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Intentional Deception

• 14 “Certain religious and moral traditions were rigorously opposed to 
all lying. Yet many adherents wanted to recognize at least a few 
circumstances when intentionally misleading statements could be 
allowed.” 

• Speaking falsely to thieves and those who don’t deserve the truth. 

• Speaking with mental reservations. 

• 14 “Such definitions serve the special purpose of allowing persons to 
subscribe to a strict tradition yet have the leeway in actual practice 
which they desire.”
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Intentional Deception

• 14 When the rules were the strictest, loopholes were sought out most 
often. 

• 15 Bok suggests that it doesn’t matter whether the definition of lying is 
strict or broad, as long as we retain the right to morally evaluate “the 
intentionally misleading statement.” 

• Bok reiterates her “definition of a lie: an intentionally deceptive 
message in the form of a statement.” 

• To add to the lie itself are the many ways information can be distorted 
and biased to suit any one individual, group, or ideology.
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Intentional Deception

• 16 “The many experiments on rumors show how information can be 
distorted, added to, partially lost when passed from one person to 
another, until it is almost unrecognizable even though no one may 
have intended to deceive.” 

• To avoid all these tangles, Bok will look only at clear-cut lies, where it 
is clear the speaker intended to mislead the hearer. 

• “Therefore clear-cut lies will often be singled out and considered 
separately. 

• What do such lies do to our perception and our choices? And when 
might they be justified?
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The Shared Ethic 
Lee Smolin, scientist

6



The Shared Ethic

• Lee Smolin in The Trouble With Physics: 
• “Science has succeeded because scientists comprise 

a community that is defined and maintained by 
adherence to a shared ethic. It is adherence to an 
ethic, not adherence to any particular fact or theory, 
that I believe serves as the fundamental corrective 
within the scientific community.”*

*Lee Smolin, The Trouble With Physics: The Rise of String Theory, the Fall of Science, and What Comes Next (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2006), p. 301.7



The Shared Ethic

• “There are two tenets of this ethic: 
1. If an issue can be decided by people of good faith, 

applying rational argument to publicly available 
evidence, then it must be regarded as so decided. 

2. If, on the other hand, rational argument from the 
publicly available evidence does not succeed in 
bringing people of good faith to agreement on an 
issue, society must allow and even encourage 
people to draw diverse conclusions.”*

*Lee Smolin, The Trouble With Physics: The Rise of String Theory, the Fall of Science, and What Comes Next (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2006), p. 301.8



The Risk of Truth

• Deep-seated worry is often the reason for withdrawing 
commitment to truth. 

• One’s courage fails when a possible outcome 
promises contradiction of a core belief. 

• But, if truth contradicts a core belief then that belief 
must be wrong, and should be abandoned even with 
attendant problematic consequences.
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The Shared Ethic 
James Rachels, ethicist
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The Minimum Conception 
of Morality

14 The conscientious moral agent is someone who is 
concerned impartially with the interests of everyone 
affected by what he or she does; 
who carefully sifts facts and examines their implications;  
who accepts principles of conduct only after scrutinizing 
them to make sure they are sound; 
who is willing to ‘listen to reason’ even when it means that 
earlier convictions may have to be revised; 
who… is willing to act on the results of this deliberation.
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Morality w/o Hubris

191 “…the various theories are not consistent 
with one another, and most are vulnerable to 
crippling objections.” 

Rachels will make an attempt in this final 
chapter to say what a satisfactory theory might 
be like.
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Morality w/o Hubris

191 A Modest Conception of Human Beings 

191-192 “A satisfactory theory would… be 
sensitive to the facts about human nature, and it 
would be appropriately modest about the place of 
human beings in the scheme of things.” 

One need not accept his view of human origins to 
require humility about our contributions to 
society. 

Arrogance about our persons or place in the 
scheme of things has never provided benefit to 
individuals or humanity.
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Morality w/o Hubris

192 How Reason Gives Rise to Ethics 

“Because we are rational, we are able to take 
some facts as reasons for behaving one way 
rather than another.” 

193 “The origin of our concept of ‘ought’ may be 
found in these facts.” 

“We find ourselves impelled to act in certain 
ways… as a result of thinking about our behavior 
and it’s consequences.” 

“We use the word ‘ought’ to mark this new 
element of the situation.”
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Morality w/o Hubris

193 If we are to act according to good reasons, 
then reason requires that we act impartially to 
all humans. 

Psychological egoism is not reasonable because 
we are by nature social creatures. 

Self-centered behavior does not fit any 
recognizable reality.
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Morality w/o Hubris

193 “So there is a pleasing theoretical ‘fit’ 
between 

a. what reason requires, namely impartiality; 

b. the requirements of social living, namely 
adherence to a set of rules that, if fairly 
applied, would serve everyone’s interests; and 

c. our natural inclination to care about others, 
at least to a modest degree.” 

“All three work together to make morality… 
natural for us.”
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