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s 
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mo

ral

ity are two areas which are 

important to our society. This is 

the main idea which encompasses 

The Double S™ magazine. What is 

unique to this magazine is 

that we focus and discuss 

all aspects of morality; we 

will try our best to cover 

all sides of every story. 

Our goal is to be able to 

share important moral 

issues in today’s society as well as 

give our readers all the 

information they need to know to 

make educated decisions. Not only 

will this magazine cover ethics 

and morality, but we will tie in 

other areas of philosophy too! We 

want to make sure that our 

readers have the core ideas of 

ethics and morality. This month 

we have focused on some of the 

basic ideas behind ethics and 

morality as well as including many 

features based off the media. We 

discussed this month in our 

feature article, the media, and 

how it may not be the best idea to 

make your moral decisions based 

only on what the media says. We 

also have our “Dear Philosopher” 

column back with some of our 

most famous philosophers 

responding ever. An 

important theory that 

came about in ethics was 

Kohlberg’s Stages of 

morality and this month 

you can test yourself to 

see where you stand! 

There are also “Letters to the 

Editor” this month’s discussing 

some important discussions as 

well as experiences people have 

had dealing with ethics and 

morality.  

We hope 

you enjoy this 

month’s issue 

of   

Moral It Up! 
Media Craze! 
What’s behind 
our media and 

morals? 

Christina De Bartolo 
Editor-In-Chief 
We love hearing from you! Please 
write to us at 
editors@TheDoubleS.com 
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Philosophy starts for many 

students in high school as an 

extracurricular. The issue, which has 

risen with a lot of debate, is 

‘should the philosophy 

course be offered to all 

students’, as currently in 

Canada is only offered in 

Ontario. Here is an excerpt 

from one journal that 

discusses the issue.  

(For the entire journal please 

visit 

http://www.viterbo.edu/anal

ytic/Vol%2021% 

20no.%202/the%20coolest%

20subject%20on%20the%20

planet.pdf)  

 We chose to feature this, this 

month, because we feel this is a very 

important issue. Ethics and morality  

 

 

are a part of philosophy. Each person 

who works at The Double S™ had 

been a part of the philosophy course 

offered to him or her in high school. 

The information we discuss would 

become a part of student’s school 

lives.  This is important because 

philosophy is a discussion, which 

works quite well in high school. 

 “To many philosophers, it is strikingly obvious that philosophy 

should be taught at the high school level. These are the critical 

years when students are exploring their assumptions and 

calling into question the values and worldviews of their 

parents, peers, and society. Training in philosophy can provide 

high school students with powerful tools of analysis and critical 

reasoning, new ways of looking at the world, and new 

approaches to problem solving. It can also help students to 

situate their inquiries within the context of a 2,500 year old 

discipline, and thereby develop their sense of themselves as part 

of a shared and ongoing conversation. Curiously, however, 

philosophy is part of the official secondary school curriculum in 

only a handful of developed countries around the world. Still 

more curiously, North America lags far behind Western Europe 

in this regard. For the most part, philosophy is taught in only a 

small number of public and private secondary schools across 

North America, often as part of a course in another discipline. 

Why North America lags so far behind is open to conjecture. A 

number of extra-philosophical factors would obviously need to 

be explored to arrive at an adequate explanation for the slow 

entry of philosophy into North American secondary school 

education.  

News & Features 
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In addition, if students were able to 

hear and discuss some of 

philosophies big 

ideas then students 

would be able to 

incorporate them in 

their thinking and 

decision making on 

a daily basis. It 

would help our society for people to 

understand issues at a younger age 

because they 

can make a 

difference if 

they are 

educated before 

they are living 

in what some 

call “the real 

world” after 

high school is 

finished. 

Philosophy is 

obviously the 

base of our 

magazine. It has 

been a goal of 

The Double S  

to bring 

philosophical 

views to world. 

We hope you 

read the rest of the article online, and 

respond to the situation. We would 

like to know how you 

feel about offering 

Philosophy courses 

to students all over 

Canada so Email us 

your responses to 

www.NewsAndFeatures@TheDouble

D.com.   

These factors might include, for example, suspicions among 

policy makers and education interest groups that philosophy is a 

potentially subversive subject; theories of cognitive development in 

educational psychology that hold that adolescents are neither 

emotionally nor intellectually mature enough for philosophical 

thinking; and stereotypes about philosophy as an impractical and 

abstruse subject with little «real world» application. Other factors 

might include disciplinary rivalries within the secondary school 

curriculum, curricular inertia, lack of adequate funding in schools 

and school boards, and the absence of teacher training programmes 

in the colleges of education. However, it is not the focus of this paper 

to supply an explanation for why philosophy has been so slow in 

gaining entry into the secondary school curriculum. Surprisingly, 

there is one educational jurisdiction in North America (outside of 

Quebec’s CEGEP system) that has bucked the trend, and that now 

offers a stand-alone philosophy course as part of its official 

secondary school curriculum: Ontario. Since 1994-95 Ontario has 

offered an OAC Philosophy (Ontario Academic Course) to its high 

school students. The course is an elective that is offered to students in 

their final (fifth) year of high school. For reasons of administrative 

convenience, the course is currently housed in the History section of 

the secondary school curriculum, although it can be (and is) taught 

by teachers outside of History.” 
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News & Features 

Let’s start by saying there’s never been a better time to be a Canadian mink, or a seal, 
or a lab rat. Canadians today are more likely to moralize about the treatment of 
animals than about the lives of our fellow humans. Just 22 per cent oppose 
euthanasia, but 41 per cent condemn medical testing on animals, the survey found. 
Abortion is considered morally wrong by 22 per cent of Canadians, fewer than the 31 
per cent who have moral qualms about wearing fur. But while four in 10 oppose 
animal testing, only 17 per cent take issue with researchers using human embryonic 
stem cells. As for capital punishment, 53 per cent of Canadians consider it “morally 
acceptable,” a jump of six percentage points since Reid last asked the question in 
2007. 

As a nation, most of our sexual attitudes today would be shocking to earlier 
generations. Gay relationships, sex between unmarried men and women and having 
babies outside of marriage are “morally acceptable” to two-thirds or more of 
respondents. But that’s where it stops. Just 15 per cent condone marital infidelity.  
And pedophilia is universally condemned. Just one per cent considered sexual 
relations with minors to be “morally acceptable.” Moral views are liberalizing, but  
the public has said, “this is where I draw the line,” Mario Canseco, vice-president of 
public affairs for the polling group, says of infidelity and pedophilia. 

Where and how the line gets drawn is something of a mystery. “Morality is actually 
very complicated stuff in terms of where it comes from and what we hang onto, and 
how we change,” says Kerry Bowman, a bioethicist at the University of Toronto’s 
Joint Centre for Bioethics, a clinical ethicist at Mount Sinai Hospital in Toronto who 
deals frequently with end-of-life care, and a conservationist who has worked with 
great apes and chimps for 20 years. Bowman says ethical choices are shaped to an 
extent by a complex response to the issues of the day, but that a person’s ethical core 
goes far deeper, to an evolved instinct that predates religion and even humans 
themselves. “Contemporary religions, the great religions of the world, are really only 
a few thousand years old and they really would not resonate if they weren’t plugging 
into something that already existed,” says Bowman. 

This article is from http://www2.macleans.ca/2009/11/20/what-canadians-really-believe-

2/, go online and read the whole article. 

http://www2.macleans.ca/2009/11/20/what-canadians-really-believe-2/
http://www2.macleans.ca/2009/11/20/what-canadians-really-believe-2/
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When I first stumbled upon this 

article, I was quite intrigued. I thought I 

would be reading an article based on my 

points of view. I personally felt that my 

opinion on many of the main moral 

issues was one that many share with the 

majority of Canada, but I was wrong. 

Now the importance of this article is not 

to say who is wrong or right, or that my 

point of view is better than yours is. 

What is it trying to show is how every 

day we push what we find moral to the 

next level. Although some of the issues 

we push are truly affecting our society, 

what is shocking is what we find more 

moral and 

immoral, or 

what we find is 

more morally 

acceptable. The 

article discusses 

that more 

Canadians find 

it more 

immoral to 

wear a coat 

made of animal 

fur, than it is to 

have doctor-

assisted suicide. 

The most shocking thing for me is that 

people are putting animal and human 

life on the same level. Years ago, animals 

were peoples every way of living. They 

were used for food, clothing, tools, and 

the list really does go on. Now we do try 

to look at all sides of the story and The 

Double S™, and we talked to Joana 

Pildg, humanitarian, and she feels that 

“Animals are not asking to die, people 

are using them for even unnecessary 

things, or not using all aspects of the 

animal, so many are dying for no reason. 

Moreover, not to mention the way they 

are killed, it is quite cruel. Doctor 

assisted suicide on the other hand is 

someone asking for his or her life to end. 

Whether or not people accept it, the 

animal is not asking to die, and the 

person is”. This opinion may shock some 

people, and other agree with it. It is just 

another reason why morality is such a 

“slippery slope” because there are so 

many opinions, and usually they are very 

different from one another. This article 

has been featured because we want to 

make people aware of the actual 

numbers, what people really do think. It 

is important to know these things 

because many times people make 

decisions 

quickly and 

without much 

fact behind 

them. This also 

relates to the 

idea in our 

feature article 

this month, and 

it seems to be a 

topic on the rise 

of popularity. 

What we want 

our readers to 

leave with, from 

this article response are to make sure 

you know all the facts, and asses all sides 

of the situation before you support a 

specific decision. There are people who 

may think that stem cell research is a 

good thing, but not know, how 

abc.go.com put it “those embryos are 

unborn children.” Some people may be 

okay with this, but it is important to 

know and understand all aspects before 

you make a decision. Make yourself 

aware and okay with what you support. 

This is our society, and our choices with 

have consequences (whether good or 

bad).  By: Christina De Bartolo



 
 

9 

 

 

 

 

  

Moral issues, this is an area of discussion that involves every humans input. 

Moral issues affect every person because the society, which surrounds us, is from a 

utilitarian point of view, majority rules. In an area such as moral issues, sometimes 

majority rules may not be the best way to make decisions, but it is the one society uses. 

The reason majority rules may not be effective to make decisions about moral issues is 

because many people find out their information from the mai sources of media such as 

television news, as well as 

newspapers. Although this is the 

way many citizens, of different 

societies, worldwide, retrieve 

information about events 

(including issues that deal with 

morality), there is an issue with 

this way of receiving information.  

 Before it is discussed why 

sources such as television news 

broadcasts and news papers are 

not the best source for 

information, it will be discussed why it is even important to bring up these media 

sources.  

 Because moral issues have to do with every person, and their way of living, every 

person should have valid input (whether it will affect your town, your society, or make a 

worldwide impact) it is important that each person can choose a side of the argument, 

which they stand by. Each person of society should be able to make a decision, and 

know that this decision may not only affect their society, but become transferred to 

other societies (If we look at the issues with Kant’s Categorical imperative idea in mind, 

that the rule or decision should become universal law (Velasquez 420)). Now that it has 
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been established that it is 

important for each person 

to have an opinion in moral 

issue decisions, the idea of 

news broadcasts and 

newspapers reappears. 

 Although many 

people receive information 

from Television and 

newspaper, it may not be 

the best way for people to 

make their decisions. For someone to make a proper argument, they must know, and 

understand both sides of the argument, and choose the side they agree with most. 

Many television broadcasts and newspapers are bias, and explain how the point of view 

they (they being the television company) support is the best one. Claes H. De Vreese, a 

Professor and Chair of Political Communication at The Amsterdam School of 

Communication Research, discusses the issue with television news broadcasts. Vreese 

states “Frames in the news may affect our perception of issues and generate specific 

evaluations about politics. By means of activation of certain constructs, news can 

encourage particular “trains of thought” which citizens may make use of in subsequent 

judgements.” (Vreese 36). What is explained by Vreese is that the issue is people are 

only receiving one side of the arguments which may be neglecting information for the 

opposing side, and people are making decisions based on only knowing one area of the 

dispute.  

 Although the main issue is these 

forms of media, and the biased information 

they give, it is a great place for one to start. 

These forms of media always discuss any 

major event or issues, especially dealing with 

moral issues. People can use these forms to 

find out what may be going on. What will 

benefit society on making the best decision 

would be to research the pros and cons of all 

areas of the argument. Although it may be 

more work, it is important to support an 

http://www.ascor.uva.nl/
http://www.ascor.uva.nl/
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argument, and know all the facts about the opposite side 

as well.  

 An example of a website retrieved from the 

internet that discussed abortion facts was 

http://www.balancedpolitics.org/abortion.htm. This 

website explores both the pros and cons of abortion. It 

shows both equally, with no biased information included, 

just basic facts. Some topic which are discusses are 

“Abortion is a form of murder and demeans the value of 

human life” (Messerli), but the site also gives opposing 

arguments such as “One brief mistake can take away a 

woman's 

childhood and 

trap her for life.” (Messerli). In addition, goes 

into detail with facts for all of the pros and cons.  

The most important idea to understand is that if 

one does not become educated they may be 

making decisions they actually do not fully 

support, but just do not have the knowledge to 

make the proper decision.  

 It is clear that every person should make 

decisions in accordance to moral issues. It is 

important to always make sure though that you 

fully understand both sides of an argument 

before any decision is made. It is important to 

have input in society, just make sure you can 

fully support the good and bad for the side you 

decide to agree with.  

 Visit 

http://www.claesdevreese.com/documents/de_Vreese_JMCQ_2004.pdf to read more 

from Claes de Vreese’s article.  

Also visit http://www.balancedpolitics.org/abortion.htm for more information on the 

abortion debate. 

 

http://www.balancedpolitics.org/abortion.htm
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This Month’s Favourite Fun Fact 

The Double S™ has a different and unique name compared to many magazines. We created 

this name with a creative intent. This magazine did not want to ever take one side of the 

story. Sometimes in certain articles our writers may choose to discuss something from one 

side of the argument, but our goal is to try to at some point assess and focus on everyone’s 

point of view. Because everyone has such different points of view and different ideas in all 

these situations philosophy many times is called the Slippery Slope. It is called this because 

once you start the debate it is hard to stop, and also hard to decide what is right, like how 

you cannot stop once you started to go down a slippery slope. We got The Double S™ by 

using the first letters of Slippery Slope, which are SS. To be more creative we decided to call 

it The Double S™ rather than just calling it “SS”. We know this title for our magazine will be 

universal for all ideas and topics we focus on, and that’s your fun fact about our magazine 

this month!  

 

(Please reference to the chart below) Ethics is sectioned off into two areas. Consequentialist, to figure out if something is 

moral one looks at the “end”, and Non- Consequentialist, one sees it as a duty to do moral things. From these two categories, 

we have six sub categories. For Consequentialist, there are three, utilitarianism, the best end result for the majority of 

people, Egoist, the best end result for oneself, not please based (ex. Working out is not pleasurable, but it is good for you), 

and finally Hedonist, what is pleasurable, and good for oneself now (looks at the end result, but short term). For Non- 

Consequentialist, it is also sectioned off into three areas. Divine Command Theory, they follow four universal rules, Natural 

Law Ethics, God made our world and impose the laws (basic order, peace, justice, love, to name a few), and Kant’s 

Categorical imperative, basically whatever is chosen to be moral should be universal for all or it is not moral. 



 
 

13 

  



 
 

14 

 

  

Hi Christina, 

 My name is Libby, and before I say anything, I just wanted to mention how much I love The Double S! In last month’s 

issue, the topic of surrogate mothers was brought up. I actually am a doctor in Canada and had some points I thought would 

be great for people to read, especially from my point of view. One thing I want to state right from the beginning is that I am 

Catholic, and I am 100% Pro Life. Many doctors are not biased based on religion since they deal with so many different 

people of different religion and it is hard not to be biased, but when it comes to anything that deals with the choices of life or 

death, I follow my Catholic beliefs. Most people believe that surrogate mothers are a great thing to have, because they can 

give a couple a babies, which they are incapable to have, where is the harm in that? Well unfortunately many man made 

things have some issues that are a part of the “harmless” act. Sometimes I look at it like when we deforest a section to create 

houses, although we are giving homes to people we are destroying the forest, there is a bad that is attached to the good. 

Anyways, that is just a little something to put things “man” create into perspective. One of the biggest issues with surrogate 

mothers is that, fortunately in Canada you are not allowed to be paid for this service. In many other countries women 

basically sell their bodies, and luckily we have laws in Canada which band that, or else there would be many more argument I 

could say towards the issue. One of the big ideas many people do not understand is that even with a surrogate procedure 

there are lives being lost or harmed. When the doctor, we will call it “creates life” in that petri dish, he is not just trying it 

with one egg and one sperm. The cost for surrogacy is so high, and the failure rate is also quite high. Because of this, the 

doctors will create multiple lives in the petri dish, insert usually half (approx. 4) and then the other lives that he created in the 

dish are put in a freezer to be saved. The ones which are saved are the issue. These little lives may be used for multiple 

reasons, for future conception, medical research (to name a few). These are lives, and it is important to recognize that those 

are the not so graphic things which may be done with the new little lives. Sometimes families will ask the doctor to check of 

those eight lives he created in the dish to genetically select specific ones and rid of the others. Being a Catholic woman, this is 

awful, God will give you what he thinks appropriate, and by killing or freezing lives so you can have you perfect family truly is 

not a great thing to do. Now I know I’ve said a lot in such a short amount of time, but the argument can go on forever. I 

though mentioning it would just spark some interest for people to go and research the actual process and issues. As a doctor 

I find many times people look only at the good aspects and don’t put enough emphasis on the bad ones. Make sure before 

you make any decisions about surrogacy that you find out all the facts you need to know. 

Thank You 

- Dr Libby Cranford (Brampton, Ontario) 

 

Many of our readers have great opinions that may get some people really thinking. Letters to the editor is a place 

where our readers can express their opinions and share anything they may have in relation to previous topics or 

ethics and morals in general. Please feel free to email TheDoubleS@LettersToTheEditor.com for the chance of 

having your letter published in the next month’s issue. You can also mail in your letter to 555 Richmoon St., Ornsit 

Ontario, K8T 4D1. Make sure you include your name and the current city you live in. 

It’s great to share your opinions and ideas with our readers! Philosophy is a conversation! 
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Dear Christina, 

 I read the magazine every month, and I’m always excited to see what new ideas you have for me to think and reflect about. 

Although this is a magazine that is based mostly on ethics and morals I wanted to comment on something that is philosophy related, 

and does include moral issues, but it is based on some theories in the metaphysics category. I wanted to comment on the tripartite 

soul. I had this conversation with one of my friends and we were discussing that people can be driven by different areas, not 

everyone is lead more by their reason. I thought the discussion (on her side and mine) had some good points and I figured I would 

share our little debate. First off I said that this becomes a moral issue if people are driven by their appetites. I believe that if things 

such as food, sex, and pleasure are what drives you then you cannot be a moral person. She said that every human is different 

though, and we have all different wants and needs. I feel like if reason is not your main goal you are not really a moral person. A 

moral person would be thinking about things more important than just the basic needs. Her response to me was that even things 

such as the need for food can make someone moral and bring in moral issues too! She gave examples of things such as a poor man is 

no less moral than a rich man, although the poor man is fighting for basic needs and the rich one is not. This really got me thinking 

that I was wrong, that just because reason may not be the most important thing to you, does not mean you’re immoral. Anyways 

that was just our little discussion, and I thought it was important to share because it has really changed my point of view on some 

people and situations and I thought maybe it may do the same for another. Hope it does!  

Sincerely 

 - Jo Anna (Burnside, Halifax) 

 

Hey Christina! 

I love the magazine! It’s great! I had a story I wanted to share, and it is pretty personal, and I did have a hard time 

getting the courage to write this but I thought maybe someone else has been in the same situation, or going through it and 

I think my story is pretty inspiring. I had a pretty normal childhood, nothing special, I was pretty shy, and I never took any 

risks. Luckily I never had any issues with bullying so that is why I say it was fine. When I got into high school I started to 

realize that I never really took risks, or done anything I could remember or be proud of. I thought of joining some school 

groups and make new friends. I loved being a part of groups, it took up a lot of my spare time, but I enjoyed it. 

Unfortunately I became friends with some of the wrong people. I think the real issue was that I would do anything to 

impress them because I wanted to be accepted, because these were those kids that did all the “fun” stuff. My marks did 

drop a little, but I did graduate, as well as go on to university. One of my first classes in university focused on Aristotle, and 

I was reading about Aristotle’s Virtue ethics and it really changed my life. See, although I was in university, I was still good 

friends with all the same people from high school, so I still was not doing necessarily moral things. Anyways, Aristotle’s 

virtue ethics discuss how Vice is basically an inner readiness to accomplish moral evil, and how Virtue is an inner readiness 

to accomplish moral good. I was really changed by this. I realised that I started with good intentions, but I got into the habit 

of doing actions driven by vice, just to impress friends. Aristotle also discussed that you needed to balance life to find 

happiness. I figured out that I started at the bottom, shy and scared, and I was not happy that way, so I figured I would be 

confident, and reckless, unfortunately I had finally come to realize I was not happy that way either. I did not totally drop 

my friends, but I really started to change my ways. I lived a life in the middle; I made sure I had fun, but never to the point 

of recklessness. I studied, but I made sure I didn’t spend my life studying and that I made time to enjoy university to. I 

began to live this life of what Aristotle says is the middle way, or happiness. It really did transform my life and I thought 

that I would share this because sometimes we go from one extreme to another and miss the happiness that can be found 

in the middle. I had this great analogy, it’s like a race, if you stay and the starting point you won’t experience anything, if 

you run through and just get to the end you won’t have anything to account for, but if you take the chance, join the run, 

and enjoy everything on your way to the end, then you will be in a place in the end that you will enjoy. So hopefully I can 

help and inspire just one person, or help change one persons outlook. 

Sincerely  

Baily Tiller (Montreal, Quebec)  
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In each issue of The Double S  we include one letter for each of our three philosophers. We feature three readers 

letter dealing with Human Nature, Metaphysics, and Epistemology every month. This month we have Thales 

discussing human nature, Aristotle responding on metaphysics, and Descartes discussing epistemology. This 

column of our magazine is to being some comedic relief to such a serious magazine. So Enjoy, and remember to 

email in your letters for the chance to be featured and responded to in next month’s issue. 

 

Dear Philosopher, 

 I was reading about the pre Socratics and I 

had a few questions about Thales. I know that he 

was the first recorded person to make a guess to 

move humanity towards logic and away from myth, 

but I did not understand the whole water thing. 

What about his saying things were made of water 

was so ground breaking?  

- NotAWaterH8r 

 

Dear NotAWaterH8r, 

 Luckily you have the opportunity to speak with 
the one and only Thales himself. With technology these 
days anything is possible. Anyways to answer your 
question, although my guess was wrong, it was the question 
I asked which was important. I wanted to know ‘what all 
things come from”. This was a question no one really asked 
because we had so many myths we followed. By asking this 
question, I began a chain of other “thinkers”. It was 
interesting for other people, and they studied, and added to 
the conversation. It was discovery, without scientific fact, 
it was discovery using just questions we formed or came up 
with and explored. It was one of the first steps made in 
using this different way of thinking. It was the first 
question to spark others thoughts and moved us from what 
we call mythos (myth) to logos (logic). Hopefully I was 
able to answer your question! 

 Yours Truly  - Thales 

 

Dear Philosopher 

 I’m LOST! I feel like I don’t 

know anything! I am not even sure why 

I am writing this letter, because I feel as 

if I know nothing! PLEASE HELP ME! 

Sincerely  
 -LosingMyMind 
 

Dear LosingMyMind, 

 Don’t worry! I went through the exact same 

thing as you! And great things came out of it. I was 

skeptical of everything. It started with God, and then 

went to other people, I wondered if the world even 

existed. But one great think came from all of this 

skepticism, I learned that there was one thing for sure, 

I was thinking, and that made me sure of myself. Being 

able to know and believe yourself is the first major step 

in understanding and accepting the world around you. 

After this little incident, I coined the phrase “I think 

therefore I am”. It has become pretty popular (Not to 

brag or anything). I think one of the most important 

things I did when I was at my lowest point in doubting, 

was use reason. Remember, you are not alone in 

feeling this way! You are thinking, and at least one that 

one thing is for sure. Well at least to you; because all I 

know is that I am thinking, therefore I am, so hopefully 

you are actually thinking so you know you are. Well 

that’s that.  

 Yours Truly 
  -Descartes 
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Dear Philosopher, 

 I have always been curious about life, and how we 

know things. I would not consider myself religious, and so I 

don’t believe that some “force” is putting or gave these things 

to us, and our mind. I was wondering if there were any 

philosophers that could explain their point of view on this 

situation. I hope that you can explain thoughts, ideas, and 

your opinion on how we have them because I am just so 

confused. 

From 
 -ConfusedAndCuriousTeen 
 

Dear ConfusedAndCuriousTeen, 

 My name is Aristotle, and I would call 

myself one of the top influential 

philosophers (not to brag or anything, but 

I’m definitely up at the top of the list with 

Socrates and Plato). Anyways to get back to 

your question, I had an idea that I think you 

would be interested in. Basically what I 

think is that what is in our minds is actually 

just a mixture of experiences and 

knowledge (or things we have learned since 

we were born). This is a pretty easy concept 

to grasp, but I will further explain it just in 

case. What I think is that what happens to 

us everyday shapes our ideas and the things 

we know. For example, we know that if we 

misbehave when we are a child we may get 

spanked, because our body feels pain when 

we are hit, we know we don’t want that to 

happen to us again and there for we learn 

from experience not to misbehave. We 

know children do not have any previous 

knowledge of what is bad, showing that it 

would be impossible for transcendent 

evidence to be there, or all children would 

be perfect and know how to act. Issues with 

children are always a great place to discuss 

things because they are doing a big portion 

of their learning when they are younger  

(Kushnir). Hopefully I have helped you 

start thinking of a new approach to take, 

but you can always check out the rest of my 

ideas like this if you buy one of my books 

(You can find a complete list here 

http://classics.mit.edu/Browse/browse-

Aristotle.html). Good luck, and make 

experiences! 

-Aristotle 

 

Ethics is the STUDY of 
morality. Ethics is 
basically trying to figure 
out what is moral by 
developing standards. We 
figure out the principles of 
right and wrong behaviour. 

 

http://classics.mit.edu/Browse/browse-Aristotle.html
http://classics.mit.edu/Browse/browse-Aristotle.html
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By now, almost everyone has seen or heard of the movie that put Emma Stone on 

the map, “Easy A”. We thought this would be the perfect movie to use to discuss 

not only the philosophical relevance of ethics and morals. For those who have not 

seen the movie, we took the liberty of getting one of our favourite synopses from 

one of our preferred movie sites IMDB. If you would like the full synopsis or 

other versions of the movie review you can visit www.IMDB.com or download 

their app for free on any iPhone, Smartphone, or Tablet. 

High school student Olive Penderghast (Emma Stone) finds herself the victim of 

her school's "rumor mill" when she lies to her best friend Rhiannon (Alyson 

Michalka) about a weekend tryst with a fictional college freshman. Word quickly 

spreads of Olive's promiscuity and, much to her surprise, she welcomes the 

attention. When she agrees to help out a bullied friend by pretending to sleep 

with him, her image rapidly degrades to a more lascivious state and her world 

begins to spin out of control. As she helps more and more of her classmates and 

her lies continue to escalate, Olive must find a way to save face before the school's 

religious fanatic Marianne (Amanda Bynes) gets her expelled and she loses a shot 

at attaining her own happiness. Written by The Massie Twins 

 This movie covers so many moral aspects it is CRAZY! The movie 

essentially follows its main character, Olive, being put in situations where she has 

to make moral decisions. There are so many areas of the movie where Olive is 

asked to make moral decisions, and where she is affected by how others think she 

should decide. I think the biggest moral issue Olive has is deciding if it is right to 

lie about something, and ruin her own reputation (both decisions dealing with 

morality) to help save another person’s reputation. Now according to the 

Utilitarian view point, she should have been making her decisions based on the 

idea that in the end their will be more people happy then not. I think it would 

have been hard for Olive to decide based on the Utilitarian point of view because 

throughout the movie she would have one person happy and then another mad, 

and one happy, and then one mad, it was basically the cycle of the whole movie, 

and in utilitarian eyes, would be a 50/50 fight with really no end. I think that she 

used something more like Aristotle’s virtue ethics to decide what to do because 

she based it on what was right as a person. Now that I have said the way I think 

she made decisions, we will look how each character in the movie effected (or 

tried to effect) Olives moral decision making process. We created a chart to show 

which characters used which kind of theory to help them make their moral 

decisions and expanded on it below. 

 

http://www.imdb.com/
http://www.imdb.com/search/title?plot_author=The%20Massie%20Twins&view=simple&sort=alpha
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We are going to talk about the main decision theory each character used so you can relate it to the theory we 

matched them with. One thing we must say first is that some of the characters used different theories to make 

decisions as they grew in the movie, so we tried selecting characters that mainly used one way of making moral 

decisions. 

Utilitarian – Olive’s best friend was tagged as the utilitarian because she thinks that her best friend is not a 

good person because of what everyone else is saying. She is utilitarian because she always agrees with what the 

big group of people agree with, whether it is (at the beginning) going against her, or (at the end) being her 

friend again because everyone else has forgiven her. 

Hedonist – The guidance counsellor was given the Hedonist position because she always looked at the end 

resulting, how it would affect her, but she looked long term. This is because she had a marriage she wanted to 

keep, and her own future with being a guidance counsellor. She wanted Olive’s decision to be based on the fact 

that in the long run Olive’s reputation would no longer be affected, but that the guidance counselor’s marriage 

and life would be.  

Egoist – The gay friend took home the egoist reward. He wanted Olive to pretend so that just short term he 

would reap the benefits of not being picked on if people thought he was straight. He knew it would only be 

short term and he did not want it long term anyway, just until school was over.  

Divine Command Theory – The church girl obviously wins this title. Almost everything she says is based off of 

the rules of the church. She is angry with Olive for not using the divine command theory and making god and 

everyone else happy with truth and honesty, and she wants Olive to be able to change her ways to help do well. 

Natural Law Ethics – This position is for her old/new best friend and by the end of the movie, boyfriend. We 

think that he pretty much always gave advice based on her having the happy medium. He also discussed many 

of the vices and making the right choices and acting accordingly to those choices. 

Overall, the movie Easy A intertwines many of the theories discussed in philosophy, now that you have a short 

review on what to look for based on the theories, make sure you watch the movie and try to pick them up, or re-

watch the movie and see if you can make any other notes to who makes what types of decisions.  

 Have fun, and take it Easy  

 

• Utilitarian 

• Hedonist 
• Egoist 

• Divine 
Command 
Theory 

• Natural 
Law Ethics 
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This quiz will help you figure out 
what stage you are on Kohlberg's 

morality scale. Kohlberg was a 
psychologist, and he created these 

staged to show the six staged he 
thought everyone is on (and may 
go through) for moral reasoning. 
Remember even if the stage says 
it is meant for children, anyone 
can be anywhere on the scale, 

depending on how advanced their 
moral decision making is. Good 

Luck! 

 

Check out the 
next page for 
your results! 

 

Check out the 
next page for 
your results! 
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How to figure out your score: 
-Each bubble is actually a number (they go numerically from top to bottom for 
each question)  

...So the first bubble is one, the second bubble 2, and so on. 
-The bubble number is equal to the Result or Stage number 
-If you answered all three questions for the same stage, you are 100% that stage 
-If your score varied between, retake the test and make sure you answer 
honestly 
-Sometimes, you may think in one stage, but go back to another for certain 
decisions; this may be the case if your score was between all different stages  
 
 
Result 1: 
Stage 1: Punishment and Obedience  
Description: 
You do very basic things in terms of morality. This stage starts when you are a child. 
Usually a reward is given to you when you do something good (given a cookie) and a 
punishment when you do something bad (time out). 

 Result 2: 
Stage 2: Personal Usefulness ("Me first") 

Description: 
Moral decisions are still very basic. The moral decisions you make are based on what is 

the best thing for you. Still something many children use to make decisions. 
Result 3: 
Stage 3: Pleasing Others/Peer Pressure  
Description: 
You will do anything to make others around you happy, in a pear pressure way. If your 
friends want to be peaceful than you will become peaceful, but if your friends want to 
drink alcohol, you will do that to, just to impress your group. 

Result 4: 
Stage 4: Law and Order ("Its Your Duty") 

Description: 
This become more advanced in decion making. You basically listen to what ever the law 

says. You bandwagon, and fully listen to what ever the law tells you. You don't want to be 
disobedient towards the law which governs you. 

Result 5: 
Stage 5: Social Contract ("What society stands for") 
Description: 
You make many of your decisions based on moral standards. Although you follow the 
law, you would be willing to break it if it went against something you thought to be 
morally wrong. This is an advanced way of making moral decisions.  

Result 6: 
Stage 6: Personal Conscience ("Its the principle of the thing") 

Description: 
These people are very rare, and usually known world wide. People who are stage 6 

include Jesus, Socrates, Gandhi, Martin Luther, Mother Teresa... (etc). These people base 
their lives on basically moral equality for all. Some are even willing to die for the 

principle they stand for. 
 
  

http://quizilla.teennick.com/quizzes/create
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This month for moral moments we sat down with people who were different than one another in job, age, gender, 
point of view etc. – Basically we got a mix of people who live very different lives and asked them to sum up in a 

paragraph how they felt after reading this question, “Is the moral behavior of people within our society negatively 
impacted by television programming?” 

We gave them the freedom to discuss whatever they wanted that had to do with this question. Moral 

Moments this month is focussing on how people may view the same situation in very different ways. Just 

remember no one is wrong, and everyone is allowed to have his or her own opinion. We hope that you can maybe 

learn something from someone who looks at life differently than you do, or maybe they brought up a point you 

never considered. At The Double S™ we are always looking at ways to help our readers explore and grow, and we 

hope you enjoy this Moral Moments this month. Have something to say about this? Comment on our facebook 

page under Moral Moments. 

Here is what they said... 

 

 

“Is the moral behavior of people within 
our society negatively impacted by television 

programming?” 
 

 

 

My name is Anthony Conte. I'm 30 years old 
and I'm a Commercial Producer for Rogers Radio 
Toronto. (98.1 CHFI, Sportsnet 590 THE FAN, KISS 
92.5 and 680 NEWS) 
I personally think that movies affect society. Growing 
up, kids and teens idolize their favourite movie stars 
and if the movie star is acting out, they can think its 
okay. An example when I was growing up was the 
movie of Dazed and Confused. After that movie, 
High School initiations started up in many places 
again.  
As for adults, it's maybe not as impressionable but 
watching movies to escape everyday life can 
sometimes spark ideas and of course open our minds 
to act out in certain ways. It depends on the 
psychological aspect of an individual but movies, I 
personally believe, influence the way many 
individuals act and behave.  

 

 

Hi my name is Carla Conte, I'm 

33 years old and I own an interior 

design company. In regards to how I 

feel about the media affecting our 

morality - I feel that if inadvertently 

does. For the most part I think that we 

turn to what we taught growing up - 

whether it is from religion, culture etc. 

However, when we are faced with a 

difficult decision and we are most 

likely going to decide against what we 

know to be "right" - I feel we may 

justify that but subconsciously 

thinking that everything will turn out 

ok because we've somehow seen it 

happen before in a movie or on TV. 

The media has a way of wrapping up 

difficult situations in a positive way 

and since that's what we ultimately 

want - we think we will be able to 

mimic what we've seen. 
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Hi my name is Mike Andreola, I am 21 years 

old.  I am a Communications student at York 

University. I certainly believe that television and 

movies may have an impact on the general decisions 

people make. However, I do not think that movies or 

television shows can actually influence what one 

believes is moral, or what one perceives as right or 

wrong. Morals are developed over time and 

influenced by many factors. To say that television and 

movies can impact ones morality would mean that it 

would have to challenge other, more significant 

factors that influence what one defines as moral. 

 

 

Hi my name is Michal Zagol I am 35 years old 

and I own my own financial consulting firm. I feel 

that media very much so influences our moral 

decisions more so than we care to admit. It also I feel 

affects the way we talk, interact and behave amongst 

our peers. We tend to look at media as a higher 

standard of peers since they have the most 

interaction amongst audiences therefore thinking 

that is the way society should be. We trend to follow 

suit with whatever characters or programming we 

watch or listen to thinking it is the normal stance of 

behavior accepted by society. Ergo our brains 

inadvertently take the moral stance and behaviors of 

such characters and apply that to the moral 

behaviors we exude. Ironically you can sometimes 

judge a persons morals by their behavior. Since by 

mimicking the people we look up to on media shows 

we feel some judgment calls we make are acceptable 

since those categories down play the true extent of 

those actions thus making us feel the decision to do it 

is ok. 

 

 

Hello my name is Julia DeBartolo, I'm 21 

years. I am a full time student currently pursuing a 

bachelor of education and a bachelor or arts.  

I believe that we are grown up with the 

assumption that what we see through media will 

inevitably impact our morals and perceptions 

because it surrounds every aspect of our lives. We 

are taught to pay close attention to the messages 

media portrays and be aware of how this may alter 

our decisions. Personally, I feel that it has become 

an individual struggle between the media 

influencing our morals and our morals fighting to 

find truth or reason within the media. It is a battle 

of exploring who you are, while maintaining the 

limits of what you believe is right. 

 

 

Hi my name is Marygrace and I am 44 years old and 

I am an owner of a home daycare. In my opinion I feel that 

society makes moral decisions based on television and 

movies according to how much they would relate their own 

lives to the type of media being seen. Many people may find 

that they are influenced by the media's moral decisions 

because of the actors own beliefs and the kind of movie they 

are playing or portraying. Perhaps they may not believe the 

entire type of media that they are watching but it is obvious 

that people pickup movie lines and use them in their own 

lives when describing a feeling or a moment that they are 

having in their life experience. Other movies that are religious 

based or ethnic based may have society believing that how they 

may have been viewing life may be something that they need to 

rethink or question because the media that they just saw 

portrays a character that may have similar life experiences like 

their own but ended up doing things differently than they may 

have done. Making a decision that may have been right or wrong 

based on a religious belief could have had their final decision be 

completely different. As someone who teaches children many 

what is right from wrong is shown in Disney movies. The 'good 

guy' in the movie always wins and the 'bad guy' in the movie had 

a bad outcome. So your decision will definitely make a difference 

if you choice bad versus good. Parents often times even use 

movies to show how a character ended up in a different situation 

by making the 'wrong choice' or 'right choice'. So many people 

even if they do not speak of a movie that has affected their 

life, they may very well use the experiences in that type of 

media to change their views or behave differently in life 

should they be presented with that situation again. 
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