite these similarities, a freedom fighter fegfdr his right of self-
determination, and seeks to force out a foreigrupaton of his native
land by settlers. Historically, some nations iniédr (Angola, Algeria,
South Africa, and so on), America (Cuba, Haiti, aadon), and Asia
(China, India, and so on) gained their politicaleapendence through the
efforts of freedom fighters who engaged coloniategoments in long-
term battle. A freedom fighter targets only goveemt officials and
functionaries as well as government establishmeht$s of freedom
fighters have certain moral justification unlikeatrof terrorists that are
condemned by all but the terrorists themselves.

3.3.3 War

Terrorists tend to define their tactics as act af.WVar like terrorism is
fought to achieve some purposes; however, therbigrdifferences that
exist between war and terrorism. First, while waes always fought by
soldiers, terrorists are, most of the times, awifi. War is declared (that
IS, public announcements are made before the &t&ick), while
terrorism is not declared. There are rules thategowconducts of war
and people who breach these rules are tried artief the war. On the
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other hand, terrorism is not subject to any rulear\Wargets are often
combatants while terrorists often target non-comust Only
governments of nation states can declare war vibiterism is carried
out by illegal organisations. Some wars are jwdti but terrorism
remains an unjustified alternative.

3.3.4 Crime

Common sense may suggest to us that terrorism rame ¢s the same
thing, and that a terrorist is a criminal. All treame, we must
acknowledge that the difference between terroristh@dinary crime is

a thin one. However, beyond whatever similaritiesu ymay note

between the two, terrorism differs from crime. Veéhdl terrorist may be
motivated by political, religious, ideological, @ocial reasons, an
ordinary criminal is motivated by personal enricimyavhich motivates

him to take away money and property belonging tees, or even Kill

them in the process.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Differentiate between terrorism and sabotage.
3.4 Causes of Terrorism

Scholars recognise a number of factors that coe&tl Ipeople into
engaging in terrorist acts. This section examihesa of such factors.

3.4.1 Frustration

Terrorism is often carried out by people who aresdiisfied with the

social structure of their society. Such people revme ideas about how
they want their society to be. A comparison of itheal in their heads

and the reality in the world shows a big gap betw#e ideal and the
real. As they lack the political powers to bring tthange they desired,
and are often frustrated that their desires mayende actualised,

terrorism is seen by them as the only way to btimgr desire to the

attention of the public and to the government pamnsb who have the

political muscle to help them satisfy their desire.

3.4.2 Religious Zealotry

Religious fanatics are known to have adopted tesmoras a way to
convert others into their religion. They employ tiee of force to make
people profess the same religious faith with thételigious zealots
believe that they work for God, and are therefaady to kill and be
killed for God.
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3.4.3 Humiliation

Humiliation brings shame and low esteem for the hatad. As a
result, people who have been humiliated are mavaegpto use terrorism
to avenge their humiliation. Virginia Held (2008 shsuggested that the
clash of cultures engendered by globalisation méfaaissome cultures
are meant to feel inferior to other cultures. Tisners of the humiliated
culture feel repulsion on the new culture that seekimpose itself on
them and decides to fight back in a clandestine. Whyst terrorists who
operate from the Middle East hold that the reasby they engage in
acts of terrorism is to avenge the humiliation, ethislamic culture has
suffered in the hands of Western culture.

3.4.4 Poverty

From the point of view of conventional terrorismosh terrorists, those
who engage in suicide bombing for instance, arerMnto be of poor
background. Such people are lured into terrorisnthieyhuge amount of
money, which the kingpins of terrorism promise thé&acall the video
coverage of the suicide bomber of the UN buildimgAbuja who it was
said was offered 10 million naira to carry out thek, and who hoped
that the family he left behind would understand &a$ of sacrifice to
free them from poverty.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss three causes of terrorism, which were tgbtéd above.
3.5 History of Terrorism (Conventional Terrorism)

We have informed you earlier that the words “tesmof and “terror”
are new inventions of not up to four hundred yedds dating back to
the French Revolution of the 18th century. Desfie newness of the
term in world dictionaries, “acts that may, in ospect, be defined as
terrorism in fact date back even further.” (AdinéeBman, 2003: p. 60).
Indeed, terrorism as a strategy of influence isldmpractice.

The Jewish group, known as the Zealots (66-73 Adjied out the first
recorded case of terrorism. The Zealots made uskeeddicarii (dagger
men) who derived their name from the short swolas tused called
sica. The group was opposed to the Roman conqgtidsinash territory.
They felt that the Roman conquest of their landdéd) and its
subsequent subjugation would not have been possiiieout the
connivance of some Jews. On the strength of thslasion, the Sicari
engaged in acts of terror against the Jews whalmolated with the
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Romans. They also targeted Roman legionaries whiogy tither
stabbed or poisoned. .

Another earlier recorded case of terrorism was betwthe 11th and
13th century AD Persia and Syria when a Muslim granown as the

Assassins murdered governors and caliphs in théicpglare as they

protested efforts to suppress their belief. SilheeAssassins carried out
their acts in public, they were often rounded ug kiled. The assassins
were not afraid of death, as they even desiredsitthey believed that
their deaths would ensure their entrance into pseaghere God would

reward them.

The Jacobins, in the 18th century France unleaah®ign of terror on
the French society during the French Revolutioreylimurdered people
who they accused of sabotaging the revolutions,thasle perceived to
have contributed in the past corrupt regimes. lmesooccasions,
children and relations of such people were alscspated.

Another recorded case of terrorism was that byNheodnaya Volya
(People’s Will) formed in the 19th century Russiadppose the tsar.
The Narodnaya Volya terrorist group was composedtofients and
intellectuals who opposed the Russian Tsar andaliygtaucceeded in
killing him (Tsar Alexander Il) in 1881.

So far, the recorded cases of terrorism were domieshature. The first
recorded case of international terrorism was thedemof Archduke
Ferdinand, the heir to the throne, in Sarajevorduhis 1914 visit. The
Black Hand Organisation had organised the assadssirtaat finally led
to the World War Il.

The 20th century witnessed emergence of many tstrorganisations
around the globe. While some of these organisatioage targeted
government power, others have targeted structurange in the
economy of the state of their target.

However, it was not until 11th September 2011, thkz world
witnessed the greatest international terroristchttan history. The
bombing of the twin towers of the World Trade Centr America led to
the death of more than three thousand people. attask (believed to
have been masterminded by al-Qaida) brought theaosenf terrorism
more to the attention of the world. The al-Qaidaission had both
religious and political background as they claimpi@test American
influence on Arab and Islamic nations.

This attack by al-Qaida has since been followedthgr terrorist attacks
around the world, the latest being Beko Haraminsurgency in Nigeria

31



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

which claimed lives of many people in United NasoBuilding in
Abuja in August 2011. ThBoko Haramhad risen as a group protesting
what they called the imposition of western cultarel education in the
Muslim territory in Northern Nigeria.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the emergence of the first recorded casterofrism in the
world.

3.6 Arguments against Terrorism

If there is one point on which ethicists agreed ibns that terrorism
cannot be justified morally. The following argumerdre rendered as
arguments that show that terrorism is a prima favie

3.6.1 Attack on Innocent People

Terrorists murder innocent people. Most of thestimis are neither part
of the policy making process against which the otests may be
protesting. Indeed, terrorists victim are made @Gplder men, women
and children who are often unarmed. Moralists na@mnthat any attack
on the innocent person is fundamentally wrong, @thot be justified.

3.6.2 Disrespect for the Human Person

Terrorism does not respect the dignity of the hurparson. For the
most part terrorists use people as mere toolstt@bse their aims, be it
political, social, ideological, religious or econimal. Moralists insist

that man should never be used as a tool, instrumeas a means to
achieving dastardly acts. Terrorists violate thisrah prescription and
feel that the people they maim and murder will éorthose in

government to hearken to their demands.

3.6.3 Irrationality of Violence

Terrorists, most of the times, have adopted violeeans to achieve
their aims. They believed that violence would mgkgernment yield to
their demands. However, experience has shown liaitethod rarely
achieve the desired effect. Instead of instilliegrfin the government,
terrorism has emboldened governments to visit ¢éneiists with more
violence. The sympathy, which they also hope tm geam the people,
is replaced by the collective resolve of the popale flush them out as
collective enemies.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss three arguments against terrorism.

4.0 CONCLUSION

Ethicists are at loss about how to justify ternaridndeed, unlike other
ethical issues that face humanity today, there seenbe a consensus
that terrorism is inherently evil and therefore ceaver be supported by
conventional people. It is often said that ternoristtack on the innocent
people is what makes it one of the most despicatieon earth.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have discussed terrorism, typegeaforism and causes
of terrorism. At this time, you should be able tstidguish terrorism
from certain familiar terms. You have also leatre arguments against
terrorism as well as why terrorism is considered. ba

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Discuss the role of the Jacobins in the emergemddeoword
“terror.”

2 Why do you think that defining terrorism is a diffit task?

3 Give the three arguments against terrorism.

4. List the seven types of terrorism. Discuss five.

5 Trace the history of terrorism.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we considered terrorism as ohthe problems
threatening human right to life. We examined theiows forms of
terrorism as well as the motivations that prompg #iction of the
terrorist. In this unit, we shall consider war asother factor that
constitutes major threat to human right to life.\MMé&adestructive. It is a
threat to life as well as to property. Despite thisw of war, it has
remained a recurring factor in world history. Indeeecorded history
may find it hard to report an “innocent” year freewar, when no wars
were waged between nations. We are concerned htéreéhe search for
ethical justification for war. In the course of dgi this, we shall
examine the concept of war, realists’ support foar,wpacifists’
opposition to war, just war theory, justice for ggito war theory, and
justice in the conduct of war.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

define war

give the reasons some people support war
explain why war is condemned by other people
distinguish between a just and unjust war.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 The Concept of War

War, as defined by Clausewitz, is “a clash betwe®jor interests,
which is resolved by bloodshed.” War simply meamms conflict

between nations. War is fought with the sole intento destroy and Kkill

the opponents as a means of attaining one’s gda. oFdinary man’s
notion of war is that it brings on its heels, udtalestruction of lives,
property and fortunes. On the contrary, statesnmehkangs view war

differently as instrument of policy for achievingtional ends. These
rational ends may either be in form of fortuneglmry. This explains

immediately, the manner in which world’s historigaith is littered with

many instances of war. Both Thucydides and Claugeviewed war in

this manner as an act of policy intended to achieasonable ends.
War, viewed as instrument of achieving rationalsrgkgins when the
rulers of state discover an end which they judgebéo good for

themselves or for their state and feel that ano#it@te or its citizens
stands on their way to achieving it, and go ahedadlt members of the
state that pose as stumbling block.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What is war?
3.2 The Realists Support for War

War has occupied the mind of writers, historiansilgsophers,

scientists, religious leaders, and ethicists siticee immemorial.

Enough literatures portray war as good and angjoed number that
despises it as evil. Scholars have adopted the, tesalists, as an
umbrella term for those renowned scholars andsteta who supported
war in their writings. For the members of this grpwar is good and
should be fought.

The earliest writing in praise of war was that bg Greek philosopher,
Heraclitus. According to Heraclitus, war is the walfythe world as
everything is in constant state of warring agaorst thing or the other.
He writes that:

War is the father of all and the king of all; itopes
some people gods, and some people men; it makes
some people slaves and some people free. A dryisoul
wisest and best. For souls it is death to beconerwa
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Heraclitus had seen war as the foundation of huacdmevements and
progress. There are many forces, which a persontthasnfront to
emerge successful. These range from natural faadsiman forces.
Conquering these forces strengthen one and makétdoe living in a
society. Heraclitus’ thinking has influenced moddmmnkers up to
Hobbes and Darwin.

Another earliest realist is the Chinese Sun Tzun Bu’s theory on war
took off from the philosophical tradition known @hina asTaoism
Taoismviews the universe as a cosmic harmony. An aver@agder may
argue that war may tend to disrupt this cosmic leayrbut it is not so
with Sun Tzu. Rather, war maybe fought to maintais harmony by
forcing back a recalcitrant group into the harmoRyus, instead of war
being seen as a disruption, it is conceived asunsnt of order in the
cosmic.

However, you must note that Sun Tzu did not comsicar as fighting.
For him, fighting is meant for the stupid wherehe wise conquers
without fighting. His understanding is that the ibasf all warfare is
cheating or deceit. In war, what is called forhis tise of minimum force
in order to deceive the enemy and catch him offamha#, thereby
defeating him. Sun Tzu may have reasoned that sxeesse of force
will harm the cosmic harmony.

Cicero reported that among the ancient Romans ware wrong and
were highly prohibited except under certain circtanses. The Roman
prescription was that before any nation would gw#éw against another,
effort should be made to resolve matters amical@fould this

resolution fail, and war was deemed necessaryn#tien declaring it

must give a 33-day notice. Were it to fail in doitigs, it would be

regarded as an unjust aggressor.

Cicero seemed to have accepted the inevitabilityvaf. He moved a
step further from his contemporaries and articdlatées of conduct
that will guide combatant in a war situation. O hecommendation,
Cicero held that warring soldiers should refraironir killing or
punishing enemies who were not cruel, or who suieezd. If promises
were made to the conquered people, they shouldepe knd nobody
should sell them into slavery.

St. Augustine, as influenced by his Manichean bemkgd, did not find

it difficult to recommend that a Christian can gowar. Augustine held
that once the right reasons are there, a Chrishanld not hesitate to go
to war should the circumstances arise. But how ldidreconcile this
with Christ’s injunction that his disciples shouldn the other cheek in
the face of even the most virulent attack and pration? Augustine
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holds that a Christian going to war does not vel@hrist's injunction

as long as he has the right disposition. It ishos ground that Augustine
teaches that a Christian’s involvement in war ghtiif he is fighting a

just cause. He would then distinguish betweenwast and unjust wars.
A Christian should always engage in just wars aodim unjust wars.

Just wars should be aimed at correcting an enemyt@amake him to

accept peace, which the Christian warrior extendsrh.

Pope Urban Il was not a theorist per se, but he avasominent realist
nonetheless. In what has been described as oneeomost effective
speeches in history, Urban in 1095 AD, called faityu of warring
Christian nations. In his famou3e Treuga et Pacd?ope Urban Il told
the Christian nations that they had no reasondit fone another. The
Christianity they shared had forged them into d@hlehood that forbade
them from fighting among themselves. It also gdnent duty to defend
and assist one another when in need. Instead bfirfgy one another,
Christian warriors should unite to fight war witblj purpose: fighting
to liberate the Eastern Church from the Muslim 8eljurks. Engaging
in such wars would bring eternal salvation for @t&ristian combatants
involved, as they would be regardedpagynatores De(Latin term that
means God’s Fighters). This was the beginning @fChristian Crusade,
which saw Christian warriors battling Muslims, heg, pagans, and so
on. The crusaders were only motivated by the sgiriteward that
awaited them in heaven.

The Jewish philosopher, Moses Maimonides (1135-1204qd, provided
rational reason to justify the Old Testament injiort to the Jews to
battle the Canaanites, Amalekites, and so on. Maides took off with
his justification by distinguishing between two égoof wars: obligatory
war/war of commandment and voluntary war. The abgy wars are
wars commanded by God to save the Israelites flmrhands of their
enemies. Israel's fight against the Amalekitesd dne Canaanites,
qualify as obligatory wars. Voluntary war on theéhat hand, is war
waged by kings for their own personal glory and tfoeeg expansion of
their territories. While one is bound to fight tbleligatory wars, no king
should wage voluntary war. However, Maimonides hotHat even
before declaring obligatory war, the king musttfisse for peace with
the enemy nation, and is only justified in goingwar if his offer of
peace is rejected. An offer of peace is judgedawehbeen accepted if
the enemies accept to (1) obey the seven commartsingiven to
Noah’s sons, which include : “no idolatry; no cagiof God’s name; no
unjustified bloodshed; no forbidden sexual liaisams theft; mandatory
creation of a judicial system; and finally, no agtiof any part of a
living animal’(Noah, 2006: p. 96); (2) pay tax arfd) be in servitude
which excludes them from ruling over any Jew. Afecgon of any of
these means rejection of all. If this was rejected voluntary war, the
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warriors should kill all male adults. If it were obligatory war, every
single human being (including children and womenylda be killed.

Maimonides’ system also includes direction to wagion how they are
to conduct themselves in times of war.

What man is there that is fearful and faint-hedtt€tis

is to be taken at its face value, [of one who] sathke
courage to withstand the rigours of war. Once he
engages in the rigours of war he should rely oe ‘th
Hope of Israel’ (God), his saviour in times of dests,
and know that he is engaging in war for the Unityhe
Name. He should take his life in his hands, neitear
nor tremble, not think of his wife or children, berase
their memory and all considerations other than war
from his mind ... he bears responsibility for thedao

of all Israel, and if he does not win, or fails ezert
himself to the utmost, it is as if he spilled tHeda of
everyone ... he who fights courageously and feaslessl
with the sole intention of sanctifying the Divineaide
will certainly suffer no harm, but will ... earn the
[rewards of the] World to Come (Maimonides, Mishneh
Torah: Melakhim 7).

Support for war did not stop with Maimonides. Nikdlachiavelli’'s
books,The Princeand The Art of Warare celebration of war and war
tactics. From Machiavelli’'s own estimation, a rul@rince) exists, is
effective and prosperous to the extent that he wage against private
individuals and against other states. For Machig\ek well as Thomas
Hobbes after him) to engage in conflict and squabid natural to man.
Kings and princes, because their kingdoms and ipafites is a
collection of large number of men, they embody thisdency to war in
great measure. He advises that a ruler should &éyrand able to
engage in warfare as success in this is what ngiead rulers.

Carl Von Clausewitz (1780-1831) wrote a bo@k War,which was
published posthumously in 1832. Clausewitz holad 8tates have the
right to engage in war in order to achieve whatguepose they deem
fit. In doing so, they should aim to be as effeetias possible,
employing whatever weaponry that is within theiagle to defeat their
enemies. He does not deem it fit that there shbald law or principle
that should govern soldiers during war simuger arma silent legeéin
time of war, the laws are silent).
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Compare and contrast St. Augustine’s position onwith that of Sun
Tzu.

3.3 Pacifists’ Opposition to War

Objections to war has existed side-by-side supfwrtit. It exists in

form of religions (Christ warned his disciples atgi any form of
physical confrontation, and Islam means religiop@éce), and writings
of philosophers. Like its counterpart in supportvedr, literature in

opposition to war exists. In what follows, we shatlempt to sieve out
the highpoints of such literature as they concerhere.

The Stoics: Among the earliest recorded objection to war vied of a

group of philosophers known as the Stoics. ThecStbelieved in the
universal brotherhood of humanity and thereforedeonned war in its
entirety. For the Stoics, war was simply bad. A rhemof the Stoics,
Chrisyppus, co-authored a book with Diogenes, whiy calledThe

Uselessness of Weapomdierein he condemned war.

Early Christian Church fathers were mainly pacifists. Both Tertullian
and Origen held that Christians should not go to Wheir position was
understandable, given that they interpreted Clrigfunction to turn the
other cheek (Matthew 5:39-40, Luke 6:29) to mearno&ibition of war.

In the modern time, opposition to war was champiobg Jean Jacques
Rousseau. His argument was that there is nothingalabout war. It is
only an instrument of the strong against the wé&akusseau holds that
since wars pit weak armies against strong armiksiteens should
unite against the strong force. In his summatiom, war fought by
professional soldiers is ever just. The only justrus the collective
resolve of the citizenry to bail out their statedimes of crises. Indeed,
Rousseau wants a state where soldiers would beessseand
unnecessary. He has idea about how a state sheuddfbnded without
soldiers.

| know that the state should not remain without
defenders; but its true defenders are its memikersh
citizen ought to be a soldier by duty, none by @ssfon
(Rousseau cited in Karma Nabulsi 2006: p. 50).

Indeed, Rousseau’s position is understandable.hén ghilosophical

circle, he is remembered for the saying that mamoi® free but he is
everywhere in chains. His professed aim is to ptenfreedom for man.

40



CTH 432 MODULE 1

He knows that wars entail conquest, and conquéati€subjection and
slavery.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is Rousseau’s alternative to professionalis@
3.4  Just War Qustum Bellum) Theory

Just war theory affirms that some wars can befjedtiwhile others

cannot be justified. The theory evolves from thederstanding that
certain historical wars are entirely bad and cartreosupported morally
whereas other historical wars can be supportedlimofdus, a just war
is war, which a normal moralist can support whesspnted with all the
facts about the conflict. Moralists insist that @rwar to be just, two
conditions must be met. The first condition is thiaére should be a
sufficient reason/justification to embark on therwas ad bellum

(justice for going to war) and the combatants noeshport themselves
in an acceptable mannjss in bello(justice in the conduct of war).

Lee (2007) lays down the main concern of just waoty as thus:

Just war theory consists of a set of rules and adhat
seek to control military violence, to limit or rast its
exercise. It is a theory of limited war. Unlike dimces

of pacifism, it does not seek to outlaw all war; it
assumes that some military violence is morally
justified. It accepts the assumption that in a aayf
sovereign states without an overarching governing
authority, military violence must be available tatss,

at least to protect themselves from aggressionthAt
same time ... Just War Theory does not assume tlgat an
use of military violence that furthers a belligefen
national interests is justified; it seeks to impaoseral
limits on military violence. It assumes that evena
world of sovereign states, states have some mutual
moral obligations not to interfere with each other.

The just war theory is intended to be a guide tih b@aders of nations
and military personnel in matters of war.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Demonstrate your understanding of issues involagdst war theory.
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3.5 Justification for going to War Jus Ad Bellum) Theory

Jus ad bellums one of the two arms of just war theory. It @cerned

with reasons that can justify a nation’s involvemem war.

Traditionally, the following have been listed: jusause, attempt at
peaceful resolution should have been exhausted/ardéon by

competent authority, possessing right intentionviiga a reasonable
chance for success, and the end being proportiondle means used
(Moseley, 1998).

Just cause

This is the first condition fojus ad bellumlt prohibits engaging in wars
for the personal aggrandisement of leaders. Ircémemporary time, a
nation that is preparing to battle another natrowar must prove that it
has sufficient reason for doing so. Ethicists ingiat the only just cause
upon which a state can battle another is only @ gtound of self-

defence. Self-defence presupposes an attack oessign from another
state. What this implies is that at every war, ¢hean be only one just
party. The party that attacks first can never beswtered as a just party.

Despite the simple admiration you may have for fjhet cause
condition, moralists are still confused on what stdates self-defence
and even aggression. A country may consider inamftiies marching
over borders, shooting of citizens, and so on sfintes of aggression.
To introduce you to the heat of the problem, we maase the question:
Is a country that is retaliating (militarily) fro@n insult making use of
its right to self-defence? To make the matter dfdefence clearer to
you, those who ascribe it to countries hold thah gee a country as
analogous to an individual. If an individual haghti to self-defence,
then a country has right to self-defence. In qusrravolving
individuals, acts of retaliation are clearly digtisshed from self-
defence. One can only defend oneself from beirlgkiby another. One
cannot justifiably engage in acts of self-defengaimst a person who
has urinated on him, for instance for the only ificsttion of self-
defence is that one only kills another who wantgitiohim before he
succeeds. He can only retaliate, in his own pecahe law does it on
his behalf. In acts of self-defence, one may ge ffehe aggressor is
killed, but in acts of retaliation as we have exéfigg above, one will
be held for murder if the aggressor is killed. e fight of the above,
you may reconsider our question: Is a country ihag¢taliating from an
attack making use of its right to self-defence?
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Attempt at peaceful reconciliation must have beenxhausted

This demands that war should always be the lagirtrds settling
whatever issue is under contention. The contempgraradigm is that
every attempt should be made to settle internatiahsputes by
negotiation, and by dialogue instead of by war.

Declaration by competentauthority

If a nation has a just cause to engage in wat, hlas unsuccessfully
exploited other means within its power to end tla taut fails in having
the war declared by a competent authority empoweydts constitution
to declare war, it ceases from being a just parthe war. This does not
mean that the other party becomes the just pargnvitis happens. You
must note that while it is not possible for twotps in a war to be just,
it is possible for them to be unjust. Hence, theisien to go to war
must be taken by a legitimate authority. Every tituton has
stipulation on who should declare war against arotiountry, both the
citizenry and the international community look tatmake sure that the
war being fought was declared properly. In some ntoes, this
authority to declare war lies in the hands of theslent, in others the
prime minister.

Possessingight intention

Wars are not fought for personal aggrandisemernieaders. On this
ground, we may hold that what constitutes ultintegglt intention is to
ensure peace between the two nations.

Having a reasonablechancefor success

This demands that a nation declaring war on anaothest ensure that it
has some chances of winning the enemy. Moralistsider it suicidal

to engage in war without adequate preparation. ,Tlaughorough

assessment of men and weapons is necessary.

The end being proportional to the meansused

This demands that the goals intended to achievéhenwar is not

outweighed by the havoc caused by the war. A mesdkdulation of

economics of war is necessary here. The warririgpmanust ensure
that the cost of fighting does not soar higher thii@intended goal of
fighting. An example will help to illustrate thig country that seeks to
retrieve 500 acres of land confiscated from it hgther country is not
expected to land in the capital of the aggressate sind open fire on
people and structures. If it does so and wreckedsin form of death
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and destruction of property, and finally forces #ggressor state to
release the land forcefully taken from it, the nwean said not to be
proportionate to the end.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
List five conditions foljus ad bellum
3.6 Justice in the Conduct of War Jusin Bello)

Thejus in bellois meant to control the combatants in the coursief
war. Thejus in bellois meant to counter the thinking thater arma
silent leges(in time of war, the laws are silent). There areotw
principles, which goverfjus in bello.They include discrimination and
proportionality.

Principle of discrimination

The principle of discrimination also known as namwbatant immunity
seeks to protect human rights in the course of W#érat this means is
that combatants should be able to separate milpaulation from
civilian population. While the military populatiocen be attacked, the
civilian population should not be attacked. Itnget that there are often
civilian casualties in every war; the principle prdeeks to prevent
civiians from being direct target of military atta In general, the
principle of discrimination also prohibits takingvibians as hostages;
impose regulations governing the treatment of aapltwr surrendered
soldiers (POWSs); outlaws reprisals against eithetlians or POWS;
recognise neutral territory and the rights of eitig of neutral states; and
uphold the inviolability of diplomats and other gsdited
representatives.

The principle of discrimination has come under &dtan some

philosophical circles. It is argued that civiligm®vide ancillary services
that sustain the military men in the battlefields A result, it can be
considered right to target such civilians in orttecut off the support for
the military and end the war sooner than expectaghin, it is also

argued that in modern warfare where Weapons of Masstruction

(WMD) may be deployed it is increasingly difficuti separate military
personnel from civilian population.
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Principle of proportionality

This principle requires that every particular acttaken in the course of
the war be targeted to winning the war, and theegfending the war.
What is being avoided here is causing gratuitousnh@ people and
property simply because one has the means to do so.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
List the two principles ojus in bello.
4.0 CONCLUSION

War, we must reiterate, is destructive. Howevespie the destructive
nature of war, some wars can be justified. To tifjad, a particular
war has to meet certain standards. These standarsisbe met before
going to war and another set of it must be satisfie the course of
fighting the war.

5.0 SUMMARY

You have studied the meaning of war. The unit Has ahowed you
different positions in support and against war. Miogportantly, you

have also learnt that there are conditions, whigryewar should meet
to qualify as a just war.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Compare and contrast the ordinary man’s notion af with the
statesman’s notion of it.
2. Discuss Maimonides’ justification of the divine umiction to

Jews to go to war against enemies.
3. What are the issues involved in just war theory?
4. Discuss five conditions for jus ad bellum.
5. Discuss the two principles qis in bello.
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MODULE 2 BIOETHICAL ISSUES

Unit 1 Euthanasia

Unit 2 Suicide

Unit 3 Abortion

Unit 4 Stem Cells Research and Therapy
Unit 5 Cloning

UNIT 1 EUTHANASIA

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Meaning of Euthanasia
3.2 Types of Euthanasia
3.3 Voluntary Euthanasia and Physician-Assisted Seicid
Compared
3.4 Practice of Euthanasia around the World
3.5 Arguments for Euthanasia
3.6  Arguments against Euthanasia
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous module, you were exposed to theraabdf ethics in
general and applied ethics in particular. We eguadhsidered a number
of ethical principles that are applied in ethicheTethical implications
of some of the contemporary human right issuesplaafue the world of
today were also considered.

In this module, we are concerned with bioethicste-Heur concern is to
consider ethical problems that arise because oéased advancement
in Medicare. The practice of euthanasia, which s @&ge-long
phenomenon, is one of the problems thrown up byamackment in
modern Medicare. History records instances of “g@ode” (we have
coined this term for the purpose of this lecturenan the killing of old
people), and killing of the sick in order to easeitt pain. Advancements
in medical technology and science have availed mitsnaf resources
that could relieve the pain of sick people and gwartong their lives in
the process. Such advancements have thrown uphighar dimension,
the issue of euthanasia: since machines can now ga#@ents from
dying, and relieve their pains, is it still necegsdo engage in
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euthanasia? The ethicists’ concern with euthangeres beyond the
necessity of its practice. The concern of ethiagste determine whether
the practice of euthanasia as euthanasia can ewejudtified. To

examine this question is the main target of thig.un the course of
doing this, the unit will consider meaning of eutasia, types of
euthanasia, the practice of euthanasia around tledw moral

arguments in support of euthanasia as well as marguments
euthanasia.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o explain the term “euthanasia”
o state the various types of euthanasia
o propose arguments for and against euthanasia.

3.1 The Meaning of Euthanasia

Etymologically, the worceuthanasias derived from two Greek words
eumeaning “good” anthanatosmeaning “death.” A combination of the
two words gives ugood deathFor the Greeks, one died a good death if
one died a natural death without encountering ayong now of one’s
death. The Greeks prayed to their gods to granintleeithanasia
understood as good death devoid of agony. Thiskarederstanding of
euthanasia persisted until 1869 when it acquire@w meaning in the
hands of a historian, William Lecky.

William Lecky (cited in Miles, 2004: p. 78) redefid euthanasia to
mean “abridgement of the pangs of disease.” Thisdgbment was
accomplished by a physician putting the sick persmrdeath. The
contemporary notion of euthanasia as putting anterlde in order to

curtail suffering from ailments follows Lecky’s deition. Patients who
suffer from terminal disease often wish to haveartpeoblems solved,
but there are instances when they consider theiditons unbearable
and wish to end their suffering by having a physickill them. When

this wish is executed, euthanasia is said to hakent place. Sam
Vankin (2005) gives us a technical definition oftre@nasia that
incorporates what we may later discuss as typesewthanasia.
According to him:

Euthanasia is the intentional premature terminatbn
another person's life either by direct interventiactive
euthanasia) or by withholding life-prolonging
measures and resourcgmssive euthanasia), either at
the express or implied request of that persofuftary
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euthanasia), or in the absence of such approvabr(-
voluntary euthanasia).

A death that qualifies as euthanasia must meet dateria. First, the
processes leading to it must be intended to caeathdy the physician
who brings them about. Second, the person (phygidanging about
death must only be motivated by the desire to dmlgo the person for
whom euthanasia is intended. Third, the death rbesteen to benefit
the individual who dies. Fourth, a competent phgsienust bring about
the death. The fourth criterion is what distingeisheuthanasia from
mercy killing, a concept that is always confusedhweuthanasia.
According to KumarAmarasekara and Mirko Bagaric (2004), mercy
killing involves the killing of a victim by a frieshor family member out
of pity. In euthanasia, it is a doctor that briregmut the patient’s death,
hoping to do him good in the process.

Euthanasia poses ethical challenge both to theiphgs and to the
public. Physicians are trained to save lives anelase pain. Most often,
patients bring before the physicians cases thaupatheir duty to save
life and to ease pain at the same time. Howeveondlict exists when a
physician faces a challenge that tears him apdvtdsn choosing to
ease pain and to cut life short. He is often unsat@it how to act when
faced with such conflict. The ethical dilemma inxed in euthanasia is
in form of what course of action the physician ddochoose. If he

decides to ease the pain of the patient and bbogtahis death, he may
feel that he has not performed his duty as physimasave life, and may
even be thinking that he has harmed the patienth®wther hand, if he
refuses to grant the patient's wish to die, anofieeting that he has
failed in his duty to ease pain, and in the procesdated the patient’s
freedom to decide for himself may overtake him.the main, the

challenge which euthanasia poses to physiciansbeatabulated into

four questions. Karen Sanders and Chris Chalon@07) list such

guestions as follows:

o to what extent should a patient's autonomous choiaed
decisions be respected and acted on?

o how valuable is human life?

o to what extent should an individual's quality dk lidetermine
whether his or her life has value?

. what are the limits of professional obligation fdoctors and
nurses?

The public (seen from the perspective of relativds victims of
euthanasia) faces a different challenge. Euthamasjapresent them as
uncaring, and desiring the death of their relation selfish purposes.
They may also be seen as having coerced or tricketims of
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euthanasia into demanding their own death. A coatluin of these
challenges and more is what makes euthanasia ontbeoftiebated
phenomena of our time.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Define euthanasia.

3.2 Types of Euthanasia

Five types of euthanasia are distinguished. Thelude the following:
active euthanasia, passive euthanasia, voluntampaeasia, non-
voluntary euthanasia and involuntary euthanasia.

3.2.1 Active Euthanasia

Active euthanasia is also known as positive or direuthanasia. In
active euthanasia, an action is performed thatlwitlg about the death
of a patient. Active euthanasia involves direclirky of a terminally ill
patient by a physician. For a case of euthanas@tmt as active, the
physician must do something; perform an act suchdsinistering a
lethal injection or turning off life-support macks, which had been
sustaining the patient. This case involves disooimig or stopping a
treatment, and giving the patient a substance whhtkill him. The
death of the patient that results because of astii@de is not natural as
it is caused, not by his disease or sickness, yatdubstance introduced
into his system by a physician. Active euthanasisgnts the most
difficult challenge to the conscience of the phimicas he is left to
battle with himself as regards his level of culgigbiin the patient’s
death.

3.2.2 Passive Euthanasia

Passive euthanasia is also called negative orecdieuthanasia. It
involves letting or allowing a patient to die bytkaholding treatment for
his ailment. In passive euthanasia, treatment tsstarted in the first
instance, and the patient is just left to die earthan would have been
possible if he were given treatment. In passivéandsia, death occurs
through acts of omission. Here, the physician doaking to prolong
the life of the patient. He fails to give him a grar to relieve his pain.
A patient who is administered passive euthanassaic to die a natural
death as he is allowed to die from his sicknesdisgase without any
intervention. This type of euthanasia tends to pl@¥ewer dilemmas to
a physician’s psychology as he feels that he igh®tause of the death
of the patient.
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We can say here that active and passive euthaaesithe two main
types of euthanasia. The other types, which wd shaly immediately,
show the various forms active and passive euthanasi take. Thus,
active and passive euthanasia can either be vojuman-voluntary or
involuntary.

3.2.3 Voluntary Euthanasia

A voluntary euthanasia is introduced at the paseoivn request. Here,
a sick patient explicitly expresses his desire te d@nd requests a
physician to end his life. In voluntary euthanasieg, patient weighs his
condition rationally and concludes that death igdoor him than life

and goes ahead to ask a physician to help quickerdéath. It is

believed here that the patient has the authorityeject treatment and
that the physician does not have the duty to caetineatment when the
patient has demanded otherwise. If a physicians di@ady started
treatment of the patient and stops at his own r&qoe injects a

dangerous drug that kills him, voluntary euthanasisaid to be active.
If the patient expresses his preference to dedtysipans fail to treat
him at all on the strength of his request, and hes @onsequently,
voluntary euthanasia is said to be passive.

3.2.4 Non-Voluntary Euthanasia

Non-voluntary euthanasia entails the terminationaofpatient’s life

without his consent, with the intention to benéiitn. In non-voluntary

euthanasia, one of two conditions must exist. @me patient’'s consent
may not have been sort. Two, it is not possibleterpatient to give his
consent, in which case the patient may be an infaantally ill persons,
person in coma or others who have lost consciogsaied the power to
decide for themselves who have not earlier, whilegbod mental
condition to do so, rejected euthanasia for himself

3.2.5 Involuntary Euthanasia

Involuntary euthanasia entails killing or allowiray patient who has
expressed the desire to continue to live despgecbnditions to die. It
also involves killing or withholding treatment from person who is
competent to give or not to give his consent withimis consent being
sort. Vaknin (2005) writes that involuntary euthsiaais “euphemism
for murder.” In involuntary euthanasia, the deaisito administer
euthanasia is taken off entirely from the patiédher people take the
decision and claim that the decision they have rtakegood for the
patient.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Distinguish between non-voluntary and involuntanicile.

3.3 Voluntary Euthanasia and Physician-Assisted S$cide
Compared

The line between voluntary euthanasia and physiasamsted suicide is
a blurred one. Indeed, some scholars argue the¢ tkeno distinction
between both of them. This means that what is ceghias voluntary
euthanasia is an instance of physician-assisteidsuandvice versa In
voluntary euthanasia and physician-assisted syiadath is brought
through the cooperation of another person, wheceeikils the patient
(euthanasia) or provides the patient with meanskilb himself
(physician-assisted suicide). In the two cases,ptiteent must express
the preference to die. A physician is involvedhe two cases. The two
cases aim to achieve a “painless” and “peacefutitidleA combination
of these factors is what influences some schotaesdue that voluntary
euthanasia and physician-assisted suicide areathe.s

On the contrary, moralists are quick to point dwg sharp conceptual
and practical differences that exist between velyntuthanasia and
physician-assisted suicide. The difference liesviio commits the last
act that brings about death. In voluntary euthandai person other than
the one who dies (a physician) performs the lasiviech causes death.
Assisted suicide occurs when the suicide is corenhitby the victim
himself) following the assistance given by anothghysician)”
(Amarasekara and Bagaric, 2004).

Indeed, the involvement of a physician in the taseas should not blur
the difference between them. In physician-assistecide, the physician
only avails the patient of a lethal substance daat kill him, and leaves
the patient to administer the drug on himself. Rhgs-assisted suicide
victims are often people who are capable of adndriisg the drug-
causing death to them. Most physicians tend toeprefsisting in
suicide than in giving active euthanasia since tba&y only argue that
they did not kill their patients. They only brougddme drugs to their
knowledge and told them that such drugs could Rillway to justify
their actions is to insist that telling somebodgttsomething can kill
them does not amount to killing them. If the contravere to be the
case, the physicians who possessed this knowledgeldng time could
have ended their lives. Both the decision and ttgacommit suicide
are in the hands of the suicide himself.

In active euthanasia, the physician sources thg tlmat can kill the
patient, and with his own hand (physician’s hamdihmisters it on the
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patient. Generally, active euthanasia is often adhtared on persons
who lack the ability to administer the drugs thall \lgad to their death

to themselves. Again, this religious thinking maywa able patients
who believe that all suicides will go to hell that,order to avoid hell, it
is better to ask other person to end their liveswvHsod will distinguish

the two acts is left for your imagination.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Show your understanding of the differences and laiities between
voluntary euthanasia and physician-assisted suicide

3.4 The Practice of Euthanasia around the World

Euthanasia is an ancient practice. The earliesbrded case of
euthanasia was among the Greeks where some pmgsiviere known

to provide euthanasia to their patients who neetdedpecially if they

were terminally ill. The so-called father of modemedicine,

Hippocrates, in the famous Hippocratic Oath, whathdoctors were

meant to take, attempted to legislate against thetipe of euthanasia
among Greek medical doctors. As a line in the fasnOath stipulates,
physicians were made to swear that they “will nimega drug that is
deadly.”

However, despite the view expressed by Hippocrates,tradition of
Greek medicine felt that it was a challenge ofgbds for one to attempt
to cure a case which had become terminal becaesgaits wanted the
person to die. They did not conceive medicine asument of defeat of
death. A well-known physician and spiritualists, chkpius, who
resurrected the dead was punished for obstructingt was purely a
prerogative of the divinities. Miles (2004) citacpassage written by an
early Greek physician, which captures the majdtuait among Greek
physicians towards euthanasia. In his words:

| would define medicine as the complete removahef
distress of the sick, the alleviation of the morelant
diseases, and the refusal to undertake to cures ¢ase
which the disease has already won the mastery,
knowing that everything is not possible to medicine.

A man who thinks that a science can perform what is
outside its province, or that nature can accomplish
unnatural things is guilty of ignorance more akm t
madness than to lack of learning.

From this, it is clear that the Greeks, even ifytd&l not practice active
euthanasia, were engaged passively in the practice.
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The trend among traditional Africans was that oh-+voluntary or
involuntary euthanasia. The Africans did not leafisl for or against
euthanasia. The Africans regarded some sicknessspgecially
terminally ones, as having rendered one in a stnavhere death was
preferable. When it was concluded that a persomadition had
advanced to such a stage, relations usually toolsidas on his behalf
and told the traditional healer to cease every fofrmedication so that
they could take the sick person home to die. Thecads, if what they
did could be regarded as a form of active euthana&l not administer
any lethal or poisonous substance on the sick per$bey merely
withdrew treatment or refused to initiate one wharease was thought
to be hopeless.

The Orientals, too, did not have any legislationdbagainst euthanasia.
However, analysis of Confucian literature on swectdnds to point to
the fact that a culture, which promoted suicide amncertain
circumstances, could not object to euthanasia.Atnrese, particularly,
felt that life should be lived well and when circstances contrive to
make good living impossible, that one should astlehe a good death
understood as committing suicide. Given this positit is observed that
in case where one is not able to bring about odeah one might ask
another to help him to die a good death.

The modern man’s interest in euthanasia stems ftemsearch for a
moral justification to legalise the practice. Déspihe arguments of
proponents, the Netherlands is the only countryhm world to have
sanctioned euthanasia in its territory. Howeveg Metherland’s law
that sanctions euthanasia stipulates that a reqaesuthanasia should
only be granted by a committee, which would exantirgecase.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the practice of euthanasia among earlylSree

3.5 Moral Arguments for Euthanasia

The following are arguments offered against euthiana

Argument from compassion

Supporters of euthanasia hold that compassion amatynshould be
shown to people who are in great pain by helpimgrtho cease living. It
becomes a wicked and cruel act not to help alleviila¢ pain of others
when they plead that their lives be terminated lteviate their pain.

Proponents believe that dying is part of humanndgyithat part of

dignified living also entails dying with dignity. hE right to die with
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dignity is to be protected as the right to live eyhold that a person’s
dignity is negatively affected if he is left to &if in pain when his
request to have his life terminated is refused.(2@02) expresses the
point this way:

If one has to die one way or another, one showddrdi
such a way that can render one’s life meaningful or
honourable. In other words, though death is the
termination of life, dying is still a part of liféHow one
dies” is part of “how one lives.” Hence, dying shibu
serve life. To take charge of one’s life impliestade
charge of one’s dying. To secure a noble and
honourable life implies that one should secure lleno
and honourable death. To live meaningfully imply to
manage the time and circumstances of one’s death in
such a way that one can also die meaningfully.

The argument here is that bare life and bare dbatle no ethical
implication. What has implication is the quality ke and quality of
death.

Euthanasia promotes human freedom and autonomy

Patients who rationally demand to be killed orabd to die have the
right to determine what happens to their lives.yThave the freedom to
decide that they no longer want to live and wastrtphysicians to help
end their lives. Proponents of euthanasia hold dhextting the person’s
wish to be killed promotes his autonomy and freedBefusing to grant
his desire deprives him his autonomy as a humasoper

Physician’s duty to patients

One of the duties of a physician to his patiertbiselieve his patient’s
pain. A physician who helps a patient with euthaénagas done his duty
of relieving pain.

Social and economic burden

Proponents of euthanasia hold that the rising @bstedical care entails
that patients who need treatment would have tohzndsomely for a
meaningful medical care. The cost is even higheernwthe patient needs
extraordinary care. Proponents argue that thereothing wrong in
spending such huge amount of money if the patieowldv recover.
However, cases that call for euthanasia are cabegevthe patients are
known to harbour no hope of recovery. So why wassources that
would be useful to sustain the living on a hopetzsse.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List three arguments in support of euthanasia.
3.6 Arguments against Euthanasia

Life is valuable

Opponents of euthanasia hold that human life iakmolute value that is
eternally good no matter the condition it findeitsEuthanasia deprives
the human person of something he values. This aguia based on the
belief that human right to life is inalienable. éWing euthanasia entails
alienating a person from his right to life. Doinlist is regarded as
morally wrong.

Euthanasia is cry for help

Opponents of euthanasia hold that the patient wies ¢o have his life

ended due to the pains he suffers is only askifgtberelieve his pains.
What this calls for is care and understanding fritv@ people around
him and not to kill him. They hold that one canyorationally clamour

for what one has tasted before. The patient whmalas for euthanasia
has not tasted death, and so cannot rationallyatlafor death.

What is called for is improved medical research ana¢are system

Opponents of euthanasia hold that instead of stipgoeuthanasia
proponents should rather clamour for improved headire system. They
hold that an improved health care system will ble ab manage pains
and sufferings effectively by ending them withoausing the death of
patients. Advancements in the medical field havelenia possible for

diseases and sicknesses considered incurable patitdo have reliable
cure. No one knows whether a cure for a particailanent is around the
corner, and a patient may look back from the lahthe dead, if it were

possible, and feel bad to discover that the ailnfentwhose sake he
demanded that his life be taken has acquired a cite could have

benefited after all if his death had been delayéuls, instead of killing

the patient, efforts should be made to intensigrae for solution to his
ailment.

Slippery slope argument
Opponents of euthanasia hold that permitting ewsianwill lead to the

sanctioning of other practices that will see otbategories of people
being murdered in cold blood. Particularly, thexdear that sanctioning
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euthanasia will encourage people to murder phygigdirmed persons,
the comatose, and even the mentally deranged people

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List three arguments against euthanasia.

4.0 CONCLUSION

New medical inventions are promising total alleatof pains and
sufferings of patients. Until such alleviation igsdlly discovered,
euthanasia will continue to be a major issue irethims. Knowing the
arguments for and against euthanasia will help twnelecide on the
appropriate course of action to follow.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, you have learnt the meaning of euéissan You also studied
the different forms euthanasia can take as welhawarious arguments
for and against the practice of euthanasia.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Compare the attitudes of traditional Africans tattof early
Greeks about euthanasia.

2. |Is physician assisted suicide the same as eutla&hasi

3. What are the four conditions that a death must neeqtialify

as euthanasia?

4. Is euthanasia morally justifiable? Give at leasirfoeasons
for your answer.

5. Discuss the five types of euthanasia.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we studied about euthanasg@u learnt that in
euthanasia another person helps a terminally ig@eto die in order to
ease the pains of his illness. You also learnt #ahanasia takes
different forms. Besides these, you equally discedethat there are
moral arguments for and against euthanasia.

In this unit, we are concerned with suicide. Likghanasia, suicide is
one of the social phenomena that affect appliet®tiMore and more
people around the globe commit suicide on dailyisbaespite
improvement in health and food security. Indeednyna&ictims of
suicide are people from whom you least expectectidmi An
interdisciplinary approach has been on going tocalisr the real
motivations of suicide. Not much has been achigmdtlis regard. This
unit is concerned with examining the moral argursdot and against
suicide. In the process, it shall examine the nmeaof suicide, types of
suicide, terms confused with suicide, philosoplersuicide, arguments
for and against suicide.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of the unit, you should be able to:

define suicide

explain the causes of suicide

distinguish suicide from related terms

discuss the moral arguments for and against suicide

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 The Meaning of Suicide

Suicide simply means self-killing. It is an act kifling oneself. It
involves intentional taking away of one’s life bgeself. In committing
suicide, a person freely wills his own death arkésaactions to bring it
about. We must emphasise that the decision toaaleg his own life is
freely taken by the suicide, and he brings it abbut himself. If
somebody forces him to kill himself, it is no lomgauicide but murder.
Indeed, McMahan (2002) argues that the idea ofexcea or forced
suicide is a misnomer. This is because one who atsmmoerced suicide
cannot be said to have committed suicide to esbapey punished in a
different manner, as death remains the supremee.pi@ne may
surrender to rape or even amputation in order ¢apes being killed but
it is unthinkable that one will choose to kill oe#sin order to escape
being raped or amputated.

Ekwutosi (2008) holds that a killing is suicidallprvhen that killing is

direct and committed on one’s own authority. ldisect because it is
willed or desired to kill oneself. It is done oned own authority when
no power, either that of the state or that of Godhgels one to Kill

oneself. In committing suicide, a person eithelskiimself or performs
actions he knows will bring about his death. In tase of performing
actions that will bring about his own death, thecisie knows that the
effect of his actions will lead to death in eitltiee short run or long run
and goes ahead to perform it. What makes suicideomplex

phenomenon is the fact that the killer and victifrswaicide is the same
person. The same person who Kills is the same péhso is killed.

We often hear people say that life is sweet. Weurassthat the
sweetness of life is what makes people want tode®pite all odds. Not
minding how sweet we assume life to be, suicide bexome a major
problem of our own world today. It is estimatedttabout one million
people commit suicide every year around the globdHQ, 2002).
Mishara and Weisstub (2008) report that “There e deaths by
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suicide annually than in all wars, conflicts, teisbacts and homicides
combined.”

The complex nature of suicide makes it an issueinbérest to

sociologists, medical practitioners, and ethici3tise sociologists want
to establish the social implication of suicide. Yheant to determine
whether suicide is a private or public matter, tlsatwhether suicide is
something that concerns the victim alone. The naducactitioners’

concern with suicide is to determine whether theirdeto commit
suicide is as a result of mental disorder in thetim. Is the victim sick
to have rejected life and all the sweetness thatnitils? For the
ethicists, the concern is to determine the morsiifiability of suicide.

What is at stake is discovering what influencesieide to take his own
life as well as determining whether the suicide eaer be justified for
taking away his own life.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Demonstrate your understanding of the term “suitide
3.2 Types of Suicide

Suicidologistsdistinguish between five types of suicide. Theglude
positive suicide, negative suicide, rational swecinlrational suicide and
physician-assisted suicide.

3.2.1 Positive Suicide

In positive suicide, the victim performs actionstttwill lead to his
death. He carries out death-causing acts withrttemiion to end his life.
Positive suicide, properly speaking, entails aEtsoonmission.

3.2.2 Negative Suicide

As opposed to positive suicide, negative suicidaiklnacts of omission.
In negative suicide, one refuses to take precasittbat will prolong
one’s life. Instances of negative suicide are vaseel in medically ill
patients who refuse to accept treatment becaugeptieéer death to life.
In negative suicide, the victim knows that he vai#lve himself if he
takes some precautions but he refuses to take thsmautions. A
patient who is placed in life-support machines whithdraws the
machines so that she will die has committed negatiicide.
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3.2.3 Rational Suicide

Suicide, whether positive or negative, can be saitle rational when
the victim of suicide committed suicide after catefonsideration of his
case and concludes that there is no way out opredicament. This is
often the case when suicide is considered as aowagf a very painful

and helpful situation. The suicide weighs the imgion of continuing

living on his general future and concludes thatthies preferable to
such a miserable future given his miserable camiitOne who makes
this decision and goes ahead to end his life id saihave committed
rational suicide. Apart from defining suicide asway out of his

miserable condition, a perpetrator of suicide ases it as a way of
avoiding his being a burden to others.

McMahan (2002) justifies rational suicide. He halldat suicide is good
whenever a person considers his life as not wavihg because it is
dominated by pain and suffering which he feels oanrbe
counterbalanced by compensating goods. He staiées th

Some people, of course, claim that life is alwaystiv
living, or at least that it always can be madeeonorth
living. But if it is true that pain and sufferingeain
themselves bad, it seems that a life that contatlesor
nothing but pain and suffering—one, moreover, that
neither redeemed by its good effects on others nor
elevated, ennobled, or enlightened by the expesi@fc
suffering—cannot be worth enduring. | will assume
that, when a life is bad in this way for the oneogd
life it is, and when that individual’'s death wouidt be
worse for anyone else, it can be prudentially retidor
that individual to commit suicide.

3.2.4 Irrational Suicide

Suicide is said to be irrational when it is carriedt without careful

consideration of the options before one decideghendo kill oneself or

not. It is believed that one who commits irratiosaicide could have
chosen not to kill oneself if one had consideresl dptions before one
rationally. Drug addicts and depressed individaaés known to commit
irrational suicide more.

3.2.5 Physician-Assisted Suicide

In physician-assisted suicide, a physician helpgeesson to procure
means to end his life but allows the person to aditar the means to
himself. What the physician does is to recommengslior other agents
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that could cause the death of the suicide if heiaigtars it to himself. If
the person goes ahead to administer the physiciar@scriptions to
himself and dies as a result of that his deatefesrred to as an instance
of physician-assisted suicide.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List four types of suicide.
3.3 Terms Confused with Suicide

Arguments have raged on what constitutes suicide vamat does not
constitute suicide. The arguments have revolvedrataertain terms,
which some scholars insist should be categoriseduasde. Other
scholars have pointed out a sharp distinctionnieks out suicide from
such terms. They hold that suicide is self-regaydithereas the other
terms are other-regarding. Suicide is said to lieregarding because
the victim only thinks of himself; to avoid shan@ himself, to escape
his suffering, and so on while embarking on hicisi@ mission. Other
regarding acts are performed for the sake of otiwdms may be one,
hundred or one million in number. The terms that #maditionally

confused with suicide include martyrdom, and dettough hunger
strikes. Let us consider each of these terms.

Martyrdom

Martyrs are people who give up their lives for #ake of the religious
belief they hold. Martyrs do not kill themselvesetditly but they present
themselves to situations that expose them to bedkilThey know that
such situations will bring about their deaths amdafpead to confront
them, meeting their deaths in the process.

There are scholars who insist that martyrdom isnatant of suicide.
They hold that even though a martyr may not haukedkihimself
directly, his action can be classified as an instaof negative suicide.
They also point some instances where the so-caflattyrs perform
actions, which will directly bring about his deathis based on this that
such bombers who die in the course of bombing thaigets are
regarded as suicide bombers. Their death in theeprois defined as an
act of suicide.

However, despite such position as discussed alitaveist be stated that
martyrdom is different from suicide. A martyr is tivated by religious
reasons. His death is a pious activity, which ledsfeis commanded by
his God who assures him of paradise as a rewattganartyrdom. The
guestion is not whether it is true or not that @odmanded the martyr
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to allow his life to be taken but that what he b&ed#s is that God
commanded him to do so. A martyr believes that Gweds his life, and
that if he dies through martyrdom, he has merelemihis life back to
God in whose service he has died. A suicide, enctimtrary, believes
that his own life is his property that should bedias he wishes whereas
a martyr believes that God owns his life and thatmartyrdom implies
a command from God to offer him the life, which drve him to hold
for him in trust.

Immolation

Like martyrdom, immolation has a religious undegoHlowever, while
a martyr offers himself up to be killed by anotfarthe sake of God, in
immolation, one kills oneself as a sacrifice to Gatiis means that
immolation is a religious practice. A person whamboiates himself is
different from a common suicide as both of them arativated by
different factors. Modern medical practitioners gesft that suicide
could be fallout of mental pathology like depressil this is the case, it
means that suicide is never a rational exercise.

On the contrary, a person engages in immolatioaumex of his love for
God and compassion for fellow men. Immolation iagticed in China
by Mahayana Buddhists who burn themselves to daatla form of
sacrifice offered to Buddha. In Japan, a form dfFisemolation known
asseppukuwor hara kiri (a more vulgar use of the term, which means to
slice one’s abdomen) was practiced.

Death through hunger strikes

People who protest one form of injustice or ano#mer known to have
refused food in order to press home their demavwtsat they demand
may be a social condition, which they see as igesiThere have been
instances where such people were known to haveididte course of
their hunger strike. Some scholars argue that dne dies in the course
of hunger strike has committed suicide. He knowat this action will
lead to death and goes ahead to perform it.

Despite such arguments that see one who died becd@nbarking on
hunger strike as suicide, we must be able to shuoat there is a
distinction between the two. One who is engagedhunger strike is
doing so for the sake of higher and noble prinsiptewhich he wants to
draw society’s attention. He gives society the cleamo determine
whether his life is important to it or not. If he allowed to die in the
process, he is not seen as a suicide.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Differentiate between suicide and martyrdom.

3.4 Historical Presentation of Philosophers’ Posin on
Suicide

In a time that spans more than 2,000 years, pipless have found
discussion on suicide one of the important issudesooial and ethical
concerns. In this section, we shall examine theitipos of some
prominent philosophers on the permissibility oresthise of suicide.

Plato

Plato was one of the giants of ancient Greek pbgbyg. During Plato’s
era, the Greeks repudiated suicide. One who kifissélf was meant to
receive a posthumous punishment, which would seevittim’'s hand
severed from his body and buried separately fraaréist of his body. A
suicide in the time of Plato was also buried sepérdrom people who
died naturally.

In opposition to whatever view his fellow citizehgld about suicide,

Plato insisted that there are conditions under Wwisgicide could be

justified. He lists such conditions to include slearextreme distress,
poverty, unavoidable misfortune, chronic or incleabdisease,

incontrollable criminal tendency, and external comns. When

afflicted or possessed by any of these conditiBteto advised, a person
should simply end it all by himself.

Aristotle

Aristotle is another great Greek philosopher famiousis treatment of
what constitute virtue, among others. He lists sypd virtue and
included courage as one of the essential virtuashmveryman should
strive to cultivate. In his treatment of suicideristotle invokes the
virtue of courage and holds that one who Kkills effeis a coward. For
Aristotle, cowardice is opposite of courage. If Gme is a virtue, it
means that cowardice is a vice. From this poing dlear that Aristotle
condemns suicide.

Mencius
Mencius is reputed as the second most powerful €3eirphilosopher
after Confucius. He holds that one has a duty targjuwne’s life

generously. However, he maintains that life shadtibe guarded to the
detriment of justice and virtue. Faced with a gitirathat will force one
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to either commit suicide or commit vice and injosfi a wise man
should choose suicide than to give in to vice amdstice. Mencius’
view on suicide is expressed in his passageisimand Bear’'s PalmHe

writes thus:

Fish is what | want; bear's palm is also what | wvé#ni
cannot have both, | would rather take bear's paiam t
fish. Life is what | want; yi" (justice or dutifulss) is
also what | want. If | cannot have both, | wouldhex
takeyia than life. On the one hand, though life is what |
want, there is something | want more than life. tTiea
why | do not cling to life at all cost. On the otheand,
though death is what | loathe, there is something |
loathe more than death. That is why there are darge
do not avoid ... Yet there are ways of remainingeal
and ways of avoiding death to which a man will not
resort. In other words, there are things a man svant
more than life and there are also things he loatha®
than death. This is an attitude not confined tortiozal
person but common to all persons. The moral person
simply never loses it (Mencius citedlio, 2002).

What is emphasised by Mencius is the supremacypofhtness to
biological living.

Epictetus

Epictetus was known for his permanent impairmena dame person.
He was also a slave who gained his freedom perbiagke strength of
his intelligence. The banishment he suffered froomR in the hands of
Emperor Domitian in 89 AD added to his sorrows efgonal woes.
Epictetus was a member of school of philosophy kmas the Stoics.
Earlier Stoics had supported suicide under certainditions as they
held that a wise man, if he suffered pain and laapdior disease has a
duty to his relatives and his fellow citizens td kimself.

Despite his being a Stoic, Epictetus deviated ftbmtraditional Stoic
teaching on suicide. He examined all the reasohghwpeople gave for
committing suicide. He lists such reasons to inelwliffering from
tyranny, injustice, false imprisonment, and soPerhaps, drawing from
his personal experience, Epictetus felt that thessesons were not
enough to compel one to take one’s own life. Inddgactetus advises
that no reason is strong enough to justify a petsokill himself. He
reasons that life is given by God, and that no endtte condition one
finds oneself, one should understand it that ol who has placed one
there as station of one’s service. A wise man aalg wait to God to
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release him from wherever he has placed him instésaking laws into
his own hands. Thus, one should not kill oneselifrfone of the evils,
which one wants to escape in the course of suiciae really harm one.
Epictetus writes that it is only our flesh that d@touched and not our
real self. For him, our real self is our moral wilroving his point with a
tyrant, Epictetus writes thus:

When the tyrant threatens and summons me, | answer,
‘Who is it that you are threatening?’ If he saylswill

put you in chains,’ | respond, ‘It is my hands ang
feet he is threatening.’ If he says, ‘I will beheaali,’ |
respond, ‘It is my neck he is threatening.” . .0 S
doesn’'t he threaten you at all? No, not so long as
regard all this as nothing to me. But if | let mygear

any of these threats, then yes, he does threateWwine
then is left for me to fear? A man who can magter t
things in my own power?—There is no such man. A
man who can master the things that are not in my
power?—Why should | trouble myself about him?
(Epictetus’ Discourse 1. 29)

St. Augustine

St. Augustine of Hippo was a medieval philosopmemf North Africa.
He was firm in condemning suicide, which he regdrds a wicked act.
The issue of suicide was an important issue atitie of St. Augustine.
For Augustine, the divine injunction, “Thou shalbtnkill,” is a
commandment that forbids not only the killing ohets but also the
killing of oneself. Two issues influenced St. Auging’s concern with
suicide. One, he lived during the period when GQCians were
persecuted in Rome following the sack of Rome i@ AD. In order to
escape persecution in form of rape and enslavemmamy Christian
faithful killed themselves. Some Church father® lkmbrose regarded
suicide committed under this circumstance as herdwo, some
Christian sects, like the Circumcellions, a subt s#fcthe Donatists,
advised its members to practice suicide as relgjiagt of faith.
According to them, any suicide committed immediatdter confession
enables one to escape from sin and to have quasicteasier access to
heaven.

Augustine took up these two positions in his b@k Civitas Dei(The
City of God). He writes that no amount of persecution can justify
suicide. He felt that one who resorted to suicide the face of
persecution has a weak soul, and has committed greater than he
seeks to avoid by his act of suicide. He writed thacide does one a
greater dishonour than even slavery and rape. Aunguarites that rape
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is neither sin nor dishonour and the raped shootdfeel shame since
she has not consented to be raped. One who indutgesicide to
escape any of these instances of dishonour onlygpki oneself into
greater dishonour. On the issue of seeing suigdeaavenue to escape
sin and make heaven Augustine writes that whoekat tommits
suicide to escape from sin is not a worthy Chnistia he has proved that
he has no hope in God’s ability to deliver him freamptation.

Thomas More

Thomas More marshalled his position on suicide ig1dook, Utopia.
More was against what he called suicide by privateative. Suicide by
private initiative means a type of suicide wherelne just decides on
one’s own to die and goes ahead to kill oneself. rRore, suicide is
permitted to the terminally ill only on the adviaad counsel of either a
priest or a magistrate.

St. Thomas Aquinas

Thomas Aquinas was a 13th century philosopher hadl@gian. In the
legal circle, Aquinas is known for his theory oftumal law which is a
law urged by God himself. He holds that one who s suicide has
violated the natural law to preserve oneself. Orfe wiolates the
natural law is a sinner but violating the natueal to preserve oneself is
the greatest of all sins. For Aquinas, a suicidenmits sin against
himself as he has denied himself time to repennffos sin. He sins
against God for he has taken away life, which is'&gproperty. He also
sins against the community, which he belongs, gemiit of talented
citizens and depriving children of their parents.

David Hume

Hume was a Scottish philosopher. Hume’s positiosunide shows the
view of one who has studied the contributions efpredecessors. He is
an avid supporter of suicide as he defended a parsight to commit
suicide. With style and gusto, Hume offers coumatgyuments, which he
hopes, will dislodge the arguments of opponentswtide one after
another. First he tackles the argument that a dwiiglays God by
deciding on the how and time of his death. On tHigme argues that
instead of viewing a suicide as one that violates'& plan, the suicide
should rather be praised for bringing to fulfilmé&wd’'s commandment
to alter nature for his own good. A suicide is ordpeying this
commandment to subdue nature for our happiness.eHunerefore,
would see no difference between diverting River edignd killing
oneself since both entail obstructing nature. Hatse maintained that
if it were true that it belongs to God alone toideavhen we shall die, it
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will be wrong for us to take healthy care and othexasure that will
lengthen our lives since those seem to obstructféama taking us.

Another argument, which Hume put forward to supst position on

suicide, is the argument about God’s goodness. dl@shthat a good

God will not like to watch one while one suffers evhone could take
one’s life. Hume also holds that the argument that suicide harms
society by taking his life holds no water. For hansuicide only ceases
to live. When he ceases to live, he ceases towebanefit from society.
Therefore, he does not owe society. It will be wiglof society to still

expect to receive something from a man who no lomgeeives any

from it.

Immanuel Kant

Immanuel Kant presents a difficult reading on tegue of suicide. In
one instance, he presents suicide as the gredtesiral transgressions
and argues that one who commits suicide is incapafohbstaining from
any other vice. Indeed, many scholars of Kant hoitb this to argue
that Kant forbids suicide. However, theirs is a -sied reading of
Kant. There are conditions, which Kant holds wiktify suicide. When
those conditions do not exist one should rathercombmit suicide as
committing suicide for suicide’s sake is against tlatural inclination to
preserve oneself. Nature predisposes man to loweséti, and this
predisposition is what moves man towards self-prvagon. It is based
on this consideration that Kant holds that man khowt commit

suicide. Suicide entails self-destruction, and gagainst the natural
inclination to preserve oneself.

However, despite the view expressed above, Kardshtilat morality
and sense of beneficence to others can justifyidmiidHe identifies
morality and dignity as something higher than li&nce morality is
higher than life it means that life can be sacedicfor the sake of
morality. From this, it becomes clear that thereaisype of suicide,
which Kant favours. One should rather commit swcithan allow
debasement of one’s dignity. When one is callednupm choose
between death and violating moral rules, Kant hdld® one should
choose death. Writing on this issue, Kant (1930$that:

Life is not to be highly regarded for its own sake.
should endeavour to preserve my own life only s@fa

| am worthy to live ... Yet there is much in thenofar
more important than life. To observe morality ig fa
more important. It is better to sacrifice one’ lthan
one’s morality. To live is not a necessity; butlitce
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honourably while life lasts is a necessity. (1980:
150-152).

We are in duty bound to take care of our life; inuthis
connection, it must be remarked that life, in and f
itself, is not the greatest of the gifts entrustedour
keeping and of which we must take care. There are
duties, which are far greater than life and whiem c
often be fulfilled only by sacrificing life ... & man
cannot preserve his life except by dishonouring his
humanity, he ought rather to sacrifice it ... ltnist his

life that he loses, but only the prolongation of hears,

for nature has already decreed that he must dierae
time; what matters is that, so long as he livesn ma
should live honourably and should not disgrace the
dignity of humanity ... If, then, | cannot presermg/

life except by disgraceful conduct, virtue relieves of
this duty because a higher duty here comes intp pla
and commands me to sacrifice my life (1930: 154}157

Kant also justifies suicide based on our duty tbecd. One can Kkill
oneself for the sake of others, for we owe themdilty of beneficence.
To demonstrate this, Kant cites the example of @aoYounger (95-46
BC), who killed himself for the sake of others ago@d condition where
suicide can be shown to be noble. He writes that:

Cato knew that the entire Roman nation relied upaomn

in their resistance to Caesar, but he found thatogd
not prevent himself from falling into Caesar’s hand
What was he to do? If he, the champion of freedom,
submitted, everyone would say, ‘If Cato himself
submits, what else can we do? If, on the other hhad
killed himself, his death might spur on the Roméms
fight to the bitter end in defence of their freed@®wo he
killed himself. He thought that it was necessanyhin

to die. He thought that if he could not go on lyias
Cato, he could not go on living at all. It mustteerly

be admitted that in a case such as this, wheré&dsus

a virtue, appearances are in its favour (Kant, 1930
149).
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Friedrich Nietzsche

Friedrich Nietzsche justifies suicide under certeamditions. He holds
that suicide is preferable to living invalid lif€or Nietzsche, it is the
duty of physicians to advise their patients thatide is preferable to
certain kind of life. It is an act of wickednesslandecency for one who
is incurably ill to continue to live as he merelyaimhs society’s
resources. Nietzsche holds that life should bedligeoudly but when
this is no longer possible, death, through suidslpreferable.

John Stuart Mill

John Stuart Mill, one of the influential British ipgsophers of the 19th
century, did not comment directly on suicide. Hoee\proponent s and
opponents of suicide to support their positionsaiseatement attributed
to J. S. Mill. Mill's position is found in his famus bookOn Liberty.He
has written therein that the only condition undéyick one’s action can
be restricted is only and only if his action camnh@thers. This position
of Mill is known in philosophy as harm principleeHholds that acts that
regard oneself alone, that affects only the doannot be regarded as
moral actions. For Mill only other-regarding actghich affect other
people, can be regarded as moral acts and thersfimect of moral
scrutiny.

Proponentf suicide hold that suicide is a self-regarding, #itat the

suicide does not harm anyone by his act of suididriicide can ever be
regarded as harm, it is a harm done to onese#fc¢ordance with Mill's

harm principle, an act done unto oneself and tfiati only oneself is
not a subject of morality, suicide, therefore, & a subject of morality.
One cannot be blamed or praised for committing ideicWe should

rather remain indifferent in the face of suicidéey use this position to
mean that Mill supported suicide.

Opponents of suicide also invoke the same passagaigport their
opposition to suicide. For them, killing oneselfrina other people. It
affects relations, friends, and colleagues negigtiwdien one commits
suicide. Ekwutosi (2008) supports this view as hi¢éew that:

Since motives for suicide include spite and
malevolence, a suicide may be deliberately other-
regarding; that is, it may be intended to hurt othe
people by making them feel quilty, sorry, or
incompetent...On the basis of Mill's principle of har

such motivated suicide would not be excusable. & her
is no doubt that very few of our actions are self-
regarding and it is quite arguable that anyone who

71



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

contemplates suicide should be aware of that. Adtler
no man is an island, entire of itself; everymaa {gece
of the continent, a part of the main.”

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Contrast Mencius’ view on suicide with that of Atigustine.
3.5 Moral Arguments for Suicide

People who support suicide has proposed certainnaggts to justify
their position. In what follows, we shall articildadome of the arguments
put forward by supporters of suicide.

Suicide as proof of Man’s freedom

Proponents of suicide hold that man’s freedom enthat he possesses
control over himself, and as such, he has righdetermine when and
how he shall end his life. In committing suicideyeomerely exercises
this freedom. To prevent him from killing himsek iconsidered a
restriction to his freedom to determine his owre ldnd death. This
viewpoint believes that man is the owner of his.lifife is seen here as
a property which the life owner owns. If other pedjes are treated as
the owner likes, proponents insist that life shalkb be treated as such.
He can do with his life whatever he wills, and cdispose of it
whenever he wants.

Suicide aims to protect the dignity of the human peson

Proponents of suicide hold that man is a beingighity. They argue

that certain existential conditions impugn on thgndy of the human

person. Consider the case of a critically ill parseho could neither

walk, talk nor eat, and who is in fact supportedabynachine to live.

Proponents of suicide hold that one who is undehstondition as

described is more or less in a vegetative conditi@ontinuing to keep

such a person alive is an affront on his dignitpdsiman person. Such
person should be allowed to kill himself to liveetkarthly stage with
some form of dignity.

Suicide entails wise management of gift of life

Proponents of suicide maintain that if indeed wasoder life as a gift
from God, then it means that suicide is justifi&#tiey argue that since
life is a gift, the recipient of the gift of lifeas the liberty to use the gifts
he has received as it pleases him. A wise mandggiftdknows when
the gift is no longer of benefit to him. He discartthe gift when such
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time arises. The same should be applied to lifeefViife is no more
worth living, a person should simply kill himself.

Suicide does not usurp God'’s power

This is an argument of opponents of suicide whad hiblat suicide

usurps God’s power to decide when to take our Heoponents of

suicide argue that it is an insult to God to sat #h mere human being
can usurp the work of a powerful being like God.dGopower as a
supreme being is intact. Nobody can ever usuip @God does not want
man to commit suicide he would have not granted the power to

commit suicide.

To live is a matter of choice

The proponents of suicide emphasise that the iddalihas the freedom
to determine whether he should continue to livelier Here, supporters
do not see suicide as a way to put an end to arspining and miserable
life. Rather one should have the liberty to comsuiicide whenever he
desires whether he is terminally ill or not. Foistpeople, the right to
live also implies the right to die.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Defend the argument that suicide entails a wiseag@ment of life.
3.6  Moral Arguments against Suicide

Opponents of suicide present convincing argumentsupport their
position that suicide is morally wrong. The arguisdrelow capture the
essence of their position.

Life is a trust

Opponents of suicide see life as property of Goad Gwns our life. He

only gives it to us to hold for him in trust. Thui$e is a trust. Since life

is a trust, given to us by God to hold for him, sfeuld only do with

our lives what God alone commands. In essence,isthe only person

who should decide when and how to take our lifené takes his own
life, he is only usurping the power of God to disge life and death as
he wishes.

Life is sacred

Opponents of suicide hold that human life is sacfiéwe sacred nature
of human life entails that life should be treateithwutmost dignity and
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respect. The injunction to treat the human persoa aeing of dignity
deserving respect makes a demand not only on bthelso on oneself
not to kill oneself. A person should treat himseith reverence. Suicide
violates the reverence we ought to hold for ouzdiv

Suicide is an injury to society

Opponents of suicide hold that a suicide is a wdcgerson who causes
injury to society. They hold that individual belentp society and that
every individual has a role he plays in society. aWlone commits
suicide, one deprives society of the contributienolves it. In line with
this, opponents of suicide hold that in choosingide, the victim is
selfish not to have considered the implication isfdction on others. He
only regards himself and fails to regard otherseylleontend that a
suicide lives so many people worst off than he @ar imagine. Apart
from society which loses his services, his familgmibers and friends
also suffer the psychological trauma and publicrshassociated with
being in some kind of relationship with a suicide.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Discuss the three arguments offered by opponegisstgsuicide.
4.0 CONCLUSION

Reported cases of suicide seem to be on the irecrdsople kill
themselves for reasons that you may consider silywever, the fact
that such reasons were strong enough to the sumcams that he has
taken it far more serious than you. It is still attar of serious debates in
ethics to establish whether a suicide, for whatesason he commits the
act, can be justified. We have not proffered anmansbut we have led
you into the heart of the debate, and made you racipant in the
debate.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have considered whether to consuitide or to refrain

it. We have given you arguments proposed by supmodf suicide on

why suicide is right. We have also opened your mind some

arguments that see suicide as evil. You have alstrasted suicide with
other terms that seem to be similar to suicide.a@déeless, you are to
remember the moral principles we treated in ung oh module one

before you take your decision on the rightfulnessnvoongfulness of

suicide.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. In what way is the study of suicide a thing of cemcto the
following: sociologists, medical practitioners agithicists?

2. Discuss the five types of suicide.

3. Comment on the following’s view on suicide: Epicigt Kant,
Aquinas and David Hume.

4. Condemn suicide using J. S. Mill’'s harm principle.

5. Compare and contrast suicide with the followingmaiation,
martyrdom, and death from hunger strike.

6. Discuss five arguments in support of suicide.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the last unit, we considered the ethical imgiaas of suicide. A
number of arguments were proffered for and agdimespractice. In this
unit, attention has shifted to the unborn entitgettis), as we shall
consider the ethical implications of abortion. lade abortion has
elicited the greatest ethical controversy in agpb¢hics. The arguments
to abort are as strong as the counter argumentsonabort. Perhaps,
what makes abortion argument a highly controvelssilie is the fact
that it involves taking a decision about a thirdspa (in the language of
pro-lifers) or a potential person (in the languagabortionists). In unit,
we shall consider abortion as well as the intrieat¢hat are involved in
the accentuated abortion debate. In the courseomigdso, we shall
examine the meaning of abortion, types of abortadrgrtion in world
historical traditions, factors influencing womerisoice of abortion, the
issue of identity in abortion debate, and argumdotsand against
abortion.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

state the meaning of abortion

distinguish between the different types of abortion
discuss various traditions and ages view of ahortio
give reasons some women opt for abortion
evaluate arguments for and against abortion.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 What is Abortion?

Abortion simply means the termination of pregnarmsfore it has
attained viability. Viability is used to signify ¢hstage whereby the
foetus is able to survive outside the womb. Wheartn occurs, a
foetus is not allowed to develop to maturity. Albmmtinvolves killing
the foetus as “the foetus dies by being manglegpmsoned in the
process of being removed from the uterus” (McMat#Z0Q2: p. 378).
Many cultures condemn abortion but despite thisdeamation, more
and more people are engaged in it. It is repoied about 53 million
abortions are performed annually across the worhilew Nigeria
accounts for about 610, 000 cases of the totaldig@ye-Adeniranet
al., 2002: p. 19). Experts point at various medics#tsj which a woman
who engages in abortion is exposed to, especidigrevunsafe abortion
is involved. These range from cancer, to mentaiathlth, complication
in subsequent pregnancies, pelvic sepsis, septiaagdmemorrhage,
renal failure, uterine perforation and other gdrtitact injuries, gastro-
intestinal tract injuries, and death among othé&istwithstanding the
health risks of abortion, the huge debate involiredbortion today is
not about the health risks posed by abortion buwutlihe moral
guestions it raises as more and more abortion ri®npeed every day.
Today, to abort or not to abort is more of an ethguestion than any
other is.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What is abortion?
3.2 Types of Abortion

Two main types of abortion are distinguished: sppabus abortion and
induced abortion.

3.2.1 Spontaneous Abortion

Spontaneous abortion is an instant of what we tefeis miscarriage in
our everyday-man-in-the-street language. Otheant®s of miscarriage
include stillbirth, a situation where the foetugglin the womb after it
has attained 20th week gestation. Generally, tisehégh prevalence of
miscarriage among pregnant women as about one foavesy eight
pregnancy end up in miscarriage.

In defining spontaneous abortion, Ekwutosi (2008)plds that
spontaneous abortion is a termination of pregndhay occurs due to
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natural causes before the 20th week of gestatipant@neous abortion
could be referred to as an act of man, unwilled emvdluntary. The
woman who undergoes spontaneous abortion does isbt far it. In
most cases, women who lost their foetus as a redupontaneous
abortion feel deep sorrow for the loss they haviesed. Nobody is held
responsible for this type of abortion as it happ@nan unexpected and
unplanned manner and even in a most unlikely pl@osmas Ekwutosi
lists some factors, which may lead to spontanedastian to include
accidental trauma, natural causes, incorrect rajhic of chromosomes,
and environmental issues. Since spontaneous amoigioccaused by
factors other than human beings, it falls outside tonsideration of
ethics, and therefore is not a moral issue. Nobsdheld responsible for
spontaneous abortion.

3.2.2 Induced Abortion

Induced abortion occurs when a pregnancy is tetedhdefore the
foetus becomes viable. Induced abortion is caugddiman beings. It is
a deliberate elimination of the foetus from the vaor's womb before it
has acquired the ability to survive outside the wornfthere many
methods of carrying out induced abortion but thedarhng

characteristic is that a human being is involvedthe process of
terminating the foetus.

Properly speaking, induced abortion is aborfp@n se.Arguments and
disagreements about abortion are mainly about ediwabortion. Some
ethicists consider induced abortion as subjecttbice, and held that
whoever procures induced abortion should be hetpamesible for it.
Many countries have legislations, which forbid pedipom engaging in
induced abortion except in under certain circunstanThere are also a
number of countries where abortion is legitimatel @ woman can
acquire it whenever she wants and for whateveoreake wants.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Discuss the moral status of spontaneous abortion.
3.3  Abortion in World Historical Tradition

Abortion is one of the oldest recorded practicegaged by humanity.
For most of ancient cultures, abortion was probthitHowever, there
were instances where women took herbs and engagesirenuous
exercises that would lead to the termination of amt@d pregnancies. In
Africa, traditional healers provided secret abartim women who
needed them. Such healers, when discovered, togettiethe women
who procured the abortion, were looked down upodeasants who had
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violated the spiritual ethics of the land, and wpse harmonious
relationship that existed between the world of rard that of the spirits
from where children were believed to emerge. Amahg Igbo, a

sacrificial ritual of cleansing the land, similar that done to expatiate
the consequences of murder, must take place toreestis harmonious
relationship with the spirit world. The African weabout abortion was
influenced by the belief that the foetus was alyeattiuman being.

In ancient Greece where abortion was permitted, siglgns
administered what was known then as vaginal pessdd pregnant
women. Pessaries were known to cause seriousioriedip the foetus
and therefore led to their expulsion before matuiit ancient Greece
sanctioned abortion for women, it must be noted tlwaabortion was
legally procured without the consent of a male dizar who could be a
husband, brother, uncle, or master. Women haddagmomy among
the ancient Greeks, and were known to be suboslittatnen and not
the real owners of the pregnancy, which they cdrrieherefore, to
successfully undertake a legal abortion, a womaredee the
collaboration of a male guardian who stood as tad owner of the
foetus and therefore gave his consent to have dhg hborted. It was
indeed considered as an offence for any physi@aabbrt a pregnancy
without the consent of a male guardian. Howevestetlwere instances
where women went behind their male guardians tocyo illegal
abortion for themselves. Some ancient Greek plarsicivere reported
to have provided abortifacents to their patients wheded them.

It is instructive to note that the Greeks did negard the foetus as a
human being. With this type of thinking, it was ieagor them to permit
the destruction of the foetus once certain conustivere met. Indeed,
the Greeks took positive measures to abort thenprezy of their slaves,
unmarried daughter, or even that of a wife if théels pregnancy was
suspected to have resulted from intercourse betvileenvoman and
another man other than her husband or if the egdechild was
suspected of harbouring any deformity in the woiitie earliest Greek
prohibition of abortion was around 100 BCE whenimsctription was
placed on the shrine of the fertility god Agdists the effect that
worshippers, before entering the shrine, would sweat they would
not, under any circumstance, have a hand in loaereh, abortive, or
contraceptives.

The Jews regarded a foetus as becoming a fulldi@édguman being
after it had emerged from its mother's womb thagfiter birth. This
Jewish position has been construed to mean thatleles approved
abortion especially when one who caused a womamisgarriage by
heating her was asked only to pay a fine whereasvdm caused the
death of one already given birth paid for it wiils bwn life.
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Among the Romans of the firstentury AD, there were notable
objections to abortion. For instance, Scribonusgluar considered
abortion as a grave offence more heinous than masle foetus was
murdered with all of its unfulfilled promise in amsyiccessful abortion.
The medieval church fathers would also give theright to the
argument that abortion was evil. They subsequertlydemned it in
strong terms and administered oaths to physiciauiset effect that they
would not be part of any effort to procure abortion

However, despite the sanction of the early fathegainst abortion,
historians today point out a section in the workTdiomas Aquinas
(1205-1274) that tended to support abortion at daite stage of
pregnancy. Aquinas had followed the lead of Arist@ind held that the
foetus does not acquire a soul until after 40 daysnale and 80 days
for female. The argument is that since the soulragarded as
indispensible in the definition of a human persome avithout a soul is,
technically speaking, a non-human person. It iwiad entity like toad

or any other living object but certainly not a humperson. The
implication was seized by proponents of abortiomrgue that Aquinas
and Aristotle before him (two of the greatest a#tgof their different

epochs) sanctioned abortion during certain peridd poegnancy.

However, you must note that there was nowhere Asguimentioned
abortion in his consideration of ensoulment.

Most modern states that emerged following the s=zaice interlude
found no special need to make any legislation foagainst abortion.

What this means was that one could procure aboittisime wanted. Up

till the second half of 20th century abortion wagely available

especially for those with good contacts of physisiavho could do it,

who could also pay for the cost of abortion whichswguite exorbitant
because of the clandestine nature of the praclibat abortion was
clandestine during this period was not becausesdégal status. Rather,
it was because the Church legislated against iis;Tim an era where no
legal punishment was available, spiritual punishinveas meted out to
people who procured abortion.

However, the first recorded effort to legally bdogion was in the 19th
century England and America. During the periodors$f were made to
distinguish early and late abortion. While earlydion was permitted,
late abortion (after the 20th week of gestation)s waohibited and
prosecuted. However, there was a strong crusadehvgtarted in the
mid-19" century to ban abortion at every stage of pregnahhis was

championed by the Roman Catholic Church as wedloase protestant
clerics, and physicians (the physicians’ motivesenm® flush out those
physicians who specialised in abortion from theidst) as well as to
protect the right and life of women, and to defémel right of the foetus
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as a human person. Advancements in reproductieares contributed
greatly in the change of view on abortion. New kiemlge made

physicians to have scientific and philosophicalsoees to consider the
foetus as a human person. Rosenblum (cited in Rddarer, 2010)

articulated this point finely. He writes thus:

Only in the second quarter of the 19th century did
biological research advance to the extent of
understanding the actual mechanism of development.
The 19th century saw a gradual hut profoundly
influential revolution in the scientific understang of

the beginning of individual mammalian life. Althdug
sperm had been discovered in 1677, the mammalign eg
was not identified until 1827. The cell was first
recognised as the structural unit of organisms8891
And the egg and sperm were recognised as cellsein t
next two decades. These developments were broaght t
the attention of the American state legislaturesl an
public by those professionals most familiar witkeith
unfolding import—physicians. It was the new resharc
finding, which persuaded doctors that the old
“quickening” distinction embodied in the commongdan
some statutory law was unscientific and indefeesibl

The 1970 decision of the United States SupremetGouRoe v. Wade
that a woman has right to procure abortion chanted course of
abortion history. Ever since then many states & tmited States of
America have legalised abortion, and some othentci@s have also
legalised the practice. It is this legalisatiorabbrtion in some countries
of the world that threw up the great ethical comrsy that abortion has
generated. In Nigeria, for instance, abortion iscrame and only
permitted in cases where it is considered as partonditions for
healing a pregnant woman. Despite the criminabsatf abortion in
Nigeria, the number of recorded cases still risey/@arly basis. Ayo-
Odeniranet al. (2002) peg the figure at 610,000 per annual. Tgerdé
may be underestimated in view of the fact that nabs&trtions procured
in the country are unrecorded as physicians feesepation from both
the government and the public. Most women are &sown to
administer abortion pills to themselves which makebard to keep
comprehensive records of cases. It may not be taslsay that
incidences of unrecorded abortion far outweigh med cases in
Nigeria, and indeed in all countries where the ficads illegal. Today,
there are people in Nigeria who clamour for governtriegalisation of
abortion as well as those who campaign against it.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Compare and contrast the ancient African attitwdaliortion with that
of the Jews.

3.4 Factors Influencing Women’s Choice of Abortion

Two major reasons are responsible for women’s @esto engage in
induced abortion. They include health and psycho@dactors.

Health reasons

Abortion is procured for health reasons when itiscovered that the
continuation of a pregnancy will affect the health the mother
negatively, and may even lead to her death. In stases, the foetus is
suspected to have suffered some impairment thatethdting baby, if
allowed to mature, will suffer physical or mentasability. There are
arguments that the woman who is faced with the @ese has right to
preserve her life, and that if the foetus threatbasright, that the foetus
should be terminated immediately. However, a cauatgument applies
the principle of double effect, and holds that whlabuld be sought is
the preservation of the woman’s life and not themteation of the
pregnancy. On the other hand, all opponents oft@ohold the view
that it is completely wrong to terminate a foetum@y because the
expected child is suspected of turning out with saisability. They
hold that the right to life is also applicable isable persons.

Psychological reasons

There are instances where abortion is procured Igirbpcause the
woman or her family feels shame because of a pregynand even
consider the pregnancy as an embarrassment tohwegur. Instances
of this abound where the pregnancy is as a redultape, incest,
premarital sexual relationship or extramarital sgxuelationship

involving the woman and another person other tharnhlasband. In any
of these cases, induced abortion is consideredcas@ition necessary
to remedy the situation and bring matters undertrobn Most

proponents of abortion invoke the principle of aacmy to support
procuring abortion for psychological reasons asytheld that the
woman seeking abortion has the right to decide vilagipens to her.
However, opponents argue that the principle of madeficence
mandates the woman not to harm the foetus. Indepdpnents of
abortion consider all cases of abortion due to Ipsipgical reasons as
criminal.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the psychological reasons that may inflaeac woman’s
decision to procure abortion.

3.5 The Issues of Identity in the Abortion Debate

Determining the morality of abortion has remainecbatroversial issue
until date. Proponents and opponents alike hawagtpoints to prove
that the positions they hold about abortion are right ones. In the
main, the arguments that support or oppose abodrenbased on the
status and identity of the foetus. Is the foetusuman person? Is it a
human being? Marquis (2007) articulated the twatjpos and called
them the personhood argument and the human lifeunzegt
respectively.

The personhood argument

This is often the position of the proponents ofréba. The personhood
argument holds that foetuses are not human pergdaribe root of the

argument is the fact that human right to life iseed for human
persons and not for any other kind of being, &atl, angel or animals.
In the case of God and spirits, we lack the abitbtkill them, and in the

case of animals, they lack the dignity proper tonyreand therefore make
no special demand on man not to kill them.

Those who argue that the foetus is not a humaropéigts some of the
characteristics of a human person. According tg@nents, a human
person is known to possess the following charasttest (1)
consciousness and, in particular, the capacitgéd gain, (2) reasoning,
(3) self-motivated activity, (4) the capacity to nwmunicate in a
reasonably sophisticated way, and (5) the pres@fcself-concepts
(Warren, 1979). A human person should also pogbesdesire to live
(Tooley, 1972). In her analysis, Warren holds thate may be a case of
an individual who may not possess all of theseitiegl Example can be
given with an imbecile who may lack the capacityptoself-motivated,
to communicate in a reasonably sophisticated manaed self-
consciousness, but possess the capacity to feel grad reason. For
Warren the two characteristics possessed makentbecile a human
person.

In the case of a foetus, Warren argues that it daégossess any of
these, at least prior to the 20th week of gestato therefore is not a
person. What makes killing wrong is because thdedkare persons, a
foetus is not a person, and therefore, terminatinipetus is morally
permissible. One who has procured an abortion aersain period
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during the pregnancy (often before the 20th weedtag®n) before the
foetus develops any of the above characteristi@nignconsciousness)
is said to have merely stopped a human person ftoming into
existence, and has not killed someone. More speadifi proponents
compare an abortion with contraception or even rabgg from sexual
intercourse when a woman is ovulating knowing that outcome will
lead to pregnancy. In the two circumstances, effare made to stop a
life from coming into existence, and most peoplendb raise eyebrows
when contraception is involved, none at all objectsthe case of
abstinence. Strong opposition to abortion, proptsargue, stems from
our ignorance that abortion and the two cases @tedunt to the same
thing, stopping someone from coming into existeao@l not killing
someone.

However, hard-core abortionists make no distincbetween prior and
post 20th week gestation period. According to theabprtion is

permissible at any time during pregnancy as a hupesmg only comes
into existence sometime after birth. The hard-@ertionists allude to
what is called psychological continuity argumenstgpport their view.
According to psychological continuity argument, antan being

becomes a human person only if it is able to makekabetween his or
her past mental stage (memory) and his presentainstaige. In order
not to bore you with rigorous philosophical argumedet us say that a
psychological continuity argument of the human persolds that one is
a human person if he is able to remember what téendthe past and
establishes that the person who performs the m&na is the same
person who stands here today. A foetus, and indgetewborn baby
cannot do this, terminating their life is morallgrmissible.

You must note that supporters of abortion are quirkdistinguish
between a human being and a human person. Fdreglldare, a foetus
and a newborn baby may be a human being but inssféinhey do not
possess psychological continuity, they are not hurparsons. The
foundation of their arguments is that human besrgsnot moral agents
and are therefore not subjects of human rights redsehuman persons
are moral agents, and therefore, subjects of huigats, including the
right to life.

The human life arguments

This signifies the position of the anti-abortiosisor pro-lifers.

According to this position, abortion involves tleking away of human
life, which is simply morally not permitted. Forethmost part, anti-
abortionists claim that a human being is formed edrately conception
takes place. They assume that once a pregnanoyndgived, the foetus
becomes a full-fledged human being with all thentsgand privileges
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accorded to other members of the human speciesCatexhism of the
Catholic Church states this point thus: “Human hfest be respected
and protected absolutely from the moment of coneepErom the first
moment of his existence, a human being must begresed as having
the rights of a person. Since it must be treatedhfconception as a
person, the embryo must be defended in its intggdared for, and
healed, as far as possible, like any other humangbe. from its
conception, the child has the right to life. Diresdtortion . . . is a
criminal practice, gravely contrary to the morat/|la..”

However, there are anti-abortionists who are mocéined to believing
the scientific view that a human person does mailtédrom a pregnancy
until the 12th week of the pregnancy. For this peppgtill, it is still
morally impermissible to engage in abortion sinberion amounts to
killing a potential human being. For them a pot@ntiuman being is a
human being, a human being in equity as lawyersvard to say.

Marquis (2007) in his famous future of value theoopdemns abortion
at any stage on the ground that abortion deprivesaborted futures of
values. Marquis defines futures of value as congjstof all of the
goods of life we would have experienced had we lbeen killed.
Foetuses have futures like ours, for their futurestain all that ours
contain and more.” This future of value theory ésided from the belief
that foetuses have potentials. Don Marquis’ argundenives the good
of the unborn from our own good. He infers from #de beautiful
memories we cherished about ourselves in the phst, present
experience we love and value and the future goquerences we
anticipate and hold that abortion is bad becausdeptives the foetuses
the opportunity of experiencing what we experienaed many more.
On this note, abortion is presented as a selfishwaicked endeavour
that seeks to deprive another of what (experiergasd) should rightly
be his. If the argument is stretched further, it t@ said that killing a
foetus also deprives society all the good thinge the foetus could
have achieved for the welfare of society if it watkowed to be born.
One may point at highly successfully people in stciand imagine
what would have happened if they were aborted wheg were still
regarded as foetuses.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Is the foetus a human person? Give reasons forgmewer.
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3.6 Moral Arguments in Favour of Abortion

We are concerned here with moral arguments giveprbponents of
abortion as they try to justify abortion. A list &dich arguments include:
(1) Right to bodily integrity of the woman; (2) Rdation control; (3)
Method of eliminating crime. We shall consider eatthese in detalils.

Right to bodily integrity of the woman

This argument simply holds that a pregnant womamlshreally decide

what happens to her body. This argument holds dghatoman is in

charge of her body and should, therefore, determvimet happens to her
body. In line with this, the woman should be alol@é&cide whether she
wants to carry a pregnancy to maturity or not. Sufgvs of this position

view a woman’s body as belonging to her alone. Thiag that telling a

woman to nurture a pregnancy against her will ant®tmviolating her

autonomy for the sake of the foetus in her womhwigksi (2008) puts

the view of supporters clearer: “If no one can bmpelled to donate an
organ to another or submit to other invasive pracesl on his or her
own body for however noble a cause, why should wobe compelled

just because they happen to become pregnant?”

Anti-abortionists argue against such view. Theydhtblat the woman
who seeks to procure abortion should also remertiisr the foetus,
which she wants to terminate also, has right toilpadtegrity that
should be protected. It is not permissible to potee bodily integrity
of another person (the mother) on the detrimentmdther. Again,
opponents of abortion argue that a foetus has itje to use the
mother’s body in order to attain viability sincergegnancy resulted
from an act of sexual intercourse, which she engiagewithout any
precaution against conception. Thus, by accedirmgage in the sexual
relationship that brought about the child, the reotbverrides her own
right to bodily integrity in relation to the foetuBhis position, though, is
silent in cases where pregnancy was caused bywhpee the mother’s
consent was not sought, and was not given.

Population control

Ever since Malthus raised the famous issue of tms@guences of over-
population in our world, humanity has taken stepsntaintain the
population of the world. In the recent time, we éaeen countries like
China legislate on the number of children a cogbleuld have. People
who support abortion view it as a major way of colling population
and saving the world from the imminent danger inggbdy over
population.
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Opponents of abortion uphold the necessity of atig population
but insist that it is wrong to achieve good throlgld means. They hold
that there are other methods of controlling popoatagrowth and that it
is wrong to achieve by denying other people ofrtbein right to life.

Method of eliminating crime

Proponents of abortion hold that abortion will hedpeliminate crime in

the world. In today’s world where terrorists andheat criminals hold

sway, the prospect of a world where such persoeslivere not born
interests our imagination. Abortion proponents hadldat such

personalities would not be terrorising the worlthiéy were aborted and
not allowed to enter the world.

However, anti-abortionists hold that there is nett gny art or science of
detecting a criminal in the womb. The impossibilitfythis makes using
abortion as a way of eliminating crime untenable.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the anti-abortionists view against the tpmsithat the woman
has the right to bodily integrity.

3.7 Moral Arguments against Abortion

Prolifers and antiabortionists have put togethenesarguments to prove
that abortion is morally wrong. Some of such argotsanclude (1)
argument from the sanctity of life; (2) need torésponsible; and (3) the
danger of abortion to human health. Let us congluese in details.

Argument on the sanctity of human life

Opponents of abortion argue against abortion orgtband that the life
terminated in abortion is a human life. They hdw@tthuman life is
sacred. The sanctity of human life makes it impeeahat life should be
respected. Since life is sacred, its preservatiesumes utmost
importance. Dworkin (1993: p.73), states this imgtion of regarding
human life as sacred thus: “The life of any humeganism, including a
foetus, has intrinsic value; it also has instrurakat personal value . . .
[Any] form of human life [is] something we shouldspect and honour
and protect as marvellous in itself.” The positiat life is sacred is
what makes killing wrong, including that of a fogturhis position is
premised on any of these arguments: (a) the fastasuman being (b)
that the foetus is potential person (c) that tlegus is already a person.

87



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

Proponents of abortion who argue against this pbwit that they

affirm a person’s right to life but argue that foetus is not a subject of
right. They deny that the foetus is a human belng,add that being a
human being does not just make one a subject bf,ragmoral being.

What confers right on anyone is the fact of tha¢ @ a person. The
foetus, by being a potential person, they argule tlae right to life. They

hold that it is wrong to treat a foetus as a persamply because it has
the potential to be a person. There are many paterihat were never
realised and how are we sure that a particulaugo@ill not become one
of such cases.

Need to be responsible

Pro-lifers hold that the human person is a beingesponsibility. They
hold that a woman who gets pregnant should bearesgonsibility of
her actions that brought about the pregnancy. Remt aborting a
pregnancy amounts to dodging responsibility as lub®&ngs; this is a
wicked act, they hold.

Proponents of abortion counter this argument byihglthat no woman
decides to get pregnant in order to abort it laférey argue that most
cases of abortion resulted from pregnancies thatecaistakenly and
were unplanned. They hold that it is wicked to ghna person with a
baby due to a mistake she makes in the past. Tipegilg hold that if

the resulting child is seen as an adequate punisthfoethe mother for
her past mistake, that the child is not being &@as a person with
dignity. Rather it is being treated as an instruimei punishing the

mother. Proponents of abortion hold that this if, emore evil than

abortion, which they consider a harmless exercise.

The danger of abortion to human health

Anti-abortionists hold that despite the advancemeft medical
technology, abortion still constitutes serious matirisks for the
pregnant woman. They cite instances where womer weaimed or
even where they died in the process of procuringrtadn. They hold
that a woman who has subjected herself to the rigkslved in
procuring abortion have acted in such a way asaiwvevtheir right to
life which they have no right to do. In a sensechsawvomen have
violated the sanctity of their own persons.

Anti-abortionists also point to cases of malforneddidren who were
victims of unsuccessful abortion. Some of such dchit became
imbeciles, while others are known to suffer fromheast forms of
avoidable illness.
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Proponents of abortion present a counter argumbeat the anti-
abortionists are responsible for the health dangeaved in abortion.
They hold that modern medicine has perfected alogrocedure but
that the campaign of the antiabortionists prevemwtsmen from
consulting professionals who can handle the intres involved in
abortion. Because of this, many women who needtiaboare discrete
about it and do not take time to know where to atirtsained abortion
experts.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Defend the anti-abortionists’ view that the foetlifg is sacred.
4.0 CONCLUSION

The practice of abortion has polarised humanity tha other. It is one
of the few cases where a husband and his wifelyeladrbour different
and opposing views. Settling the great controvarsglved in abortion
disagreement depends on settling another impodaestion: When
does a human person begin to exist? The controveussounding
abortion has rested on this question. Once it tese the abortion
debate will naturally fade away.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, you have learnt the meaning of albortiYou have also
understood the different forms of abortion. Besidlesse, you have
followed the history of abortion from many tradite of the world. At
the end, you were exposed to the various arguntbatssupport or
criticise abortion.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

Distinguish between spontaneous and induced abortio
Discuss the two main reasons why women engageartiai.
The foetus is a human person. Argue for or agdmstosition.
Discuss three arguments against abortion.

Discuss the aspect of Aquinas’ teaching, which pnemts of
abortion use to support abortion.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we studied abortion as wedl the ethical
implications of it. In this unit, we are concerngih stem cells research
and therapy. The discovery of stem cells is on¢hefmost important
discoveries of the 20th and 21st centuries. Thatential as antidotes to
diseases and sickness as well as early death segmgject them as a
welcomed discovery. However, stem cells research dgenerated a
controversy, second only to that of abortion, ie #orld of today. The
source of the debate is the fact that the most itapbstem cell needed
for the human body can mainly be sourced from tiedn embryo. The
same process that yields as stem cell from an embgstroys the
embryo at the same time. In this unit, we shallnex& the following
issues: meaning of stem cells, types of stem deiksory of stem cells
research and therapy, arguments for and agaimatc#s research and
therapy.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

define stem cell

distinguish the different types of stem cells

trace the history of stem cells research

present your own arguments in favour or againsinstells
research and therapy.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Understanding Stem Cell Research and Therapy

Stem cells are undifferentiated cells that are-isiewing and have the
potential to produce specialised differentiatedsceThe importance,
which medical and biotechnological researcherseptat stem cells, is
attributed to their multiplying ability, as theyeaable to develop into
many kinds of human tissues and organs. More iraptyt, a stem cell
can be propagated for many years in a laboratogedd, any disease
that is as a result of cell damage or cell malfiamctan be healed by
replacing the damaged or malfunctioned cells wtgmscells, which
grow to form the damaged cells. Stem cells researaimises to provide
cure for a number of wicked diseases that tormamnhdmity like
Parkinson disease, diabetes, cancer, and so on.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Define stem cell.

3.2 Types of Stem Cell

Stem cells are differentiated according to theitepoy. Stem cell
potency refers to the potential of a stem cell emegate new cell
phenotypes. There are three basic types of stels. Cdiey include
totipotent, pluripotent and multipotent stem cells.

3.2.1 Totipotent Stem Cells

Totipotent stem cells are stem cells that havec#pacity to give rise to
the whole organism as an integrated living beinghadurally fertilised

egqg, that is, a one-egg embryo, is the ultimatenga of totipotent stem
cell. A one-egg embryo is an embryo that has naddd itself, and that
Is at most four days old since fertilisation ocedrrTotipotent cells like
a one egg cell contain the potency to differentiate all cells of the

three embryonic germ layers and extraembryonic tgles (like

placenta) necessary for foetal development. Relsearabout totipotent
stem cells raise no ethical questions at all.

3.2.2 Pluripotent Stem Cells

Pluripotent stem cells are stem cells that posbessapacity to give rise
to the many different individual cell types of tHeuman body.
Pluripotent stem cells, like the totipotent sterfiscpossess the potency
to differentiate into all cells of the three embm® germ layers but
unlike the totipotent stem cells they lack the poteto differentiate into
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extraembryonic cell types (like placenta) which guite important for
foetal development. What this means is that pbiapt stem cells,
while they are able to grow into any part of thenlam body cannot form
a complete human body.

According to Keown (2005), pluripotent stem celtsvé the “ability to

divide for indefinite periods in culture and givese to other more
specialised cells. They are infinitely flexible acah turn into any other
cell in the body. For instance, a particular platgnt stem cell can grow
into a brain cell, a muscle cell, a heart cellkia ell, a liver cell, blood

cell and so on, when cultured to do so. One whaMsnleow to play the
game of scrabble would easily have a clearer mcairthe nature of
pluripotent stem cells as they function exactlythe body the way a
blank functions in the game of scrabble by takimgany value as you
want it. What this means is that the pluripotergnstcells can be
cultured and made to become any type of cell needeithe body.

Researchers see this as having great implicatiotréatment of many
human diseases like cancer, Parkinson, diabetes,sanon. Thus, a
pluripotent cell introduced into the body will grothe decaying,

decayed, injured or dead cells (parts) of the bodyere are three
confirmed sources of pluripotent stem cells. Thaglude embryo,

foetus, and teratocarcinomas. Besides these, unoeaf data suggest
that human bone marrow contain pluripotent sters.cel

Embryo: Pluripotent stem cell derived from embryo is knowa
embryonic stem cell (ES). Embryonic stem cellsfaremed in the inner
cell mass of an embryo at the blastocyst stageegancy (about 5-10
days after fertilisation of egg, when the embryouisdergoing cell
division, and before implantation in the womb osjulVhat this means
is that one who needs embryonic stem cell will ¢ty five-10 days old
fertilised egg, and extract the inner cell massypgical embryonic stem
cell has the capacity to take on the form of afl tells in the human
body.

One major source of embryonic stem cells is leftogmbryos that
remain after fertility treatment. Embryos used fiertility treatment are
derived through in vitro fertilisation (IVF). Morembryos than are
necessary are often produced during such treatnagatscouples may
donate the leftovers. Another major source is fodiasue of
terminated/aborted pregnancies. At any rate, these sources of
embryonic stem cells, because they involve the afsembryo, have
generated much ethical controversies.

Foetus: Pluripotent stem cells derived from foetus are knoas

embryonic germ cells (EG cells). The only sure wayacquiring
embryonic germ cells is through induced abortiohst toccurred
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between the fifth and ninth weeks of pregnancyelgts think that
embryonic stem cells (ES) are more elastics tharak&therefore has
more propensity to become different kinds of dedirt the EG.

Teratocarcinomas Teratocarcinomas is a rare type of cancer that is
rich in pluripotent stem cells. Stem cells deridezim teratocarcinomas
is called EC cells.

3.2.3 Multipotent Stem Cells

Multipotent stem cells are also known as somatmstells, adult stem
cells, or tissue stem cells. This type of stemscadlfound in specific
parts of the body of already born individuals (dhein and adults) in
whose bodies they produce tissues of the same @fstorn et al
(2005) define multipotent stem cells as:

Undifferentiated cells found among mature and
specialised cells in a tissue or organ. They reside
various tissues in the human body, with bone marrow
peripheral blood, skin, skeletal muscle and liveing
well known examples. They can differentiate to ¢iel
the specialised cells of the tissue or organ, dmail t
main function is to maintain and repair the tissae
which they are found.

Researches involving multipotent stem cells do rage any ethical
iIssues apart from the normal issues raised by dinels of researches
involving human beings. These are issues relatedftomed consent
and others.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the three sources of pluripotent stem.cells
3.3 History of Stem Cell Research and Therapy

Stem cell research is about tissue generation. iflea of tissue

generation first reached us from the Greek mythplibgt has existed
for more than 2500 years. It was contained in tlyghnof Prometheus.
According to the myth, Prometheus, one of the Gigaeks had brought
humanity the gifts of the arts and sciences. Howews most important
gift to humanity was fire which he stole from tlinder-god, Zeus and
brought down to mankind on earth. The myth hasat Prometheus was
a lover of humanity. When he was assigned to dittdemeat of an ox
between the gods and men, Prometheus divided tred m& two

unequal parts and kept them in two separate pahs. first pan
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consisted of all the bones as well as the fat efathwhereas the second
pan consisted of all the meaty flesh of the foxe Tlods were to choose
first and were to be represented by Zeus. Promsiha@owing full well
the contents of the two parts, tricked Zeus intoosing the pan that
contained bones and fat.

On discovering that he had been tricked into chap&iones and fat,
Zeus became annoyed and vowed to make sure thahehé became
useless to man. The only way to ensure this wasdke sure that
humanity lacked the power of making fire that wolld needed in
boiling and cooking the meat. Knowing that the meauld become
useless without fire, Prometheus found a way tal $tee where it was
hidden by Zeus and gave it to man. Zeus was ngbyhépat his most
important monopoly (fire) had been stolen and swn to men on
earth that he decided to punish Prometheus. Premettvas captured
and chained to a rock. An eagle was sent everyt@agt his liver. The
liver regenerated every night and Prometheus rezdaative (Russell,
1967; Taylor, 1997; Funderud, 2008).

Stem cell research has proved that this anciergkarey/th is a mirror of
reality; that some tissues of the human body, oholy the liver, can
actually regenerate. The first scientific obseatabout regeneration
was witnessed in lower animals when it was notitted amphibians
could regenerate the whole of their amputated limBabsequent
researches were focused on discovering whetheneegion could ever
be possible with mammals. Two scientists, Till &hciCulloch, in 1961,
published a work wherein they showed that “différdtood cell
lineages originated from the same stem cell” (Fumae, 2008). This
only confirmed the existence of multipotent stentisceThe roles of
these stem cells in normal tissue maintenance wseovered during
this period.

Early researches on embryonic stem cells were cdrated on mouse.
However, discovery about human embryonic stem walé made in
1998 when researchers in University of Wisconsimjtédl States of
America led by James Thomson, made a successiubten of human
embryonic stem cell from an embryo donated by gplwho no longer
needed them for their infertility treatment. In teeame year, scholars
from John Hopkins University, led by John Gearheannhounced that
they had derived GS cells from a foetus gotten frantherapeutic
abortion. These sources of stem cells generataddedabates about the
moral implications of stem cell research. Howe\ssigntists say they
are exploiting other avenues of deriving stem cedbich will pose
lesser ethical questions.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Recount the history of stem cells research.
3.4 Arguments against Stem Cells Research

Stem cells research, especially embryonic stens ceBearch, poses a
number of ethical questions. These questions hawergted arguments
against stem cells research. The following are somthe arguments

proffered against stem cells research.

Embryonic stem cell research destroys human life

This argument borders on the status of the embiyydhe embryo a
human person or not? Opponents of stem cells m@seangue that
human life begins at fertilisation. They hold thhé pre-implantation
embryo used for stem cell research is a human b&mgthis reason, it
amounts to murder to extract the inner cell of astdcyst embryo in
order to use it as stem cell. This is because ahramis always
destroyed in the process of the extraction. Hdre,life of embryo is
considered as equal to the life of any living hurbamg on earth. The
same arguments that make it unethical to murdeuraan being no
matter how noble the reasons are also make it ia¢tto use an
embryo as research specimen.

Humans are not to be treated as objects

This argument takes its bearing from Immanuel Kanthoral
imperative, which advises that each person shoelttdated as an end
unto himself. This forbids any attempt to use a amnperson as an
instrument to actualise certain goals. Here, thken for granted that the
embryo is a human person. Thus, since the embrgidisman person it
should not be used to heal another human persondolthis is to
denigrate the embryo and treat it as a means.

In vitro fertilisation is wrong

Some proponents of stem cell research have souglis whereby
embryos gotten for stem cell research are not tdkem pregnant
women. As a result, they devised means of achieverglisation

outside the human body. This is often done by sngrsemen through
“condomistic  intercourse, coitus interuptus, (withdrawal) or

masturbation” (Ekwutosi, 2008). The sourced semsdater mixed with
a female ovum and allowed to fertilise in a cultymeepared in the
laboratory. Proponents of stem cell argue that thaye not violated
ethical codes once stem cell is taking from sudtused embryo.
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However, a counter argument championed and spahsbye the
Catholic Church hold that in vitro fertilisation aalternative to
fertilisation resulting from conjugal intercoursgemorally wrong. Thus,
every form of artificial insemination is rejecteghould an embryo result
from such practice, making use of it for researahppses is ethically
wrong.

Stem cell research undermines the natural life span

Opponents of stem cell research hold that evergtaere on earth has its
natural life span decreed by God or by nature ax#se may be. They
hold that stem cell research may prolong life uessarily. Shostak
(2002) lent credence to this view when he wroté tha

Entrepreneurial scientists will perform human stesii-
research, and the possibility of immortality reskar
through stem cells will soon become global business
Making human beings immortal depends on changing
the biological machine’s design and mode of
production—its development. Rather than allowing
development to run its course to completion, itl wil
have to be stopped short of its end. An endlessceou
of stem cells will have to be installed early enoug
development to give the cells adequate experientte w
the organism’s history, and gonads, the sourcegewh
cells, will have to be suppressed.

Such schema will make life boring and will surebmgound the global
population crisis.

Slippery slope arguments

Permitting embryonic stem cells research for theuéip reasons may
lead to other unwholesome practices by the prangtis. For instance,
researchers may abandon therapeutic reasons and-pnogkice
embryos for research in toxicology and drug testing
SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the five arguments against stem cells relsea

3.5 Arguments in Favour of Embryonic Stem Cell Remarch

Despite the arguments of opponents of stem cedlsareh, supporters
still believe that stem cells research is of gredte to humanity. They
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offer the following reasons about why stem cellseegch should be
pursued.

Embryos are no human beings

Supporters of stem cell research hold that embayeso human beings.
For the holders of this position a human beingns @ho is able to
think, to feel and to be self-conscious. The emhgaks all of these
characteristics, and therefore does not qualifpedreated as a human
being. If anyone uses it in a research procesg, jheson has not
engaged himself in an unethical practice. Propaehthis view prefer,
rather, to view the embryo as a potential humamdeHowever,
potentiality does not confer to an embryo the righta proper human
being. Proponents argue that since experiencehuwagnsus that not all
potential cases are actualised, it is impropereattpotentials as real.
They argue that some poor embryos are known tonbapable of
developing into a foetus, but can still be usedstem cell research.

Therapeutic reasons

Most arguments in support of stem cells researgblve around the

usefulness of stem cell research in curing dangefauman diseases.
Proponents point at a number of debilitating hurdeeases, and hold
that they affect their victims in ways that dimimisheir dignity as

human persons and call for our pity. Stem celleassh offers a way to
help such victims out of their predicaments.

Scientific development

Proponents of stem cells research see it as hotilihgreat possibilities
for expanding research and human knowledge. Cantinkesearch on
stem cell will offer humanity a great opportunity éxplore important
biological issues. It could also offer alternaties drug testing. Thus,
instead of testing drugs on living human beingdtuced human cells
can be used as alternative.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List the arguments in support of stem cell reseamth discuss one of
them.

4.0 CONCLUSION
Stem cells research and therapy hold out greatipestfior humanity. It

holds out the possibility of complete control ofnhan diseases that
ravage the human person. The cells are capableneiving a person’s
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body in such a way that newly generated ones coihgteeplace dead
body tissues. However, stem cells research possst gnoral debate
since the source of the most potent stem cell & @mbryo. Unitil
researchers discover better alternative to humabrymas source of
pluripotent stem cell, the controversy about stefthwill continue.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, you were exposed to the meaning efnstells. You were
enlightened on why stem cells research is of grepbrtance to medical
and biotechnological researchers. You also stuithedlifferent types of
stem cells, the history of stem cells as well &alguments against and
in favour of stem cells research and therapy.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Why do medical and biotechnological researchergeplgreat
importance to stem cell research?

2. Distinguish between pluripotent stem cell and wigmt stem
cell.

3 Discuss the embryo as a source of pluripotent stts.

4. What is multipotent stem cell?

5 Discuss the three arguments against stem cellnedsea
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the last unit, we studied stem cells researcle &nsidered the
various promises that it offers us as human beMgsalso looked at the
negative implications of it. Closely related to tissue of stem cells
research and therapy studied in the previous witloning. The

discovery that cloning is possible was first grdewth excitement.

However, fear of abuse as well as complications t¢bald arise from

cloning dampened the excitement, and raised qumsstebout the
necessity of cloning. In what follows, we shall toyunderstand cloning
as well as the arguments offered by the proponamts opponents of
cloning. We shall examine the meaning of cloningthnds of cloning,

history of cloning, reasons for cloning, relatiostdtus of a clone, moral
arguments for and against cloning.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

explain the meaning of cloning

discuss the different methods of cloning

trace the history of cloning

consider the relational status of a clone

propose arguments in support or opposition to alpni

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1  Whatis Cloning?

We owe the origin of the word cloning to a Greekraydklon, which
means “twig” in English language. A clone is a genduplicate, a sort
of photocopy of an original organism.

Cloning is a process whereby a living organismraight into existence
through the laboratory manipulation of genetic makeof another

individual, dead or alive. The familiar way of bging a newborn into
the world is through sexual intercourse involvingnale and a female
whereby a male sperm fertilises female ovum. Imidg, this procedure
is bypassed and a newborn is brought into the wastkually (without

sexual intercourse involving man and woman). Clgmiecurs when a
DNA of an organism (human beings, rats, goats, andon.) is

artificially taken, mostly from the skin, manipualt in a test tube and
introduced into another organism (humans, ratsisgastc.) where it
develops as an embryo and later given birth taa Wirth that resulted
from normal male and female sexual intercourse, tthe parents

contribute 23 chromosomes, each, which go on toemgkthe genetic
heritage of the newborn. In cloning, the offspringerits only the 46

chromosome of one person. Indeed, cloning repkctite owner of the
gene that was cloned.

Cloning is one of the latest and controversial aigcies in the 20th

century. It has wide implications for biology, hisal pharmacy,

biotechnology, and agriculture. In cloning, gendsooganisms are

manipulated to achieve certain and sure resultn€daare intended as
exact copies of the organism from which they wdomed. However,

scientists are quick to point out that certainuafices and unexplored
conditions are likely to prevent a clone from bethg exact physical
copy of the original. Beyond the physical, it iggaed that a clone
cannot be the same person as the original perdwy. dre two persons.
Shostak (2002) captures the point this way:
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A clone is supposed to be a facsimile of the nuelea
donor, but a human being, clone or not, is inelytats
own person, not the nuclear donor carried overrieva
body. In all likelihood, one’s clone would develdp
own personality, living in its own time and plag¥en

if one tutors one’s clone personally. A personalgy
something acquired over a lifetime, influenced ligav
by nurture, experience, and learning, and suctetnhe

is unlikely to be transferred to the new body byere
nucleus (even with a good dose of donor cytoplasm).

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Demonstrate your understanding of cloning.

3.2 Methods of Cloning

There are two methods of cloning: embryonic clonamgd Somatic
Nuclear Cell Transfer.

3.2.1 Embryonic Cloning or Artificial Embryonic Twinning

In embryonic cloning, a researcher works with a-iprplantation

embryo (an embryo that is yet to be implanted i@ Womb). In this

process, the embryo is cultured in the laboratohens its cells are
separated and then introduced into a woman’s warhb. cells go on,
individually to develop into different foetuses,tlmenetically identical
with each other. In embryonic cloning, the embrgsulted from a
combination of male spermatozoa and female ega fipe of cloning,
as you must have guessed is used for the purpbdfegetting identical
twins. These identical twins still possess the olasomes of the two
parents whose sperm and ovum united to form tmebrgos.

3.2.2 Somatic Nuclear Cell Transfer

Among the many names of somatic nuclear cell tearesfe, nuclear cell
substitution or somatic cloning or nuclear transfer nuclear

transplantation. In somatic cloning, nucleus igawoted from the cell of
the body of a living or dead organism and implantg¢d the enucleated
(without nucleus) cell of a female ovum. This ipken the laboratory
for proper stimulation and observation. If it begio divide as it should
under normal conception, it is transferred into therus of a woman
(Ekwutosi, 2008). The embryo that results from tpiecess will be

genetically identical to the organism whose nuchas extracted from
its cell. Thus, the resulting foetus is regardeg@gluct of one person:
the owner of the extracted nucleus.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Highlight the difference between the two methodslohing.
3.3 History of Cloning

Horticulturalists had been engaged in what we nadlyptant cloning for
a long time now. The Horticulturalists, however, mat call what they
do cloning. They prefer to use the term buddingeyltwould cut from a
mature plant, insert the cutting into another pland allow the cutting
to grow into identical copies of the original pldram which the cutting
was made. The horticulturalists use this to maeshpre good breeds of
plants.

Scientists, working in their laboratories, had expented on animal
cloning since the 1950s. However, this experimé@mawas restricted to
practicing with tadpoles and frogs. The possibibfycloning mammals
had tickled the imagination of scientists since 18&0s.However, this
was mostly in form of peer-reviewed articles in rieal journals.
Artistes would later exploit this in the famousnfil The Boys from
Brazil. It was only in 1993 that five scientists, Jerry IHd@Robert
Stillman, and three others informed their colleagie the American
Fertility Society that they had carried out an ekpent in which they
cloned human embryo. Even though the embryos cldmedhese
scientists were nonviable, (it lacks the capaatpecome a human baby
as it was produced in a process that saw theisation of egg with
more than one person’s sperm).

The first recorded case of cloning a mammal wad986, when a
cloned sheep was born. The sheep, born at RosBttute near
Edinburg in Britain was named Dolly. Dolly was repl of a ewe (a
Finn Dorset) whose nucleus was taken and injeatéal the egg of
another sheep (a Scottish Blackface) whose nueleassextracted and
discarded. The Scottish Blackface, which ownedetlpg, carried Dolly
until its nativity. When Dolly was born in 1996,aarried all the genetic
of the Finn Dorset that owned the nucleus and nointhe Scottish
Blackface that nurtured it.

The story of Dolly was that the two animals thateveesponsible for its
birth never mated. Indeed the Finn Dorset that owed cell whose
nucleus was extracted, preserved, and injected th® Scottish
Blackface died in 1994, two clear years before Yalas born. Dolly
grew up, and was the same as all other Finn Daaet that were
reproduced through sexual intercourse. In 1998a# able to give birth
like other ewes, and this was even followed by nimréas in 1999.
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The successful cloning of Dolly opened a wide d@wrall sorts of
experimentation on cloning. It did not take timddoe these too yielded
fruits. The birth of Marguerite (a calf) was annoed in France,
Cumulina (a mice) in Hawaii, as well as other exmsghat followed
them.

The success, which scientists achieved with cloramgmals, soon
trickled the imagination of men. The cloned anim&iad genetic
proximity with the human species. This gave risghe thinking that
humans could be cloned, after all. The thinking g cloning human
would help man to recreate dead loved ones or patere was also the
attraction to clone oneself while even still alive.

While some people were still contemplating the icgtlon of a cloned
human being, the Raelian religious cult (foundedFbgnch journalist,
Claude Vorilhon) built their article of faith arodirtloning. They profess
that human beings were created by extraterresidgalgs and that the
resurrection of Jesus Christ was made possibleugiraan advanced
cloning technique. For them, once one dies, hi$ seases to live, and
cloning is the only path to immortality. Simple cilog, they assured,
would be followed by invention of a technology thebuld be able to
transfer the content of a person’s memory intocmed version of him.
Once this is done, then, we can say that humaasyplerfected personal
immortality. In furtherance of their objectivesgetiRaelians announced
that they have spearheaded the birth of the flostex child, delivered
by Caesarean operation on 26th December 2002 fifgtislone human-
child was named Eve. They also claimed the birtaradther child to a
lesbian couple in Netherlands in January 2003. Was followed by
another claim that a third cloned child was dekkein Japan to a couple
who had lost their child. The newborn baby was anelof the dead
child. Until date, no person has been able to yehié above claims. For
the most part, the world looked at the group agsllaction of charlatans,
even though ethical questions were raised that ideresl the
implication of their claims if they turned out te brue.

However, the ethical questions about cloning red@erescendo when
scientists working in US-based Advanced Cell Tebabgpinformed the

world that they had developed a pre-embryo fromdbm@bination of a

cow’s enucleated egg and a human nucleus. Thesieputhat trailed

the announcement was targeted at the possible erdhst could be the
outcome of this research if allowed to come totion. The same

repulsion had made ethicists found their voicesrmaga consider the
ethical implications of cloning.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Trace the history of cloning.
3.4 Reasons for Cloning

Cloning is envisaged to serve a number of purpogésnut, et al.
(2000), the scientists that cloned Dolly, gave figasons why scientists
engage in cloning thus:

The first is for research—producing even purer
laboratory strains; the second is in agriculturd ather
areas of domestic breeding—replicating elite ansmal
the third is in animal conservation; the fourthfds
multiplying tissues, as opposed to whole individyal
for use in human medicine; and the fifth is human
reproductive clinics.

We shall follow the lead of Wilmugt al. (2000). In that case, we shall
list the following as reasons for cloning: (1) rasH# reason; (2)
agricultural reasons (3) animal conservation reas@) therapeutic
reasons and (5) reproductive reasons.

3.4.1 Research Reasons

Cloning for research purposes is meant to satefgarchers’ quest for
knowledge. The case of Jerry Hall and Robert Sailins quite a good
example of engaging in cloning for knowledge sakéen cloning is

for research reasons, the researcher only seeksnderstand how
cloning works. He may also seek to test new hymhthat he or a
colleague has put forward concerning cloning tovgkeether it would be
confirmed by a research. Researchers who are stéerén cloning for

knowledge sake are unlikely to create a viable gmband when they
do it, they may limit themselves to that of loweriraals. However,

there is fear that the curiosity that leads theeaeshers into

experimenting on the embryos will also lead theto @llowing viable

embryos and into wanting to see the outcome of tiegearch.

3.4.2 Agricultural Reasons

Some breeds of livestock have proved to be betian tothers in
nourishing the human body. Cloning for agriculturehsons seeks to
increase the production of such breeds whereabdaliebreeds will be
gradually phased out. Agricultural cloning will nease meat
availability.
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3.4.3 Animal Conservation Reasons

Scientists have informed us of a number of anirtfads were once in
existence but have now gone into extinction. A dhigoes into
extinction when all instances of it can no longerfound anywhere on
earth. If the condition for an animal’s survival earth no longer exists
that animal immediately goes into extinction, esaléc if it cannot
force itself to adapt to the new conditions. Thare scientific reports,
which inform us today that a number of animalsaifected in this way.
Cloning for animal conservation reasons ensures shah animal is
preserved as scientists work to see how to maka t@apt. Through
cloning, scientists can also recreate extinct gseci

3.4.4 Therapeutic Reasons

In therapeutic cloning, a patient's somatic celltiansferred to an
enucleated egg to generate embryonic stem (ES tiedt share the
patient’'s genome and, after differentiation, can used as therapy
without the need for immunosuppressive drugs (Bcksgn, 2007). It is
suggested that the first attempt at cloning, wHater resulted in the
birth of Dolly, was aimed at therapeutic reasongpédfts hope that
through therapeutic cloning people would be ablshed off/wear off
old and weak tissues in their bodies for stronget mew ones. Such
diseases that affect the cells can be replacedewy cells produced
through cloning.

Despite the promises which therapeutic cloning holat to us,

opponents are quick to point that it affects theman embryos
negatively as stem cells needed for therapeutinimfpare got from

human embryos in a complex process that also leathse death of the
lending embryos. There is also another fear thaticy for therapeutic
reasons will also lead to pursuit of reproductivenmg. However,

proponents argue that this risk can be mitigategbifernments set up
national bodies to ensure responsible development.

3.4.5 Reproductive Reasons

Cloning for reproductive reasons has to do witlatng a human being
through cloning. In reproductive cloning, a geraticidentical copy of

a living or dead human person is produced. The hamgaments against
cloning are tied to cloning for reproductive reason

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the agricultural and research reasonddamg.
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3.5 The Relational Status of a Clone

Philosophers are at difficulty to establish thatiehal status of a clone,
especially one cloned somatically. One of the gomestat the heart of
this difficulty is whether to see the clone as tfilspring of the owner
(original) of the nucleus that resulted in the eofhere is argument to
the effect that the clone cannot be regarded asftspring of the
original. This is because the natural procedurasdlves one identity as
a biological parent to another human person demématsa child be
born through the union of male sperm and femalerovu

The second question is whether to consider theecéonl the original as
the same person. Ethicists frown at this and hoéd the clone and the
original are not the same person. Even though éme @f the original
was recreated in the clone, the original himsel$ wat recreated. In this
regard, Ekwutosi (2008) gives us two reasons trekenit impossible to
regard the clone the same as the original.

1. Mitochondrial genes: The argument is that the whole gene of
the enucleated cell is not removed when the nuakusmoved
from the cell as about 0.2 per cent still remamghe wall of the
cell (this gene is called mitochondrial gene). Thuten the
nucleus of another cell is introduced into the ézmted cell it
comes in with only 99.8 per cent of the cloned gemdich joins
with the 0.2 per cent of the enucleated genes itm fihe new
person. Therefore, the original is not entirely shene person.

2. The second reason is that cloning only creategéhetic base of
a person. It has no influence on the non-genetsedauch as
environment, subjective experience, character, thabnd
personal decisions based on free will. Based omsethd is
concluded that the resulting child will lack the mary of the
original, as well as his personality as these afluenced by
factors other than genes.

Having shown that the clone and the original arethe same person,
our question persists: What is the relational statfia clone? Juengst
(2005) volunteers a plausible answer. The relaktignbetween a clone
and a cloned is that of twins: “delayed twins.” Wiiae two of them

have is mere identical genome, the same that w#nivins have. In

this sense, they are two persons, who have indavidghts and duties
as different persons even though they have the sgem®mes as
identical twins. However, there is a differencewviesn identical twins

and “delayed twins.” Morscher (2005) explains ti$erence thus:

The existentially and morally relevant difference
consists in the fact that identical twins exist
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synchronically or simultaneously, whereas the dalbone
individual starts living onlyafter the original from
which it has been cloned akdowsabout this fact.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Do you consider the clone and the original as #raesperson? Give
reasons for your answer.

3.6 Moral Arguments against Human Cloning
The following are arguments offered against cloning
Cloning is dangerous for the cloned

This is the most current and the most widely aaxgeven though not
the most philosophically correct) argument agaghshing. It holds that
cloning a human organism is morally wrong becaumse fractice of
cloning poses great risk and danger for the cléteaple who hold to
this position always cite the fate that befell Dods that which will
befall any clone. Dolly developed immediately wigkne of an adult
ewe, and within few years of its birth sufferecksiesses meant for adult
ewes, (arthritis and progressive lung diseasefiaatly died. Cloning a
human being to suffer the fate of Dolly is nothimgt mere wickedness,
and is forbidden by the principle of non-maleficenc

Cloning will produce monsters

This argument anticipates the possible misuse @hdmu cloning if

allowed. This is more of a slippery slope argumagainst cloning.

Permitting cloning will engender many other inhumanactices like

eugenics, setting up stores for human spare pant,finally for the

reproduction of a superman or a monster. In additsrientists who
have experimented on animal cloning hold that meloyped foetuses
exhibit “giantism”, as they grow so large that @domes impossible for
them to be carried in any womb. If this happena imuman pregnancy
what would be the fate of the pregnancy.

Cloning whittles down human autonomy

The Rubinstein argument against cloning holds thaning is morally
bad in itself, as it will destroy the human dignitgutonomy, and
freedom of the clone. A clone will not be allowex develop into his
own person. Rather he will be pushed into takinghgpsocietal role of
the person from whom he was cloned.

109



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

Cloning usurps God'’s duty

Another argument against cloning is that it chajkshthe authority of
God. God is conceived in many religions (Christigndudaism, ATR,

and Islam) as the creator of man. Creating manlabaratory is seen as
an affront to God’s authority.

Cloning is wasteful

Opponents of cloning maintain that cloning is uressary and overly
wasteful. Scientists report that, so far, succéssanipulation of an egg
cell occurs after 104 unsuccessful attempts. Whist heans is that
valuable eggs are wasted in the course of tryingqdoieve a single
cloning whose perfection no one is yet certain.

SELF-ASSESSMENT

List five reasons why you think cloning is morallyong.
3.7 Moral Arguments in Favour of Cloning

The following are reasons offered in support ohaig.
Solution to infertility

Many counsellors have observed that childlessrsetigei major threat to
family life. Most couples are torn apart because ofithem is incapable
of bringing forth a child into the world. Proponsmif cloning argue that
with cloning, infertility will be a thing of the &4, as parents who lack
the capacity to give birth through sexual interseucan easily resort to
cloning in order to have a child that is truly theffspring unlike what is

the case with adoption.

Source of organ transplantation

Physicians who engage in organ transplantation rloge time and

energy it takes them to locate a donor for organdplant whose organ
matches that of the patient. There are instancesvaatching donors
are not found. Cloning will solve this problem, las clone will be a

ready-made match of the original who will be a natstandby donor of
organ transplant in case the need arises for igaatr.

A surer way of birth control

For the first time in history, cloning offers thpportunity of controlling
the type of persons to be brought into the worledpBnents hold that
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not every person will be cloned as only geniusespfe of great talents,
of great beauty and characters will be cloned. ais, imbeciles, the
handicapped, and the poor will not be cloned. @igrsuch people will
make the world better as their contributions wdlghin the development
of the world.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
List the three arguments against cloning.
4.0 CONCLUSION

We are yet to confirm the first recorded case ofamed human being.
Arguments for and against cloning are only meanantcipate or to
forestall human cloning. So far, many governmeritthe world have
banned experimentation on cloning. This means tliat, now,
opponents of cloning have won the battle.

5.0 SUMMARY

You have been exposed to the nature of cloning a4 as to the
different methods of cloning. You have also studige various
purposes cloning serves as well as the historeatldpment of cloning.
You have equally learnt the various arguments sigport or oppose
cloning.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Differentiate the chromosomes of a clone from thfabne born
through sexual intercourse.

Discuss the two methods of cloning.

What circumstance heightened the controversy ationtng?
Discuss the five reasons against cloning.

Discuss three arguments in support of cloning.

abrwn
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MODULE 3 BUSINESS AND ENVIRONMENTAL

ETHICS
Unit 1 Introducing Business Ethics
Unit 2 Intellectual Property Rights
Unit 3 Whistle-blowing
Unit 4 Major Issues in Environmental Ethics

Unit 5 Animal Rights

UNIT1 INTRODUCING BUSINESS ETHICS
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Meaning of Business ethics
3.2 History of Business Ethics
3.3 Reasons Business should be Ethical
3.3.1 Legal Reasons
3.3.2 Public Image
3.3.3 Pragmatic Reasons
3.4 Guides of Business Conducts
3.4.1 International Codes
3.4.2 National Codes
3.4.3 Trade and Professional Codes
3.5 Corporate Social Responsibility and Ethics
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous module, we studied bioethics as ainthe aspects of
applied ethics. We considered the ethical implosadi of practices
engendered by advancement in modern science. §hah, issues like
euthanasia, suicide, abortion, stem cells researah cloning were
considered.

In this module, we shall consider issues that dreamcern to the
remaining two aspects of applied ethics: busineskice and

environmental ethics. We shall begin with businettscs. The global
nature of today’s business means that a singlenessiaffects people
across continental borders. The implication of tilesthat a crisis
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suffered by a company domiciled in one country raffgct negatively
the lives of people living in all parts of the wariMore and more of
such crisis have been witnessed and humanity hdfered the

consequences. The unspoken agreement is that dothe orises that
pulled down big businesses could have been avdidée@ businesses
had been ethical in their dealings. Thus, busiedsiss is conceived to
serve as the moral conscience of businesses. $nuthit, we shall

examine the following: meaning of business ethigstory of business
ethics, reasons why business should be ethicablegubpf business
conducts, and corporate social responsibility.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

define business ethics

trace the history of business ethics

propose arguments why business should be ethical
identify the codes that ought to guide businesses
discuss the implications of business social respoitg.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Meaning of Business Ethics

Business ethics is one of the major branches ofiepthics. It is

defined as comprising “principles and standards gligde behaviour in
the world of business.” (Ferrell, Fredrick and E#yrn.d). It seeks to
apply ethical principles to the issues of businesth the aim of

regulating interpersonal conduct that are engenddrg business
interactions. Business ethicists recognise thataihe of businesses is
the maximisation of profits for the business ownevghat they

recommend are ways of conduct that will continueetsure that this
aim is never jeopardised, and that it is pursueplistice and decency.
Business ethics, as a discipline, is meant to bailegrity and imbue

with businessmen and women responsible behavibualsd seeks to
counter the view that business is an all comerrattiat obeys no rule
or regulation.

Indeed, the prevalent spate of scandals that iegoleompanies,
threatening to bring them down, and in the procasdangering the
livelihood of people who have built their lives amal them, have made
business ethics more imperative in our time thaioree The issue is
even more complicated than you think. The globdlisature of the
world of today where businesses have gone intenmatimeans that a
scandal that affects a company in Nigeria is felthie lives of people in

114



CTH 432 MODULE 3

faraway places as in Brazil and South Korea. Ther@o field of
business that is exempt from this scandal. The apedeligion,
manufacturing, information and communication, spavorlds, and so
on, have been affected negatively by unethical \iehes. This has
raised the issue of teaching business ethics. Bsengtion is that
unethical behaviour in business is caused by igmaraof ethical
behaviours that are required from business people.

In our introduction in unit one of module one, welchthat ethics is
meant for human persons. You must be wondering wbwwe expect
good conducts from businesses, which are not humeargs. You are
right in thinking that a business is not a humars@e. However, you
must also know that a business is managed by hubeamgs. In
business world, businesses and companies are esjasl cooperate
persons. As a discipline in ethics, business etbilss at a business as a
persona ficta (fictional person). This manner of viewing a buss@r a
company is necessary because ethicists insistsatitaimpany should
have its own values and characters different frdra values and
characters of the people who manage its affairco&dtion of the
importance of this point is necessary. If a compamglues are tied to
the values of its managers, it means that thesaesathange as
managers’ change. It also means that what to eXpeota company at
every particular period of its history is dependemtwho manages it.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Show your understanding of business ethics.
3.2 History of Business Ethics

Philosophers’ interest in business (trade) datesk la the ancient

period. The Greek philosopher, Plato, was the filslosopher to show
interest in business. Plato had conceived evem fafrbusiness, since it
entails making profit as something that is desgaalble held that

business life belonged to the people with the lgdstlectual and moral

characters. In one of his books, entitleaws, Plato condemns all forms
of trade, which is the general name that appliedhat we call business
today. He wrote that trade: “fills the land with @lsaling and retailing,

breeds shifty and deceitful habits in a man’s soul makes the citizens
distrustful and hostile.”

Plato’s student and contemporary, Aristotle followRlato’s lead and
condemned trade as discredited because ‘it is maiccordance with
nature, but involves men taking things from one theo (Meikle,

1996).” According to Aristotle, barter was the besdium of exchange,
while trading represented degeneracy. Aristotleisdemnation of trade
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stems from his division of two kinds of wealth: érwealth and false
wealth. True wealth is aggregate of materials the¢ useful to
individuals and society as a whole. One only gaebdrter the things
that he needs. False wealth includes those thhgsare owned for the
mere sake of owning them. A businessman, in Als®iew, stores
up wealth for its own sake, that it may be said Hwais rich, and not for
the use, his wealth will serve the community orvedrimself.

Another ancient voice in consideration of businesss Cicero, the
Roman philosopher and orator. Cicero raised a nguaktion for the

businessman. He had asked whether a grain dealemwahl taking his

grain for sale in a community that was sufferingnir famine, was
obliged, on arriving the community before otherigrdealers who he
knew were coming after him, to inform the membédrghe community

that other traders were coming after him. Cicerd &sked the question
knowing that revealing or not revealing that otigeain dealers were
coming after him would affect the price of his geo€icero’s answer
was that the dealer was morally bound to informatiected community
that other dealers were on his heel. It is fraualuliehe failed to inform

them, and therefore made more money than would haga possible if
he had competitors.

St. Thomas Aquinas, in the medieval time, had takenCicero’s
question and reconsidered it. Aquinas held thatirsg Cicero’s
postulation, the grain dealer had no obligatiomform the traders that
there were other merchants coming after him. Hed hiblat the
businessman would only be making a prediction iftbld them that
there were others coming after him. Circumstanceghintonspire to
stop them from arriving at the community. In these, his prediction
had turned out to be false, and he had equallyindphimself of a just
price.

Another issue of business that was of interest quias was labour
remuneration. He had gone to consider whether aulap that was
poorly remunerated had acted unethical if he sigctebk money from

his employer. Aquinas response was that such labdwd not acted
unethical as far as what he took was for his sastes and not meant to
be stored away.

If Aquinas answered Cicero, Plato and Aristotle®mawon business were
unanswered and unchallenged until the 18th centingn Adam Smith
emerged. Adam Smith is famous for his great bobte Wealth of
Nations. In that great book, Adam Smith had written that:

It is not from the benevolence of the butcher, the
brewer, or the baker that we expect our dinner friou
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their regard of their own interest. We address elues
not to their humanity, but to their self-love anevar
talk to them of our own necessities, but of their
advantage.

The implication of the above quote is that profaking, condemned by
Plato and Aristotle, is necessary if humanity watotserect a lasting
economic system. The system of production and raaiking can only
be propelled by the positive greed of the businessto make wealth
and more wealth.

Despite the views expressed by the philosopherateie above on
business, business ethics as a field of study didemerge until the
1970s. Specifically, business ethics as a fieldtofly owes its origin to
America. 1970’'s was the decade when business pafesand
philosophers asked questions and proffered ansal®rst the practices
of business people who made so much gain to therdett of society.
A very good instance of this was the industrial \wwagenerated by
manufacturing companies, which destroyed the athergpfor everyone
whereas owners of the companies alone enjoyed #adtiwthat came
from their productions.

Thus, philosophers and business professors startadue that business
people owe social responsibility to the people bseaof their activities.
The kernel of the argument was that industrialtstsld not continue to
debase the environment with the hope that somelseesaould worry
about the consequences of their actions. Othercgofhiat were later
considered under business ethics included the iqussof bribery,
deceptive advertising, price collusion, product ebgf and the
environment. During the period, too, business ettscalso identified
many challenges that faced business people anddeoed what would
be the best possible reaction.

The 1980s up to the 2000s is regarded as pericsbladification of
business ethics as a field of study. As could beeeted, many

universities across the world now have courses meguon business
ethics.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Compare and contrast Aristotle’s position on tradeith that of Adam
Smith.
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3.3 Reasons Business should be Ethical

At the long run, it is profitable to not only thekdic but also businesses,
to be ethical. The following reasons given on whgsibess should be

ethical explains the various advantages an etbigsihess gains because
it is ethical.

3.3.1 Legal Reasons

Being ethical saves a business from many legabtesuwhich acting
otherwise would have brought for it. In today’s Worthere are many
avenues for a business to be unethical if it ch®dee This becomes
even more attractive because there are few chanfcéstection either
by the law or by the unsuspecting public. For ins&s, when managers
of business demand for sex from prospective empkythey are acting
unethically. Some prospective employees may nairtepis but once it
gets reported, the business is in serious troubte.avoid costly
prosecution that may follow from this, businessescto be ethical.

3.3.2 Public Image

One of the factors that determine the survivabdity business is public
perception. People are more likely to patroniseisifess they judge to
be ethical than one that is not ethical. A comparay discover that it
can repackage its expired and substandard prodactsale in the
market. There is a possibility that such company ga undetected by
law enforcers. However, there is another possyttitiat two members of
the company’s staff will gossip about this andiévss into the public
ear. When this happens, the public will perceivee¢bmpany’s product
as bad and avoids patronising it. The point benagle is that customers
are more unlikely to patronise an unethical compdarus, a company
may be forced to be ethical and do the right tHiegause it fears the
consequence of doing otherwise.

3.3.3 Pragmatic Reasons

This is more concerned with what happens to a legsiim the short run
than in a long run. For instance, people on nagi¢irat the quality of a
particular product has gone down often abandomritah alternative.
This is a natural and instant reaction to a comjsamyethical behaviour
in packaging its products.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List the three reasons why businesses are ethical.
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3.4 Guides on Business Conduct

In today’s corporate world, businesses have assutheit own
personalities and identities. Despite this, busassare also owned and
managed by a number of persons who also have dlgirindividual
personalities intact as human persons. At the |e¥eindividuals, a
person takes a private decision as regards ethiestions based on his
cultivated values. Our social experience shows tattimes, one
person’s values often differ from another persoratues, and values
indeed do clash. It is true that individuals dongrin these their clashing
values into their various positions in the compamsird businesses. How
does a company rise beyond individual differencesehgage in
conducts that are ethical in nature despite thesoped outlook of
individuals who constitute the company and mangmaffairs?

It is suggested that in order that companies shoatdbe guided by the
ethical principles of their managers which at tinoksh, it is necessary
that a company be guided by the various codes efabpns that are
enacted to it. These codes often stipulate ethedlaviours that are
sanctioned for companies, for their own good. Wisteme of these
codes are in form of laws, others are not realysl&éut are regulations
which stipulate series of dos and don’ts for busses. There are four
levels of codes, which businesses are expectetderee if they are to
be judged ethical. They include: (1) internatiocables, (2) national
codes, (3) national codes (4) business or tradescod

3.4.1 International Codes

Businesses now have lives that stretch across mbaosders.
International business codes regulate the actvitk businesses and
multinational companies across borders. A majororeffin the
development of international business code waskiawn as inter-faith
declaration entitled “A Code of Ethics on Interpatl Business for
Christians, Muslims and Jews” in the mid-1990s.i@&s the interfaith,
transparency international, is also an organisatian issues guidelines
and regulates behaviours of businesses and conspamiend the world.
Together, these institutions and more publish camfesonduct which
should be a guide to businesses and companiesein gbests to be
ethical. A company or business can look up tofthrigyuide. In the past,
it was possible for companies to engage in behasiahat are
unwholesome which are forbidden by law in one cguhut which the
law of another country is silent on. Such compahed claimed lack of
jurisdiction when the case of their misbehaviousngsught up in the law
court of the country that forbids their behavioWvith international
codes, it is now possible to hold companies acamatfor what they do
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in all parts of the world. The knowledge of inteinaal codes makes
companies to be ethical.

3.4.2 National Codes

Within the national territories, countries have esdf conduct, which
seek to regulate the affairs of businesses. Thedescare addressed
specifically to companies and businesses, privatpublic, within the
territory of particular countries. The Nigerian @odf Conduct Tribunal
issues a number of guidelines that should guideap®i and public
businesses as well as public functionaries in th&airs. A company
that seeks to maintain ethical standard should fookhese guidelines
and observe them.

3.4.3 Trade and Professional Codes

These seek to regulate activities of companies #mat engaged in
similar businesses. A good example of this in Nayas the NCC
(Nigerian Communication Commission), which reguadetivities of all
telecommunication related businesses in the countr

telecommunication company that seeks to be ethicats operation
must discover the codes set down by the NCC anerebshem.

3.4.4 Company Codes

Here we refer to the codes of conduct, which ewempany draws for
everybody that is involved in its affairs. It issal important that
everybody that is involved in the company’s affairsows what the

codes expect of them. Most senior managers of coiepaften see the
company codes as being made for the lower cadife Btathing can be

further from the truth. The company codes are méanevery person
including the person at the highest point of a canyfs administration

ladder. Indeed, the codes apply to him more siheeetis less human
regulation for him than for the ordinary staff. &wdl, the unethical
behaviours of lower cadre staff are often dictaadily and punished,
whereas that of the high cadre and shareholdersaesly dictated and
rarely punished. Incidentally, they are what puttcanpany down once
dictated by the public. What is being emphasised ®that a company
should be guided by the codes it has drawn updetfi This is the most
minimum commitment it owes itself for its survival.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Compare and contrast international codes and coynpasies as guides
of business conduct.
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3.5 Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) and Etles

The most recent definition of corporate social cespbility (CSR) is
that offered by the European Union (2011) wherdeitines corporate
social responsibility as “the responsibility of ergrises for their
impacts on society.” Corporate social responsbilinplies being alive
to the demands that society makes on an enterpnissmrporate social
responsibility, an enterprise is viewed as an igial (persona ficta)
with assigned roles in society. An enterprise aty responsible if, in
the long run, it maximises good benefits for sgciahd minimises
negative consequences for it. Thus, just as indal&l are expected to
fulfil their roles for the good of society, enteilg@s are also expected to
work to fulfil their responsibility to society. Hilling an enterprise’s
social responsibility helps that enterprise to gramd achieve its own
objectives. We must note here that a company doesngage in social
responsibility just to impress individuals. On tliste, Megone (2002)
sounds a caveat about corporate social respomgit8lhe cautions that:
“If, however, a socially responsible act does nohtdobute to the
business objective, then it is wrong — ethicallywadl as financially —
for a business to perform it.” Thus, the major ogasvhy a business
should be socially responsible is because beinghedps its cause,
favours it to win customers and at the end helps make profit. In line
with this, the EU (2011) lists three ways that @ogte social
responsibility can benefit an enterprise. Theyaaréollows.

1. It helps the competitiveness ability of the entigrand brings
benefits in terms of risk management, cost saviagsess to
capital, customer relationships, human resourceagement, and
innovation capacity.

2. Since CSR requires engagement with internal ancbrmesi
stakeholders, it enables enterprises to bettecipate and take
advantage of fast changing societal expectatioms agerating
conditions. It can therefore drive the developnaniew markets
and create opportunities for growth.

3. By addressing their social responsibility, entesgsi can build
long-term employee, consumer and citizen trust dmss for
sustainable business models. Higher levels of tnusirn help to
create an environment in which enterprises can vat® and
grow.

In all, every company has the following respongib# which it should

perform to benefit from itself and the society: ipfit responsibility,
(2) stakeholder responsibility and (3) societapoesibility.
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Profit responsibility

In business ethics, profit is regarded as long tewner value. Thus, to
make profit, after all is said and done, is theetineason why business
owners set up businesses. Business managers agds oftho are

responsible for the business have a duty to enhatethis important

owner value is met. Making profit does not favobe tshareholders
alone. The employees and the public derive somardadges from it, as
it enables the business from which they get thesams of survival to

continue in operation. Meeting its profit respoiigypalso demands that
companies strive to produce goods and servicesatieaheeded by the
people. It also demands that they are sold outdmtat affordable price.

Stakeholder responsibility

The term “stakeholder” is said to have been a newvast in the
dictionaries. First used in 1963 in a report by 8tanford Research
Institute’s Long Range Planning Service to capttire essence of
stockholders (shareholders) as the only group whaoserest
management needs to take care of. Stakeholderfisedeas “those
groups without whose support the organisation waddse to exist”
(Freeman, 1984).Stakeholder refers to all the ge@mart from the
owners who have something to do with a businessse/lactions affect
or affected by a business. The lists of a compasyekeholder can
include managers, employees, customers, lendersckhsilders,
suppliers, distributors, pressure groups, compstitgovernment, and
others who live within the area the company opseratévery company
has a sphere of responsibility which it owes akst categories of
people. Thus, in whatever actions they take, bgsimeanagers bear in
mind that they are responsible for the effectsrthetions produced on
these people. Companies are to work to produce gfiedts for all
these people and not bad ones. This responsibaditied to the
stakeholders is built on the benefits, which thengany receives from
them.

It follows that if a contribution is made or ris&ken,
and this contribution or risk is accepted by thbeot
party, then the party is obliged to return a benf
protection from harm) to the risk-taker. Thus, #uo of
contributing a stake (if accepted) confers riglutshe
stakeholder. Correspondingly, the act of acceptirey
contribution  from  the  stakeholder  imparts
responsibilites on the organisation (Michelle
Greenwood & Helen De Cieri, 2007).
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Ethicists have established a connection betweenatisfectory
behaviour among workers and the failure of managénme meet
company’s responsibility to them. Thus, stakeholdesponsibility
demands that employees, for instance, should be&tidairly. One way
of ensuring fair treatment of employees is to reemate them properly.
A good company pays its workers according to tpeaductivity level.
Besides taking good care of its workers, a compames the
responsibility of seeing that their staff obey laws it local, state or
federal laws. We have used the employees merelgxample of a
stakeholder group to whom a company owes respdibgibihis does
not mean that the employees are rated above otiaeholders.
Moralists insist that the concept of stakeholdepleasises that despite
their clashing interests “all corporate stakehaddbave equal moral
status” (Cragg, 2002). What this entails is tha thanagers’ duty is
mainly that of balancing these clashing intereBtey (managers) “must
act in the interest of stakeholders as their ajdisan and Freeman,
2004: p. 82).

Societal responsibility

This relates to the good an enterprise is expeitedb for society. A
business is expected to do good first to the imatedcommunity that
houses it, then to the country where it exists amaly to the whole
world. This responsibility can be psychological nature, it can be
educational, economical, and even political, bug ohits characteristics
is that it is not codified in any law. One way asimess does its role to
its immediate community, one where it is situatedby supporting as
much charitable causes as possible. Businessstthenphasise the “as
possible” attached to this, because they hold sbpporting charitable
causes cannot be had when owner value has notassered. Megone
(2002: pp. 29-30) warns that to promote societapoasibility when
owner value has not been maximised is hypocritical.

Beyond the community where it is situated, a bussnalso owes
responsibility to the country where it operatesvadl as to the world in
general. The nature of this responsibility is sulcht may require a
business to be environmental friendly. A companyemwironmental
friendly when its activities do not contribute iariming the environment
and endangering our world.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List the three types of social responsibility a pamy owes and discuss
any one of them.
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4.0 CONCLUSION

The relevance of business ethics in today’s businmesrid cannot be
over-emphasised. Indeed, adopting business ethiidls h&lp the
productivity level of a company, ensure its préével, and above all
sustain its business life. On the contrary, a colpga whom business
ethics does not make any meaning soon finds outithadays as a
business venture are numbered.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have led you through the meanihusiness ethics, and
explained to you in the process a number of reaatiysbusiness ethics
Is important in today’s world. You have also be&pased to the history
of business ethics as well as to what constitutsiness social

responsibility.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. How has the globalised nature of our world makartass ethics
an important index in our world?

2. Discuss the importance of viewing business p&rsona ficta.

3. How did industrialisation affect the emergence w$ihess ethics
in the 1970s?

4. Discuss three reasons why you think businesseddshetethical.

5. Discuss the various codes that guide businesses.

6 What is business social responsibility?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we introduced business ettaogpu. We traced the
history of business ethics as well as other corsctivat are of interest to
business ethics. In this unit, we shall consideeliectual property
rights, another topic that is of great interesbisiness ethics. The idea
of property has expanded from being understoodragilile materials to
include intangible and immaterial stuffs. The gesatpart of human
history has known only about physical property. Theg years of
physical property has given it the advantage ohdeieveloped, and
being protected both by laws and ethics. The sasneot true of
immaterial property. While it is impossible to fimdperson in any part
of the world who professes ignorance of physicapprty rights, the
greatest majority of people on earth live in utmaghorance of
intellectual property rights. A good number of thed they come in
contact with it, will without any qualms of consete violate the
intellectual property rights of others. This uninsiders the implications
of property rights protection. In doing this, itllnexplore the meaning
of intellectual property rights, history of intetkeial property rights,
copyrights and patents, violability of intellectugroperty rights,
arguments for and against intellectual propertiitsg
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2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o discuss intellectual property rights

. relate the history of the development of the idéantellectual
property

J proffer arguments for and against intellectual proprights.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Understanding Intellectual Property Rights

Intellectual property rights is a term that coveng’s proprietary rights
to what one has written, invented, painted, scdlpteomposed,
produced or created. It is a term that recognisas fust as is the case
with physical property, using or taking anothergoer's idea without his
permission is morally wrong (Simon Rogerson, 208272 ). The need
to protect intellectual property rights arises frothe nature of
intellectual property itself. This has been obsdri@ be immaterial or
intangible. The intangible nature of intellectuabperty means that its
owner may not be aware of its lost even while wil§ of people take
hold of it. In physical property, infringement isways in form of
dispossession, and it is easy to prove this axanealways point at the
absence of the item from the place where it wasétly kept. This is
not the case with intellectual property as the awnay not point to any
physical absence to prove the loss of property. [6Bs will also not
limit his ability to use the property. Intellectuaroperty rights,
therefore, gives an inventor, writer, musician, eleper, the right to
control the use, sale, performance, of his intaligic works over a
specified period of time.

The need to recognise and protect intellectual gmygprights has
widened following the advent of information and coonication
technology. Property like music, books, drugs, CBsgd so on, can
easily be laid hand on by pirates and imitatedhgnt without paying a
dime to the original owner of the idea. Thus, iletetiual property rights
seek to protect ideas from the greed of pirates @tants owners of the
idea the opportunity to reap from the labours efrtimind.

In business ethics, discussion about intellectuapgrty rights keeps
expanding in importance. Fairchild and de VuystO&O0hinge this

expansion on the fact that “brainpower supposediyed the post-

modern economy.” Thus, there is the need to emphdlkat respect for
intellectual property rights is necessary for tlistenance of the 21st
century world of business.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Demonstrate your understanding of intellectual proprights.
3.2 History of the Development of Intellectual Prperty

The earliest recorded rule about ownership of ptgps traced to the
Romans. The Romans had made a rule which statesethaullius fit
primi occupantis (the first possessor of a thing became the owner by
right of occupancy). For the Romans, one who takes hold of what
has hitherto been a no man’s property becomesriggal owner and
other people are prevented from seeking to tak@tbperty away from
him.

John Locke, the 18th century English philosopheswne of the first
persons to offer a philosophical consideration rfgie ownership and
property in general. However, his position can bews to have been
influenced by the Roman rule, which we stated abbweke has sought
the ground upon which to justify individual ownersbf gifts of nature.
Using land as a veritable example of gift of naturecke holds that a
piece of land rightly belongs to the first persohommixes his sweat
with what God has freely given. To mix one’s swestlLocke’s
euphemism for work. The idea of property was sa&mental to Locke
that he included the right to own property as ohenan’s basic rights.
The importance which John Locke attached to prgpeght stemmed
from his thinking that possessing property rightjuste fundamental for
survival and the right to life. To survive, one shib be able to
appropriate things for one’s benefit (Kimmpa, 2005)

Before the era of the industrial revolution, thenoept of intellectual
property rights was not yet conceived. Despite then-formal
formulation of the concept, artistes and scientétisn felt that the ideas
they have generated belonged to them. Thus, iegobiad not devised
ways of protecting them against abuse and thedtattists and scientists
on their own, devised ingenious ways of protectingir works from
theft. One major way of doing this was to keep enatellectual work
secret. Leonardo da Vinci, the great artist, wrdtevn his ideas in
mirror-writing in order to keep them secret fronherts and prevent their
being stolen. Mathematicians were also known toehawitten their
proofs in secret codes. The consequence was #ad @id not circulate
among scientists and artists and there were qaite ifventions and
discoveries.

The later development of the concept of intellecfu@perty and the

rights associated with it was influenced by the kemn concept of
property, which we described above. The need tdeptadeas and
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material products was strongly felt during the ygriod of industrial
revolution. If labour or work is what entitles orie ownership of
physical property, thinkers hold that the same labar work should
entitle one to ownership of intellectual properfyhinkers of the
industrial revolution era felt “that patent proieatencourages invention
and creativity by protecting ownership of new ideasd allows the
inventor or creator to reap benefits from that jdeat as the farmer
benefits from good agricultural practices on hendla(Werhane &
Gorman, 2005). The thinkers were aware of the needrculate ideas
and invention, what they offered in their formutati of intellectual
property was a system that would achieve threagshat the same time:
(1) ensure that original owners of ideas reap ftbmir creativity (2)
ensure that ideas are circulated around the wortldowt hindrance (3)
ensure that creative people are always encourageel inore creative.
This way of thinking about intellectual propertghts influenced some
countries to enact laws that protected the riglhtatellectual property
owners. However, the initial attempt at protectintgllectual property
rights only targeted property owned by citizense Thnited States of
America, for instance, refused to grant propertghts to works
produced by non-Americans even though they had Hesmmsed
elsewhere until 1891.

However, the growing dominance of information armmimmunication

technology means that information and ideas aresdhacross borders,
and that there is the growing need to protect owrodrideas from

people who may use their works unjustly. This iaflued the modern
day collaboration among nations on intellectuajperty laws.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the state of intellectual property law befahe industrial
revolution.

3.3 Copyrights and Patents as Protectors of Intedttual
Property Rights

The terms “copyright and patent” refer to legaltpobion, which guards
a person’s intellectual works. Beyond this underditag, there is a
noticeable difference involved in the two terms,iasthcan be shown
once the terms are defined individually. Copyrightdefined as “a
renewable, legal protection that allows an author control the
reproduction of an original work” (Resnik, 1998)yright is intended
majorly to guard the works of arts. These inclutkerary, dramatic,
audio-visual, and choreographic works; pictoriagghic, and sculptural
artwork; music; motion pictures; and sound recaydi(Foster & Shook
1993 cited in Resnik 1998). For the most part, cgpys are held for
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life, once its owner is able to renew it, and onaymmot reproduce a
copyrighted material until many years after thethez the copyright
owner.

Patent, on the other hand, is a legal permissiangives one the right to
control the production, use, and commercialisatiban invention for a

period of time (David Resnik, 1998). This periodtwhe varies from

one country to another. In Nigeria, a patent rigbts only for 20 years,
and within those 20 years, the patent holder meiséw the patent on
yearly basis. Once he fails to do this, even i§ifor just for one year,
the patent is said to have elapsed. A lapsed pateant never be
reclaimed. Patents are intended to protect the svoflscientists over a
period of time. Once the period expires, it canbetrenewed and the
patent owner loses his rights to the patented-ptppghich becomes
public property. It is thought that the period bétpatent is enough for
the inventor or his sponsor to recoup expenseseana some money
from his work.

One may wonder why patents are not held for like lcopyright. The
answer to this question lies in the nature of whaiatented: scientific
works. Scientific works are often built upon sciatworks. Allowing a
person to hold a scientific work for life may methat there may not be
enough opportunity to build upon a particular stfenwork. This will
retard development in the field of science. Grantstientists patent
throughout the duration of their lives may also mehat interests
generated by their works may wane before the paigder dies.

One seeking a patent for one’s work must approbehpatent body in
his country and submit a well-detailed explanatiout his invention.
This will also include instructions on how to preguthe invention in
such a way that an expert in the field will be abdeproduce the
invention if he follows the instruction. Patent canly be granted to
original and useful works. In Nigeria, patents ao¢ usually granted to
an inventor of an item but to the first person toduce the invention for
patenting. What this means is that an inventor khajuard his
invention jealously until he has patented it.

In sum, patents and copyrights are two veritablstriments for
protecting original works from people who may wadatexploit the

owners of the work. Initially, patent and copyrigiwere fashioned to
protect works of science and arts. A check at theus of patents and
copyrights show that what is protected has moved irnolude

biotechnology products like plant tissues and atsmaomputer
software, business methods, smells, sounds, amulrsol(Bruno de
Vuyst 72).
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Differentiate between copyright and patent.
3.4 Is Intellectual Property Right Inviolable?

In our treatment of rights in unit two of moduleeprwe argued that
human rights are inviolable. We explained what weamby inviolable
as involving a situation where no one can take asraybody’s rights.
Intellectual property rights, since they are subsdrmnder the human
right to property can be said to be inviolable. Wtas means is that
nobody should violate a person’s right to intelledtproperty without
suffering some punishments for it. In order to easthhe protection of
these rights, most countries of the world made |#ves punish those
who violate intellectual property rights.

Despite such provisions, the question has beeadaihether there are
instances where intellectual property rights canuséifiably violated.
Before 2001 and 2002, scholars have been in agredah intellectual
property rights cannot be violated no matter thecurnstances.
However, events in 2001 and 2002 led to the redenaiion of the
guestion.

Werhane and Gorman (2005) gave the background fach s
reconsideration. This was the anthrax scare inUh&ed States of
America which occurred in 2001 and 2002. Followthg threat of
terrorist attack in the United States of Americaninich anthrax was to
be used as weapon, it was discovered that the ailgote to anthrax
was a drug known as Cipro, manufactured by Bayes.cAuld be
expected, Bayer owned the patent for Cipro. Praothie 2001/2002,
threat of anthrax attack there was little demandGgpro. This meant
that Bayer did not produce Cipro in large quanéibd did not have a
stockpile of the drug. However, the threat meaat there was a sudden
and increased demand of Cipro which Bayer seemabl@no meet. In
the face of this, the US government threatened/i¢ormle Cipro’s patent
and give the license for the production of the dimgnore companies.
The threat was not executed as Bayer rose to ttesmmn and succeeded
in meeting demands.

The Bayern drama led to the reconsideration ofdtige of patent. Thus,
the old question was asked anew: Are there circamss under which
intellectual property rights can be justifiably Mted? Following from
what transpired above between the US governmenBawdr, there is a
growing agreement among ethicists that intellecpraperty rights can
be violated in matters of emergency when life abdrty are at stake.
Thus, it is considered irrational to insist on piing abstract rights
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when such protection endangers human life. Countike Brazil and
India had stood on this to engage on the manufagtuof generic
versions of HIV/AIDS drugs in order to respond tte-threatening
challenges the disease poses to their citizenry.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Under what condition can intellectual property tgyhe violated?
3.5 Arguments Against Intellectual Property Rights

Some scholars seem not to find anything wrong iolating other
people’s intellectual property rights. They offentse arguments to show
that there is nothing with the practice. Below aoene of the reasons
given to justify the violation of intellectual pregy rights.

It involves monopoly

Opponents of intellectual property rights arguet thita enhances
monopoly, as it gives one person or a group ofgreyso much power
to dictate the prices of goods and services. Fimmetonomic point of
view, monopolists ensure maximum exploitation dfess in their quest
to ensure maximum profit for themselves. Thus, elating intellectual
property rights entails that there will be more anore competition for
goods and services. When this is done, prices edgwill be lower and
more and more people will afford essential goodsiders of this view
always give example with HIV/AIDS drugs. They hdlat these drugs
were quite exorbitant and mostly out of the reaicthe poor people who
needed them when their copyrights were held by oompany.
However, as others acquired the right to produeediugs, their prices
came down drastically. This afforded victims of HANDS the
opportunity to access the drugs for their treatment

It inhibits progress and development

Most products that we know today did not achiewe plerfection they
have attained at a trial and in the hand of one&vididal or group alone.
This was achieved through an elaborate systemialfand errors in
which many people living in different ages and does contributed
aspects of the finished products we know and praiday. Opponents
argue that intellectual property right hinders saolaboration that will
enhance progress and further development of a ptadunvention.
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Problem of identifying all the owners of intellectwal property

As stated, most intellectual property is neverghaduct of one person.
They are products of accumulated years of resghathinvolves many
persons who live in many places and at differemes. Werhane and
Gorman (2005) capture this point thus:

Intellectual property is almost always a resuladbng
history of scientific or technological developmeantd
numbers of networks of creativity, not the act of a
single person or a group of people at one moment in
time. So-called ownership of an idea is differemnf
ownership of a piece of property, because the
development of intellectual property is part of a
historical, cultural, and scientific network, a ®m of

the interchange of ideas.

However, tradition has seen the right to the prigpbeing granted to
one person or one group. Determining the propenmar person to be
granted this right poses a major problem to mdslis the right to be
given to the person who discovered the idea? Othéo person or

company who developed the idea? Indeed, a singke ¢gdn have many
discoverers that stretch centuries as well as ndanglopers that stretch
centuries. Opponents of intellectual property rigmld that the

impossibility of covering all these people in thdellectual property

right means that those that are covered by it agtstly if they receive

patent protection for what they alone did not piadu

Intellectual property cannot be owned

What is often regarded as intellectual knowledgeatber knowledge.
Opponents of intellectual property rights hold théie so-called
intellectual property is not owned by any one persbhey are placed
there by nature or God for discovery by man. Is gense, the so-called
inventors are nothing but discoverers. They haweimeanted anything
new. They have only succeeded in uncovering whatredas covered
and hidden from mankind. If these people desenas@rfrom their
efforts, it is not the type of protection that wske their discoveries as
their property.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss three arguments against intellectual ptpphts.
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3.6  Moral Arguments for Intellectual Property Rights

Supporters of intellectual property rights havefigr@d arguments to
justify intellectual property rights. Below are senof the arguments
they have projected.

Intellectual property rights enhance creativity

Proponents of intellectual property rights holdttiathout protecting
rights to intellectual property, creative peopldlwobt be motivated to
create anything. Ensuring people that they havbt rig live on their

ideas serves as incentive for such people to dpvalare ideas. Thus, if
there is no protection for intellectual propertghts, people will rather
devote their time, energy and talents to othergthitmat will bring food
on their table, and will consider engaging in ilgetual creativity will

be considered a mere hobby which can only be enlgagehen one has
time to spare.

It ensures a reserve of resources for financing rearch

Intellectual property is always a product of resharMost of these
researches are well beyond the financial capaafiessingle individual.
This is why companies often come in to sponsor mesearches by
paying researches to carry out research on a plartiéeld. There is
always an equal chance of failure and success ¢h seisearch. If it
turns out to be a failure the sponsoring compamisg. However,
whenever their investment yields a return in teoghsew discoveries,
companies have patent rights to such inventionszirgasuch rights
means that they will recoup their expenses andsinvents, and make
more money which they will use for future researthe argument is
that if there is nothing like intellectual propentights, companies will
not be motivated to sponsor research. The imptinais that new
products, including drugs will not be discovered.

It is a right reward for labour

The popular cliché that “a labourer deserves higesd proponents
insist, should also apply to owners of intellectyabperty. Such
properties are products of years of works and sapan. Thus, if a
manual labourer easily receives recompense fomfasual labour, an
intellectual labourer should also receive recompdnos his own labour.
Intellectual property right, therefore, ensured #iraintellectual labourer
receives the rewards due to him on account ofdfisur.

134



CTH 432 MODULE 3

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Discuss three reasons intellectual property rightsuld be protected.
4.0 CONCLUSION

Protecting intellectual property rights has beeomahto possess its pros
and cons. It is one of the duties of business gttacensure that these
pros and cons and harmonised. In the process, ishahsured is a
system that will protect the property owner andssteeit that he does
not exploit others.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, you have learnt the meaning of irgeflal property rights.
You have understood why it is important to proiaettllectual property
rights. You have also studied the arguments for against intellectual
property rights.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Contrast the loss of physical property and thatindéllectual
property.

2. How did artists and scientists keep their worksnirtheft before
the invention of property rights?

3. What are the three things the formulation of irtetiial property
rights was meant to achieve?

4, Describe the status of patent in Nigeria.

5. Discuss five arguments against intellectual prgpeghts.

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READING

Alford, W. P. (1995).To Seal a Book is an Elegant Offence:
Intellectual Property Law in Chinese Civilisation. Stanford, CA:
Stanford UniversityPress.

Drahos, P. (1996A Philosophy of Intellectual Property, Sudbury, MA:
Dartmouth Publishing.

Fairchild, A. M., & de Vuyst, B. (2005). “Intellectl Property Rights,
Resource Allocation and Ethical Usefulness.” In:Hreeman &
G. Peace (Eds)information Ethics: Privacy and Intellectual
Property. Hershey: Idea Group Inc.

Harrison, M. (2005).An Introduction to Business and Management
Ethics. New York: Palgrave.

135



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

Kimppa, K. K. (2005) “Intellectual Property Rightsor Rights to the
Immaterial — in Digitally Distributable Media Gorfdl Wrong.”
In: L. Freeman & G. Peace (Eds$hformation Ethics. Privacy
and Intellectual Property. Hershey: Idea Group Inc.

Locke, J. (1983)The Second Treatise of Government, 1764. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Resnik, D. (1998).The Ethics of Science: An Introduction. London:
Routledge.

Rogerson, S. (2002). “Computers and Society.” In: Spier (Ed.).
Science and Technology Ethics. London and New York:
Routledge.

Thurow, L. C. (1997). “Needed: A New System ogkltgctual Property
Rights.” Harvard Business Review. September—October: 95-103.

Werhane, P. H. & Gorman, M. E. (2005). “IntelledtBaoperty Rights,
Access to Life-Enhancing Drugs, and Corporate Moral
Responsibilities.” In: M. Santoro & T. Gorrie (Edgjthics and
the Pharmaceutical Industry. Cambridge: University Press.

136



CTH 432 MODULE 3

UNIT 3 WHISTLE-BLOWING
CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Meaning of Whistle-blowing
3.2 The Whistle-blowing Options
3.3 Moral Dilemma involved in Whistle-blowing
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The previous unit considered the ethical impliaagioof intellectual
property rights. In this unit, we shall examine #thical implication of
whistle-blowing. A number of businesses around therld have

succumbed to the tight grip of corruption. This kasitributed to the
mass of unemployment in the world, among other egusnces. The
practice of whistle-blowing is intended to nip agstion and other
unwholesome practices in business in the bud befag destroy the
businesses. In this unit, we shall examine the meganf whistle-

blowing, the whistle-blowing options available toadistleblower, and
moral dilemma involved in whistle-blowing.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

. define Whistle-blowing
J identify the various options open to a whistle-béow
o discuss the moral dilemma faced by a whistle-blower

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Meaning of Whistle-blowing

Whistle-blowing is a term adopted in business wharsgin is traceable

to two sources. The first is from the activities piflice officers who

blow their whistles to beckon on the public to hdlem apprehend a

criminal. The second source of whistle-blowing e treferee who
officiates in sports competition. A referee in foall match, for instance,
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blows his whistle to stop play once a foul or inffiement has been
committed by a player.

When adopted in business, whistle-blowing has lefmed in many
ways. For the purpose of our lecture, we acceptffdidewing as good
examples of definition of the term:

1. Raising a concern about malpractice within an osgdion or
through an independent structure associated with(UK
Committee on Standards in Public Life)

2. Giving information (usually to the authorities) aibdllegal or
underhand practices (Chambers Dictionary)
3. Exposing to the press a malpractice or cover-u@ business or

government office (US, Brewer’s Dictionary).

You should discuss with your tutor the differenoesiced in these three
definitions given above. For instance, you shoudterthat (1) and (2)
above emphasise that whistle-blowing is done irirnwhereas (3)
emphasise that it is to the public, the press thatreport should be
made. Whistle-blowing is targeted to stop corruptmd wrongdoing in
work place.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Demonstrate your understanding of the term “whistéaving.”
3.2 The Whistle-blowing Options

The 21st century companies operate in what is afedled cut throat
competition by observers. The nature of this coitipat is that
everybody wants to put everybody out of businesanyMunderhand
practices are adopted to achieve this. Often, kgssilnen and women
justify these practices because they consider bssias war. The idea
that all is fair in war lies behind their thinkinGhe ethical question
about whistle-blowing concerns what should be thle of employees,
co-staff, victims, and so on, who observe underhagrattices taking
place in their fields of work or elsewhere. Shotihgy stay silent?
Should they privately admonish the person involvetdduld they report
the matter? If yes, to whom should they report?uhthey report to
higher authorities within the company (presuming thnderhand
practice was not performed by the highest placédesj? Should they
report to the press? Should they report to law reefoent agencies?
Any of the steps above that is taken has its owmseguences when
properly analysed. In what follows, the moral inopption of taking any
of the steps listed above shall be considered.
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3.2.1 Silence/Mute

Staying silent or mute is an option before a persom firm that has
discovered malpractice in the activities of anotbempany. Indeed, to
stay silent involves less risk for the person omfthat has discovered
malpractice. Borrie and Dehn (2002) discuss sonmtorfa that may

warrant a prospective whistle-blower to keep sil@ius, the following

factors are listed.

1. The fear that his or her facts could be mistakethat there may
be an innocent explanation to the misbehaviour.

2. A whistleblower is more likely to keep silent whdre is aware
that other colleagues or competitors have knowledfehe
misbehaviour he seeks to report but choose tossiayt.

3. A whistleblower is unlikely to report a misbehavioglleague in
an organisation that has weak and adversarial faietation with
its employees.

4. In a culture where corruption is common and is seea way of
life, a whistle-blower has the tendency to keepntil
5. If a whistleblower will be expected to prove hisimpganstead of

the company investigating his allegations to as@erttheir
truthfulness, a whistleblower is unlikely to blovs lwhistle.

6. If a whistleblower is not convinced that somethmd) be done
to address the wrongdoing, he is unlikely to blagwhistle.
7. If a whistleblower is sure that his whistle-blowingll affect his

relationship with fellow workers negatively he islikely to
report wrongdoing.

Keeping silent when factors (5) and (6) are nobived is judged to be
ethically wrong for any person who has discoveredngdoing and fails
to report it. Indeed, keeping silent in the facesefious wrongdoing
affects the life span of the company as the untedomnethical
behaviour will continue to eat deep into the akectompany. The
person who has kept silent denies the employersofiportunity to
protect their interests in a company, which thetaldshed for public
good. Borrie and Dehn tell us that a culture ofersike favours
unscrupulous staff who will conclude that everydiof behaviour is
acceptable in the company. Finally, keeping sileay have dangerous
effect on the general public. A very good examp&y rsuffice here. It is
a case that involved Pfizer, a pharmaceutical compdaased in the
United States of America. Pfizer had carried oadlirgcal trial of one of
its new drugs in Kano without letting those usedthia trial to know that
they were being used as guinea pigs for a new dfitigs practice
violated a number of rights of the victims and dueily led to the death
of hundreds of them. Our argument is that if a memif staff who
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knew about this malpractice had not kept silentuabt lives might
have been saved.

3.2.2 Internal Whistle-blowing

Most ethicists favour blowing the whistle interyallThis involves

bringing the attention of malpractice to relevantharities within an

organisation where the malpractice occurs. It ipeeted that when
whistles are blown internally, that authorities gldoset up relevant
mechanisms to address the questions that weredraisee example of
laxity from authorities in addressing a wrongdothgcourages potential
whistle-blowers from reporting malpractice or to goblic with their

information. Countless examples exist to this éffec

In favouring internal whistle-blowing to keepinglesit and external
whistle-blowing the UK Committee on Standards irbliRuLife (1996)

holds that in order to encourage the practice @frimal whistle-blowing,
an organisation should:

1. have a clear statement that malpractice is takaousty in the
organisation and an indication of the sorts of arattegarded as
malpractice

2. have respect for the confidentiality of staff ragiconcerns if

they wish, and an opportunity to raise concernsidatthe line
management structure
3. stipulate penalties for making false and maliciallsgations.

Beyond this, an organisation should also devote iaternal
communication line for whistle-blowing.

Companies are to encourage the practice of intevhatle-blowing as
it saves them from harms that have the potentidrioiging down their
businesses. The experience of banks that went umddigeria because
some top management staff engaged in unreportegracékte is a
serious pointer to the harm that not reporting ehstviours will cause a
company.

3.2.3 External Whistle-blowing

Whistle-blowing is external when a case or casesnalpractice are
reported to the press or the law enforcement affidé there is an issue,
which moralists are in agreement with, it is thernal whistle-blowing
is always a preferred option among the three optlmeing considered.
However, there are instances when blowing the Vehisternally is not
safe for the whistleblower. Moralists hold that whiae ground is not
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safe for the whistleblower to sound his whistleeintlly, the only
options left to him is to go external with his glé¢ions or to keep silent.

Blowing one’s whistle externally has a wide imptioa and can raise
many ethical and legal questions. Some of thesestigums concern
confidentiality and secrecy. Opponents of externddistle-blowing
argue that an employee owes the duty of confidigti® his employers
and that reporting underhand practices in the compaolates this.
Indeed, some employees who had gone external htin information
had faced and heavy charges in the law court brtoagainst them by
the company against whom they blew their whistlerri® and Dehn
(2002) are of the opinion that an external whisteler is often left in
the cold in most legal systems, as “there is ndegtmn for a worker
who makes an outside disclosure — even if it igand faith, justified
and reasonable.” Apart from the legal alternats@ne companies had
sacked such an employee, and argue that he wowdhbd influence on
others and that his presence will affect work plaocenradeship, and
therefore, affect productivity.

To avoid the unsavoury consequences of externatigHblowing, one

who engages in it often does so anonymously.duite easy to dismiss
an anonymous whistle-blower as a malicious persgimg wolf where

none exists. The greatest argument against externiatle-blowing is

that one who is engaged in it does not seek redrEsss more often
said to be concerned with damaging the reputatioa company, and
finally putting such company out of business.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Which one do you favour between staying silent goithg public with
information about malpractice? Give reasons for gosition.

3.3 Moral Dilemma involved in Whistle-blowing

It is not an easy decision for a worker to blow stleis against his

colleagues or superiors. Apart from the social peional consequence
of the act, which may be in form of isolation amgection by others as
well as sack and other punishment by officials loé ttcompany, a

whistleblower also battles with his conscience lm horal status of his

actions. The battle in the whistle-blower’'s mindhat between: (1) his

loyalty to his colleagues and company and (2) hiy ¢tb society.

Loyalty to colleagues

Every company expects its staff to be loyal tdBiyond this, workers
are also expected to share some level of camaeaaewng them. There
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is this argument that whatever misdemeanour thastseexvithin a
company can be sorted out between the culprit d@d dne who
discovered him. When a worker blows a whistle agfaims fellow
workers, he is often viewed as a disloyal staff sehanly intent is to
damage the reputation of their colleagues. The saseen worst when
the whistleblower has been disciplined in the pgmsthe same official
against whom he blows his whistle. In this caseiseccused of
fashioning his whistle-blowing as a revenge for tHesciplinary
measures taken against him in the past.

Thus, in order to guide against his act of whisll@wving being tagged
as a betrayal, and revenge, a whistleblower shenddre the following:

1. that he is not reporting a harm done to him or gvaup to which
he belongs
2. that the harm is serious enough to justify disaleswand a

serious harm is one which has the capacity toeénilae public.

3. that previous efforts to solve the matter integnabs failed

4. that he has all the details about the case he perting as
experience has proved that some acts of whistheibtp

Duty to public

The view of the whistleblower as a betrayer may pelnrhim to keep
calm and allow peace to reign. However, the compangre corruption
thrives, for instance, is a part of society. Tharsything that has adverse
effect on the company affects society. As suchwhestleblower owes
society the duty to report unwholesome practicesobgerves in the
course of his work.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the moral dilemma faced by a whistle-blower

4.0 CONCLUSION

Whistle-blowing is intended as an ethical practltat will ensure good
practice among operators of businesses and congpahiewever,
whistle-blowing is not an easy exercise, so thestdilower must

exercise utmost caution as he embarks on the srerdie must get his
acts rights and make sure that he does not slgartviihere none exists.

5.0 SUMMARY

This unit has offered you a good understanding bisthe-blowing. It
has revealed to you the advantages as well asigke involved in

142



CTH 432 MODULE 3

whistle-blowing. It has also guided you on the p@thhe best whistle-
blowing practice.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Trace the source of origin of whistle-blowing insiness.
2. Discuss the three options before a whistleblower.
3 Discuss the ethical dilemmas before a whistleblower
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the three previous units of this module, we weomcerned with
business ethics. Here, we shall introduce envirartateethics and
consider some of the issues that are attached Emvironmental ethics
iIs one of the branches of applied ethics. Schadaes making steady
effort to enlarge the field. Issues of environmeéagthics revolve mainly
on how best to relate with the environments: lamdtér, soil and plants)
and animals. The discipline intends to initiateh&tsan our attitude to
the environment. In this unit, we shall examine timeaning of
environmental ethics, religious influence on hunwttitudes to the
environmental ethics, land preservation and negefsi environmental
ethics.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

define environmental ethics

o discuss religious teachings that influence attisut@vards the
environment

. explain why environmental ethics is important

o discuss the necessity for land preservation.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 Meaning of Environmental Ethics

The branch of applied ethics known as environmergilics is
concerned with applying ethical principles and the=in our relation
with non-human individuals (land, atmosphere, wageil and animals).
It seeks to examine what should constitute the gmropuman
relationships with nature. Environmental ethics bagises that not
every form of attitude towards the environment Bndioned. It
recommends what is the best possible way to belawelation to
nature.

Before now, what has motivated our behaviour towding environment
iIs our human instinct for self-preservation and vewal. The
environment plays a great role in our survival @epend on it for our
food, maintaining the ecosystem, balancing theaaid so on) that we
must develop serious interest in promoting its Wwelhg if we seriously
care about our own well being. Taking care of thellvbeing of
environment amounts to taking care of what we rieantinue to exist
on earth. The implication is that we abandon tharenment whenever
we reach the conclusion that it no longer servesead.

One of the important achievements of environmemics is its
contribution in our reconceptualising of the terentironment” and in
reformulation of man’s place in it. For most of ham history,
environment has been perceived as something org, thdferent from
human beings. In essence, the environment was is@dcenerely as
trees, air and the atmosphere. For all intents gngoses, man was
excluded from the sphere of the environment andreatrancis Bacon,
writing in the 16th century AD demonstrates thipaatedness between
the human being and the environment when he wiitas “scientific
knowledge equals power over nature.” Descarteshensame century
also proclaimed that human beings are “masters @ossessors of
nature” (Hodgson and Perdan, 2002). The implicai®nhat human
beings are different and above nature. The poinamemaking so far
can be summarised in the following words of From&000):
“understood rather literally, the environment waes stuff that surrounds
us: factories, automobiles, trees, skies.”

However, recent consciousness about the environinéioenced by
environmental ethics, among some other importafitences, views
environment not as something that is separate fraankind but as a
sort of a web in which man is also included.
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The “environment,” as we now apprehend it, runtrig
through us in endless waves, and if we were to hvatc
ourselves via some ideal microscopic time-lapsew,d
we would see water, air, food, microbes, toxingeng

our bodies as we shed, excrete, and exhale our
processed materials back out... The environment is us
(Harold 2009).

This has a wide implication. The principle of spfeservation prohibits
us from harming ourselves. In the same way, siheeenvironment is
us, we are also bound by duty not to harm the enwmient; otherwise
we shall be harming ourselves. Environment is alsewed as

something good not just because it helps in thegovation of mankind,
but because it is something that has intrinsicevaiuworth. This means
that the environment, apart from whatever good nmzhkerives from

it, is good in itself. This position makes it impéve that one should
continue to care for the environment even when Bhelsf that

environment is of no more use to him.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

How has environmental ethics affected the way wédindethe
environment?

3.2 Religious Influence of Human Attitudes to the
Environment

The discipline of environmental ethics is a recam, dating back to the
1970s. However, despite the recent origin of tiseidline, mankind had
related with the environments in differing mannefeese manners of
relating to the environment were informed by pegpleligious beliefs.

The Judeo-Christian religion, for instance, is daichave influenced a
negative attitude to the environment. The histgriagznn White, in an
article published in 1967The Historical Roots of Our Ecologic Crisis,
was the first person to call attention to the féett Christian religion
was responsible for influencing people’s behaviand attitude toward
the environment. He held that the Biblical pictuhat mankind was
created in the divine image and given the injumctio conquer other
creatures (Genesis 1. 26-28) created a dichotortwelem man and the
whole of nature. Man defines himself as the “prinéehe earth” and
sees other creatures as mere tools for the sdimsfacf his wants. In
obedience to this divine injunction, Christians aaéd to have engaged
in great plunder of the earth resources in thetqoesctualise the divine
injunction to conquer the earth. Proponents of plisition often point to
the historical practice whereby missionaries accamedrl imperialists
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into new worlds where environmental havocs were cked by
introducing new plants in places that knew nottabgut the crops.

A number of recent literatures have challengedrkgative view of the
Bible championed by Lynn White. They argue thatithjenction to man
was not for him to exploit the environment in asgass manner but for
him to serve as stewards of all creation; to marnthgaesources of the
earth in a diligent manner. Proponents of this tpmsipoint out the tone
of Genesis where God declared that all creaturese vg@od. It is
unlikely that God would have ordered man to plunoiérer creatures,
which were also good in their own rights. His iriten would have been
to have him tend for the other good creatures.dddapart from serving
man’s need, creation was conceived to promote Ggidty. There is no
way a dilapidated environment will promote the glof God.

The Asian mystic religions, Buddhism and Hinduigmesent another
view that influenced attitudes about the environtheamong their
adherents. In Buddhist thought, for instance, mahks not seen as a
special creation of God whose interest nature shaerve. Like all
other sentient beings, mankind, as conceived bydBisdh, is also
subject to the laws damsara (the circle of rebirths). Buddhism teaches
that human beings can be reborn as animals or aedswhile the
animals and trees can also be reborn as humansbdihg implication is
that Buddhism sees a kinship relation arising fa@pendent origination
existing between man and other works of natures Kmship relation
demands that the environment be treated the samewwareat fellow
human beings. Thus, if the Buddhist refrains fralink) an animal, it is
because he sees a relationship between himseltrendnimal. Peter
Harvey (2000) captures the logic of Buddhist teaghHe writes that:

One’s present fortunate position as a human is anly
temporary state of affairs, dependent on past good
karma. One cannot isolate oneself from the plight o
animals, as one has oneself experienced it, just as
animals have had past rebirths as humans. Morever,
the ancient round of rebirths, every being one ®me
across, down to an insect, will at sotinee have been a
close relative or friend, and have been very goaoahie.
Bearing this in mind, one should return the kingnies

the present.

Besides this, Buddhism sees the earth as abodensé gods, who
though invisible, share the earth with man. Thesdsgdo not live in
houses as human beings do. They live in large tadshealing herbs,
which acquire their potency to heal simply becagsds live on them.
Destroying a tree may amount to destroying the almidhe gods. Such
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destructions may provoke the gods who may decidautosh man for
this transgression.

Recently, scholars have questioned the positiveluente on
environment attributed to Buddhism. They point toe tBuddhist
teaching that the ultimate goal of a Buddha istnobetter this world,
but to achieve permanent escape from it as evewythn it is
impermanent. Thus, the Buddhist emphasis on nir@aaadise) is
intended to serve as motivation to transcsardsara, the rebirth system
that will always lead one back and forth into therld. In the Buddhist
system, the earth is not a stable system as it é@mtinuous process of
war, and decay, and will eventually die as a restih consuming fire
that will engulf it. When this happens, the livegséng on earth will
transform into immaterial substances and awaittming into being of
a new earth. Once the new earth is born, the immaatives will
become material again and begin to live on the pawh which will
undergo all the same processes as the dead eattie End, nothing is
permanent. Scholars argue that such view of thih &afar from being
friendly to the environment.

Proponents of Islamic religion present Islam asrenmentally friendly
religion. This is because Islam regards the whailsarse, including
man, as the creation of Allah. Everything creatgddbah is good and
they all join in the worship and praise of Allamély all are to submit in
praising Allah, man being the only one who occaslignbecomes
disobedient.

The Quran does not conceive the earthly creatuseseing made to
serve human purposes, rather man plays the ratedhalifa (meaning
servant) for all other creatures. Risalifa man is expected not to engage
in wastefulness, and destruction of other creatuktis task is to
preserve and protect them.

Besides the Quran, the Islamic hadiths (Muslim tnaditions), is said
to be environmental friendly. It was reported tRabphet Mohammed
instructed Muslims to have respect for plants antnals. Muslims
point at two of the prophet’s favourite quotes tove that he was
environmentally conscious. The quotes are as faloWhe entire earth
is a mosque” and* Live in this world as if you Wlive in it forever,
and live for the next world as if you will die tomow.” Muslims hold
that these two sayings are proofs of Islamic cansmess for
environmental well being.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Compare and contrast the positive influences of dBigin and
Christianity on their adherents in relation to émvironment.

3.3 Land Preservation

Land preservation relates to the conservation odl land the general
atmosphere in such a way that they are able taisuste lives of plants,
animals, and human beings. Scholars in physicalenses,
environmental sciences, natural sciences, and suploy believe that
mankind have overused the land. There is fear thatontrolled
industrialisation had weakened the earth’s capdoityustain lives, that
the increase release of poisonous chemicals igatimosphere poses
serious dangers to mankind as they drasticallycattee health of the
human population, as well as that of plants andmals. The
philosopher, Aldo Leopold, made an analogy betwéenand of today
and slaves of the ancient times. He holds that iara$ enslaved today
as human beings were enslaved then. This enslaveshéand did not
start today. It is a process that started manysyago but intensified in
the past one hundred years when industrialisatiensified. Leopold
tells us that if we look back to the ancient peraol blame the ancient
men for enslaving human beings, future generatitislook back to
our days on earth and blame us for enslaving tie la

Leopold recommends that the best way to treat dne water, soil,
plants) is to view them as part of our moral comityjur©One owes duty
and responsibility to one’s moral community. In hamrelations,
mankind do not harm members of their kindred doetriThey target
outsiders for attack. If we regard the land as partour natural

community, we should refrain from harming it. Thas, refrain from

harming the land and to make pronouncements thatpvahibit man

from doing so as part of our cultural heritage fomnat Leopold said
should constitute land ethic, a branch of enviromtaleethics. “A land

ethic changes the role ddomo sapiens from conqueror of the land
community to plain member and citizen of it; tmsplies respect for his
fellow members and respect for the community ash’si&enneth

Goodpaster cited in J. Baird Callicott, 1999: @633

Callicott (2008), drawing from Leopold, gives threeientific reasons
why mankind should embrace land preservations. They (1)
evolutionary reasons (2) ecological reasons (3)e@apan astronomical
reasons.

Evolutionary reasons: This draws from the evolutionary theory of
Charles Darwin where all things, animate and inaténare said to
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have derived and developed from one another. Assaltt mankind
should see itself as having a common origin witidland indeed with
every other creature in the world. Based on tha|i€dtt advocates for
the development of “kinship with fellow creatureswith ‘fellow
voyagers’ with us in the ‘odyssey of evolution.”

Ecological reasons:Ecology is derived from the Greek wouwaikos,
which means “household.” From this perspective,dgh is seen as a
big and complex household, which contains humamgdsgi animals,
plants, atmosphere, and so on. Thus, the wholatof® should be seen
as a big household. We should see ourselves aaghavsort of social
relation with non-human beings where everythingniggrated with
everything in a mutually advantageous way. As hunare should be
able to extend our sympathies to the land as a mepoflthe household
which we belong.

Copernican astronomical reasonsHere, the earth is viewed as a small
planet in the midst of other planets in a hostifeverse. There is a
constant struggle among the planets for surviviaé &arth belongs to us
and the land (water, soil, plants), and so we shalllbind together as a
community to ensure that it is not swallowed updmynpetition in a
hostile universe.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss Aldo Leopold’s analogy between slaves efahcient times and
land of today.

3.4 The Need for Environmental Ethics

Proponents of environmental ethics support it faruanber of reasons.
Some of such reasons are listed below.

Anthropocentric reasons

Environmental hazards threaten the lives of humamdgs on earth.

Scientists project that the earth is nearing itsyaag capacity and that
when this happens, the earth will be incapablaustasning lives, human
lives inclusive. Thus, teaching environmental ethis in the best
interest of the human species as it reinforcesnded to conserve the
environment. Conserving the environment is a wagredfuring that the
earth still retains the capacity to sustain livesluding the human lives.
Indeed, human beings depend on plants and animagsirvive. This

view expresses the point that conserving the enment is necessary
only on account of the dangers doing otherwise palie to humanity.
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Refraining from harming sentient beings

Sentient beings are those beings, which have tlpacdg to feel

pleasure or pain. Environmental degradation cabaesis and pains to
sentient beings, which include animals and humamgse In ethics, it is
emphasised that one should not cause others paimpemental ethics
makes it possible to stretch these others to irclmmimals as harming
them or performing actions that will indirectly c®uthem pain is
completely wicked.

Reverence for life

The respect which we hold for life should not jbst for human lives.
The lives of animals and plants should be also eesg. Albert
Schweitzer who championed this view maintains tiatives, plants
and animals inclusive, are equally valuable.

The usefulness of nature itself

The idea that nature and environment are of impogato man is
another major reason offered for the protectiorefironment. Thus,
destroying certain plants and animals may deprivankind of the
advantages it may gain from such plants or animmafature. He holds
that certain plants and animals have served medipurposes for man
and more are being discovered to possess medauadities, destroying
those plants and animals will deprive mankind ef benefits it will reap
from them when the times and ingenuity to explogrnh comes.

Human health

Taking care of the environment is a sure way towgme many diseases
that affect mankind today. Most of these diseasesas a result of
disruption of the environment engendered by humatiorss and

activities. Diseases are caused by a multiple ohdru factors, which

range from economical, to ecological, genetic,dnisal, developmental,
physiological and the cultural. Modern medicine @pdecognises its
limitations in improving the health of the publiEnvironment is a

strong alternative to medicine in sustaining heattbre so, since some
of the diseases are caused by environmental degrada

Duties to future generations
Another reason why we should safeguard the enviemtiratems from
the duty we owe to future generations. Ethicistkl Hbat most of the

dangers that human actions on the environment gpos&an on earth are
cumulative, and that since we know that what wdadtay has serious
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effect on the generations coming after us, we atmt to consider their
well being in our actions and decisions.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss five reasons why environmental ethics cessary.

4.0 CONCLUSION

Among other things, a good attitude towards theirenment will

sustain the environment and make it fit for humaabitation.

Environmental ethics targets at fostering bettdatienship with the
environments. It seeks to recommend the best desstdy to behave in
our dealings with the environment.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, you have been made to understand rttemning of

environmental ethics. You have also been exposethéoway our

religious teachings and beliefs influence our adiifs to the environment
as well as the need to reconceptualise our undelisia of the term

“environment.”

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Consider five reasons why environmental ethiceisessary.

2. Give and discuss three reasons rendered by J. Ballidott why
mankind should embrace land preservation.

3. In what ways can the teachings of Christianity &oddhism be
detrimental to the environment?

4. “The environment is us.” Discuss the implication tie
statement.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In the previous unit, we introduced environmenttlics and treated
some of the issues that of importance to it. s tmit, we shall consider
animal rights. The claim that animals have righds bome to challenge
our traditional views about them. Accepting thatnaals have rights
makes special demand on us as regards the appeopré/s to treat
animals. Every right calls for obligation from oth@en to respect the
right of the right holder. In the case of animatsis not their fellow
animals that are called to respect their rightsusytthe human beings.
In what follows, we shall examine the body of whanhstitutes animal
rights and the special demands these rights makes.ofVe shall also
seek to understand the philosophers’ perceptioanahals before our
age, animal sentience, versions of pro-animal asgusy and arguments
against animal rights.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

expatiate on animal rights

comment on animal sentience

evaluate the various views about animals
describe the versions of pro-animal arguments
propose arguments against animal rights.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Understanding Animal Rights

In unit two of module one of this text, we had #&bdiscussion about
human rights, which we defined as entitlements tuenan as man.
Likewise, animal rights are entitlements due tonmis as animals.
Some scholars are fast to point out that what venth to capture as
animal rights are rather vague and ambiguous. Vagueness arises
first from the concept, animals, which Vaknin (2D@%orms us is only
a concept. Practically, we know animals individyafjoat, cat, dog and
shake (and a biologist would add human being tolidie We react
differently in the presence of these animals thatdare not lump them
together. Our reaction in the face of a lion carbethe same in the face
of a sheep. This implies that we may not grant thkensame rights.
From this perspective, it is difficult to speakawfimal rights.

Despite such objections as raised above, propor@ngimal rights
hold that animals have some entitlements, whicbrigeto them simply
because they are animals. Every right calls forgakibn from others to
respect the rights of the right holder. Radicahalirights activists hold
that, not minding the differences observed in afsmae should extend
the same rights, which we have accorded to infanémimals.

Human beings use animals for a number of reasosmat,sports, furs,
skins, experimentation and zoological reasons (Boom1999). Animal
rights defenders hold that it is wrong to use atsnfar any of the
purposes listed above. They clamour for the unalerscognition of
animal rights and for the subsequent protectionsaine. Particular
emphasis is often laid on animal rights to bodiltegrity and not to be
harmed.

The thinking that animals’ rights should be proggicand preserved was
first championed by Peter Singer, an Australianiddbpher. Singer in
his book,Animal Liberation, first published in 1975, argued that animals
have rights that should be protected just as hubwngs’ rights are
protected. This raises the question about whatstygderights animals
have. Singer does not assign them the same righteesm. Animal’s
nature, he argues, should dictate the type of sighshould have just
like a human’s nature dictates the type of rightnho being should
have. A female member of thdomo sapiens has certain rights which
her nature accords her. Singer argue that thoseclanaour for right to
abortion do not claim the same right for men fortheir nature men
cannot abort. In the same way, animals have cenitgtits, which should
be respected for their own preservation.
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Proponents of animal rights argue that the trub fmatespecting animal
rights and preservation lies in pressurising th&@egoments to stop
sponsoring the use of animals in experiments as$ aglin humans
stopping the practice of using animals as meaty Hiteo level a number
of criticisms against “modern ways” of meat acdiosi as harmful to
the balance of nature since animals that are beiaged for their meat
consume far greater resources than they yield. fi@nders the entire
process uneconomic and wasteful. Second, animtsr sthen they are
killed. This is known as the “humane” argument &sdaim is to reduce
and ultimately put an end to animal suffering.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Demonstrate your understanding of issues involmemhimal rights.
3.2 Philosophers’ Perception of Animals before OuAge

Right from the ancient Greek period, philosophergehbeen concerned
with discovering the nature of animals. This ises=sary if they are to
understand the proper way of relating with themwimat follows, we
shall examine philosophers’ views about animals #mel mode of
relation their views engendered in their interactiath animals.

Pythagoras was one of the earliest Greek philogsplite was also a
mathematician, musician as well as a great relgitmader/founder.
However, it is Pythagoras the philosopher as wellhe mathematician
that are popular today. Every school leaver in Nagenust have come
in contact with the popular Pythagorean Theorenthd&yoras’ view
about animals was influenced by his religious lhelidhe religion he
founded propagated the doctrine of transmigratioh souls
(metempsychosis in Greek): a process whereby the souls of menrente
different things during successive periods of rarnation. Thus, one
who is a man in this life may return in the nef las a goat, in another
as snail, and as dog in yet another and so on.dBas¢his, Pythagoras
held that animals, which existed during his lifmei, might have lived
previously as human beings. Kenny (2006) reportectrzcounter that
portrays Pythagoras’ view about animals thus:

Once, it is said, he stopped a man whipping a puppy
claiming to have recognised in its whimper the eoid

a dear dead friend. He believed that the soul, ngavi
migrated into different kinds of animal in successi
was eventually reincarnated as a human being. He
himself claimed to remember having been, some
centuries earlier, a hero at the siege of Troy.

156



CTH 432 MODULE 3

As a consequence, he devised that animals shoultrelaged with
kindness. Members of his religion were forbiddemnfreating animals,
and he himself was reputed to have preached toadsim

Anaximanderis another ancient Greek philosopher who sharediapi

about animal. In natural science, Anaximander puted to be the
earliest evolutionists. According to Anaximandeutan beings did not
begin to exist as human beings. The present natuee human being

would not have allowed the first human beings twise if they came

into the world as new human infants. This is beedusman beings need
longer time to mature and unlike other animals tleapnot survive

without care. He maintained that human beings wendured in the

womb of fish-like animals whose belly burst openewhthe human

beings developing in them reached puberty years. iitplication of

this is that fish becomes the direct ancestor ahdmu beings. As a
consequence of this, Anaximander abstained fromgeésh.

Aquinas during the medieval period held that angsfieél the same way
that human beings feel but that they differ gre&thm human beings
because they cannot reason. For Aquinas, reasanmae of the major
gualities that distinguish a human being from aitéma

Another major view about animal was one held bydages who said
that animals are mere organic machines that onfctréo stimuli.
According to Descartes, animals feel neither pleasior pain. We are
only deceived into thinking that animals feel pammpleasure by their
actions, and because we see them seem to possessotdhe organs
we have. According to him:

| see no argument for animals having thoughts excep
the fact that since they have eyes, ears, tongues,
other sense-organs like ours, it seems likely thay
have sensations like us; and since thought is declun

our mode of sensation, similar thought seems to be
attributable to them. This argument, which is very
obvious, has taken possession of the minds of alt m
from their earliest age. But there are other argume
stronger and more numerous, but not so obvious to
everyone which strongly urge the opposite (Dessarte
cited in Anthony Kenny, 2006: p. 219).

This has ethical implication; our sympathies ary @o those who feel
pain and pleasure. Since animals are incapableinfwe owe them no
sympathy and can treat them as we like. Howevegvdr we owe
animals any obligation, it is indirect moral oblige wherein we are

157



CTH 432 APPLIED ETHICS

only restrained from torturing animals becauseutary them will
dispose us to using violence against our fellow éwiineings.

The argument that animals cannot suffer pain watcsted further by
Malebranche who also held that animals are incapablfeeling pain
and suffering. According to him, animals did notenit Adam’s
punishment as a result of the fall since they wese descendants of
Adam. Pains and sufferings are consequences ofatheeserved for
descendants of Adam. The implication of this ist thaimals can be
killed since they do not suffer any pain. Usingnth®r meat and for any
other thing cannot be wrong.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Compare Pythagoras’ and Malebranche’s views on @nishowing the
implication of each view to animal protection.

3.3 Animal Sentience

For the most of human history, those who deny ahth@r rights have
based their arguments on the fact that animals aofeel pain or
pleasure. Before now, Western scholars, influenbgd a French
philosopher known as Rene Descartes (see sectibaliwve) argued
strongly that animals are mere machines that laekcapacity to feel
and think.

Promoters of animal rights have hinged their positn their ability to
dislodge opponents of animal feelings. Thus, theitpm that animals
have rights is based on animal’'s nature as a seriieing, that is, a
being that feels pleasure and pain, that can expezi emotion and
suffering and to whom these feelings matter. Theitjpm that animals
have feelings is indeed a recent one. It was firesposed by Charles
Darwin in his book,Expressions of Emotions in Man and Animals,
published in 1872 wherein Darwin states as follows:

We have seen that the senses and intuitions, tieuga
emotions and faculties, such as love, memory, tbien
and curiosity, imitation, reason, etc. of which man
boasts, may be found in an incipient, or even sinest

a well-developed condition, in the lower animals
(Darwin cited in J. D’Silva).

It took scholars 100 years to scientifically comfiDarwin’s position on
animal sentience, as recent studies by both ssisrdand philosophers
favour the position that animals can at least f@d&ley share this
characteristic with human beings. From this, inferred that just as we
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are expected to perform actions that will enhanemdn pleasure and
avoid the ones that will cause pain we are alseebga to engage in
actions that will enhance animal pleasure and tésim the ones that
will cause them pain. It is instructive that Budsthethics had arrived at
the same conclusion several millennia ago as liade Buddhists from
harming any being that breathes. “Whoever, seekiagpwn happiness,
harms with the rod pleasure loving beings gets aygpmess hereafter”
(Harvey, 2000).

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

How did the idea of animal sentience affect thespné day treatment of
animals?

3.4 Three Versions of Pro-Animal Arguments

Below are samples of arguments presented by proarhinkers. You
should do well to note the difference between theed arguments
offered.

StevenWise: Wise is a professor of Law and the author of libek,
Drawing the Line: Science and the Case for Animal Rights. In his book,
Wise argues for the extension of legal rights tonabs. A legal right
extended to animals means that a person can bgechtr court for ill-
treating any animal. Wise seems aware the diffjcaft actualising his
case since animals are so unlike humans in the sbata human being
whose rights have been violated can, on his oower, approach a court
for redress. He can also be sued when he violatether person’s
rights. The same is not true with animals. Theyncarsue on their own
neither can they be sued. Wise’s answer was tlegetincapacities do
not deny that animals deserve some rights. He hiblds infants too
cannot sue and cannot also be sued but this daestop us from
granting them legal rights. His advocacy thenh& the same rights that
are accorded to infants should be accorded to dsima

Wise sees far-reaching similarities between infamtd certain animal
species. Such animals, just like human toddler$ibéx awareness,
cognisance, and communication. It is based on thdiibition of these
qualities that we refer to infants as persons. Véigeies that since some
animals exhibit the same qualities they are to taented as persons,
“animal persons”, and extended the same rightsuasah persons that
have them.

Peter Singer'stheory seeks to promote animal interests. He apgpesm

the question from utilitarian point of view. Utditianism holds that in
performing our actions, man should favour thoseclltan promote the
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interest of all those who will be affected by hati@ns. Singer holds that
animals’ interests are also affected by our actiamsl that they should
be taken into consideration as we decide the actiem are to perform.
However, recent critics argue that Singer failedliféerentiate between
active interests and passive interests. They @it Singer had done
this, he would have realised that what animals lzaeeassive interests,
cars, too, have this type of interest, to be wasReadsive interests do
not matter. It is active interests that matter. rAalis lack cognitive

abilities that would have enabled it to formulatéi\ae interests, as such;
its interests should not be taken into accountanaindecisions.

John Webster: Webster’s theory is about animal welfare. He hotdd
mankind has social contract with animals. The matfrthis contract is
such that animals are deployed to work for manidgssthis, they also
serve as major source of food for man. His posiisotihat animals have
to be taken care of by man. They should not bavaktbto suffer, and all
resources should be committed to keep them hapgyitan

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss Steven Wise’s concept of animal rights.

3.5 Arguments against Animal Rights

Some scholars have offered arguments against aniights. The
following capture a number of such arguments.

Other creatures are meant to serve man’s purpose

The claim that other creatures are meant to séeva¢ed of humanity is
said to be supported by the Judeo-Christian religide divine order to
man in the book of Genesis, to conquer and subdimrenis said to
support this position. Indeed, earlier Christianilgdgophers and
theologians express the view that nature is plaatethe service of
mankind. Thinkers like Augustine, Aquinas, Kant|chthat animals, for

instance, should be used for human purposes. Tlseyeapressed the
thought that one can only show remorse and congoassione’s kind.

Animals are not of the same kind with humans. Tioeeg “anyone who

expressed sympathy for brutes must be something bfute (Clark,

1999). Also, a Jesuit of the late 19th century kRioy (cited in Linzey,

2006) expressed a similar view: “we have no duifesharity, nor duties
of any kind to the lower animals, as neither ta@ksoor stones.”
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The impossibility of binding non-humans to agreemeticontracts

Some animals are recognised as quite dangerousn@arns. Most of
these animals even consider the human being asahateys to satisfy
their wants for food and meat. Opponents of aniprakervation, for
instance, would argue that abstaining from killisigch animals once
they come in contact with man amounts to man cimgosself-
destruction for himself. Thus, the decision notkilb animals would
have been binding on man if those animals can mecype the
agreement not to harm them and refrain from harmmag. From this
point of view, it is argued that nature itself mutvedge between man
and the beasts. Thomson (1999) expresses thetposit

A rational being will see that it is rational totmneself
under commitments to other rational beings, who
similarly agree to be bound by moral rules. In thay,
each person will do better than they would haveedbn
there were no rules, because all others will be
conceding rights to them. However, animals will het
able to understand the basis of a social conteaud,
will not be able to respect the rights of otheosjtawill
scarcely be possible, and certainly not rationatrter
into a social contract with animals...

It might be said that having a right is conditionigion
being able to respect the rights of others, i.at those
who have rights also have duties to respect thegigf
others. It is then claimed that animals can’t hduges,
because they would not be able to understand and
operate with the concept of a duty, so they caaiteh
rights either.

Decrease in care for humans

Opponents of environmental ethics hold that thes dsing advocated
for animals is leading gradually into neglect oé ttare that is due to
man. They hold that the resources needed to mairdad sustain
animals will go a long way in taking care of thertan needs. This also
takes care of the view of animals as important s®waf protein for the
human beings. If animals are preserved in suchyaasaadvocated by
major environmentalists, it means that man willkel@as major source of
protein and this will have a serious implicationhis diet and health.
Thus, if animals should be preserved, it shouldobguch an extent that
they are to serve as food for man.
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Anthropomorphic argument

This position holds that those who attribute sewieto animals are
merely engaged in anthropomorphism. Anthropomorphis the
process whereby human attributes are assignedntm-duman being,
be it God, angel or animal. Proponents of this vé@gue that we cannot
really know how animals feel because we can negen Itheir condition
to be able to discover how they feel, and animalmot speak to us to
tell us about the pains they allegedly feel. Nowsuasing that we
consider that animals feel pain, we are not suaettiey feel it the way
we feel or that their feelings are important tonthéhe way our own
feelings are to us.

The Benjamin Franklin objection

This argument is named after Franklin Benjamin, ree-ome US
president who wrote of his abandonment of thedifa vegetarian in his
Autobiography. Benjamin argued that he had abstained from meat and
fish until one day when he was present in a plaberes his friends
prepared fish to be fried. They cut open the stdmaicthe fish and
Benjamin discovered to his horror and disappointntkat the fish he,
as usual, wanted to refrain from eating had a €né#h it had eaten in
its stomach. From that day, Franklin decided tondba life as a vegan.
He records his conclusion this way: “Well, if yoateone another, |
don’t see why we may not eat you” (Benjamin Framkiited in Singer,
1979).

This seems to counter the position of vegetariahs advocate total
abstinence from all sorts of fish and meat. Praagnhuman beings
from eating animals do not prevent those animamfbeing eaten by
other animals. They would sooner or later be ebtenther animals so
there is no need stopping human beings from enjojfiem as meat.
Advocating animal rights, therefore, would seene likirning human
beings into slaves of animals who will eventualhdeup eating up the
animals that human beings are called to take dare o

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List the five arguments against environmental sthic

4.0 CONCLUSION

Proponents of animal rights have linked it with tfeious factors that

are necessary for the sustenance of the environrBemtbeyond this,
they hold that animals have something intrinsithiem that calls for our
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respect. The proof that animals possess sentigmmoponents argue,
entitles them to all the rights that man have aroant of his sentience.

5.0 SUMMARY

Generally, this module exposed you to two aspettapplied ethics,
namely: business ethics and environmental ethicsu Were shown
some of the topics that are of interest to the oivthem. A number of
arguments and counter arguments that arose asulkh oésthese two
aspects of applied ethics were also treated.

Finally, this last unit has exposed you to the essinvolved in animal
rights debate. It has also exposed you to the wsamoncepts of animals
advocated by philosophers. You equally learnt thatmals have
sentience, and that it is on account of this thmappnents demand that
they should be accorded certain rights.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Itis difficult to speak of animal rights. Comment.

2. What is animal sentience?

3. Compare and contrast Peter Singer's animal inteaggiment
with John Webster’s animal welfare argument.

4. Discuss three arguments against animal rights.
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