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Normative and descriptive ethics examples

What is descriptive and normative ethics. Difference normative and descriptive ethics. What is an example of normative ethics and descriptive ethics.

Study of people's beliefs about morality Descriptive ethics, also known as comparative ethics, is the study of people's beliefs about morality.[1] It contrasts with prescriptive or normative ethics, which is the study of ethical theories that prescribe how people ought to act, and with meta-ethics, which is the study of what ethical terms and theories
actually refer to. The following examples of questions that might be considered in each field illustrate the differences between the fields: Descriptive ethics: What do people think is right? Meta-ethics: What does "right" even mean? Normative (prescriptive) ethics: How should people act? Applied ethics: How do we take moral knowledge and put it into
practice? Description Descriptive ethics is a form of empirical research into the attitudes of individuals or groups of people. In other words, this is the division of philosophical or general ethics that involves the observation of the moral decision-making process with the goal of describing the phenomenon. Those working on descriptive ethics aim to
uncover people's beliefs about such things as values, which actions are right and wrong, and which characteristics of moral agents are virtuous. Research into descriptive ethics may also investigate people's ethical ideals or what actions societies reward or punish in law or politics. What ought to be noted is that culture is generational and not static.
Therefore, a new generation will come with its own set of morals and that qualifies to be their ethics. Descriptive ethics will hence try to oversee whether ethics still holds its place. Because descriptive ethics involves empirical investigation, it is a field that is usually investigated by those working in the fields of evolutionary biology, psychology,
sociology or anthropology.
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Information that comes from descriptive ethics is, however, also used in philosophical arguments.[2][3] Value theory can be either normative or descriptive but is usually descriptive. Lawrence Kohlberg: An example of descriptive ethics Lawrence Kohlberg is one example of a psychologist working on descriptive ethics. In one study, for example,
Kohlberg questioned a group of boys about what would be a right or wrong action for a man facing a moral dilemma (specifically, the Heinz dilemma): should he steal a drug to save his wife, or refrain from theft even though that would lead to his wife's death?[4] Kohlberg's concern was not which choice the boys made, but the moral reasoning that
lay behind their decisions. After carrying out a number of related studies, Kohlberg devised a theory about the development of human moral reasoning that was intended to reflect the moral reasoning actually carried out by the participants in his research.

Kohlberg's research can be classed as descriptive ethics to the extent that he describes human beings' actual moral development.
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If, in contrast, he had aimed to describe how humans ought to develop morally, his theory would have involved prescriptive ethics. References ™ "comparative ethics | philosophy | Britannica". www.britannica.com. Retrieved 2022-01-19. ©~ Greene, Joshua D. (July 2014). "Beyond Point-and-Shoot Morality: Why Cognitive (Neuro)Science Matters for
Ethics". Ethics. 124 (4): 695-726. doi:10.1086/675875. S2CID 9063016. ™ Sinnott-Armstrong, Walter; Wheatley, Thalia; Sugden, Sherwood ]J. B. (2012). "The Disunity of Morality and Why it Matters to Philosophy". Monist. 95 (3): 355-377. d0i:10.5840/monist201295319. ~ Kohlberg, Lawrence, (1971). "Stages in Moral Development as a Basis for
Moral Education." In C.M. Beck, B.S. Crittenden, and E.V. Sullivan, Eds. Moral Education: Interdisciplinary Approaches. Toronto: Toronto University Press. Further reading Hamalainen, Nora (2016). Descriptive Ethics: What does Moral Philosophy Know about Morality?.

New York: Palgrave Macmillan. doi:10.1057/978-1-137-58617-9. ISBN 978-1-137-58617-9. Coleman, Stephen Edwin, "DIGITAL PHOTO MANIPULATION: A DESCRIPTIVE ANALYSIS OF CODES OF ETHICS AND ETHICAL DECISIONS OF PHOTO EDITORS" (2007).

Dissertations. 1304. See also Experimental philosophy List of ethics topics Meta-ethics Moral reasoning Moral psychology Retrieved from " The field of ethics is usually broken down into three different ways of thinking about ethics: descriptive, normative and analytic. It isn't unusual for disagreements in debates over ethics to arise because people
are approaching the topic from a different one of these three categories. Thus, learning what they are and how to recognize them might save you some grief later. The category of descriptive ethics is the easiest to understand - it simply involves describing how people behave and/or what sorts of moral standards they claim to follow.
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Descriptive ethics incorporates research from the fields of anthropology, psychology, sociology and history as part of the process of understanding what people do or have believed about moral norms. The category of normative ethics involves creating or evaluating moral standards. Thus, it is an attempt to figure out what people should do or whether
their current moral behavior is reasonable. Traditionally, most of the field of moral philosophy has involved normative ethics - there are few philosophers out there who haven't tried their hand at explaining what they think people should do and why.

Descriptive vs. Normative
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The category of analytic ethics, also often referred to as metaethics, is perhaps the most difficult of the three to understand. In fact, some philosophers disagree as to whether or not it should be considered an independent pursuit, arguing that it should instead be included under Normative Ethics. Nevertheless, it is discussed independently often
enough that it deserves its own discussion here. Here are a couple of examples which should help make the difference between descriptive, normative and analytic ethics even clearer.

NORMATIVE ETHICS

o [t deals with acceptable judgments regarding what
ought to be in choice and value. “We ought to keep our
promises” and “you ought to be honorable” are
examples of normative judgments— of the moral

ought, the subject matter of ethies.

* From the time of the early Greeks, philosophers have
formulated principles of explanation to examine why
people act the way they do, and what the principles are
by which people ought to live; statements of these
principles are called ethical theories.

1.

Descriptive: Different societies have different moral standards.2. Normative: This action is wrong in this society, but it is right in another. 3. Analytic: Morality is relative. All of these statements are about ethical relativism, the idea that moral standards different from person to person or from society to society. In descriptive ethics, it is simply
observed that different societies have different standards - this is a true and factual statement which offers no judgments or conclusions. In normative ethics, a conclusion is drawn from the observation made above, namely that some action is wrong in one society and is right in another. This is a normative claim because it goes beyond simply
observing that this action is treated as wrong in one place and treated as right in another. In analytic ethics, an even broader conclusion is drawn from the above, namely that the very nature of morality is that it is relative. This position argues that there are no moral standards independent of our social groups, and hence whatever a social group
decides is right is right and whatever it decides is wrong is wrong - there is nothing "above" the group to which we can appeal in order to challenge those standards. 1. Descriptive: People tend to make decisions which bring pleasure or avoid pain.2. Normative: The moral decision is that which enhances wellbeing and limits suffering.3. Analytic:
Morality is simply a system for helping humans stay happy and alive. All of these statements refer to the moral philosophy commonly known as utilitarianism. The first, from descriptive ethics, simply makes the observation that when it comes to making moral choices, people have a tendency to go with whatever option makes them feel better or, at the
very least, they avoid whichever option causes them problems or pain.

This observation may or may not be true, but it does not attempt to derive any conclusions as to how people should behave. The second statement, from normative ethics, does attempt to derive a normative conclusion - namely, that the most moral choices are those which tend to enhance our well-being, or at the very least limit our pain and suffering.
This represents an attempt to create a moral standard, and as such, must be treated differently from the observation made previously. The third statement, from analytic ethics, draws yet a further conclusion based upon the previous two and is the very nature of morality itself. Instead of arguing, as in the previous example, that morals are all relative,
this one makes a claim about the purpose of morals - namely, that moral exist simply to keep us happy and alive.



